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Also, petition of R. D. Wallace and 60 others, of Mi~issippi, against 

tmme measure-to the Committee on Agriculture. 
.A.lso, petition of Thomas Block and 45 others, of Mississippi, against 

same measure-to the Committee on .A.grfoulture. 
By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Protest of 257 employes of Samuel Cuf­

fles 'V ooden-Ware Company, of St. Louis, Mo., against taxing compound 
lard as contemplated in the Conger bill-to the Committee on Agri­
culture. 

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

Also, protest of 31 employes of Deidrick Furniture Company, of St. 
Louis, Mo., against same measure-to the Committ;ee on Agriculture. 

Also, prot~t of 74 employes of James Hafner Manufacturing Com­
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., against same measure-to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also. protest of 60 employ6s of Faltman & Miller's planing mill, 
agains~ same measure-to the Committee on A~riculture. · 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of E. L. Browne and48 others, residents 
of Socorro, 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: Uemoriala, 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., to 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 
Honse bill 8645 or some similar measure-to the Committee on Agri­
culture. 

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

SEN.ATE. 
WEDNESDAY, A.1u.gust 6, 1890. 

The Senat-e 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. BL.A.IR 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 op the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Bankers' .A.soociation, of Spo­
kane Falls, Wash., praying for the enactment of laws by Congres.c:i 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 S. Chase, of St. 
Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of what is known as the 
lottery bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

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

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

.A. bill (S. 4209) granting a pension to Henry W. Haley. 
Mr. DA vrn, 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-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3941) granting leaves of absence to 
clerks and employes in first and second class post-offices, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

LAND OFFICES IN MONTANA. 

l\Ir. PLUMB. In a bill which has become a law, establishing aland 
district in .Montana, the name oC.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 pa...~ed a joint resolution for that purpose 
which yesterday was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. I 
rise now to ask unanimoas consent that that committee be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that the joint resolution be now 
passed. 

The PRESIDENT p1·0 tempore. The joint resolution will be reported 
by title. 

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks nnan­
imons 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 Honse bill, and the error oc­
curred in the Honse. The Senate bad no knowledge that the name 
was not spelt correctly, and could not have, in the ordinary course. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senate passed the bill as it came from the 
House? 

Mr. PLUMB. Precisely. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That shows the deliberation there! 
The joint resolutfon was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

.A. message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Honse 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 Jam es H. Showalter. 

The message also announced that the Honse had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 111) to permit the Secretary of the 'l'reasury to si~ 
consent for a cable railway in front of the New York post-office and 
army building. 

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

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4312) to provide American regis­
ters for the steamers Stroma and Marco Aurelia; which was read twice 
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. Smith; 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 its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, refetred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 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. 

AMENDMF~TS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. BA.TE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor l:LPpropriation bill; which was referred -00 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PIERCE and ltlr. FRYE submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed by them, respectively, to the deficiency appropriation bill; 
which were referred t-0 the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS OF RETIRED OFFICERS, 

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

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

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interfor is hereby directed to furnish to 

the Senate, at earliest 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. Is there objection to the present con· 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

:M:r. COCKRELL. The resolution simply 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 havejnst got information 
by a circular ofa claim agent sent out that there is a large numberof 
such persons, and I shoultl like to know the facts. 

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

The resolution was agreed to. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT p1·0 tempore. Is there further morning busi 
ness? 
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Mr • .ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed t.o the considera­
tion of Hoose bHl 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no fnrlher 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 reduce 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 PRE IDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment, moved 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. l\1oRGAN], will be stated as modi­
fied. 

The CIIIEF CLERK. On page 24, paragraph 127, line 12, after the 
word "ore," insert "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 
phosphorus or phosphoric acid, and including mang<1.niferous iron ore, a lso the 
dross or residuum from burnt pyrites, 75 cents per ton. 

Mr. GORMAN. l\fr. 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 th:1t it should have very full consideration. 

.Mr. SPOONER. If the Senat.or will allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment, I desire to call his attention to th~ fact that we can not 
hear him. 

Mr. GO RUAN. I shall endeavor to speak louder. 
Mr. SPOONER. I do not impute it entirely to the Senator by any 

means, but somewhat to the confosion in the Chamber. For one, I 
should be glad to hear what the Senator says on this subject. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwru saying that this is probably the most important 
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 tlle 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 thorou;i;h and complete consideration of the Senate, a.nd 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 fact.s in the case, and not because 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 his statements, but it is impossible ior any 
one to deny their accuracy or break the force of what he has said. The 
testimony tb11t I refer to is from Maj. L. S. Bent, who is now president 
and for many years bas 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 l,005gross 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 
States. As I said yesterday, he is a protectionist. He desires fair and 
moderate protection, and he presides over works of the magnitude which 
I have just described. In addition 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, "I mean exactly what I say." 

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

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

TRE moN TB.ADE NEEDS FREE ORE. 

"Yes, sir," continued l\1ajor Bent," I mean exactly what I say. In our busi­
ness, for which it is supposed a. protective ta.~itfis most especially devised. the 
demand for free raw material must be met, and we are quite prepared for all 
the reduction in tariff duties on manufactured products that an accession to this 
demand logica.lly carries with it. For the first time within the experience of 
those now eng,iged in the iron and steel b11Siness this country is thrown entirely 
upon its own resources of production to supply the demand for these articles. 
This new and entirely unexpected condition of affairs has been suddenly thrust 
upon the country after a long depression of these industries. One of the prin­
cipal ca.uses which has brought a.bout this condition of affairs is the state of 
the business in Europe. Not only h&ve prices of iron and steel there advanced 
to a. point where exportation to this country is prohibited, but Lhey have come 
up a.breast, a.ad iu some pecialties have advanced beyond those ruling on this 
side of the water. To show that these prices are not speculative, here is a. late 
market report from London : 

"'Steel ra.ils-No further change in prices, but demand active and market 
strong. Heavy sections quoted at £6 10s., equal to 83.'l free on boa.rd, shipping 
points. Besioemer pig-large busine,;s done. Prices still further advanced and 
strong at i7s., equal to Sl0.25 free on board. The ea.re American prices.' This 
is an anomalous condition of affairs, and though it presumably can not long 
continue, that it bas actually occurred is one of tbe striking e\""ents of tbe time. 
The causes which havo conlribated to these rapid advances, if we may except 
a limited factor of speculation, in my opinion, are there to stay. They a.re, first, 
the scarcity of material, such as fuel and ore; these are approaching exhaus­
tion in England, and there is a continued increase in the cost of mining. Sec· 

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

"\Vha.t would be the result of equalizing the wages?" 
"I believe that we would ha\""e an advantage, because of the grcaterproductiva 

power of American labor. There ca.u be no doubt that thi~ exists. There is a 
radi~l difference between the character of the American and of the foreign 
work1ngmau. A 10 percent. advance in wages in our industrial establishments 
means, as a rule. 10 per cent. of saving, which is made in itself productive by 
the employe, e.nd an increased effort on his part to get in more hours and pro­
duce more tons, thereby increasing the net saving to himself as well as to his 
employ~r. On the other side the rule is quite different. Neither the condition, 
the habits, nor the prospects ot the workingman make lhe saving of money an 
objective point to the English la.borer. Ten per cent. advance in wages means 
to him 10 per cent. more leisure, or a corresponding reduction of work. 

PRESE.?'.,- PRICES ARE NOT SPECULATIVE. 
"Is not the pre!'.ent upward movement the r esult of speculation?" 
"On the contrary, there is an entire absence uf speculation in iron and steel 

for the simple reason that there is nothing in sii:rht to specnlate on. Everythin.; 
indica:tes, to my mind, that tl~e present stiff prices abroa.~ will continue to giv'e 
American manufacturers theu present ad\·antages, and m that. way they might 
now be in a. position to compete for the market · of the world if they were freed 
from the disadvantages la.id upon them by the tal'itfon 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 a. price quite within the limit, he will likely add that he has none to sell. 
The person who is now in most demand is the one who has s omething to sell, 
and this is at the very beginning of the upward movement. The surplus re­
sources which were banging heavily on our hands three months ago are already 
nearly consumed. The unlimited supply of raw materials, of which we never 
tire boasting, is in the hills and mountain~. 

"The furnaces that are to put it into merchantable shape are unbuilt. The 
transportation lines of the country are completely overwhelmed with business. 
There is scarcely sufficient motive power and transportation facilities to tnke 
care of the present business. There are thousands of tons of fuel for manufact­
urers lying at I.he mines and ovens for the want of cars to take them to idle 
furnaces. True it is that some small and badly located establishments have 
gone out; but they have, gone out forever because of changed conditions and 
because of the irreversible tendency toward the consolidation of manufacturing 
industries in large establiahments. The advance of to-day has not been so 
marked or rapid and the prices have not gone so high as in 1879; but in that 
year the rise of prices began in the United .States and wl\S followed somewhat 
later by an advance a.broad, 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 a.re reversed. This country can not be flooded 
with foreign manufactures. Importations have been growing rapidly less; Eu­
rope has deserted the markets of South America and the tropics, as well as tbo3 
provinces, so that not only are we freed from the rivalry of importations, but 
ne1V markets have been opened which a.re looking, and will continue to look, 
to f.hl o; country for their supplies. Vlith this prospect for a large business open­
ing to our furnaces and mines, with advancing prices reaching far int-o the fut­
ure, it is the manifest duty of Congress to really 'protect' American industries 
by relieving its raw material of the burdens now laid upon it." 

IT IB A CONDITIO~, NOT A THEORY. 
"How would you apply this to your own business?" 
"I do not want to be understood as speaking from a purely selfish standpoint. 

Whether or not a. protective tariff has built up such industries as ours is not so 
much of a practical question as what is the proper policy to be pursued in the 
present and for the future. It is literally 'a. condition, not a. theory, that con­
fronts us.' When the great works a.t Sparrow Point shall be in full operation 
the Pennsylvania. Steel Company must import l,000,000 tons of Bessemer ore 
per annum. To restrict us to the home supply is utterly impracticable; there 
are no ores to be had at home such as are needed for our purposes. \Ve would 
have to go thousands of miles into the interior for them. To raise the duties 
on this ore to such a. point as to •protect' the American mines and miners from 
Cuba and Mediterranean Bessemer ores would simply be to close all our works, 
put out our rurnaces, throw tens of thousands of workingmen out of em· 
ployment, and render unproductive tens of millions of capital. 

"Even at the present rate of duty we. have to pay $750,000 per year ta.riff tax. 
This must either come off the wa~es of American workingmen or oft' the proflts 
of American manufacturers. This means Sl.50 impost on every ton of our prod­
uct, and a handicap of that amount upon us in our competition with foreign 
manufacturers for whatever distance that $1.50 would carry our products into 
t.he world's markets farther than they now go. Two-thirdB of our product is 
shipped to seaboard points to be distributed either to foreign countries or along 
the coast from Boston to New Orleans. All the leading railroads ho.ve sea.board 
terminals. With a view to that consideration we planted our new works on the 
water, and we believe the best way to restore American commerce is to build 
up such establishments by the sea.boa.rd. The whole tendency in the past is to 
drive the business of iron and steel manufacture from the sea.board toward the 
West, ma.king the charges of transportation, even when exportation becomes 
practicable, so heavy as to put the American manufacturer at a great disad­
vantage. Even the ships that we build have to be brought to the seaboard­
that is, the materials for them-from far inland. l\1y theory is that if the Gov­
ernment should remove the present duty on ore it would be vastly conducive 
to the building up of industrial establishments on the sea.board. The iron man· 
ufacturers of the West can find their market in the West. They will have, as 
they ought to have, the advantage of home ores at their own door; and these 
will always have the advantage of railroad transportation over foreign ores ad­
mitted free of duty.'' 

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

Mr. PLATT. !fit does not interrupt the Sena.tor, I should like to 
ask a question in order to get information. I could not hear exactly 
a.U that he read. Do I understand that l\fr. Bent says that they can 
pay the tariff duty on the imported ore and make 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 Caba, and that will enable the people engaged 
in this great work in Baltimore to sell ra ils in 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 T ... ondon, 

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

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir; that is to say, the value of steel rails free 
on board in England is precisely the same as our manufacturers sell 
steel rails 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· 
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live~ them to any-railroad company 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 
prices? 

Mr. GORMAN. I am speaking of the prices within a very short 
time. 

1tfr. ALDRICH. I think the Senat-0r will be obliged to revise his 
figures and quotations on English rails to-day. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not know what the prices are to-day, but they 
have been as I have st.ated within a short time to my certain knowl­
edge. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will get the present quotations. There has been, 
I think, a decline of about $11 a ton. · -

1\Ir. GOHMAN. It is possible-that is to say, I have not looked atit 
since Inst 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 v~ry possible, in view of the legislation now 
pending, that there has been an advance an along the line. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There bas been no advance here, but there has been 
a decline upon the other side of about $12 per ton. I am merely stat­
ing from memory. 

Mr. PLUl\IB. Since when bas that decline occurred? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Since last NoYember or December. 
Mr. PLUMB. I think the last quotations I saw on English rails 

were certainly not over $27. I will take the opportunity 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 not speaking 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 
price has been about $:l7 or $28 a ton, as I understand, all along there. 
Certainly 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 are given from 1867 down to Febru­
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. February, 1 90. In February, 1890, the price in 

gold-and it is practically the same, for our currency is equal to gold­
free on board a~ British ports, was $35 a ton. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand it, along there f1om 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 alon~ within 
two or three dollars of each other within ayE'ar, and sometimes no 
doubt come in together. It is a, notorious fact that the cost of iron­
making in England has increased, and tha"t 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. 

:Ur. GORMAN. What are they? 
Mr. ALDRICH .. On the 23d of July, which is the last date I have, 

the Enp;lish price was £5, and the price of American rails was $31. 50 
to $32. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the English price? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Five pounds. 
Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator to say that this was in 

July? 
Mr. ALDRICH. July 23d. I think the prices have declined some­

what since this quotation. 
Mr. GORMAN. During the absence of the Senator from Rhode Island 

I read from page 1148 of the bearings before the Ways and Ueans Com­
mittee, where it was stated that in February, 1890, the price in this 
country 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 figures. 

In 1883 the production in gross ton~ 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 porUI 
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 $28. 50 
a ton. The British price free on shipboard durin~ the same year was 
$23.11 a ton. In 1886 the British price had run down to $18. 70 a 
ton and the American price had run up to $34.50 a ton. In 1888 the 
American price was $2~.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 
that $10 a ton would not have been ample protection to the American 
industry. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In this connection, if 'the Rena.tor from 
Maryland will permit me, I wish to call attention to the ~eport made by 
the Commissioner of Labor and to the actual eost of s~el rails in British 
mills, in mills in continental Europe, and in the Unit;ed States. There 
are onlytwo mills in the United States reported, in continental Europe 
there are six, and in Great Britain there are two. The total cost in 
the American mills, including everything paid by the manufacturers 
of steel rails tor 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.fi7 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. 7 4 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, 
and confirms strongly the position taken by the Senator from Mary­
land . 

.M:r. GORMAN. I have no doubt the st.atement can not be success­
fully contradicted. As I understand, the average there shows a differ­
ence of only about $5 in the actual cost. 

.M:r. JONES, of Arkansas.. It is not $5 in any case. 
!)fr. GORMAN. Not $5? 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Not $5 in 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 fa $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 
to the same point, but expressed a little differently, and I shall read 
that. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like the Senator from ~Iaryland to yield to 
me that I may q"Uote further from the preliminary report on the "cost 
of production" as to the cost of material and labor of prodncing steel 
rails between the manufacturers in this country and the manufacturers 
in Europe. The cost of material for the manufacture in the United 
States was $21.10 and $25.11; on the continent of Europe, $17. 67, 
$18.06, $18.06, $18.23, $18.10, $18.66, $23.42; and in Great Britain, 
$18.05 and $16.39. The cost of labor in the United Stat-e.'! 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 valuable to know which one of those sta­
tisticians is right. They vary from turee 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 
productions on the Continent, in Great Britain, and in the United 
States. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Louisiana was giving 
the cost of material and labor and I wa.s 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 singular 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
nental Europe is considerably larger than in England. 

Mr. JO~ES. 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 a.bout the United States. I say 

the statistics given by the two Senators show that the cost of making 
steel rails on the continent of Europe is higher than the cost in Eng­
land, and yet the faet is that continental Europe is to-day seizing the 
English market on steel rails. 

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

Mr. GIBSON. The l::)enator from Maine has furnished no statistics 
himself to show that the continent of Europe is furnishing steel rails 
in the markets of Great Britain. 

Mr. FRYE. I can not fnrnic;;h 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. That is the complaint in regard to everything not 
produced in England. 

Mr. FRYE. The statement is made that the continent of Europe is 
supplying the English market with steel rails ' 
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Mr. GIBSON. These figures are taken from the Preliminary Re­
port on the Cost of Production, which was sent to the Senaw t.he 
other day by Canoll 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 cont.inent 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. There 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 worlcl have been disturbed because of the extraor­
dinary features of this bill we ara now considering, which are more 
radical than were ever known by civilized man. And I have no doubt 
it has disturbed values and business tiverywhere. I have no doubt the 
statement read by the Senator from Rhode Island is true; that there 
has been a decrease in prices 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 causes 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 fluc­
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 &re 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 bas 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 
necessary 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 qu~tion, the foremost manufacturer in the country and 
a member of the Republican party. I refer to Mr. Carnegie. He is 
good authority. In December last, at Boston, he spoke t-0 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 
3,170,000 tons. In iron, Great Britain manufactured only 1,7il,OOO tons, while in 
.the Republic the product wu 2,308,000 tons. But the mo!lt extraordinary devel­
opment has been in steel rails. 'Ve make about 2 tons for every ton made in 
England. -

"The progress of steel·rail manufacture seems to have been wonderfully 
rapid?" 

Nothing like it in the world. Eighteen huudred and seventy-two was the 
first year in which America ma.de 100,000 tons of steel; fifteen years later, in 
1887, she made more than thirty times that a.mount. This is not an isolated il­
lustration of our progress. In 1867 only 2,560 tons of steel rails were ma.de in 
America; in 1887-twenty yea.rs 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 gnat in London as in New York. 

Not a. cent of duty on steel rails if! 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 va.rioa.s causes which enter into the 
manufacture of iron from the very beginning. These waves sweep 
over every market. 

Mr. PLUMB. Diamonds, in order to show to advantage, ought to be 
strung together. I will ask the Senator if be has any objection to my 
reacting another statement of Mr. Carnegie which relates to this general 
subject, published over bis own signature in the North American Re­
view for June, 1889 ? 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield to the Senator with pleasure. 
Mr. PLUMB. The article is entitled "Wealth"-too long to read 

in full, but this paragraph occurs in it: 
If we consider what results flow from the Cooper Institute, for instance, to 

the best port.ion of the race in New York not possessed of means, and com pa.re 
these with those which would have arisen for the good of the ma.sses from an 
equal sum distributed by Mr. Coopedn his lifetime in the form of wages, which 
is the highest form of distribution, being for work done anc.l not for charity,we 
can form some estimate of the possibilities for the improvement of the race 
which lie imbedded in the present la.w of the accumulation of weaUh. Much 
of this sum, if distributed in small quantities among the people, would have 
been wa11ted 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 a.11 com­
parable to those which are flowing and a.re to flow from the Cooper Institute 
from generation to gener91tion. 

The view that Mr. Carnegie takes of his function as an employer of 
labor and the propriety of giving to the la.borer 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 bis employes is the proper custodian of the money 
due them for service rendered. This may impeach Mr. Carnegie as 

'· 

authority on the other subject concerning which the Senator from Mary­
Jand has quoted him. 
. I.observed the other day, in the same line, something which rather 
md1cates that some of the people whom Mr. Conklingused to describe 
as being in the "upper air and solar walk of things"-one of these 
~entle!llen preached a lay sermon a few Sundays ago in Philadelphia., 
m which he exhorted the brethren to remember that it was ordained 
from the.beg~ing of things that some people (of whom he was one) 
should hve m fine houses and that some others should live in plain 
houses; that was the d~vine order of things, which he commended to 
the people whom be addressed, and who, I presume, 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 would 
be 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 RECORD. I will ask 'that 
permission myself. However, in discussing this matter, which is a mat­
ter of vital importance, I will say, on reflection, that I have not the 
slightest objection to the insertion being made here, because this is a 
matter we want to discuss in a business point of view, and I shall be 
glad to have the Sena.tor insert_ it here. I want to dispose of this ques­
tion in the best interests of the country; that is all I desire. Let me 
ask the Senator by whom the statementwas prepared? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The secretary of the American Iron and Steel Asso­
ciation, and he gives bis authority in each ca.<3e. The prices of British 
steel rails at Briti:!h ports from 1867 to 1878, inclusive, are taken from 
a statement presented by Mr. H. V. Poor, of Poor's Railway Manual 
to the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representative~ 
in February, 1880; for 1879 the price is an average from Fossick's 
Chart, an E.nglish 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: 

United States. Great Brita.in. 

"' ~ .... ..... t>.d "' ~1! ~ 
0 0 0,... 0,;e .. ~ Cl ~g ~ (,) Iii llD llD 0 :E 8. Q g- mi ·~ ·;:: d ~-.... 

l» . .,; 
~ 

-,... p..,.. g ii) ,... ..... c "Cl c 
~o i:':~ al ~s ~s d~ ca .n "Cl .... al bf ·i~ c 0 >. '"'<el-e 

Q 'O c. '"' ~Iii~ 0 -; Q ~~ 8. ~ .. a I> l>J..Jo ;f .ci . ~ H A ~ ~ 0 -----------
1867 ........... 2, 277 145,579 r 3166.00 '65.70 8135.60 
1868 ........... 6,451 223,287 r~ oont.ad 

140 158.50 61.32 128.68 
1869 ........... 8,616 279,610 valorem. 186 132.25 54. 99 112.52 
1870 ........... 30,357 356,387 115 106. 75 50.37 87.44 
1871 ........... 34, 152 505,538 112 102.50 54.99 96.81 
1872 ........... 83,991 133, 738 112 112.00 67.64 110.48 
1873 ........... ll5,192 142,474 $28 per ton from 113 120.50 80.05 122.82 
1874. .......... 129,414 89, 746 Jan. 1, 1871, to 112 94.25 68. 75 108.58 
1875 ........... 259,699 16,316 114 68. 75 44.28 85.82 
1876 ........... 368, 269 None. Aug. 1, 1872; 110 59.25 32.12 69.43 825.20 to l\fa.r. 1877 ........... 385,865 81 

~,::is~~ ~r°ir:: 
105 45.50 29.20 63.21 

1878 ........... 491,4'.!7 9 102 42.25 25.55 57.68 
1879 ........... 610,682 22,372 July 1, 1883. 100 48.25 26.88 57.88 
1880 ........... 852, 196 141,277 100 67.50 84.42 65.42 
1881 ........... 1, 187, 770 222,596 100 61.13 30.41 61.41 
1882 ........... 1,284,067 162,621 

r 
48.50 26.27 57.27 

1883 ........... 1, 148, 709 34,125 100 37.75 22.72 53.72 
1884 ........... 996, 983 2, 745 100 30.75 23.19 43.19 
1885 ........... 959,471 2,138 100 28.50 23.11 4.3.11 
1886 ........... 1,574, 703 41,581 817 ~er ton from 100 3!.50 18.70 38.70 
1887 ........... 2,101, 904 137,588 Ju y l, 1883. 100 87.08 HI. 70 39. 70 
1888 ........... 1,386,277 63,016 100 29.83 19.15 39.15 
1889 ........... 1,510,057 6,202 100 29.25 24.57 44.57 
1890* ......... ················ .............. 100 31.50 23.10 43.10 

*Price in June. 

Mr. GORUAN. I shall be gla.d 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 to lay 
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 parties fight it out. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire, before 
we get through, will agree t-0 join us in doing justice to a large se~­
tion of country, and not remain here as a high protectionist and a pro-
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· hibitionist on all articles that are made in New England and a free­

trader in all he wants to get from the other side. 
l.fr. 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 fariff, arrived at this extraordinary result, of 
rails almost as cheap as those in England. 

M1·. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to be led off into 
that wide Eea. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the proposition to put these Bessemer ores 
upon tl1e free-list? 

Mr. GORMAN. So far as I am concerned, I say no. 
Mr. SPOONER. Is not that the pending amendment? 
Mr. MORGAN. Ob, no; that is another question. 
Mr. GORMAN. That is entirely another question. 
I bave read that Major Bent, a manufacturer and a protectionist, 

Rays, that with the present condition of affairs it can be accomplished 
if you give him free ore; but he tliscusses various schedules. In the 
matter as in all others others in the tariff, whether the rule bas been 
right or wrong in this by which you have levied these duties, I do not 
intend to be l~d into tha.t question. I would not in disposing of this 
bill do anything that was radical._ I would not vote for a proposition 
that I believed would destroy these industries or impair their usefulness. 
That is not the position, as I understand it, of the party to which I be­
long, or of anybody so far as I know. I believe that the time bas arrived 
and that this is a pointed illustration of it when, in the business inter­
ests of the country, without affecting injuriously the manufacturing 
establishments, we can rednce the duty upon articles and increase our 
manufacturing industries within the United States and increase our 
foreign trade with other nations. 

Now, I do not propose in any vote that I give knowingly to go one 
step beyond that, nor does the party to which I belong. We may be 
mistaken about details. There may be mistakes upon single items. It 
would be wonderful if there were not mistakes made by gentlemen who 
have not bad the opportunity to consider the details of such a bill, for 
it requires experts, and the ablest experts, t-0 go through 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 you, 
gentlemen of New England, my friend from New Hampshire and my 
friend from A:Iaine. I do not speak of you in a sectional sense, but 
there are divisions in these great industries between New England, 
nnd the Middle States. and the Western States, and the Southern 
States, and I only speak of it as the line is draw!J. commercially. I 
say that from Maine to South Carolina on the Atlantic coast 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 
the great development which ought to be upon the coast. Now, our 
proposition is that you admit these Bessemer ores at a reduced rate 
without affecting the American interest in any particular. 

Mr. BUTLER. Just in that connection, will the Senator from Mary­
land allow me to read some fucts given by a ~entleman last fall in re­
gard to the iron industries of New England, which my friend from 
)fassacbusetts [Mr. D.A W.ll;S] said the other day were in such flourish­
ing condition? 

Mr. GOR~IAN. 
l\!r. BUTLER. 
Mr. DAWES. 
Mr. BTTTLER. 

615. 

Certainly. 
He says in his statement­

What does the Sei;iator read from ? 
I read from part first of the printed testimony, page 

Mr. FRYE. Whose testimony? 
l\!r. BUTLER. Of the testimony taken by the Select Committee on 

our Relations with Canada. 
Mr. DA WES. Who is the man who testified? 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Tobey-Horace B. Tobey. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. DAWES. 

Carolina--

As far as I am concerned I am always--
I want to call the attention of the Senator from South 

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. DA WES. There is this about it: If I 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 upon 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. DA WES. I am trying to arrest the attention of my friend from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, my attention is concentrated upon 
the Senator. 

Mr. DA WES. He brought 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 upset the iron business 
in Massachusetts, and he read a little to that effect, but he left out 
this--

Mr. BUTLER. What does the Senator read from now? 
~fr. DA WES. I am reading from that same interesting book. 
Mr. BUTLER. What page? 
Mr. DA WES. On page 712. 
Mr. BUTLER. What testimony? 
l\Ir. DA WES. The testimony of Mr. Frank H. March, and I begin 

exactly where the Senator from South Carolina left off. 
Mr. BUTLER. All right. I shall be delighted to hear the Senator. 
Mr. DAWES. It shows why those particular industries have de­

cJined in Massachusetts. 
· Mr. BUTLER. We are talking about iron now, though. 

Mr. DA WES. But 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 constituents so ably, as he did the other 
day, I hope be wi11 deal fairly with them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall try to do so. 
l\fr. DA WES. 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: 

Q. Your point., then, I undct'dtand, is in substance that yon 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 bas gone from here. That is what I say. 

Q.. Do you 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 l\lr. Tobey to continue his business. 
Q.. You do not attribut.e the decaying of Massachusetts glass manufacture to 

the tariff? 
A. Not a bit. I al.tribute it. to natural causes. 

By Senator DOLPH: 
Q. The manufacture of glass has to go where the fuel isT 
-"-· Yes, sir; we had a manufactory established in the mostproSJ>eroas times 

at Cambridge, costing thousands of dollars. What do they do in Ohio or Penn• 
sylvan fa? They erect a chimney out there, and shovel coal out of a hillside intc 
the furnace, and next morning the goods come out of the ovens all ready for 
sale. 'Vhat can we do? We can not do anything against such competition as 
that. 

Q. Could you furnish to the committee, now or at any time, the statistics of 
the S'.Wing and advantage given in glass manufacture by reason of the reduc­
tion in the price of fuel? 

A. No, sir; I could not. I had it stated to me last year by a manufacture\" 
from Pennsylvania, when I expressed great surprise at the fact that goods that 
used to sell for 375 a ton are now selling for SIS. I asked him how in the world 
he could accompl ish that result, nod he said that in 1886 his fuel bill for a. big 
factory employing 350 opera.ti ves was $5,000, and by na.tura.l ~the year before 
his fuel bill was only $500. 

l\!r. FRYE. Oh ! This gentleman, who was brou~bt out here as a witness against the 
Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Maine exclaims ''Oh!" as if it operations of the tariff, and cbargin~ the decline in these industries in 

takes his breath. Massachusetts t-0 the tariff, had stated right before the Senator from 
!\Ir. F HYE. I recognized him at once. South Carolina the real reason for it, and stated himself that the tariff 
Mr. BUTLER. It took the breath of the Senator from Vermont and had not anything to do with it. 

the Senator from Massachusetts the other day, and I think it will take Mr. BUTLER. The Senator does me great injustice. 
the breath of some other Senators before we get through with Mr. Mr. DA WES. I know the Senator did not do it designedly, 
Tobey's testimony and some other testimony. He says: l\!r. BUTLER. I not only did not do it designedly, but I did not 

Since 18i9 there have "died out, of the 1 oiling-mills in Maine, 50 per cent.; of do it at all. There is tbe point that I make. 
those in Vermont, 100 per cent.; of those in Massachusetts, 36 per cent.; of those Mr. DA WES. What I complain of is, that the Senator did not state 
in Connecticut, 20 per cent.; of those in Rhode Island, 50per cent. Or, to show it.. 
the same facts in another form, in 1880 the New England mills produced 170,- ~r BUTLER Wh t I t ted th t th las ·-c. t had 
ffl1 t-ons of rnlled iron and steel; in 1837 they produced 102,711 tons. In these n ' r. · a s a was a e g s man\.UaC nre 
yea.l's, therefore, the annual production of rolled iron and steel in New Eng- disappeared from Massachusetts. That was the point I made. I did· 
land has dwindled 40 PE(r cent. not attempt to assign any reason for it. The Senator from Massa-

This is right in the line of the statement being made by the Senator chusetts denied it, and said that it was not true. 
from Maryland, that the cause of it is that they have to pay such a toll Mr. DA WES. No. 
for iron ores and pig-iron that they getin New England to convert into Mr. BUTLER. Why, practically the Senator did, and he denied 
manufactured iron. that the iron industries were being impaired or crippled from any cause. 

Mr. DA. WES. I suppose the Senator from Maryland will allow me I did not attempt to assign any reason for it; but this gentleman says 
to go along with my honorable friend from South Carolina. · . : the operation of the tariff law did not drive the glass manufacture out 

. \ 

- l 

·-

• 

·. 

. -

-. 

. , 



'. 

/ ... 

...... 

• 

. ~... \ 

8190 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. AUGUST 6, 

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 ot.her ma­
terial for glass manufacture free. He cvntradicts himself. He says 
natural causes have driven the glass industry out of New England, 
but he ve,ry promptly and readily suggests a. remedy by which the 
glass manufacture might be restored, and that was by a reciprocity 
treaty with Canada in order to enable them to get their fuel free. 

1\1r. DA WE~ . The Senator from South Carolina is jast as unfortu­
nate to-day as he was the other ciay 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, io have the coal fo;e. 

Mr. BU'l'LER. I do not so understand the man. My point really 
in introducing bis 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 out of New England. ' 

Mr. DA WES. Now let me read what be 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. Do you 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 nalural gas? 

A. No, sir; no more than it will enable Mr. Tobey to continue his business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, bold 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: 

BOSTON, MASS., September u, 1889. 
Frn.nk H. March, sworn and examined. 
The 'V~"ESS. I, sir. for years, since 1869, up to within a few years, have been 

a manufacturer of glass and glassware. Our first company was established here 
in the nt1ighborhood of Boston more than one hundred years ago .. We imported 
the first glass-workers from England. '£hat factory bas run continuously under 
one company, with very profitable div~dends, up to 'Yi thin six years. Si.nee that 
it ha been run in asma.11 way by a private corporation. 'Ve have had mvested 
millions of dollars in Massachusetts in the manufacture of glassware; have em­
ployed hundreds of workmen, turning out a large product, e.nd supplying this 
wholo country and largely Canada. To-day what is the result? We have bad 
to accept exactly the so.me as the iron manufacturers, the invitation of the hon­
orable gentleman from Alabama [Senator PUGH1; we have had to go to the foun­
tain-head of manufacture. To-day we have in l\Iassacbusetts two little con­
cerns, one of which has not paid a dividend, I believe, for years-not being an 
original stockholder, and being long ago counted out, so I do not know abso­
lutely-and one concern in the neighborhood of Boston that manufa.ctures a 
lilt.le for local trnide. 

See what this gentleman says: 
Now, sir, I look upon that as the result of the tariff. 

That is what 1 said he stated. 
I look upon that as the result of natural causes. 

1\lr. DA WES. Is the tariff :i. 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 be tates. He says he looks upon that as the result 
of the tariff, and he was probably an intelligent man, and I take it for 
granted be thought it was the tariff and natural causes combined. 
Thn.t 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 tariff. 

That is w bat be said. 
Mr. PLATT. What else did he say next? 
Mr. BUTLER. He then said: 

I look upon that as the result of natural cause."!. 
Mr. PLATT. The two statements are inconsistent. 
1\lr. 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 I 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. DA WES. I know the Senator meant to be fair. He was fair 
as far as be went, but as soon as he came to where the man explained 
it, then the Senator lost all interest in it. 

Ur. BUTLER. Not at all His examination was continued by.the 
chairman, who asked: 

What fountain-head? 

The witness replied: 
Coal. 
Q. Fuel? 
A. Fuel. 
I did not care about reading the whole of this. 
Mr. DA WES. Just as soon as he spoke about fuel in Pennsyl-vania. 

the Sena.tor lost all interest. 
Mr. BUTLER. The point I made was that the glass manufacture 

bad been driven out of New England. _I did not attempt to account for 
it. The enator 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 iI this man was t-0 be believed. 
J b:v•'e my theory about it and the Sena.tor has his. I think the tariff 
has a great deal to do with driving out the manufacture, and the very 

argument being made here to-day by the Senator from Maryland proves 
it. 

:M:r. DA WES. I do not complain that the Senator bas his theory 
about it. He has a right to it, and he accords very generously to me 
.my right; but when he brings out a. Massachusetts man to show that 
the tarift did it, when that Massachusetts mansaid it did not do it, I 
complain. 

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

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President-
Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator from Maryland yielded the floor? 
Mr. GORMAN. Not permanently. 
l\Ir. FRYE. This might be a good opportunity for me to make a 

speech, if he has done so. 
Mr. BUTLER. I shall be delighted to hear the Senatoi:. 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President--
The PREBIDENT p1·0 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 to what this witness did 

mean. If the Senator from South Carolina. will turn over to page 712 
he will find the question was asked of the witness directly, and he 
answered: 

Q. You do not attribute the decaying of l\1assachusett~ glass manufacture t-o 
the tariff? 

A. Not a bit. I attribute it to natural causes. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is exactly what the Senator from Massachu­
se.tts read, and I think perhaps the Senator had better do as the Sena­
tor from Massachusetts did the other day when-if be 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 l\Ia.ssachusetts. 
Mr. GORMAN. I yield tor that purpose. 
Mr. DA WES. Governor Ames is anxiouR to get it, too. 
Mr. BUTLER. The Senator challenged me to produce any state­

m"mt from Governor Ames to the effect that the iron industries in New 
England bad been maintained by the degradation of American labor. 
I will furnish the proof to the Sena.t-Or with a great deal of pleasure if 
he will just give me a little time. 

Mr. BLA.ffi. 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--

Mr. GIBSON. What page? 
Mr. BUTLER. The point I want to read from is part second pacre 

623; and then if the Senator from Louisiana will turn to pa.ere G24 he 
will find some additional testimony. In the summary of that state­
ment made by J\Ir. Tobey, he says: 
laJ1J.ese obstacles have ~a.used a d egradat ion of American labor in New Eng-

J\fr. DA WES. Who says that? 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Tobey. 
Mr. DA WES. That you read. 
Mr. BUTLER. I read that. Then be says: 

Now, gentlemen,_ I should be sor~y to leave this subject without having you 
un_d~rst~nd ~hat this. argument wluch. I have rea~ is not a. partisan document 
origmatmg 10 the mmds of any fanatics or extremists. It is a deliberate state­
ment of the wan~s and desires of the ir?n manufactureN of this district; and in 
proof of tha.t I wish to call your a.ltent1on to the annexed petition. 

Then he gives a petition, to which the Senator refers. I find amona 
the signatures to the petition accompanying that statement, the nam: 

·of Arthur Ames, governor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, ono 
of the owners of the Ames Shovel Factory. 

Mr. DA WES. If it is Arthur Ames you have got the wrong man. 
Mr. BUTLER. I do not know anytlting about it. It is ~th ur Ames, 

governor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
Mr. DA WES. I gave the Senator the benefit 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. DA WES. Where is there anything in that about tho dezra,fa­
tion of labor? 

Mr. BUTLER. There it is in No. 6: 
These obstacles have caused a degradation of American 11\bor in Ni:>w Eng­

land. 

Mr. DA WES. That is not in the petition as it is quoted hero on 
that page. 

Mr. FRYE. That is the testimony of the other witness. 
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Mr. DA WES. That is the testimony oftbe other man. That is not 

what he signed. 
Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; but the gentleman goes on to state: 

Now, gentlemen, I should be sorry to leave this subject without having you 
understand that this argument which [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 I wish to call your attention to the annexed petition. 

it is annexed to that statement and a part of it. 
Mr. DAWES. No. 
Mr. BUTLER. Why? 
Mr. DA. WES. Annexed to this statement of bis. 
Mr. Il UTLER. 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. 

l\Ir. John Sylvester, of the Sylvester Works; Thomas Cunningham, of the 
Cunn ing-ha.m Iron \Vorks; l'llr. Dart, treasurer of the Rhode Island Tool Com­
pany; Peleg McFarland, a. Republican senator in the SLate Legislature. 

Mr. DA WES. Why do you want to make out that Oliver Ames 
signed something else than what be did sign? · 

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

Mr. DA WES. No; he did not annex it to that statement. There 
is not anythin~ here that-

The PR.&;IDENT pro tempore rapped with his gavel. 
Mr. DA WES. I beg pardon of the Chair for unintentionally trans­

gressing the ru1es. 
The PH.ESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will remark that these 

colloquial proceedings frequently degenerate into disorder, and he begs 
Senators to observe the rule. 

Mr. DA WES. Mr. President~ I wish to say that the Senator from 
South Carolina has fallen into an error .of atatement 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 furnished here on pages 623 
and 624, which he did sign. The petition which he did sign contains 
no such statement. I do not mean to say or intimate that the Senator 
from South Carolina designs to state a thing differently from what be 
supposis it is. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President--
Mr. DAWES. .A.nd in my zeal I did not mean to go beyond that. 

The Senator knows that I would not indu1ge in any statement which 
would reflect upon his intent to tell the truth; 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 distinctly, 
"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
ply making the statement of a. fact to sustain the proposition which I 
had submitted, and which, in my judgment, sustains the position 
taken by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not think ~here 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 upon this subiect. His name 
has just been mentioned by the Senator from South Carolina as one of 
the signers of the petition to which he referred. ~Ir. McFarland was 
invited by the chairman of the committee, the Senator from Massachu­
setts [Mr. H:oA&], to submit his views upon these questions to that 
committee, and they were · there making their investigation. The 
chairman in making bis report says: 

I have here a communication from Mr. Peleg McFarland, a very well known 
and intelligent iron manufacturer at South Carver, Mass., which I will put 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 con­
sists of many different papers, and consists also of a controversy through 
the Boston Journal between him and Mr. David Hall Rice. On page 
1193, part 2, Mr. McFarland says: 

I now turn, with sincere plea.sure, to that "Seeker for InfoTmation" from 
Plymouth, who, in The Journal of the 4th instant, addressed certain cogent and 
courteous questions to me, which deserve careful consideration. I esteem it a. 
privilege to exchange views with a veteran whose opinions are illumined by 
the lamp of experience, and I bail it as a. cheering omen that these inquiries 
into the condition of our New England iron industries have become so general. 

Nor am I in.sensible to the tribute which my friend pays to the ironmasters or 
the old school. They laid the deep foundations of an industry which we are 
seeking to perpetuate, and they are entitled to the rughest 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 too closely absorbed 
in the practical affairs of life to acquire those gracf's of scholarship which are 
more common to-day, but which, to my view, are not an indispensable prereq­
uisite to an intelligent understanding of the tariff question. 

But had our fathers found themselves confronted with a. duty of 70 per cent. 
on their raw materia\, 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 cqmpelled 
to offer the same protest against the injustice which their sons are voic10g to­
day. The iron Illil.l!ufacturers of New England are asking that the duty on pig­
iron be reduced to 2-! per cent., and I must remind my friend that the duty on 
pig-iron was exactly 24 per cent. "in the palmiest days of the New England 
iron business," to which he alludes. Give us the same tariff rates which were 
in vogue when onr 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 be has been 
''hit" by the decline of the 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 a.bout $5 on every ton of iron which crosses our national bound­
aries. 

May it not be that my friend has fallen somewhat into a common error in 
failing to discriminate between a.ii 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 can to·day produce iron about as 
cheaply as any foreign country without disturbing labor, and that we are, 
nevertheless, paying nearly $7 per ton duty on pig-iron, I am forced to conclude 
that a radical reduction is in order. No other great and lea.ding industry in 
this country is compelled to carry an impost burden on its crude materials in 
any sense comparable to that now la.id upon iron. Why, then, is it not exactly 
in line with the true protective principle to ask for an equitable adjustment or 
this excessive duty? 

Something more than ten years ago Mr. Garfield was harassed by a running 
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 st..'\ble equilibrium somewhere between a 
prohibitory tariff on the one band and a tariff that gives no protection on the 
other hand. What is that; point of stable equilibrium? In my judgment it is 
this: A rate so high that foreign producers can not flood our market and break 
down our home manufactures, but not so high as to keep them out altogether, 
·enabling our manufacturers to combine &nd raise the price, nor so high as to 
stimulate an unnatural and unhealthy growth of manufactures.,., 

Again, Mr. Garfield says: "I stood on the equator,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 got into power 
and boosted up every time the protectionists got into power. I have held tha~ 
equitable ground throughout a.n d held it against the assaults now from one side 
and now from the other, and I estimate it one of the greatest of my acrueve­
ments in public life to have held that equipoiire." 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 t.he present 
and future wants of the nation?" 

There are undoubtedly iron and coal deposits in this counh·y sufficient to 
meet all demands, present end prospet·tive, 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 depend on native products. New England, 
for instance, in view of her geographical position, might find it more profitable 
to import iron and coal. Were all our iron >tnd coal deposits located in the dis­
tant Territory of Alaska., would you still insist that there should he no importa­
tion? 

"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 presume it is safe to answer this query in the affirmative. 
"Third .. Can the coal a.nd iron be transported from the mines in Pennsyl­

vania and vicinity to New England a.scheap as from· the provinces?" 
It is my candid opinion that the ad vantages in favor of the provinces a.re very 

great. !!fr. Charles F. Mayer, president of the Consolidated Coal Company of 
Maryland, in his testimony before the Ways and Means Committee in Wash­
ington Ia.st 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-wat.er. Now, the cost to 
President l\layer of shipping coal to New England after be has reached tide­
water, and the cost of shipping from the Nova Scotia ports to New England are 
very nearly the same; and, as the Nova Scotia mines are directly on th.e coast, 
it is obvious that the provinces have a natural advantage 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 a.s cheap here as there?" 

The manufacturers of Alabama boast that they are to-day producing pig-iron 
more cheaply than any foreign country can ever produce it, and without reduc­
ing their labor one mill Mr. Carnegie, the iron king 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 from iron. 

"Fifth. If coal a.nd iron can be mined as cheap in this country as in Europe 
by reducing our labor to their level, will our mine-owners be undersold in our 
markets?" 

The owners of coal mines and iron mines in this country are no longer in 
serious danger from foreign competition, even at the present 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 claim. Our location 
geographically entitles us to purchase in other markets. The same course of 
reasoning w"!lich 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. If we take the duty oft coal and 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 'Vorld and produce those articles as 
cheap or cheaper than the imported product and still have the same advantage 
over ~ew England which they now have-all the natural advantages besides 
cheap coa.l, cheap iron, and cheap labor? With .all these points in their favor, 
why can not they manufacture iron and send it to our market, underselling us 
every time?" 

Here again you overlook transportation. While the regions west a.nd south. 
of New England have little to fes.r from foreign competition, we, owing to our 
location on this east-erly coast, must depend somewhat upon foreign countries 
for our crude materials. It can not be counted strange that in a country with 
such a. vast area there should be found a region lyine- on its sea.board boundary 
where certain foreign products a.re nearer, in term~ of cost, than our native prod­
ucts which lie in the dist-ant interior. .::luch a.re the conditions to-day with 
some of our Atlantic States. These a.re immutable conditions, which ca.n not 
be ignored; for no Coni'ress can repeal or successfully amend the fixed laws of 
God. .A..nd, should the West or the South ever become so given over to greed 
or so lacking in common patriotism as to seek to hold this New England mar­
ket through th.e degradation of labor, there is a healthy pulilic sentiment in 
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this country which would thwart such a.n unhallowed enterprise in its very in-
cipiency I · 

Mr. BUTLER. On what page is that? 
Mr. MORGAN. It is on pages 1193 and 1194 of this testimony. I 

will not, of course, detaiu 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 consnl t geography and transportation in arranging our tariffs, upon 
iron particularly; I might mention other things, pottery, timber, lum­
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 Texasandrnnningaround up to Massa­
cbusettsand to Alaine, areaubjected 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 
Cnba, so that they can bring it here and help to manufacture a part of 
what this country needs. 

Mr. GORl\IAN. Mr. President, I beg now to go on with what I 
have to say abont 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 E::stablish­
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 south of ns 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 countryt 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 
Rho<le Island or any other Senator on this floor will question the ac­
curacy 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 le.ss cost. The statement of Major Bent as to the exact 
result, which I have read, bas not been questioned by any mamifact­
urer in the country. That it would increase our commerce with for­
eign countries there can be no doubt. 

Right ht that point, as an illustration of what bas been done by one 
single establishment at Baltimore in five ye~rs, 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 
prjorto July26, 1890t iron ores of the money valueof$1,800,000. That 
is the moneyvalue 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 country 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 has increased 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, etc.-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 orest that trade, 
increasf!d to the extent of the capacity of these works, would extend 
oar commerce on the theory, in a modified form, of the suggestion 
which bas been made by a didtinguished Republican of opening up that 
traue 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 reduction 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 in all 
these schedules it is proper to go along moderately and to feel our way, 
and not to do anything that is extreme either up or dowu so as to dis­
turb these bnsiness 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 Maryland 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 i\fediterraneanorfromCuba. 
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 
of the ores found here upon the Atlantic 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 fons. The 
cheapness of those ores at Chicago, as I said yesterday, makes that the 
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 great 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 
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Pennsylvania with its great iron iodustryt 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 began to develop they tapped the bowels of the earth and 
found natural gas. But for that discovery Chicago would have abso­
lutely 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 ere 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 Mediterrane:m 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 ~et Bessemer ore cheaper from Cuba than the manufact­
urers at Cleveland can get the same article from Lake Superior. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not hear the Senator's statement. Will he 
please repeat it? 

.Mr. SHERMAN. The price of Bessemer ore oer ton, 2,240 pounds, 
at Cleveland, is about $6 delivered from Lake Superior, and the price 
of the Cu ban ore at Baltimore is considerably less with the duty added. 
I do not see what complaint Baltimore can have in the contest with 
Cleveland except, perbapst because we have cheaper fuel. That is a 
natural advantage which our position gives us. So far as the duty is 
concerned, the foreign ore can be delivered at Baltimore or PhiJadel phia 
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. The net 
cost of the ore delivered at Cleveland has ranged from $5.50 to $6.50 
in 1890. 

Mr. GO RM.AN. .At what point? 
Mr. SHERMAN. At Cleveland, from the Lake Superior mines. 
Mr. BLAIR. Can the Senator give the fuel advantage at Clevelandt 

so as to compare the two places? 
Mr. SHERMAN. My impres8ion is that Cleveland bas a decided 

advantage in fuel. They have no natural gas at Cleveland, but they 
have coke. 

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

.Mr. SHERM.AN. 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 cents a. 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 enter into theassemblingof this ma­
terial and its manufacture must be taken into .account in determining 
this question. At Cleveland you have the advantage of fuel; you have 
the advantage of water transportation within our own lines; you have 
a very short haul; indeed no haul from the Jakes to your furnaces. 
You have all those great advantages, and you oughttohavethemt and 
I am glad that you have them. 

With ores from Lake Superior delivered to you, as they will be, at a 
fair paying price to their owners for all the material, for rails and build· 
ing purposest and every article that goes into general consumption, you 
in that region and for the population west of you will have no com­
petitor in the world. Nobody can compete with you. Yon ought to 
have that trade; your location and your facilities entitle yon to it. 
But since 1883 yon have so arranged this tariff a.s 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 ot fuel and the improvement of methods in the manufacture 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 advantages that that section of 
the country which Senators represent w~t 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 pri:vate builders to go to 
Chicago for the beams and keels of the vessels that are to be built upon 
the Delaware and at the harbor of Baltimore and in the harbor of 
New York? 

Mr. SHERK.AN. I will answer the Senator tbat in my judg­
ment, taking this whole iron schedule, which is very important, and 
I like to see it discussed in a business way, we ran it all over very care­
fully, and from the best information I can get, and I think perhaps my 
colleague will concur in it, as he is more f~miliar with the details of . 
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the iron industry than I am, to-day Baltimore is better situated for 
the purpose of manufacturing rails than Cleveland. The reason is the 
cost of transportation on the lakes from the Lake Superior mines, in­
cluding a very important item, the importation of spiegel, which bas 
to be made through 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 snm 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. 

l\lr. 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,'' etc. 

Mr. GORMAN. What date is that? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is of very late date. It is up to May 1, 1890, 

and this gives it for a period of years. It shows the exact cost of the 
different iuades 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: 

_____ D_is_tr_i_cts_. _____ 
1

_1_884._._
1

_1885_-· 11886. 1887. 1888. 1889. 1890. 

Republic and Champion No. I ........... fQ. 00 $5.75 $6.25 $7.00 $5.75 85.50 $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. l ........... 5.25 4.75 5.25 6.00 4.75 4.50 5.50 
Vermilion district No.1, Bessemer .... 4.75 5.00 5. 75 6.75 5.75 5.50 6.50 
Gogebic district, first quality Besse-

5.00 5.00 6.00 4. 75 5.00 6.00 mer ................................................. ......... 
Hematites No. I, non-Bes!!emer ......... 4.50 4.00 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 discrimination made now between Cleveland and Baltimore. Pitts­
burgh has some advantages still greawr, but it has some disadvantages. 
There is this difference that Senators must al ways remember, that Pitts­
burgh must get its Lake Superior ore to make iron mils, and therefore 
the cost of transportation from some point on the lake to Pittsburgh 
must be added. But at Pit~burgb they have the benefit of natural 
gas. 

So all these things nature seems to have distributed in such ::i. way 
that there is no reason why, in the production of iron, all parts of the 
United States of America are not in equal 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 is less 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. l\lcPHERSON. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to 
ask the Senator from Ohio a question ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 

they use natural gas in Cleveland in the manufacture of iron. 
Mr. SHERMAN. They do not. 
?ilr. McPHERSON. They do not? 
Mr. SHERUAN. No, sir; natural gas can not be transported. It 

being a very li~ht 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 mat.ter of course they use aome of the Ohio 
coal, but when coke is required they must bring it from Pennsylvania. 

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

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

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to ask one other question, if the ~en­
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 during the past year has been$6.50 per ton, and covering a period 
of years but-little short of that. Am I right? . 

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 correctly, it would amount to $1.80 per ton, free on board at Cuba. 
The frei_ght would be scarcely more than $1, which would be $2.80 per 
ton. Adding tothat the dutyof75 cents pertonitwould 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 men as exist in the United States at Cleveland have 
purchased a mjne and own it now in Caba and really d·esign to develop 
that industry in Cuba; and they expectt.o pay the present rate of duty 
and transport the ore to Cleveland. They own the mine at this mo-
ment. · 

Mr. BLAIR. I shonld like to suggest to the Senator from Maryland 
that the disadvantage by reason of the imposition of duty upon Bes­
Eiemer ore would be relieved by removing the duty on coal. It is about 
the same amount. That is a pr.essure that we have felt in New Eng­
Jand. There we catch the operation of this burden in both dil'ections. 
We suffer from the duty upon the ore, and we also suffer from the duty 
upon the coal, as we produce neither, while the Senator from Maryland 
is not so much burdened by the duty upon coal he suffers from that upon 
the ore. Now, I suggest that we remove the duty upon coal and let in 
the Nova Scotia coal, the transportation of which will cost scarcely 
anything more from Nova Scotia-it is brought all the way by water 
to New England-and he can obviate this burden w:hich 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 a seat here 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 during the session, has rather broadened 
out the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. It does improve me, I think. [L::i.ughter.] 
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 oft' 20 per cent. of the duty on iron ore and on coal, 
and on all the manufactmes 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 wil1 give me the answer which is 
usually 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 eay to 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 party, 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 increa!!ed. He will 
vote for every proposition that imposes the highest rate of duty upon 
the American people, and yet, representing 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 
iri 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 Senator and treat the 
Maryland interests and the other interests in the country with consid­
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. 

~fr. BLAIR. Mr. 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; that is hardly con­
sistent with itself. I do not know what the Senator means, but this 
I will say, that I am a high protectionisli 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 sea.board south of 
New England have a greater interest than bas New England. New 
England is able to sell her manufactures abroad to-day, many of them, 
not by degrading 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 Sena.tor made a somewhat belligerent attack upon 
me, and I hope be will allow me to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro ~ore. The Chair understands that the Sen­
ator from Maryland desires to resume the floor. 

Mr. '10RMAN. I, of course, desire to treat tpe Senator with great 
consideration and courtesy, but I -beg him not t-0 make a speech now. 
I have been yielding for about an hour and a half, and I think I have 
only talked half an hour myself. 

M:r. BLAIR. I do not propose to ~k very long, 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 PRESIDEbTT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryl~d 
yield? 

])Ir. GORMAN. Yes, sir, on a personal matter, of-course. 
Mr. BLAIR. This industry of iron-making, or the manufacture of 

implement.s of iron for human use, was once flourishin~ 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 tha.t this result 
is very large]y due to the operations of the tariff. It is not so much 
the result of the operation of natural causes, as has been suggested, 
but it is largely the effect of the tariff which has developed other por­
tions of our country so that New England has snffered. 

Othpr parts of the country have been able by reason of that tariff to 
take advantage of their natural resources, and when the completed 
ru-tic1e has been brought in competition with the same article made 
previously in New Eng:land, 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 N~w 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. 

I do not know but that in view of the assaults made upon this pro­
tective ystem 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 more largely 
still in the direction of free trade. But if I cast my ballot in the end 
to keen the tariff as it is upon tfiese articles, I will do so in the interest 
of the development of the commu.Ilities 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 Cnba will lie in the West, instead of in the Atlantic, a.nd 
under foreign political jurisdiction. I say, Mr. President, it is in that 
view, and that alone, .for the general development of the whole country, 
that a New Englander can vote for the existing tariff even upon coal 
and iron. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Presitlent, 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
suing. 

As to the matter suggested 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 eommercial conditions, the cost of transportation, 
and everything that enters into the manufacture, it would afft>,ct in the 
slightest 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. question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOO~R. As I understand it, the Cuban 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 

out the ore. Does the Senator know anything of the price paid for 
those mines? 

1\Ir. GORMAN. No; I can 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; bat the great cost is the develop­
ment of the mines, the construction of roads, railroads, and what not. 

Mr. SPOO~R. They are very near the ooast? 
Mr. GORMAN. Some 18 miles distant; but the development alone 

costs two -0r three million dollars. S~the roya.Ity, as I understand it, 
to the original owners and the first purchasers of it, the promoters of 
the enterprise, so to speak, is, I suppose, like the royalty in the Lake re­
gion, about 50 cents a ton. 

Mr.. SPOONER. Can the Senator give me any idea of the cost in 
the way -0f wages per ton in mining there? 

Mr. OOR:MAN. It is cheaper than in this country; there is no ques-
tion of that. • 

Mr. SPOONER. How much cheaper? 
Mr. GORMAN. I do 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. 

• f 

l\Ir. SPOONER. A railroad, I understand, has been constmcted 
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, the 

whole output of our American mines has been consumed practically 
west of the Allegha.nies, in the manufacture of steel, and there has 
been an increased cost in the manufadure 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, bas 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. 

l\fr. SPOONER. If the Senat-0r will allow me to inforrupt him 
again, I wish to say that in a considerable number of instances there 
has been within the last two years a large reduction by the owners of 
the fee to the mining companies in the way of royalty. 

l\fr. GORMAN. I am aware of this great development, as I said a 
moment ago, in all its stages from the ground to the :finished product. 
There are constant changes in the iron business; it is up and down. 
The conditions change so much that in the locality the Senator refers 
to it depends altogether upon 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 ta.king 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. 

M:y friend, the Senator from Ohio, on my right[M:r. P..AYNE], 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 sm~ll 
portion of it that can be brought tlown the lakes and down the Erie 
Canal, and thus reach points in the East. There are a few isolated fac­
tories or foundries inPennsylvaniathat, when they could 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 
Allegbanies to be used for the manufa.cture of steel, aa I understand 
the conditions of transportation now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why is that so ? 
Mr. GORMAN. The cost of transportation of ore, of coal, 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. 
If the statement had been made twenty-five years ago that such a thing 
could possibly be done, the man who ma.de 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 Senator 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 1'Iountains. Most of these are produced 
in the .Mahoning and Sharon Valleys. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course the product of these great foundries in 
the West is brought East, to a certain ext.ent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have here now the testimony in regard to the 
Cuban matter that I did not have before. It is the testimony of George 
H. Ely, of Cleveland, Ohio, president of the Western Iron-Ore Asso­
ciation. 

Mr. GORMAN. What page doe.~ 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 
Cnba 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 a.bead because we do not know what the ocean freights will be. 
There is a large deposit of ore on the Island of Cuba. It is a good and rich ore, 
a Bessemer ore, and it will be a grand resource; but they can produce ore, put 
it on boa.rd at Cuban ports, pay the duty, and then run all around the producers 
of ore on Lake Superior or anywhere else in the United States. 

If there is any concern on the Atlantic slope that thinks it is wise to reduce 
the duty or have no duty at all-I have seen such a. statement in o. paper-if 
there is any such concern ns that I want to say this: That they could certs.inly 
make a handsomer profit than Lake Superior iron men can on their ore, and 
pay the duty on Cuban ores. I do not think anybody should grumble at pay­
ing- that duty. I have got some little interest in a Cuban mine as well as in 
Lake Superior, and I believe in the protection of Am.erican interests. 

Then he goes on in great detail to show the ve'ry 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 
coal, but bituminous coal proba.bly as cheap as in Cleveland. I sup­
posed Cleveland had the ad.vantage, but I see that Cleveland has not. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as to the witness whom the Senator 
from Ohio hasquoted,ofcourse Ido not know his relation t.o this entire 
question, and I do not know whether his judgment is warped or not, 
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' but all c:1f us probably are more or less influenced when our interests 

nre in one direction. But this I do know, that since 1883 we have had 
a tariff of 75 cents a fun 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 orefrom 
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 r:lte, and with the 75 cents 
duty and the ore purchased in the cheapest markets, as it is said, in 
the world, the railroad 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 Government itself 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. 

1\Ir. 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 tlie other, it would be a very gr:ltve error to transport iron from Cuba 
and Africa to the Western country. I hope that day will never come. 

l'tlr. 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 the expense. 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 Cuba and from Africa it seems to me that Balti­
more, Philadelphia, Boston, indeed every point in the East, is now placed 
on an equal footing, aod, 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 gr;ice from gentlemen of the East to complain that this little 
duty 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
vantage 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
dustry. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not criticise the Senator from 
Ohio, but I must insist that he has not been as frank as usual in re­
plying to the question which I put to him and which I do not think he 
has 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 question, I shall 
try to answer it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will with ~reat 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 do not 
want to consider it in any other way. 

Mr. SHERMAN •. What is the question? 
Mr. GOR~IAN. The Sena.tor from Ohio combats the suggestion that 

we should make iron and steel in the.East and ship it West, and he 
makes the statement that that would be a condition to be regretted; 
that you have facilities and conditions in the West to make your 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 ques­
tion: With the c0nditions which the law has imposed on us, with all 
the advantages which he has described 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 p;reat steel ships for the American Navy and vessels 
which are built for private enterprise, a large portion of the material 
has to be brought from west of the Alleghanies, from Chicago. Now I 
ask the Senator whether be does not believe that there is something 
radically wrong in the conditions imposed by the law to make us bring 
th~ pieces ofa vesel from Chicago to Baltimore or to the Delaware, and 
put them together so that it may float, in competition with foreign ships? 
Is 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 occurred it is because of the failure of the Eastern iron manufact­
urers to do their duty by developing their industry and furnishing these 

··-

particular pieces of the vessel which were necessary to its construction. 
The troth 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 because our people in the West are a little more enter· 
prising on the whole. We area race of Yankees tbere, improved a little 
beyond the old race, and we can beat the people of Baltimore on equal 
conditions. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is another evidence of the extraordinary energy 
and skill of the people of Chicago. 

Mr. SHER1rIAN. .A.nd as my friend from Illinois says, itis 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 want to be unfair in any 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 about the gentleman 

who makes the statement which I 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 

the section of country where these great industries are, other men be­
gan the enterprise, who for skill are equal to any in the world, and 
their courage to invest their money in these enterprises is equal to that 
of any. They hega.n 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 that you 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 ~ailroad transportation here, 175 miles from the coast 
on either aide, 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 every 
love1· of his country. But what I ask is that these older States whic~ 
gave you your territory, which led in this enterprise, which have in· 
vested their all, shall not be discriminated against by your unjnsb 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 dis­
covered and opened, and before our people in the West engaged 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 handsomely. They started you on your way, encouraged 
you in the enterprise, and now that you have grown strong, and great, 
and powerful, and controlling, we ask of you, of the liberal and progress· 
ive West, not to combine with t.he eastern end of the country and dis· 
crimina.te, as we think you have in this case, against the section south 
of New York. That is all. 

Mr. President, look at oar 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 represent, 
through the facilities given you by the Government, through free land 
for your settlers, railroad transportation over roads 1mbsidized and aided 
by the Government, distaLce 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 thi:1k the present census will show that as 
yon have opened the fertile fields of the West and brought your farm­
ers in Nebraska and Wisconsin within n. hundred miles 1n 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 
country, at least that south of this Capital, has lost in population if 
we can rely upon the figures, ~nd the products have decreased and the 
value gone down until that interest has been practically destroyed. 
It is so in Delaware, 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 understa!ld him. Does the Senator mean to say 
that in any portion of the Southern country the farm products are less 
now than they were heretofore? I speak now of the amounts of 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;.. 
withstand.ing all 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. Very likely. Then I should like to ask the Senator 
if that is not true of agricultural industry all over the world. 

Mr. GORMAN. To some 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 purpose of asking you to do us j us­
tice on the subject which is now under consideration. The farmers in 
the section of which I speak can not be helped in anything you can do 
by putting a ~ariff upon their products. Therefore we have had to turn 
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 
-0f Virginia and Maryland and Delaware and New Jersey must become 
market gardens and resort to manufacturing. 

We have begun to develop the great industry of fruits, the canning of 
berries and ·oysters and everything which is necessary in the way of 
vegetables to sustain human life; but 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 yon 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 Revolutionary war, 
which were the germ of this great industry; and we tell you that with 
all these changed conditions we can not Ii ve, 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? 

You ask me whether under the present conditions we have been at 
all prosperous. Yes, we have been prosperous to some extent. The.c;;e 
great establishments which are going on in Baltimore and one of the 
greatest, it is believed, in the world, have prospered with Northern 
capital. Bu.t bow h:l.ve 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 enterprising 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 this changed 
condition of affairs might engage in other industries and find employ­
ment. 

Now, we come to you and say to you 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 you. We will not be 
in competition on the finished article with your factories in the West, 
bnt we can develop a tra-Oeupon the Atlantic. We can take possession 
of the trade with thecotmtriessouth of us. Says the great head of this 
firm, ''If you give us free ores we will give you free ships;" that is to 
say, "we will build ships equal to any that are built on the Clyde at 
a cost not to exceed the cost there.' 1 

Now, there is an opportunity to do that which you have proclaimed 
is the policy of your party, to take possession of the transportation in­
terest upon the ocean. We have freely submitted t-0 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 us to 
take so radical a step in any item of the tariff, but we ought to reduce 
it fairly, and then we can live and prosper. 

Ur. 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, you 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. 
Yon 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 
Atlantic Ocean. Surrounding those lakes will be untold millions ot 
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 advantaae by the use of hundreds 
of millions of dollars of Canadian and J3ritish money in yottr 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 b.nything but an American vessel. On the lakes is a 
great fleet of the finest steamers that float upon any waters, and they 
are ours. A little higher rate of freight we have had t-0 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 cheap 
flour and cheap iron on the one side, and tells us he wants an Ameri-

I• 

can vessel to carry them In.; and w~en 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 you, and you permit 
them to come into that coa.stwise trade and take the flour from Min­
nesota, the iron from Wisconsin, the products of Ohio, the products ot 
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 
intere~t of his people to be for free trading vessels that belong to the 
British and the Canadia.ns. When it comes to us you confine us to 
vessels which are owned iu 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. 

llfr. President, I know all this is but a matter of adjustment, and it 
ought to be adjusted fairly, and party lines upon a question of this sort 
should never be referred to; and my friends from Massachusetts and 
Colorado and Wisconsin ought to be prepared and ready to take up such 
a question and determine it without regard to their party caucus and 
their party demands. You can do it within your lines. Let us treat 
it as a fair business proposition. This one item 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 interest! of this whole country require. 

Only a few 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 ought to have them at the least possible cost 
I do not object to, provided yon give to the American interests which 
come in competition with them a fair amount of protection or place 
them upon an equality. Your necessities require it. I would not take 
froru you any one thing, so far as I know, which would retard your de­
velopmenL 

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 wWch my distinguished 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] is chairman, tbe Committee on In­
terstate Commerce, when tbat 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 our friends in New 
England and the West were utilizing foreign vessels-because a car is 
but a vessel on wheels-freely, without ta.x, 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 intelHgent, capable, upright man of affairs, l\Ir. Alden Speare--

Mr. DA WES. A very fine gentleman. 
l\:Ir. GORMAN. M:r. 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 requesting to meet UR 

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 amon2 those busi­
ness men of Boston and of New .England which to me was a rev.elation, 
that no matter how they differed in politics or in any other affairs in 
this world when they c.ame 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 laud, 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 because they could get all which was necessary for the sustenance 
of New England cheaper through the English channel than they could 
through the American channel. It is a bad rule that does not work 
both ways. They say to us, "You must he confined exclusively to 
your American interests and Ameriec'1n vessels south 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 products.' 1 I read from 
page 367 of Report No. 847 of the present session of Congress, ma.de 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLO:ll]. Mr. Speare said: 

New England has 8 per cent. of the population of the United States, and ~rows 
one-fourth of 1 per cent. of the wheat crop and one-half or 1 per cent. or the corn 
crop to feed 8 per cent. of the inhabitants of the United States-

Not a very prosperous farming community-
not enough to supply the inhabitants of Rhode Island alone, and we have to 
buy annually or and bring from other sections 550,000tons or grain, 525,000 tons 
of flour, and $50,000,000 worth of meat for our consumption. We grow but 4 
per cent. of the wool crop of the country, but consume 50 per cent. of the entire 
clip and M per cent. of all consun1ed in the country. We grow not a pound of 
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cotton, but consume annually 23 per cent. of the whole crop and 75 per cent. of 
all consumed in this country. 

While New England has 31 per cent. of the water-power employed in indus­
trial work, we also bave 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 1888 
was $310,000.000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why does not the author of that report say "manu­
factured'' instead of '' consumed? '' 

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

Mr. HA. WLEY. A great deal of that amount of $310,000,000 is 
manufactured. 

Mr. GORMAN. The inquiry 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 purposes. 

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

Mr. GORMAN. About what? 
Mr. DAWES. About whatda.te this change of sentiment in New 

England, which the Senator has so graphically described-as to their 
desire to obtain their freightn 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 ad vantage of them and make money before the 
roads were fairly completed. 

Mr. DA WES. That does not quite define the date. Perhaps I can 
aid the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should be glad to have the Senator do so. 
Mr. DA WES. Two things were coincident. The cause arose when 

the Congres.s of the United States enacted a law which wonld 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 upon estab­
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 
tranSflortation, about t.hat time the United States stepped in and said, 
"That shall not be done." Then New England found that she could 
make better terms out.side of thfl 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 facts as I get them, whether they affect New England or 
the We:5t, or my own particular section. This is not an allusion to 
s~ctions. - The Senator lrom l\Iassachusetts must not understand me in 
this discnssion in that sense. 

Mr. DA WES. Oh, certainl~ not. 
Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is entirelv mistaken. I have had the 

honor to serve upon the Committee on Interstate Commerce, from its 
creation ul!til now, with my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. 
COLLOM], 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 occupying 
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 investi~ation perfectly free and unbiased, and the 
firstthingthatimpresseditselfuponeverymemberofthecommitteewas 
the factthat when, in 1855, the Grand Trunk road was first built and the 
bridge constructed 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 authority for it can be found, so 
far as I know, upon the sta~ute-books. But when theyonce got a foot­
hold then the temptation was offere<:l 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 up 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 inquiry 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 

. • . 

subsidized, coming in, as it does, with a branch or spur at any point 
where they can reach our country; whether it was not a proper thing 
to say that while permitting them to enjoy that trade, yet we should 
put them on an exact equality with the American roads, making the 
same conditions apply to the Canadian 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. Speare in this very connection, on page 372 of the report, 
this question--

Mr. DA WES. 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, as I remember. 
l\Ir. CULLOM. A little over a year ago; about the 1st of July of 

last year. 
Mr. DA. WES. My colleague and myself pointed out very clearly 

when the bill was before the Senat.e and predicted that it would 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 th'> Senator from Maryland too 
much-that nobody recognizes more than I do the chan~e of sentiment 
in New England in the direction to which the Senator has alluded. 
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
sibly 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 duty on iron ore to 50 cents provided he will show to me 
that that reduction will not work an injurious competition of foreign 
ores with the ores of our own country. If from location, if from trans­
portation, or from any other cause, the ~ea.board wants ores at 50 cents, 
or free, and can have that benefit without working a serious injury to 
the greatinterests of our 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 to all industries of this country, if I voted for it. The only thing 
I am listening to on the part of the Senat.orfrom Maryland-if he will 
allow me to say so-is to ask him to demonstrate that this can be done 
without any such damage to the product of the mines of this country 
eastof the mountains as will notmore 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 cents a ton 
on iron ore unless it could be demonstrated that that duty placed upon 
the ore from the mines in the Lake Superior region would not work an 
injury to the old iron industries on the seacoast, which couldnotand 
would not be compensated for. 

Mr. DA WES. Mr. President, it matters very little which way you 
put it. The thing must be taken as a whole. 

Mr. GRAY. The burden of proof is in that direction. 
l\Ir. 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 .. 
iect. I know that I should be glad to vote lree 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. l\Ir. President, l 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 th43Se 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 subjects of 
combinations such as can not be applied to vessels on the water. 

l\Ir. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me a suggestion? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 

yield to the Seruttor 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 referred to him so often. 

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

The Senat.or seeIDs 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 Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
trade, at the same time that she avails herself of the use of the Cana- Mr. SPOONER. The object of the Senator seems to be to obtain for 
dian railroads in the matter of transportation-that. th.ere is some in- the section which be represents free Bessemer ores, or ores substantially 
consistency 01· fault in the operation of the New England mind in free, without much regard to the effect it may have on the Bessemer 
doing that. mines in Michigan, Wisconsin, and .Minnesota. 

I do not know that the Senator recalls the evidence that was taken Mr. GORMAN. I have not in fact been talking a very great while 
before us at Boston and other points, bnt it he does he will remember to-day, although I have had possession of the floor a considerable time. 
that New England as a community bas found herself cut off from the But I am very glad to have the information I have obtained of the 
general aavantages of this country by the monopolies which concen- Senators who have interrupted me, because I think this is a matter 
trate their eastern terminus in New York City, Philadelphia, and Bal- where interruptions are necessary. I have, however, been mostunfort­
timore, and that in the effort to get communication with the West and unate in having failed to convey my ideas to my distinguished friend 
Southwest the New England people have found themselrns subjected from Wisconsin. I have looked at him and tried to impress them upon 
to an increased transportation rate of25 per cent. in some instances by him as far as I could. I should like him to understand that I am just 
the exactions of the monopolistic combinations of American tralisporta- as far remov~d from any attempt to injure the development of that in­
tion lines, finding, as I said before, their eastern terminus in New dustry on the Jakes a.a it is possible for any mortal man to be. 
York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore; and as New England has furnished l\Ir. SPOONEH. .Mr. President, let me say--
a great amount of money that has developed the West and Southwest, l\Ir. GORMAN. If the Sena.tor will allow me to finish this remark, 
and as she has done something in the way of furnishing the in tel- I desire to say that I would not ask for a reduction of a penny on ore 
lectaal acumen, which is after all the creator of wealth, they felt that if I believed that the effect would be to retard your great development 
it was right that they should be allowed to avail themselves of these or to destroy any of the great American industries which we regard as 
established lines-the Grand Trunk and the Canadian Pacific Rail- the most important in the whole confines of the Union. But I have 
way-to place themselves in communication upon equal terms with furnished the testimony of practical men; I have given to you the fi.g­
other part~ of their own country. ures as best I can, from the great transportation interests, and the rea-

When au effort is made to isolate lfow England and place her sub- sons why you can not ship your ores east of the Alleghanies at a profit; 
stantially out of the country, to expel her from the United States, by that if you remove the whole duty of 75 cents a ton it would only en­
imposing this tremendous burden upon her transportation, she bas nat- able you to send your ores 150 miles farther east than yon can now; 
nrally, with her own capital and by those relations whichare common that the point is the backbone of the Allegha.nies, where, under the 
to all parts of the country, availed herself of this great natural ad van- natural conditions, with the present known means of transportation, 
ta.ge, as it might well be called, which has come by the construction of you stop and the other interest begins. 
these other lines of communication and which are found to be just as If that he true, why do you embarrass us; why do you retard us; 
important to the other extremity of the country with which she com- why do you prevent us from using what nature has provided to enable 
municates as to herself. us to build, as this Government says it can, in Baltimore vessels equal 

There is a great difference between an operation which breaks up a to those that are built on the Clyde, at the same cost, manned by 
gteat monopoly in transportation and an operation which concentrates Americans, built by Americans, run by Americans, to take your grain 
the ownerahip of coast-line shipping under our own flag; and I should from Baltimore to Liverpool and compete with the products of India: 
think the Senator would see that there is a very substantial difference. to enable us to put on these American ships and take the products that 
No two ships can form a monopolistic combination. They do not. you make in your factories from your own ore and carry them to the 
The great general distinction between land and water transportation great market which a.waits us in South America? 
is that land transportation is capable of combination, but that by water Oar proposition is not only to develop our section, but to develop 
iB not; and although there may be some fa.ult in the entire application your interests, :md I ask the. enator from Wisconsin why it is that he 
of the system, nevertheless that is the general distinction and it is the will not grant so fair a proposition; I ask hini now why he makes the 
distinction which applies to this case. intimation that a reduction would interfere withhis interests? I pa.use 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I know that was the theory, but for a reply. 
the fact is just the reverse of it. There is not a canal, not even except- Mr. SPOO.N"ER. Mr. President, I will say that I have not been ablo 
ing the Erie1 that is free. There is not a line of steamers running from to learn from the Senator from Maryland that he is possessed of in­
Boston, New York, or Baltimore to Charleston and Galveston, all along formation sufficiently accurate as to the difference in cost, difference of 
the coast, that does not make combinations stronger than those of the conditions, between Bessemer ore free at Baltimore and the condition 
trunk lines East and West; and, whatis more, we prohibit by law any on Lake Superior, to enable him or any other man to say what he 
pooling or combinations or division of freights; whereas in the coast- says-thatsnch a proposition would not be detrimental to the interests 
wise trade the lines are absolutely open and freetodopreciselyasthey .tand they are tremendous) of the Bessemer mines on Lake Superior. 
please. The Senator's talk upon that subject is very generaL 
' However, I want to say to my friend from New Hampshire-and he I have asked him, supposing he would be able to give me accuntte 
knows it pretty well without my saying it, as probably appears from information upon the subject, the comparative rate of wages in the iron 
what he has said-that I do not bring up the matter here fo.r the pnr- mines of Cuba. and in the Lake Superi~r region. 
pose of saying anything in derogation of his great &ection. It is won- l\Ir. GORMAN. I gave you the cost free on board. 
derfnlly developed. No man can go among those New England people Mr. SPOONER. The Senator could not give it. I might have asked 
without being impressed with that fact. But I do say that you have him the rate of wages in Spain. Perhaps he could have given that. I 
no right, in justice and fairnp,ss, to use the British money and capital will attempt to give it, Mr. President, before this debate is concluded, 
that have constructed these lines of transportion, in order to compete and also the rate of wages paid to miners in the Bessemer mines of the 
with American transportation lines, and yet hold that iron, rigid role Lake Superior region. 
on us in everything. And while the Senator from Maryland may be, and doubtless is, sin-

Mr. BLAIH. What does the Senator refer to by that" iron, rigid cere in his proposition that to admit Bessemer ores from Cuba free 
rule?" would not interfere unduly or unjustly with these great industries or 

l\Ir. GORMAN. I refer to this very article I am now discus.sing. interest.a on Ln.ke Superior, it is only an opinion upon his pa.rt and an 
l\Ir. BLAIR. Iron ~re? opinion in which he is wrong, and I, for one, would not be willing to 
l\Ir. GOR~IAN. Iron ore. endanger that great interest, one which bas just begun in its develop-
Mr. BLAIR. I made the proposition substantially to the Senator ment, on the assumption that this generalization by the Senator from 

to relieve the iron ore and also to relieve coal of duty, but the Senator Maryland will t.urn out to be true. 
did not seem to be willing to accept it. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, yes; and I went away beyond it and even of- Mr. ALDRIOH. Has the Senator from Maryland yielded the floor? 
fered to take off 2 per cent. while you take off 1 from every manufact- Mr. GORMAN. I yielded to the Senator from Wisconsin for a mo-
uring interest in New England. I went away beyond yon and would ment. 
have been delighted to see the offer accepted. Mr. ALDRICH. I wanted tofind out what was the condition of af-

Mr. BLAIR. I am afraid the votes of the Senator and his words . fairs. 
do not correspond. His acts and his words ought to correspond. Mr. GORMAN. I would certainly like to ascertain the object of the 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire and I will never Senator's inquiry. 
agree on this matter in the world; I have no hope of our reaching an Mr. ALDRICH. I desired to find out, that is all. 
agreement. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognized the Senator 

Bnt, Mr. President, I disclaimanyintention whatever to reflect upon from Maryland as soon as the Senator from Wisconsin had concluded 
any one of these sections. That is not my object. I repeat, that what his remarks, assuming that the Sena.tor from Maryland had only tem-
1 say is solely for the purpose of getting at the fuct and to appeal for porarily y ielded the floor to the Senator from Wisconsin. 
justice to some of the other great sections of this country; and in ar-

1 

Mr. GORMAN. I have been surrendering t.he floor from time to 
ranpug the details .9f this tariff bill within the principles announced time all day, and I will surrender it with great pleasure to my friend 
on the other side, as Republicans they can afford to do it. from Wisconsin; and I would like to inquire whether any member of 

Mr. SPOO. ER. Will the ~ena.tor allow me a word? the body can object t-0 it. I was not aware that that was out of the 
ThePRE::;IDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Marylandyield l nsua.l order. Does the Senator from Rhode Island object to my yield-

to the Sena.tor from Wisconsin? 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 as some very interesting information. I was only de­
sirous to assume the floor for a moment after he had concluded, and I 
desired to ascertain from him whether he still held the floor. 

Ur. GORMAN. I shall be g1ad to give the Senator any information 
I can, because we are going on with the consideration of this bill in 
this place, and as I have often said it is the only place on earth where 
it can be considered. We are trying to let some daylight upon this bill, 
and not only some daylight, but electric light, in order to see what they 
are doinl?: in the coal mines and factories. · 

And now, in reply to the Senator from Wisconsin, I desire to say that 
he insists that there are no data by which you can ascertain whether the 
reduction of this dutv 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 tbe present condition, with the cheap ore which I frankly 
sPa.ted to him, as I understand it, is $1.80 per ton on board in Ca.ba, with 
the Enp:lish tramp steamers to bring it at the lowest possible rates, 
and with all the conditions as favorable aa they can be to deliver it at 
13altimore at the minimum cost, with the 75 cents a ton tax, yet that 
ore has not come into competition with any ore from you.r section. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland yield 

to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
l\Ir. GORUAN. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator's mental horizon on this subject seems 

to be bounded by Maryland, or at least by the Alleghany 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 introduction of Canadian Bessemer ore, after such 
a prop.osition 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 
evervwhere 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 favor of any Iadical change in the main sched­
ules of this tariff, and I would not ask for a radical change upon this 
article, because there are certain conditions, certain possibilities in the 
country north of us, both in coal and iron, that if they were placed 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 Senator 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 laboL You have no right 
to ask more. 

Still, I come back to the Senator with my other proposition, that 
with all your great deposits there you can not deliver the ore, under 
any known system of transportation, east of the Alleghanies so that we 
can use it at all. Bence your position is, if my statement be correct, 
that you absolutely want to drive us out 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. 

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

The Sena.tor objects to free trade with Canada, and yet, as I was 
proceeding to show when be asked me the question, your people, the 
owners of these very mines, do not hesitate to use the Qanadian lines 
of transportation. Like New England, you takeadvantageofthecheap· 
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 without having them under the interstate-commerce· 
law {see page 372 of Report 847, present session): 

Do I understand you to assert the principle that you would disregard Ameri­
can transportation interest.a if you could get your transportation by a foreign en­
terprise for less money? 

I asked that question of him; and what was the answer? 
1\lr. BPEARE. I am not prepared to sa.y, sir, that if there were a.n e:rlstinzline 

through Canada. that would c&rry my goods cheaper than the American roads 
that I would permit myself to be taxed to sen.d the goods over an American 
line. 

' He wonld send his goods over the foreign line. 
Seuator GoR.MAN. \Vould you apply that principle to water ca.rriage as well as 

rail? 

' • I 

Mr. SPEAll.E. Yes, sir; if the conditions were equal. 
Senator GoRMAN. Would you apply the same rule to our coastwise trade? 
l\Ir. SPEARE. No, sir. 
Senator GORlllAN. Where is the distinctio.n between the water carriers a.long 

the Atlantic coast and the railroad carriers a.cross 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 that we should not give that trade to any foreign country or cor­
poration; but the reasons are of such a. broad character that I do not care to go 
into the question 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 use 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 [Mr. BLAIR], against 
monopolies in transportation lines on land, there was a discrimination, 
because the distance is greater to Boston from Chicago, which is the 
beginning point for the Eastern and Western trade. 

l\Ir. BLAIR. The distance is scarcely any greater from Chicago to 
Boston than from Chicago to New York. 

Mr. GORMAN. By the Canadian lines; but by the American lines 
it is greater; and they put on an additional tariffrat.e 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 opportun~ty. J do not 
complain of it. But I turn to you now and say that while you are 
using British capital, British money, and British vessels and cars, you 
should give us an opportunity to make rails hy handling the ore under 
a reduced 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 reduction of 2f> 
cents per ton on ore would make any di.ff ere nee to Bal ti more ? 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 different 
sections of the country? And, if so, why not give us free coal? 

Mr. GO RUAN. With reference to one company in Raltimore, 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 t.akes off o'ne-third. We can make your spin4les for your 
factories in New England cheaper, and we make them nearly all now. 

Mr. BLAIR. And with some of the ore, which would reach New 
England as cheaply as it does Baltimore, we can make ou.r own soindles. 

Mr. GO RUAN. Mr. President, free trade in all these articles is out 
of the question. 

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

Mr. GORMAN. I stand, 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. government 
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 enough protection to every in­
terest in the land. That is all I desire. 

When the Senator from New Hampshire comes to me and tells me 
"I do not want tl!e privilege of using English 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 C,uba, but come to ns 
andgiveusafairopportunity to live. We know that you have a coun­
try that is good, and that you 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 logic. 
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 you have now. You can not keep your manufac­
tories up unless you have cheaper raw material. Everything tends in 
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 ou.r common country 
to be constantly throwing up to this side of the Chamber, "You are for 
free trade." It is not so, Mr. President. We are for fair trade and 
a fair adjustment of these enterprises. We want the tariff adjusted as 
a business-man would adjust it. You may enjoy it 1or the time be­
ing, and jeopardize the interests of all American trunk-line roads in 
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doing it, by this freedom of trade on the English roads. Unless relief 
is given, unle...c;s 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 panic than you will from the increase in the tariff according 
to these various schedules. 

There is scarcely' 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 ran a switch into his 
factory to have the products of the mills taken through Canada. to 
Puget Sound and thence upon 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 metropolid 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 la.id 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 products of ten or twelve 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 tbrHt and enter­
prise in Baltimore, together with the enterprise of this road rnn for 
thirty years upon purely business principles, more bas been done to de­
crease the cost of transportation and to enhance the value of your 
Western property than by any other means, save probably the Pennsyl­
vania and the great New York Central railroads. How has it bettered 
your condition? Because it has decreased the cost of your transporta­
tion. It bas been a benefit to all the western section of the country, 
and inrleed to the commerce of the whole country. 

The agriculture of the State of Maryland bas been destroyed. All of 
onr business that produced a fair return bas been wiped out.. ""e have 
had to ch~e our whole relations. Now comes this bill, filled with 
poison that" is 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 was at 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 you would only give us the 
advantages of perfect certainty, for we can build 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 duty, that does not 
interfere with any deposit in the country, and we will furnish you the 
finest ships that float over the A..tfantic as cheaply as any English firm 
can build them. 

You in the West can afford to gi-ve as this small consideration. The 
cheaper the ships the better we shall be able to take your products 
hence. Give us this opportunity1 and the desire of the great Secretary 
of State of your party, urging intercourse with South America some­
what in the same line, can ae made certain by the introduction of these 
ships that we shall build upon the Atlantic. Open the door. 

We have told you, and told you truthfully, that within the con­
fines of ,j-:mr bill there is not a. single item, there is not a line, there 
is not a proposition which will open the tmde of this country for the 
agriculturist. There is nothing there that enables us to take our prod­
ucts to other people and bring back better returns to the farmers of 
the West and to the manufacturers of the East. Why not give it to us? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Secretary of State--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 

yield? 
Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. The S~cretary 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 clear to any Senatorwbo bas read tbelettertha.t 
he intended to assert, and expected to have been understood, that in 
the McKinley bill there was nothing to open up foreign marketa. 

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 understanding of the Secre­
tary of State-not any purpose to reflect upon the McKinley bill at 
all except so far as this, that there was nothing in it intended to open 
up foreign markets, and he desired that something should 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 opening up foreign markets to the American manufacturer? 

Mr. FRYE. The Secretary 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 countries. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, in short, he is in favor of opening up a foreiga 
market to the American manufacturers? 

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

l\Ir. BUTLER. Then he is in favor of opening a foreigu market to 
the American manufacturer, as I understand? 

Mr. FRYE. He is in favor of opening foreign markets to the American 
producer, principally of provisions and bread.stuffs, as his letter reads. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not of manufactures? 
Mr. FRYE. He says nothing about manufactures. It is well un­

derstood that the Sou th American Republics can not afford to open their 
markets to all of our manufactured goods, because they depend, differ­
ently from some otbercountries, entirely upon theirimport and ~xport 
duties for the money with which to run their governments. 

Mr. 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 tosaythatitseemsto me, withallduerP.spect 

to the Senator from Maine, a remarkable meaning that he has put upon 
the letter of the 8ecretary of State, and I want to call bis attention to 
what the Secretary of State actually did say, the language that be 
actually used, and then to ask him whether it was not the view of the 
Secretary of State that a tariff bill might be so framed as to give the 
advantages of a foreign market to our agricultural products, or at least 
be so framed as not to preclude and shut out from foreign markets the 
products of agriculture. That somewhat celebrated letter to which the 
Senator from Maine has referred is dated July 11, 1890, from Bar Har­
bor. In it be says: 

The charge against the protective policy which bas injured it. most is that its 
benefits go wholly to the manufacturer and the capita.list and not at all to the 
farmer. You and I well know that this is not true, but still it is the most plausi­
ble, and therefore the most hurtful, argument made by the free-trader. Here is 
an opportunity where the farmer may be benefited-primarily, undeniably. 
richly benefited. Here is an opportunity for a. Republican Congress to open the 
markets of forty millions of people to the products of American farms. Shall 
we seize the opportunity or shall we throw it a.way? 

I do not doubt that in many respects the tariff bill pending in the Senate is a 
just measure, and that most or ils provisions are in accordance with the wise 
policy of protection. But there is not a section or a. line in the entire bill that; 
will open the market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel or pork. 

Mr. FRYE. Open up what market? 
l\1r. GRAY. The foreign market. 
Now, in view of this terse, epigrammatic, 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 distinguisbeil Secretary of State is 
not putting himself in an attitude of criticism of this so-called McKin­
ley bill, on the ground that it does not open, a.s he contends it should 
open, a foreign market to the agricultural products of our conn try ? . 

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 n. protective tariff bill was never in­
tended to open up foreign markets to American products. But 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 South American Republics produce 
sugar and send it to this country. Some of the Spanish-American 
States produce sugar and send it to this country. The distinguished 
Secretary of State, in my judgment, simply intended to say, "If yon 
propose 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 up the markets of those South American coun­
tries to our farm products?" No further criticism was intended hy 
liim of the bill, and that is a criticism which I would have made my­
self at any time-a 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 qi,id pm quo, in addition to making it free to our own people. I 
see no 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 have stated, that in the letter the distinguished Secretary 
of State makes a most destructive criticism upon the McKinley bill, 
upon this concrete mea-sure of tariff 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 
that concrete example of tariff taxation that was before us a.e.d 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 sini:tle 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 that comes into the co nu try, thereby making 
it necessary to maintain high rates of taxation on the necessaries of life. 
It is in criticism of that general scheme which the distinguished Sec­
retary of State made the assertion, unless the English language fails 
of expression. Let me read further: 

Our foreign market for breadstuffs grows narrower. Great Britain is exert­
ing every nerve-to secure ker bread supplies from India, and the rapid expan­
sion of the wheat area in Russia gives us a powerful competitor in the markets 
of Europe. It becomes us, therefore, to use every opportunity for the exten­
sion of our market on both of the American continents. With nearly Sl00,000,-
000 worth of sugar seeking our market e>ery year 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 provision3. 

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

Mr. FRYE. I beg the Seuator's pardon. He does not sav that and 
that is not a legitimate conclusion from what he does f'ay. 

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

The late conference of American republics proved the existence of a. common 
desire for closer relations. Our Congress should take up the work where the 
International Conference left 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 truth of it I agree. It never has been 
the policy of the protective system to broaden the field for the sale of 
the products of .American industry, and especially of our American 
farms. The cry 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 lines 
that we choose to prescribe. It is onr market.'' There is the pos.5ess­
ive pronoun ''our,'' so deax to the comparatively small class of people 
engaged in the nrotected manufactures. 

Tile other side of tl'Jat market, the buying side of that market, which 
these protected manufacturers say is "ours,: i is without protection. 
Those composing it are used for tribute-bearers to the specially favored 
classes. "Our market," says the protectionist with an arrogance and 
effrontery that would be amusing if it were not so serious in the fact 
that it 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 should 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, t-0 use 
another favotite phrase, "We will not surrender our market tothe com­
petition of the Virginia or Maryland or Delaware truck-grower; we will 
confine it to ourselves. ' 1 

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 to sixty-five million people and say, ''Yon are 
ours, and to us you 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 profit to shut you out." 

Now, it is in a single direction that the distinguished Secretary of 
State has seen the fallacy or the injustice, the oppression and the 
tyranny <>fall this, and he says we must burst these bonds, and we 
must give an outlet to the products of the American farmer; but this 
McKinley bill-I am not quoting his words, but in substance-this 
McKinley bill 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 ·country and relate to the products 
of the American farm and the industry of the American farmer. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to say just one wo .. d. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). Does 

the Senator trom Maryland yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. But the criticism of the bill extends only to an item, 

which is placing sugar on the free-list. It has nothing to do with pro­
tection. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 

yield to the ~enator from New Jersey ? 

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 products, and impliedly it had reference as well to any pol~ 
icy that would 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 ne~arket to suppl7 
labor employed in making it. So therefore you have a new market 
for 1,000,000 and a lost market for 28,000,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President-

TRANSSHIPMENT OF GOODS THROUGH CAN ADA. 

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

.M:r. 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. .A.s this is a long communication I suggest that it 

be printed in the RECORD without being read. 
Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that if it goes into the RECORD 

so that we may see it in the morning. I think it is not very long, how­
ever. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I objecttothereadingofitsimplybecauseittakes 
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. It is not in order at this time. Whatever may be 
the question in regard to the rule, it is not in order to lay the commu­
nication before the Senate now. 

.Ur. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that when a communication 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 p~ctice of the bt>dy bas 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. GULLO M. It will not ta.ke 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 mnst be informed as to the c0ntents of 
the communication, and I beg that the Senator from Rhode Island will 
withdraw his objection and let the uniform habit and custom of the 
Senate prevail. 

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

Mr. CULLOM. It will take but two or three minutes to read ·the 
communication. It can .be easily read. 

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: 

TREASURY DEPAllT:nENT, OFFICE OF 1°HFl SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. 0., August 5, 1690. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution, dated 
the 16th ultimo, wherein I am directed to info1·m the Senate whether merchan­
dise in bond, appraised or unappraised, and goods of domestic origin, a.re per­
mitted to be forwarded betwee n Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States 
over the Canadian Pacific Railway, and whether said merchandise on arrival 
at Vancouver, British Columbia, is there transshipped to vessels or cars, as the 
case may be, and whether Ol' 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 and pro­
ceed to destination without entry or examination at the port of first arrival. 

Also, whether I have official knowledge that the Grand Trunk Railway has 
willfully or otherwise violated any of the revenue or coasting law<J of the United 
States in carrying merchandise in t>ond between places in the United States. 

A.lso, whether the entering in to 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 products 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 against the transportation in bond of any mer­
chandise as hereinbefore set forth, and if so, that I report the same to the Sen­
ate. 

I have also received copy of a. resolution of the Sena.Le of the same date, 
in which I am instructed to report lo the Senate whether, in my judgment, 
loading, bonding, sealing, and manifesting cars or vehicles in Canadian t~rri­
tory for transi.tthrough Canadian territory in bond to American ports can be 
done with safety to the revenue and with a prop~r 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, bonding, sealing ,and manifesting cars or vehicles in Canada. is 
done and under what law, or statute, or treaty. 

In reply I have to say that merchandise in bond, appraised and unappraised, 
and goods of domestic origin are forwarded between the Atlantic and Pacific 
ports of the United States over the Canadian Pacific Railway under bonds of 
American common carriers, which provide for the transportation of merchan­
dise to destination by connecting lines of railway and vesse.Js. On arrival of 
such merchandise at Vancouver, British Columbia, transshipment is made 
under the supervision of an officer of the United Statesstat1oned at that point, 
who certifies the facts upon the manifests o.nd seals the cars or compartments 
of vessels into which the goods are placed. The authority under which traus­
portation of this charocterispE'rmittedisfound in section3006, Revised Statutes, 
which proYides as follows: 

"Imported merchlthdise in bond or duty paid, and products or manufactures 
of the United States, may, with the consent of the proper authorities of the 
British provinces or Republic of Mexico, be transported from one port in the 
United 8tates to another port therein , over the territory of such provinces or Re­
public, by such routes and under such rules,re~ulations, and conditions as the 
Secretary of the Treasnry may prescribe; and the merchandise so transported 
shall, upon arrival in the United Htates from such provinces or Republic, be 
treated, in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty or ta:x, as if the 
tran portation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States." 

.A.sunder the regulations of this Department only American vessels a.re al­
lowed to be employed in transportation of the character referred to, I e.m of 
opinion thot 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 ap­
prehended by reason of such transportation is the opportunity afforded for sub­
stitution of ps.ckages on foreign soil at some point on the long route traversed. 

Section 3102, Revised Statutes, which is included in the chapter relating to 
commerce \•dth contiguous countries, is as follows: 

"To avoid the inspection at the first port of arrival the owner, agent, master, 
or conductor of any such vessel, car, or other vehicle, or owner, agent, or other 
person having charge of any such merchandise, baggage, effects, or other arti­
cles may apply to any officer of the United States duly authorized to act in the 
premises to S"al or close the same, under and according to the regulations here­
inafter authorized , previous to their importation into the United States; which 
officer shall sea.I 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 unnecessary delay, to the port of its 
destination, as named in the manifest of its car':l'o, freilrht, or contents, and be 
there inspec~ed. Nothing contained in this section shall beconstrued to exempt 
such vessel. car, or vehicle or its contents from such examination as may be 
necessary and proper to prevent fra.uus upon the revenue and violations of this 
title." 

This section is in substance section 2 of the act of June 27, 1864, and has been 
held to confer authority on consular officers of the United States. stationed in 
contiguous countries-, to seal cars containing merchandise of such contiguous 
countries to be imported into the United Stat.es, and to allow such cars, if on 
arrival at tbe frontier ports of en try the consular seals were found to be intact, to 
proceed to destinatiort without entry and examination of their contents. 

I am.,informed that since the completion of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
goods arriving at Vancouyer, British Columbia, from Asiatic ports destined to 
the United Slates, have been placed in the cars of that company, which were 
then sealed by the United States consul at that port and forwarded to their 
destination in the United States. 

I find that this practice has been acquiesced 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 cars t<> go forward without entry and examination 
of their contents if the se.'\ls were found intact. 

I nm of the opinion that it was the intent of the law to confine the privilege 
of the consular seal to cars containing 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 t<> the United 
States. 

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

I have no official kn<>wledge that the Grand Trunk Railway Company has 
willfully or otherwise violated the revenue or coasting laws of the United States 
in transporting merchandise between places in the United Stat.es, nor of com­
plaints made by any .American producer, shipper, or consumer against the trans­
portation in bond of such merchandise. I have, however, recently received a. 
communication from gentlemen employed as counsel, concerning a practice 
which appears to have obtained iq 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 8arnia, Ontario. I am advised that by reason o1 the fact that 
suitable facilities were not available at Port Huron, Mich., for transacting the 
transportation business of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, which has a 
terminusatPortSarnia,Ontario,authoritywasgivensomeyearsagoforloading, 
sealing, and manifesting the cars at Port Sarnia, customs officials of the United 
States, being assigned to the superviou of the business. 

Authority for the practice appears to be given by the regulations of March 30, 
1875, governing the transporta!-ion of merchandise to and from and through 
the British Pos essions in North America under the laws and treaty of Wash­
ington 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
ing the attention of the Department. I am not prepared to state that the prac­
tice referred to operates to prevent the proper enforcement of the interstate­
commeroe law, or that the safety of the revenue is jeopardized thereby. 

Respectfully yours, 
WILLIAM WINDOM, Secretary. 

Hon. LEVI P. MORTON, 
P~e11ident Uniled Slates Senate. 

Mr. CULLOl\1. I move that the communication be printed as a docu­
ment and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

l\IESSAGE FRo::II THE HOUSE. 

A. message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3555) to in­
crease the compens~tion of the assistants to the attorney of the United 
Stat.es for the District of Columbia. and to amend section 907 of tbe Re­
vised Statutes relating to said District. 

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

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re­
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 398) to limit the 

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

LEAVE OF .ABSENCE. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, it is necessary for me to be absent from 
the Senate for an indefinite time, and I ask lea.>e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senn.tor 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 Iowa. I desire that the message from the House 
in respect of Senate bill 398 be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Jaid before the Sen.ate 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 Iowa. I desire simply to present thereportofthe 

conferees of the Senate that it may be placed upon the files of the Sen­
ate. It requires no action. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The Chrur understands that the 
House of Representa ·ves recedes from its amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of owa. The House recedes from its amendment.. 
The PRESIDEN pro tempore. The report will be filed and entered 

of record, and no t..her action is necessary. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, 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, but as the only means he had of communi­
cating his views to Congress was through his Senators, they were pub· 
lished for the purpose of having a bearing upon this very question 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 sugar, 
to which he refers. I concur, however, with my friends from Del­
aware and New Jersey that bis communication is an attack upon the 
entire theory upon which this bill has been constructed. But that we 
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 Maryl:.fnd permit me to make 
a suggestion in reply to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 
Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Maine said that Air. Blaine's letter, 

which was communicated to the Senate by the President of the United 
St.ates, referred only to sugar. By reference to that letter it will be 
observed that it referred to the products of South .American states. 
M.r. Blaine says : 

To escape the delay and uncertainty of treaties it has been sug~ested that a. 
practicable and prompt mode of testing the qucRtiou was to submit an amend­
ment to the pending tariff bill, authorizing the Pre ident to declare the ports 
of the United States free to all the products of any nation of the American 
hemisphere upon which no export duties are imposed, wheneve1· and so long 
as such nation shall admit to its ports free of a.11 national, p1·ovincia.I (state), 
municipal, and other taxes, our fio ur, corn, meal, and other breadstutfis, etc. 

He, at the outset of this letter, gives the histor.v of the International 
.American Conference. 

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

Mr. GIBSON. No, I think not. It Rays "American." 
Mr. BUTLER. It says " the American hemisphere." 
Mr. GIBSON. It speaks •:of any nation of the .American hemi­

sphere." I take it that in the proper i:ense of international law the 
Dominion of Canada is not a nation. 

Mr. BUTLER. The word "nation" csc::i.ped me. 
Mr. GIBSON. I take it that Cub!l. and Porto Rico are not nations 

in the proper sense, but that these seveuteen repuhlics lying around 
the Caribbean Sea, and constituting the states of South America, are 
distinct 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 au American customs union, under which the trade of the American 
nations shall so far as possible and profitable be promoted." 

The committee of the conference to which this topic was referred int.erpreted 
the term "customs union" to mean an association or agreement among the 
several American nations for a free interchange of domestic products, a com­
mon and uniform system of tariff laws, and an equitable division of the cus­
toms dues collected under them. 
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Such 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 ta.riff laws of all the eighteen nations, and most if not all 
our sister republics are largely, if not entirely, dependent upon the collection 
of customs dues for the revenue to sustain their Governments. But the confer­
ence declared that partial reciprocity between the American Republics was not 
only practicable, but must necessarily increase the trade and the development 
of the material resources of i;he countries adopting that system, a.nd it would in 
all probability bring about as favorable results as those obtained by free trade 
o.mong the different States of this Union. 

The conference recommended, therefore, that the several Governments repre­
sented neg:otiate reciprocity treaties "upon such a. basis as would be acceptable 
in each case, ta.king into consideration the special situations, conditions, and 
interests of each country, and with a view to promote their common welfare." 

The 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 
wa.s not such as to encourage them to expect favorable responses from the U oi ted 
States in return for concessions which their Government might offer. They had 
come here with an expectation that our Government and people desired to make 
whatever concessions were necessary and possible to increase the trade between 
the United States and the two countries named. The President of the Argen­
tine Republic, in communicating to his congress the appointment of delegates 
to the International Conference, said: 

"The Argentine Republic feels the liYeliest interest in the subject, and hopes 
that its commercial 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 most efficacious way of strengthening the ties 
which bind this country with that grand Republic whose institutions serve us 
as a.model." 

It was. therefore, unfortunate that the Argentine delegates, shortly after their 
arrival in \Vashington, in search of reciprocal trade, should have read in the 
daily press that propositions were pending in our Congress to impolle a heavy 
duty upon Argentine hides, which for many years ball been upon the free-list, 
and to increase the duty on Argentine wool. Since the adoption of the recom­
mendations of the conference, which I herewith inclose, hides have been re· 
stored to the free-list, but the duty upon carpet-wool remains, and, as the Ar­
gentine delegates declared, represents the only concession we have to• offer 
them in exchange for the removal of duties upon our peculiar products. 

So it appears, from a statement under the hand of the Secretary of 
St.ate himself, that this proposition for a reciprocity treaty with the 
nations south of us did not include Cuba or Porto Rico, but that it re­
lated particularly to bides and raw wool. It must necessarily have in­
cluded the ores ot Chili and the sugar of Brazil. 

So it will not do for gentlemen who are representing this bill to say 
that the Secretary of State intended to limit this reciprocity system to 
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 su~ar, 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 be were here to-day as a member of the Senate he would not retract 
one iota from a single line that can be found in this letter, and I do not 
believe he will authorize anybody to retract it for him. He stands 
committed to the broad policy of reciprocity with the American st.ates 
south of us. 

Mr. GORMAN. l\fr. President, coming back to the proposition 
which I have been trying to submit to the Senate as to the reduction 
of duty--

Mr. GIBSON. I forgot to add a concluding sent.ence. I do not pro­
pose at this moment, but in a day Ol' two I shall discuss these reci­
procity propositions, but if 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 a.sk the Senator a question? 
Mr. GIB ON. Certainly. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Does not the Senator think there i.<1 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 products, in­
cluding sugar, to come in; it would cheapen sugar in the markets ot 
the United St.ates, 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
can consumer. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Mary land will permit me I should 
like t-0 proffer my help to identify his speech in the RECORD to-morrow. 

::hlr. GORMAN. I am under obligations to the Senator from Kansas. 
I am uoing 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. President, these interruptions are all proper 
and right in tb4i discussion of a great qnestion of this sort. It is the 
only way in whl.cli 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 1.teen to try to present in a perfectly simple, plain way 
the facts bearing upon this great industry. 

I repeat, and that is all I desire to say upon the subject, that to re­
duce the duty on iron ore from 75 to 50 cents a ton is a proper reduc­
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 bas not been controverted by a single fact, this reduction can be 
made without impairing in the slightest degree any other interest in 
the United St.ates, and that if it is so reduced we shall be enabled to 
produce all the articles that are fashioned from steel at a. largely re­

<luced cost. 
I have quoted the testimony and statements of l\Iajor Bent and or 

:!\Ir. Carnegie, and I now come to the other side, and call the special 
attention of Senators on that side to a recommendation which they 
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 inter~ted in the 
highest possible rates of duty. In that year they said in their report, 
which will be found on page 17 of volume 1, Report.a of1882: 

The commission recommends a specific rat.e• 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 ascertainine the exact 
value of ores, particularly those exported from Spain and the Mediterranean. 

The importation of iron orea in large quantities commenced in the la.st ha.If 
of the year 1879. The ad valorem rate of 20per cent. during the past three yea.rs 
has on the average equaled a. specific rate of 54 cents per ton. The difficulty of 
ascertaining the foreign value of such a low-priced article; the difference in 
valuation for the same kind of ore, at the same period, in the main ports of im­
portation, allowing an importer to make a profit in Philadelphia, while the a.p­
praisement in New York would result in an actual loss; the fact that there are 
a great many cases now in litigation between the Government and importers 
in reKard to the appraisement of iron ore;i, make it, in thejudgmentofthecom­
mission, a necessity to adopt specific duties. The commission is also of the 
opinion that under a specific duty a higher grade of iron ore low in phosphorus 
would be brought to this country, while ad valorem rates tend to induce the 
importation of the lower priced ores. 

So they recommended that 50 cents a ton was the proper measure of 
the tax. That is Republican authority. By the action of the confor­
ence committee, made np in the excitement of the moment, in the two 
branches of Con~ress; with not a single representative on it ex:cept Re­
publicans from this branch, and 1rom the other House, as my friend 
from Kentucky reminds me, that rate was increased to 75 cents a ton. 
It has been increased with the effect which I have 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 sha.11 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 
i:;ome freedom in this article which goes into general consumption. 

l\Iy friend from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who has talked eloquently and 
who I think has aided in the pasttoremovemore shacklesfrom Amer­
ican commerce, by the repeal of the various old laws that were enacted 
dUiing the war and prior to it, than probably any single member of this 
body, who to-day is interested in seeing us have a great fleet of Amer­
ican 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 bas done together. 

The vessels can not be constructed in Maine, it is true, or in New 
Hampshire, or in Massachusetts, because 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 Patapsoo, or at Norfolk, or possibly at 
Charleston and points south 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 beg 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 Secreliary of State, break through his 
party shackles, and do not only justice to this section of the country I 
have been describing but enhance and aid in building these great ves­
sels which he so much desires ::iball carry the A.merican flag upon the 
ocean. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, after the exhaustive discussion of 
this item which has just closed, I ask for a vote upon thepending prop· 
osition. · 

l\fr. 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 had reference to these facts continually, and they will always have ref· 
"ore," insert the words *'containing more than five one-hundredths of erence to these facts. 
1 per cent. of phosphorus or phosphoric acid, and;" so as to read: Take the lamber trade. It is to some ~xtent giving out in the north· 

127. Iron ore, containing more than five one-hundredths of 1 per cent. of ern parts of the U.qit.ed States. It is being now very rapidly trans· 
phosphorus or phosphoric acid, and including manga.niferous iron ore, also the ferred to the yellow-pine belt of the South, and very many millions of 
dross or residuum from burnt pyrites, 75 cents per ton. money have gone there invested in lands and in machinery for cutting 

Mr. MORGAN. Finding that the Senator from Maryland bas a dif- lumber for the home consumption and also for the foreign market; and 
ferent view from what I have of this particular item, I ask leave to the lumber industry of the South is now springing up into one of very 
withdraw my amendment, so as to permit him to offer bis amendment great importance. 
before I make any further motion in reference to my own. So it will be with the iron production. It has been too often stated to 

The PRESIDh~G OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- make it necessary at all to be repeated, that the advantages which the 
ment will be withdrawn. Southern States have are those simply of physical g~ography. They 

Mr. GORMAN. Now I move to strike out "seventy-five" and in- are not advantages of enterprise or of climate or of anything else except 
sert ''fifty" where it occurs in line 13. the proximity of the fuel and the ores and the :fluxesinorder to make 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. cheap iron. These advanta2es are just as conspicuous in reference to 
The SECRET.A.BY. In line 13 it is proposed to strike out ''seventy- England and Germany and Austria as they are in reference to these 

five" and insert "fifty;" so as to make the paragraph read: States, and they will draw in the United States and are to-day drawing 
127. Iron ore, including manga.niferous iron ore, also the dro5s or residuum away the capital and enterprise of the more northern of the former iron-

from burnt pyrites, 00 cents per ton, etc. producing States and transferring it down into these Southern localities. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment That process will be goiDg on, and great results will come from it, 

proposed by the Senator from Maryland. that separates the prod action of the ordinary hematite ores from the 
Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. Bessemer steel and the open-hearth steel. The South is not a steel· 
The yeas and nays were ordered. producing country, and new methods will have to be found before the 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not know that it is worth the Son th can ever be rated as.a country for the production of steel. 

while of any one to undertake to inake any impression upon the vote 80 when you put a tax upon iron ore simply, without discriminating 
on this question, but I think there are some suggestions in regard to it between Bessemer and non-Bessemer, between those ores that contain 
which have not as yet been considered, which it would be worth while a certain percentage of phospboru~ and those that do not, your tax 
for us to look into before the vote is taken. At all events, the coon- has no bearing or operation at all, except merely to exclude the Bes­
try ought to be informed of the situation of this tariff and the injury semer ores from the United States. 
that it is working upon the great body of ihe people of the United There is not a pound of non-Bessemer ores that is imported into the 
States. United States, or ever will be. You might as well talk aboutimport-

Iron ore is classed in the present system of taxation without any ing the chalk cliffs of England into the United States as to speak of 
discrimination at all in respect of its qualities or of the purposes for importing ores from that country or from any oth~r country where 
which it is used. There is as much difference between the uses of non- they come in competition with the vast illimitable masses of iron ore 
Bessemer and Bessemer ores since the invention of the Bessemer proc- that are found in every section of the United States, except right along 
ess as there is between whetstones and mill rocks. The people of the the Southern Atlantic coast. So the proposition to reduce the ta.rift 
Northern States, notably about Johnstown, in Pennsylvania, are devot- from 75 to 50 cents upon iron ore simply means a reduction upon Bes­
ing their attention very largely to the production of steel. In order to semer ores and upon nothing else. 
do that they must have good Johnstown coke, they must have Bessemer Now, I desire very much indeed that that reduction shall take place, 
ores, and they must have spiegel, ferro-manganese. At Johnstown, and I desire it for the reason that it operates upon Bessemer ores; that 
Pa., there is a bed of ferro-manganese or spiegel which is being worked it lowers the cost of the raw material and permits these ores to come 
th-ere with very considerable success, and I suppose it must supply into the United States upon such terms as that our countrymen, it 
more than half of the consumption of the steel furnaces in Pennsyl- makes no difference where they may be, who have the advantages of 
vania perhaps. fuel within reach can proceed to make Bessemer steel and all the prod-

Another very valuable bed or mine from which this material is taken ucts that are made out of Bessemer steel. 
is found in Arkansas. It is there being manufactured in increasing There is one thing to be noticed, Mr. President, in all these metal­
quantities, and very soon will become an article of great traffic be- lurgicoperations the world over, and that is that the or~ always go to the 
tween Arkansas and the Eastern States. There are also various other fuel. It is the fuel, after al1, that is the great factor in metallurgy, in 
localities in the United States where more or less of it is produced, par- the conversion of ores into metal, and also in the working of metals after 
ticalnrly in my own State. There is quite a development thereof these they are converted into pig. The fuel is the one indispensable factor 
manganese beds and other descriptions of iron which are useful for the in this movement, and where that is found in excellence 2nd in abun­
production of Bessemer an<} open-hearth steel, chiefly Bessemer steel. dance, and where it is accessible by either steam over railways or by 

The traffic in hematite iron, so called-by those I mean, of course, ships or boats the metals will lift themselves up out of the bosom of the 
ores that are not Bessemer ores, that have too much phosphorus nnd earth and travel to this focus of power. 
salphnr to be employed in the Bessemer process-the traffic in that Notice what an immense amount of work Wales does in the smelt­
description of ores mnst necessarily pass away to the fields of the cheap- ing of silver and gold and other metals, and particularly of the refac­
est production, as every other production in the United States of this tory sort, where it is necessary to have a great deal of fuel, great heat­
elementary character mnst, where the raw material is difficult of trans- ing power at low cost. You find that from all the quarters of the earth 
portation on account of its weight and bulk. the metals are assembled and carried to Wales for smelting. It is that 

It is based upon that calculation that we contend in the South that which brings the ores from the Mediterranean to Great Britain. It is 
the fields of iron which have been opened in East Tennessee, North Ala- that which carries the ores from Austria. over into Germany. It is the 
bama, North Georgia, and Western North Carolina, being in proximity fact that you have the power to create heat, which is the great factor 
to the fuel, almost entirely surrounding these iron beds, of great qnan- in the reduction and purification of metal. 
tity and of very high quality, will necessa.rily absorb after awhile the What is it that brings these Bessemer ores from Lake Superior to 
cheaperiron production of the United States. Capital mast seek those Cleveland, Ohio, and to Johnstown, in Pennsylvania, for manufacture? 
fields for investment just as capital will hereafter seek the Southern Nothing at all except that Pennsylvania has a very large and valuable 
cotton-fields for investment in reference to the spinning of the coarser su.pply of the very best of fuel. That is what causes the Michigan 
fabrics of cotton goods. people to give up the profit that they would make out of the smelting 

My own experience has taught me how valuable itis to have a good their ores upon their own soil and dig them up and carry them on rail­
and cheap field of production for any industry. In the years between ways to the margin of the lake, lift them npon their ships and to carry 
1850 and 1860, in that decade the State of Texas and the States of them to Cleveland to be unloaded and there transported oftener than 
Louisiana and Arkansas were being opened to cotton production, and otherwise as far into the interior as Johnstown, and sometimes as far as 
were opened very rapidly. What was the result? Men from Vir- Harrisburg and Steelton. It is nothing but the presence of the fuel 
ginia, from North and South Carolina, and Georgia, really many of and the excellence of the fuel that Pennsylvania is able to furnish which 
them, abandoned their lands and went off to this new field of produc- draws these metals to that center for manufacture or for production. 
tion, taking with them their slaves and their capital, their mules and Mr. Presiden~ when we come to consider · the real resources of the 
wagons, etc., and carrying their families out into wildernesses where United States, particularly in the Northwest, it is almost to be classed 
they established themselves under circumstances of great inconven- as a criminal neglect on the part of those people in the vicinity of Du­
ience for the ~rowing of cotton. It was the cheap field of production luth and other places upon Lake Superior that they yield op the pro­
that drew this capital and these men into the vast Southwest, and duction of iron from their ores to Cleveland, Pittsburgh, Johnstown, 
caused the production of cotton to go on with unexampled rapidity and Harrisburg, Baltimore, and other places. What have they got around 
prosperity. Duluth, at the northeastern extremity of Lake Superior? .Almost 

That has been the history of every great industry dependent upon illimitable forests for the making of charcoal. Jost in the vicinity, 
the prod actions of nature sfoce our Government was organized, and across the Canadian line, as I was informed in this Chamber a few days 
long before. It has been a part of the fixed history of the United States ago by a member of the Canadian Parliament who is practically ac­
that the movements of population and the movements of capital have 1 quainted with the whole sl.1bject, 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 be 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 do not 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 to 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 donbt they are being built there, and 

will be built there, and that it will be but a very short time until the 
people of Michigan, who have their ores near Lake Superior, will be 
hauling them to Duluth for manufacture instead of bringing them to 
Cleveland and from t.here 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 t-0 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 co~sideration to them whe.n it !8 compared 
with the advantages that they would have of embarkm~ m 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 ore3 produced in 
.Alabama and the Bessemer ores that I propose shall be imported from 
Cuba and from other parts of the earth ought to exclude me from hav­
ing any either personal or political interest in this question. I do not 
look 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 look upon it as a 
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 n. sinuous way, and having them to meet at Cleveland 
where they unite 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 traffic is not going to maintain itself whenever the Lake Mich· 
igan ores find that they can have access to coal at cheaper rate.<i than 
they can by coming to Cleveland. Cheapness of manufacture will con­
trol any industry that you can name, and whenever it is developed, as 
it is now being developed at Duluth, 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 direction and 
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 D\iluth, or east­
ward to Nova Scotia. 

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

Mr. SHERMAN. I should think about a thousand miles by water, 
°µut 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 region at all. The first 
place they can strike coal is either in Illinois at Chicago, or in Indiana 
or Ohio. The great body 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 axe found in Pennsylvania, within 
1,300 miles or a shorter distance than that from Duluth. 

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

Mr. MORGAN. We 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 
Superior City or some other place at the western extremity of Lake 
Superior. 

More than that, there is a- country ont there that is filling up with 
tremendoll8 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 
d ng out of then orthern 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. ' 

But it is true beyond all controversy that these great metals will seek 
the nearest placeofreduction 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 ia 
the case at Duluth. 

Now, the same thing is going to be repeated down South uni~ we 
take the precaution to bring the trade to the United States instead of 
floating out in the other direction. There, within less than 200 miles 
·as the bird flies from Mobile, is all 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 you can make it at Johnstown, foranum· 
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 froin com­
ing to the United States, by a protective tariff, inasmuch as we can not 
Jay an export duty upon coke or coal, our coke and coal will stream out 
of the country and go down and meet that material on the shores of the 
Island of Cuba. 

The Island of Cuba, Mr. !'resident, ha.s become in respect of its be­
ing a producing field for Bessemer ores a most important adjunct to 
American enterprise and to American manufactures, and unless we oc­
cupy 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 grows upon the surface of the earth. 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 t-0 hang on to a pitiful profit or income from 
taxing Bessemer ores when it is doing no good to anybody and ought 
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? Ought we to hang on to a prin­
ciple or policy of t.ariff 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 
I 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 immediaoo concern to my own State, except perhaps at the port 
of Mobile, whore I think it is likely enough 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 Rivers at 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. So I 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 ha.ye 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 
Pfttsburgh and there tested. Large shipments have been made and 
they produce good steel, the pig metal having been produced under 
the manipulation of very skilled iron-masters who came from Englan.d 
and established in Talladega County, the county ot my former resi­
dence, 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. It 
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 amount 
that we would need would be small, 
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The great body of our production in Alabama would necessarily be 
outofthe o~dinary brown and red hematite. We have a ;field to occupy 
there that IS broad enough to gratify the ambition o!' the avarice of 
any set of people on earth, for after all iron has its uses, and will have 
as long as time last.c;, entirely distinguishable from steel. Steel, while 
it is a most valuable product, can not fake the place of iron. You can 
not make it cheap enough, an.d 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 perhaps a bed of iron in the 
United States that bas not its own peculiar value . 

You may take any bed of iron that you may :find in the 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 
produce the different articles of merchandise, the different articles for 
human use in all the great and illimitable variety of uses to which iron 
may be applied. So there is not, and ought not t-0 be, any real com­
petition between iron beds in one part of the United States and iron 
beds in another part of the United States. Every one of them -con­
tributes to the general prosperity o! the entire industry of manufact­
uring iron, and each one has its particular 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. Yon 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 it steel. It 
is the rarest thing in any great 'manufacturing establishment to find 
more than .30 per cent. of the material used made of steel. It is made 
-of iron, and iron for a great many purposes is entirely preferable to 
steel. It stands by itself. It is an industry that does not thrive upon 
the breaking down of the steel industry; it thrives through the assist­
ance of the steel industry; and it is t.he 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, because it is his assistant, his adjunct in the produc­
tion and manufacture of iron, which, after all, constitutes the great 
body of the industry, and it will for ages to come, I suppose forever 
constitute the great body of that industry-hematite iron, not B~: 
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 mechanica.l and scientific, they are not natural 
differences. These two metals have a common field of operation, the · 
one being entirely indispensable to the other, and when we give an 
advantage 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 est&blishments. 

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 pro fem.pore. The pending amendment will be re­
ported. 

The SECRETARY. In line 13, paragraph 127, page 241 strike out 
"seventy-five" and insert "fifty;" so as to read: 

Fifty cents per ton. 
1\ir. GRA. Y: . 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 miabt 
have gone much further. And in view of the reoommendation 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 this paragraph, and because I want to vote 
as all other Senators here want to vote, intelligently upon a subject 
that affec~ the industries of the country, that affect opposite interests, 
I should like to hear from the Senator who has charge of this bill, or 
~ome other Senator upon the Finance Committee, what there is in the 
history of the industry of this country that makes this an unreasonable 
or an improper amendment to the bill. 

If the industry will not be seriously injured1 it seems to me that the 
presumption oughtto be in favor of the tax-payer. Some presumption 
certainly ought 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. 

I agree with what the Senator from Kansas [l\Ir. PLUMB] so forcibly 
said the other day, that before a tax is imposed upon any commodity 
?r upon any class we should have it clearly demonstrated that that tax 
IS necess~y ~the existence. or maintenance of that particular industry, 
and that It will not affect disastrously the general interests of the coun­
!IY·. The~f<?re, ~order thn.t I and ?ther Sena~rs may not, if they are 
lll hke condition with myself, vote without sufficient light, vote blindly 
upon this proposition, I should like to hear why it is that this is not a 
reasonable proposition to reduce this tax: from 75 cents to 50 cents, the 
amount recommended by the Tari.ff Commission of 1883. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to move to amend the amendment of the Sen­
ator from Maryland by making the r te of duty 60 cents per ton. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo re. The Secretary will report the amend­
ment to the amendment. 

The SECRET.A.RY:. 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 t-0 what the precise result will be of any proposition. There is no 
doubt there has been very considerable advantage derived in the coun­
~ry by the dev~loplll:ent of varioru:i and widely scattered ore deposits 
m the monntam rel!;lODS of the Umted States. They have resulted in 
the disco-rery and in putting into market of varieties of ore the com­
bination of which bas enabled our manufacturers to produce the best 
possible manufactured article; and that is a result which is very desira­
ble. 

On the other h~nd, there is this very strong and very natural and in 
a large measure JUSt demand on the part of the persons living on the 
seacoas~ remote fro~ the d~posits of ore in this country that they may 
have this raw matena1, as It may be called, famished to them at such 
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 thLq can be so managed as to be adva~tageon.s to the 
manufacturer. No one does his best except under pressure. The 
~anu~cturers of the United States, subject to proper competition, will, 
m m.v: Jadg!llent, surpass a~l the manut:actw:ers o~ the world in every 
domam which they enter, JUst as American mtelligence 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 thed:nt:y was increased from 20 per cent. ad valorem, imposed 
by the then enstmg law, to 75 cent.s 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 seen;is 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 run concerned, to accept of a slighter reduc­

tion than that proposed by the Senator from Marvland believing that 
a short step in the right direction is better than no step at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that in my ab5ence from the Cham­
ber the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] asked for some reason for 
the retention of this duty. 

.Mr. GRA.Y. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ALD~ICH. I will ask the Secretary to read the portion of the 

RECORD which I have marked, from an authority which I think the 
Senat?r from Delaware will recognize as competent to Judge or' this 
question. 

Mr. GRA.Y. Will the Senator give the date of the RECORD? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is the RECORD of February 15, 1883, page 2682. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have an amendment to offer, in line541 to strike out "50 
cents a. ton" nnd insert" -.1 per ton. " ' 

If it be the purpose of the protectionists of this body to prot.ect the industries of 
this country, then certa~n~y we should have a. hifrher rate of duty upon iron ore 
than 50 cents a. ton; or if 1t be the purpose to afford some protection within the 
limit of revenue, then the same reason exists why iron should be placed a.t 
mo!-"e than 50 cents a ton for revenue purposes. Mr. John F. Quarles, late 
Umted States consul at Ma.J.aga, Spain, states thnt-
"T~e importation of foreign ores has increac.;ed from a little more than 24,000 

tons m 1872-'73 to nearly 800,000 tons in 1880-'81." 
co~~~fl{~:t~at the increase bas been very great. It is further stated by this 

."The districts of Bilba<;>. Marbella •. Almeria, Carthagena, in Spa.in; Benizaf, 
Am Sedlna., and Mohkta,m North .A.fnca,and the Island of Elba in Italy are capa­
ble of producing from five to six: million tons annually, o.r nearly tw;thlrds of 
our entire consumption. A large part of this production 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 
th~n on~ha.lf of what it ~s in the United ~tates. A careful investigation into 
this sub1eet showed that rn the Bilbao mmes the wages of the miner ranged 
from 35 to 50 cents per day." 

The census report of 1880 shows this fact, that the cost of the lo.bor to put 
each ton of ore on board cars in New Jersey is over $2.50 per ton. It is also 
stated that when 1rrain 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 18SO and 1881 the freights on ores touched e.s low as S.46 per 
ton. The ores represent a cost of $1 per ton in Bilbao, Spain, and with the addi­
tion of SL46 per ton for freight the ores can be delivered here at S2.51 per ton. 
If it be the policy to close up the iron mines of this country and i:et our product 

of ore from abroad, from the cheap labor 01 Spa.in, aided as it is by cheap return 
freights of ores in vessels bound from the Mediterranean carrying grain there 
le~ us understand it i~ that sense. To-day the m~nes of New Jersey and the 
nnnes of Pennsylvarua and New York are strugghng to keep their miners em­
ployed. Strikes are occurring; the miners are ill paid and ill fed. Trains of 
ore are-every day goj.ng from the sea.boa.rd through those States to the furnaces 
in the interior, transporting the cheap ores of Spain right past the hills contain­
ing an inexhaustible supply of ore, which the owners of the mines can not af­
ford to employ the labor to produce in competition with foreign ores. I sub­
mit that there is an injustice in this. 

We protect the manufacturer of iron and steel, and the m&nufacturers of iron 
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and steel turn around and ask the Congress of the United States to g!ve .them 
pr&ctica.lly free ores from which to manufacture their product, resultmg ~~he 
elosing up of the mining ~ItdllStries of the country and supporting the mmmg 
Industries of other countries. . . 

As I said before, the miner stands alongside tl~e -ra.ilr?ad t;ra.ck and sees these 
immense trains of ore carried to the furnaces m the mter10r, and he has the 
poor consolation of knowing that he can not be employed, although the furnace 
is within sight of the mine. . . d 

Ilseems to me as though here is a very great mcons1stency. I do not un er­
stand bow the Senate can afford t-0 plaee ores a~ 50eents a ton to enc?urage that 
industry and still keep up the duty as we have 1t on manufactured lron. 

I mov~ that the rate be made $1 per ton instead of 50 cents. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President--
, Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator t-0 yield t.o me. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well 
Mr. GRAY. I called for that informatien, and I want to 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 M:a.ryla~d, 
and the argument made in the letter or statement of Mr. Bent which 
was read by the Senator from Maryland-I asked if the Sena~r fro~ 
Rhode Island would say why it was unreasonable to reduce th1S tarift 
tax on iron ore to the extent proposed in the amendment. 

In reply he has sent up a portion -0f the RECORD, to be used, I sup­
pose asa sort of a-rgumentum ad 7tomine1n, which contained a speech of 
the Senator from New Jersey made so.me years ago. If the Senator 
from Rhode Island means to ~dopt the reasoning of the Senator from 
New Jersey in 1883, as it is stated in t?e RECO~D, and .has no other 
answer to make to my question, so be it. But if there is any answer 
to the argument made by the Senator from Maryland and to the argu­
ment contained in the statement of Mr. Bent tha~ these Bessemer or~ 
brought from the Mediterra~ean and from Cuba: mto our ports consti­
tute a most important constituent of the steel mdustr_y and do not at 
all compete with domestic ores, but perform s?mething of. the same 
office that foreign wools is said to perform when 1D1ported, bemguseful 
for mixing with domestic wools and thereby increasing the product and 
the consumption necessarily, then it seems something more must be 
said than was contained in the remarks made in 1883 by the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

I should like to know whether the statements 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 "st..'l.tements made on the information obtained by the 
Senator from New Jersey in 1883 are the answer to the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. ALDRICH. J'i!r. President--
Mr. McPHERSON. Before the Senator from Rhode Island proceeds 

may I ma.ke a single inquiry ? What has been r~d purports ii? be 
some observations of mine. I should like to know, lll that connection, 
whether it was in 1796or1883, or when ib was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the 15th of February, 1883. . 
Mr. McPHERSON. Then I should like to know further of the d1S­

tinguished Senator if he aecepts those observations of mine as being a 
better speech than he can make upon the subject now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the remark I was about to make. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Then you 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 sin~ that time, and ~f there e!er was a t~e 
upon this subject when I am m the lull maturity of my Judgment it 1S 
just now, and I do not thin~ I woul~ accept that statement to-day as 
being exactly the proper thing for this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My purpose in having the statement of the Sen­
ator from New Jersey read was to show to the Senate in a better ~an­
ner and in more forcible terms than I could hope to employ the situ­
ation as between the.se imported ores and the domestic ores. 

So 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 Stat~· and as to the rates of wages which are paid in those coun­
tries the Am~rican 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 
thoucrhtwasproper; notwithstandingthefactthatthatratehasbeenim­
posedfrom that tim.e to this, the importation~ of forei~n ores have been 
very largelyincreasmg year by year, and the importation for the eleven 
months ending May 31, 1890, amounted t.o $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. 

Thia rate was fixed not alone on aecount of, or not largely on account 
<>f, the producers in Michigan and Wisconsin, but on aecount of tho~e 
in Virginia, Pennsylvania, Maryland, West Virginia, and New York. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Sena.tor will permit me to read a short 
para!Iraph from a Democratic paper in Pennsylvania of this date inref­
eren~ to the wages paid to miners in Pennsylvania who have been 
brought in competition with these foreign ores. 

Miners working for 80 cents a. day. 

' 

l\Ir. MORGAN. Where is that? 
Mr. CAMERON. In Pennsylvania. You will see where it is as I -

read on. 
lllINERS WORKING FOB. EIGHTY CENJ:S 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 a25 per day among the farmers. Now that mining has bee~ re­
sumed, the minimum wages are being paid. There is a brisk inquiry for iron 
ore and some mines are being worked that had been idle for several year_!!. 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 SenatoI from 
Maryland asks to have admitted at 50 cents a ton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, a wordas to the practical operations 
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 
Pennsylva~a Steel Company at their establishment at Baltimore would 
be able to build steel steamers in competition with the manufactu.rers 
upon the Clyde and would be enabled to sell steel rails in London and 
pig-iron in Liverpool 

.Mr. GORMAN. With free ore. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The reduction which is proposed to be made 

amounts, as I say, to 25 cents a ton. It takes 2 tons of ore to make 1 t.on 
of pig-iron. It takes a ton and a quarter of pig-iron to make a ton of st.eel 
sheets, which are used in the making of steel vessels. A ton of steel 
sheets is worth to-day in the neighborhood of $50. The Sena.tor from 
Maryland proposes to save to the producers Of steel sheets 62 centa On 
a ton, valued at $50, and he said-and that is the force of his argu­
ment-that a savii:tg of 62 cents a ton on $50 worth of steel sheets 
would enable the ship-builder on the Delaware to compete with the 
!:lhip-builder on the Clyde. In other words a reduction in duty of 1 per 
cent. in the cost of material is to enable the ship-builder upon the Dela~ 
ware to overcome a difference of cost ofproduction which he h:urst.ated 
himself to be 10 or 12 per cent. upon the finished product. So much for 
the practical part of the argument made by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him a mo­
ment? 

J\fr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. GORMAN. My statement was based on what I quoted from 

what Mr. Gramp, the great ship-builder on the Delaware, said before 
the C.Ommittee on Commerce, when the shipping bill was under con­
sideration and what was said by Major Bent, who is the manufacturer 
whom I h~ve 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· 
min()' better lines, and better workmanship put upon their vessels than 
are p~t 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 thes.e manufacturers of iron and steel 
and constructors of vessels east of the Alleghany Mount.ams 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 ask that. 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 other roads, 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 tu reduce this tax from 75 to 50 cents a ton, the exact re­
duction that the Tariff Commission, composed of Republicans, said in 
1883 was right. I do not ask for anything more. I will not even go 
that far, as tliere 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 K~n­
sas [Mr. PLUMB), which places the rate of duty at 60 cents a ton, bemg 
a reduction of 15 cents per ton. This is a tender from a gentleman on 
the other side of the Chamber which is responsible for legislation. 

::rt!r. 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 
t.o-day at Baltimore they pay, in the matter of duty upon the ores 
which they must use and can only get from the Uediterranean and from 
Cuba 25 per cent. on their capital, and the du:ty 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? . 

Mr. GORUAN. Yes; I have no doubt they are good Pennsylva111a 
people, and have been engaged in the manufacture of~n at the home 

1 of my friend from Pennsylva.~. They are enter_pnsmg; they have 

. ,; 
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made an immense amount of money out of it, and I read the statement 
to-day-I have not the .figures before me now'-that they started in with 
a comparative! y 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. 
Jlif.r. GORMAN. They have made it unquestionably 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 you 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 not intend to 
take so much time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the figures given by the Senator from Maryland 
of $1.80 a ton in Caba 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 
great that Bessemer ore can not be produced anywhere near the At­
lantic 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 
Southern States. 

Are you willing to destroy these industries for the sake of helping 
a single mammoth steel concern in the city of Baltimore? The Senate 
is called to enact a special provision to enable the prC1ducers of Balti­
more to make steel rails or steel ships cheaper thiµi the manufacturem 
at Albany, or at Bethlehem, or at Johnstown, or at Pittsburgh, or at 
Chicago. This is what the Senate is asked to do. 

I repeat that Bessemer ores can ~ow 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 75 cents a ton. Baltimore 
has advantages enough 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 
important industry, simply to enable a large steel company in the city 
of BaHimore 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 t.ariffanddefending the subsidies that 
tariff is intended to give to special interests, when he speaks of a propo· 
sition to reduce the fax burden of the whole people somewhat from 
what it is now for the benefit of special classes, and when he calls it 
special legislation in favor of a certain industry. If! understand the 
contention on this side, we have be_en trying t-0 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
sist 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 int.en·upt him? 
What does he mean by "this attempt to further increase the tax bur­
den?" 

Mr. GRAY. I beg 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
cuse me, not so much to this particular 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 has been unjustifiably borne by the 
people for many years, and to reduce 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 irom 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 tax. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator misunderstood me. He used the ex­
pression that it was an attempt to increase the burdens of the people. 
I thought from that that I had a right to assume that the Senator 
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. ALDRICH] in the remarks where he spoke of this 
proposition to reduce taxation for the benefit of the great mass of con­
sumers in this country as being special legislation, and so on. 

Now, Mr. President, I should like to ask-because I have not yet 
heard whether there is any answer to be made or any issue to be taken 
with the categorical and exceedingly distinct 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 imported int-0 this country is used for steel purpo!le!J, 
and therefore there is absolute absence of competition between foreign ores and 
the .uon-steel ores of this country. The whole quantity of ore suitable for Bes­
semer pig-iron which it will be possible t.o produce in this country during the 
year 1890 will not exceed 5,000,000 tons. This estimate includes every ton of 
ore of suitable quality thatca.n be raised by hook or by crook. Threeand one­
half million tons of pig-iron, it is estimated, will be required tosup~ly the \vants 
of the steel manufacturers in this country during the year 1890. ro manufact-

. ure this amount of pig-iron 6,500{000 tons of iron ore of suitable quality will be 
required. One and one-half mil ion tons of Bessemer 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 presumably to 
have information which is second to that of no one, always conceding 
that the man himself is honorable and honest and endeavors to tell the 
truth. 

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. No Senator upon this floor­
nei ther Major Bent nor any other gentleman engaged in the production 
of steel-would presume to say that the ores produced in Wisconsin 
and Michigan are not equal in quality 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 would 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 t.he Finance Committee are not con­
suming time improperly when we try to get at the bottom of 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 ma.ss 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 is absolute absence of competition between foreign ores and the non­

steel ores of this country. 

He goes on to say, in a later part of his letter, this: 
As I have said before, imported ore is used in supplyinir the requirements of 

furnaces situate o.t 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 rail beyond its present 
eastern limit of use, to meet its foreign compotitor. 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 freiirht on 1rrain and cotton would be dimin­
ished a-0cordingly. 

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 at 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 upon the suhjects 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 
int.erests 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 not believe that 
seventy or eighty gentlemen sitting in this Chamber know more about 
t)e 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 ratesand 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. 

But such is the policy we are committed to. We are bound, it seems, 
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 ea.sily raised, but how the burdens of taxation may most lightly 
rest upon the bowed s!:loulders of American labor, bat must also go 
into all these minute calculations and discussions as to how business 
interests are to be aflected and how capital invested here and there is 
to be treated and considered. 

Therefore we mast, as best we can, scrutinize, interrogate, and con­
sider what are the conditions surrounding this industry, call witnesses, 
procure statements from those demanding protection, and listen some­
times even to those who pa.v for protection. And so, when we summon 
1tlr. 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, tbenJ it is certainly worthy of consideration on the principles 
of protective tariffs and of the protective system t.o inquire if this in­
terest must be

0

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 amount 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 S~nator from Mary­
land [Mr. GORMAN], which have grown up through two hundred years, . 
east of the Alleghany Mountains, have taken from them by this hirzh duty 
the natnraladvanta.ges which timeand circumstances and physical geog­
raphy bavP. given them, in order to lift up an industry which can not 
compete on natural 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 protection thatweare taking from 
other American interests, we are taking from the pockets of ot.her pro­
ducing interests in this country as well as from the mass of the labor­
ing men, in,. oraer to do it. It is, therefore, a pertinent inquiry and en ti­
t.led to a better answer, I say it with all respect to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, than he has given us, why this tax should be kept up 
and this protection and subsidy should 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 performaneeofthe duty which my 
position calls upon me to perform, to inquire of those whose business 
it bas 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 Senat-0r 
from Mary land. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the element of the cost of labor in 
raising ores and preparing them for shipment to market and to the fur: 
naces bas not been considered very extensively in this debate. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAJ\IERON] introduced an extract from 
a newspaper--

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. I 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 fn my possession in re­
gard to the duties upon this article. The Senator says that this duty 
must be maintained, because it is part of the policy of the Republican 
party who believe in the protective theorv. Now, I will say to the 
Senator from Delaware that the Democratic party, of which he is a 
member, have had control of the House of Representatives for a good 
portion of the time--

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. 
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~-I Mr. GRAY. That is the ~na~v1·'s version of it. I do not object to it. 
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 Representatives several bills 
bearing upon the question of the revision of the tariff at various times. 
They passed . 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 claimin~ to be excessive? Did they su~est removing this 
burden which the Senator 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 back 
from the Committee on Ways and Means it imposed a duty of 75 cents 
a ton. There never bas been a time when the Democratic party dared­
and I have in my view the Senator from Virginia, and 1'e 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 i~ en­
titled to great respect here. Itis, and he is an intelligent man and a 
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 tbe Senator from Rhode Island 
long enough to say that I understand Major Bent is a Democrat with 
reforence to all this matt~r of tariff taxation; he has become so; bat 
he was a Republican up to a very recent period. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He is a Democrat tor revenue. 
Mr. GRAY. He is a Democrat for principle, I suppose. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will read the testimony to which I allude: 

PLATTSBURGH, N. Y., December 25, 1889. 
Hon. WM. McKINLEY, 

Chairman Committee on Wc•y& and Means, Washington, D. C.: 
Learn I am on committee to appear before your committee to-morrow and am 

unable to attend at such short notice; but wish to most respectfully but ear­
nestly protest with other producers of iron ore in the East agn.instany 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 be 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 matt.er. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not wish to prolong the discussion, but I desire 
to remark that the Senator from Rhode Island pays a very high com­
pliment to the Democratic party when be thinks, as he seems 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 sufficient argument to an­
swer those made by Democrats who are contending for a reduction. 

I admit that thj:lre are Democrats as well as Republicans in 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 subject outside of what we believe to be the com­
mon interests of the country, and therefore I think the mere expression 
of Mr. Smith ~f. Weed, who is largely interested in the production of 
iron ore, in favor of an increase of that duty, while it may be a very 
good example of what self-interest will do, is a very poor argument ro 
adduce against the reduction of the tax now resting upon the people. 

lli. ALDRICH. But I 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, about the only person who is immediately interested 

. -, 

in the reduction of this duty, bad 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 duty should be kept on for his benefit, but I read the art.!ument of 
an intelligent man who presumably is versed in all the facts 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 true, 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 si,9e. 

Mr. G[{AY. The statement on the other side was a me~e request 
that a tax which would pat money in his pocket should be retained. 
There was no fuct adduced, no argument attempted to show why it _ 
was either honest or just that that tax should be kept. 

Mr. MORGAN. :Mr. President--
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to 

me a moment on this subject? • 
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Mr. MORGAN. Certainly . 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I sought to get the :floor when the Sena­

tor from Alabama rose a few minutes ago, to call 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 tb.is 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 cents a ton 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 abonli 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. continent of Europe, and the total coat of this production is 
given by establishments one after another,, which are numbered. The 
amount paid to labor, the amount pa.id 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~ 

Ol}e 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 cent.s~ In a ha.sty sort of way I have endeavored to get the 
average cost of these ores in the mines oJ the United States and in Eu­
rope, but coming here at 10 o'clock in the morning and sitting here 
until 6 o'clock in the afternoon, of course we have very little time to 
make careful investigation or to make any analysis of anything we have 
in hand. I think this militates very much against a fair discussion. 
It is not only absolutely necessary that a man should have time enough 
to discuss the matter in band, b11t he ought to have the right to do it 
within reasonable hours. These long hours make it impossible for me 
to be absolately 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 upon him 
by Congressa, the total average cost of iron ore in the United States is 
$1.46 a ton, and the total cost of iron ore in continental Europe 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 centa per ton more than it 
is in the European mines. 

We have been assured again and Roaain by gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber that the purpose of a protective tariff was to com­
pensate American producers for the increased price they have to pay 
for labor. 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 St.ates over the cost in continental Europe is 30.3 cent.s, 
and we have a tax of 75 cents a l!on 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 centsi 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. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas if in 
the table he has or.in the inquirJ he has made he has information as 
to what the price per day of laborers is in the mines on the continent 
of Europe or in England. 

J\.1r. JONES, of Arkansas. There is nothing whatever about that. 
This statement begins with a statement of the period over which this 
production is made, giving the establishntents by number-not calling 
their names and not giving their exact location. He says they are lo­
cated in the United States and 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 of the ore, the amount produced, 
the period covered in every respect, but he does not undertake to give 
the amount pa.id per day for labor, but does give the amount of labor­
cost in the prod action of a ton of ore in each. of these mines in Europe 
and in the United States. For instance, mine No. 1 in the United 
Sta.te.3 pays 55.8 r.ents for labor for a. ton of ore. 

1\fr. ALLISON. What page: does t.he 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 Europe. 

It was this fact alone which I des-ired t-0 call to the attention of the 
Senate, and as the Senator from Alabiima was just proceeding I took 
the liberty of interrupting him to make the statement. 

Mr. GRA.Y. What is the percentage between the labor cost 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 Stat.es 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 a. ton of ore in the United States I find to be 
$1.46, and the average cost in Europe to be $L38. 

The item of cost Reems to be larger in proportion in the tTnited 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 
the'continent of Europe. So it seems that but 82.4 cents is paid 
there. 

There is some question about that, out 1-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 
figured the lowest that continental Europe will allow, and yet, giving 
the benelit 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 lit 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 t.o 
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 authority on this sn.bject, being a treatise on "Bessemer Steel," the 
ores a.nd the methods of handling them, by Thomas W. Fitch, 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 volnme a sta.temen.t of various leading mines in the 
United Stat.es and in some of the foreign countries, particularly in 
Spain, a.tr which these ores are obtained. He says, speaking of the 
Lake Superior ores: 

The ore formerly cost from $2.50 to S4 per ton at the mines, nnd contained 
from 60 to 66 Iler cent. of metal; it now cos.ts. from S3 to $5 at the mine.s for 
hematite and $6 for best.specular. 

I snppo.se somebody would feel an interest in knowing why it is that 
these. ores have gone up to euch figures as are here stated. I can not 
account for it upon the proposition that more money is added to the 
cost of American labor or greater pay is given to the iaborer. I judge 
that it 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 sliatements made here, which illustrate 
the proposition I am trying to present to the attention of the Senate. 
We now come to the Lake Champlain ores: 

At Port Henry the ore is obtained partly by open and partly by close mining, 
the former about 250 feet square by 250 in depth, and the latter a continuation 
of the mineral deposit to t:h~clip. 

* * * 
The selling price va.rie.' from S5 to S7; the yield is from 60 to 62 per cent. 

He means the metallic iron, of course. 
But U contains too much phosphorus to be useful fo; Bessemer steel by acid 

process. 

If used at all for making steel it inust be by the basic process. 
About &5 miles in a westerly direction from Philadelphia is the depo~it of 

ore k.nmvn as the Cornwall banks. Its percentage of metal is much below that 
of the two districts already referred to, being only 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 
a ridge, nearly three-quarters of a mile long, ha.Ying a width of 500 feet and a. 
height in some places of 350 feet above the surrounding plain, and a depth below 
it of 50 to 180 feet. 

The ore is so soft in texture that a man for a day's work can blast and load 
IO 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 suJphureous ore of its kind in the world. 

Mr. GRAY. Where is that? 
Mr. MORGAN. That is at Corn wall, 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 d.ay's work can blast and load 

10 tons into th&wagorut, "lbich ascend the hill bya. spiral locomotive railway 
cut in the ore all the way. 

Then we come to the Missouri system.: 
At a. distance of about 80 miles in a south by wes~ direction from the city of 

St. Louis lies the Iron Mountain, and in ita vicinitv are the deposits of Pilot 
Knob and Shepherd Mountain. 

Part of these ores are Bessemer and part are not. 
The first mentioned, and by far the most important of the three deposits, is an 

irregularly shaped deposit in many places of clean solid ore of v11rious thick­
nesses up to 70 or 80 feet. The ore sells at St. Louis at about SS per ton and U 
yields about 67 per cent. of i.ron. 

That is a pretty large yield. 
In former times it was delivered at $6 pe~ ton. The second quality of ore, 

containing from 50 to 60 per cent. of iron and which is too high in phosphoru1 
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for the acid process, is sold for about one-half the price aaked for the first-qual­
ity ore. 

Now, it is beyond all question, I think, Mr. President, that these 
gentlemen who are operating on the Atlantic coast, on the Chesapeake 
Bay and elsewhere in the vicinity of the coast, can not afford to pay 
transportation for this meta.I from Lake Superior or Lake Champlain, 
or from St. Louis, at the price which it costs there, and the ores being 
in that market they can noh afford to pay it and manufucture steel from 
these ores on the Atlantic coast, and they must necessarily resort to 
foreign countries for their ore. They can not patronize the American 
beds at these prices, and the American ore-beds are sustained by a. 
local demand more largely than by any foreign demand, of course, in 
the very enormous prices which they ask for their ore.:;. 

The mineral at Pilot Knob occurs as a bed or seam about 30 feet in thlck­
nes . It is very hard, and in consequence more expensive to work than that 
obtained at the Iron l\fountl!l.in. It is also rich in metal, being oniy 56 or 57 per 
cent., and sells at St. Louis at &bout $7 per ton. The second quality of this ore 
brings only about one-half the price or the first, and tbese second ot·es are suit­
able for the ba ic process , although unfit fer the acid proces!!l. 

This anthol' g~ on to speak of other mines located in the Stat-e of 
Missouri which seem to abound in valuable ores. Then he says: 

The ores of New Jersey belong chiefly to that class known as magnetite, but 
the deposits are thinner tha.n those of Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Missouri, 
a.nd are more co!!llly to get. 

There the difficulty 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. 

Tbe 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 cost, under circum­
stances differing- s<> widely, varies much. From $3.75 to $4.75, including 5 per 
cen_t. for rent, is said to represent the cost price of ore at the pit's mouth. The 
perce ntage of iron is a.bout 55-

That is rather a low percentage-
but the content of phosphorus unfits the New Jersey ore genera.Uy for the Bes­
semer aciu process. 

They can be dealt with only in the basic process. Now we come to 
the hem~tite<;of 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 i-s the reason why Virginia can make iron so cheap, on account 
of the proximity of the flux and the fuel. 

Large de-posits of Lhi.s kincl of ore a.re also found in the States of .A.labs.ma and 
Georgia, yit~lding from 45 to 50 per cent. of iron, and costing about 1.25 per ton 
delivered at the iron works, which, of course, are near to the mines. Hitherto 
the presence of phosphorus has prevented this o:re from being employed for 
Bes'lem er· tee l making, but the complete elimination of phosphorus being now 
an a eomplislled fact, this stone can be adopted for such a purpose. 

The Red :.rountain of Alabama is a. fossil ore deposit extending over 70 
miles. The vein hl\S a working width of a.bout 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 coal fields, a.ud being rapidly developed by the furnaces at Birmingham Its 
o..verage richness in iron ls a.bout 52 p e r cent. Its cost at mines is a.bout $1.25; 
cost to furnaces owning mines (i.e., mining expenses), 85 cents. 

Large d e po its of red fossUHerous ore are found in the Apalachian chain, some­
times exceeding 30 feet in thickness. This ore yields in the furnace about 40 per 
cenL. o f iron, and it is extracted for about 50 cents per ton. In the north of Ten­
nessee the same description of ore is found in considerable quantities, but the 
cost of work:ing it is so much greater that it costs about$2.50pertou at the works. 
Northwards this bed of fossiliferous ore gradually diminishes in thickness, etc. 

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 the average work would be 2! t.ons a. day, for which he would 
get, as this writer states it, about 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 Senator 
from Pennsylvania read says: 

MINERS WORKING FOR 80 CENTS A DAY. 

Tl1e laborers working in the iron-ore mines of the Little Lehigh district, be­
tween Reading and Allentown, are receiving but 80 cents a day. 

Otl1I 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 ave.rage 
day's work. 

Mining operations were suspended during bay-ma.king and harvest, because 
the miners were able to earn $ L.25 per day among the farmers. Now that min­
ing bas been resum.ed, the minimum wages are being paid. There is a brisk 
inquiry for iron ore, and some mines a.re being worked that had been idle for 
seYeral year ' . A demand is a.bout to t .e mru:le by the miners for 90 cents a day, 
and it is believed that they will be successful, as some of the larger operators 
actknowledge 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 t.o 
$7 a ton, without any transportation at all, or even without their being 
free on board cars or ship, or boat, or whatever it is, we find that the 
laborers get n. very small proportion<>f pay, and it does seem as ifth~e 
men were nuking out of the bestowmentsof Providenceandoutoftheir 
good luck in getting hold of these mines very enormous profits, and 
they aught to he willing to contribute so.m.etlfing to the similar industry 

located in other parts of the United States, where they are cut off from 
access to the mines by the cost of transportation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator to give me any 
information he has. Did he say that the miners of these Lake Supe· 
rior ores ~et from five to six dollars a day? 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say the miners get that. I quoted from 
the author from whom I have been reading the prices at which the 
ores sell per ton. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The price delivered in Cleveland, a.S I showed a 
while ago, was $5. 50 and $6 a ton, the ore having been first transported 
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. I should like while the Senator is giving that informa­
tion if he would be so kind as to state whether he knows about what 
the miners make a day in his country. 

Mr. SHER.l'llAN. No, I do not. The cost of ore is put in this boclc • 
at 52. 25 a ton. 

Mr. MORGAN. ThaL includes the labor of raising and the royalty, 
I 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 scarcely two mines in the United States where the cost 
forraising a ton ot ore will be exactly the same. Some of the ores are 
harder than others, some have to be blasted, and others are dug out 
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 cos't of their production by mere manual labor is lower than 
it is in cases where they are more difficult t.o raise. . 

~fr. SHERl\IAN. I can give the Senator now the information about 
the rates of wages as stated by Mr. Ely, whose testimony was given 
before the committee: 

The hours of labor per week were: At Bilbao, 72; in Cleveland district, Eng· 
land, 46; on Lake Superior, 55 to 60. Wages per day for drillers and miners at 
Bilbao, 60 to i2 cents; Cleveland, drillers and miners, $1.21; Lake Superior, drill· 
ers and miners, 2.25 to S2.i5. Wages per day for common laborers at Bilbao, 
36 to 60 cents; Cleveland, common laborers, 72 to 84 cents; Lake Superior, '1.60 
to $2. 'Vages per day for boys or women, Bilboa., 24- to 36 cents; Cleveland, 
boys and women, 24- to 60 cents; Lake Superior, SI to SL25. \Vages of miners, 
then, on Lake Superior are more than three and three-quarter limes 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. 

l\Ir. UORGAN. Therate of wages at the Lake Superior mines seems 
to be from $1 to $1.25 per day. 

Mr. SHER.l\IAN. The wages paid for common laborers at the Lake 
Superior mines are $1.60 to $2 per day; to drillers and mi:n,el'S~ $2.25to 
$2.75 a.day. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is little distinction between a common la· 
borer 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 .!mch 
matters, can do mining in that way with the drill and cartridge. But 
taking the.wages at $-J.25 in the Lake Superior mines, is it not an 
ene>rmous profit that a man should get from S6 to $7 a ton for his ores? 
This author says so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He can not get $6 a tori, because it is only $6 in 
Cleveland. 

Mr. MORGAN. This is what this author states, a man who is 
learned and accurate, and he has given a history of every Bessemer es· 
tablishment in the United States 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 
1rom the Treasury Department as to the cost at Cleveland being $6 a 
ton. 

l\1r. 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 produces, and, as a matter of course, they would get 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 t-0 be put on board 
the cars or any vehicle of transportatfon, I expect that author is about 
as reliable as any we can get hold of. _ 

Mr. SPOONER. What does he sav? 
Mr. MORGAN. He says this iron~was formerly $2.50 t<> $i per ton 

at the mines, and now it costs from $3 to $5 at the mines for hematite 
and $6 for the best specular. 

Mr. SPOONER. What do you understand that to mean, $6 on board 
ship? 

l\1r. 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 author gives another comput.a.tion of the , 

price at St. Louis. Then he goes on togivethepriceofiro~ that comes 
from Spain. He sa \ s: 

In view of the large amount of iron ore contained in the United States, it ap­
pears surprising that we should have imported nearly 800,000 tons la.st year, but 
that was ca.used by the scarcity of ores mined, suitable for the manufacture of 
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Bessemer pig for the acid process, for which there was a. large demand, and 
consequently high prices were charged for the domel:itio ores. 

It would seem, however, by the following figures, that the foreign ores cost 
nearly as much s.t the furnace as the high-priced ores of the Northern 'States, 
and that the real remedy lies in a 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 the more extensive use ofwhathecalls "the cheap ores of the Southern 
States." That can po:->sibly apply to the Cranberry mine, but if there 
is any other place in the Suuth to which it can be applied to any large. 
extent, I am not aware of it. 

The minimum prices free on boa.rd ship are about: Common ore,48 and 51 
per cwt.; at Parman, say $L50; common ore, 48 and 51 per cwt.; at Carthagena, 
say $1.75; rich pure ore, 55 and 58 per cwt.; at Bilboa, say $2; rich pure ore, 6.5 
per cwt.; at Marbella, say~; rich pure ore, 6.5 per cwt.; at Elban, say $3; rich 
pure ore, 52 per cwt. ; at Oran, say 2.20. 

To these prices must be added freight, insurance, and landing charges. 
Steamer freights for the year 1881, on ore per ton, averaged about 83; the duty 
is 20 p t" r cent. ad valorem, so that Bil boa ore would cost on dock in this country 
about $3.40; and the l\Iarbella and Elban ore, which is quite as good as Lake 
Superior ore, would cost $6.60 at dock. Adding the landing charges and inland 
freight would make the cost of these imported ores about ~.4.-0 at Pittsburgh fo1· 
Bilboa, and $9.60 for l\Iarbella. 

rate that point~ If these manufacliories on the coast can, by the use 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; but 
if they can not maintain their works with such ores as they can get 
from Virginia. and other places, which are of a lower quality in the in­
gredient of pho~phorus, unless they can get ore from abroad, because 
going so far into 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 itse~ not, perhaps, upon any principle 
of tariff exaction, for probably there is no particular principle involved 
in it. But when we find that the Lake Superior ores can 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 
should 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 
That statement was made by a man who understood exactly what people because they happen to be so situated that they can not get 

he was talking about, a scientific man, who has given a very clear bold of the proper material. As the writer from whom I read to-day, 
account of the different prices of manufacturing steel and the product I Mr. l\IcFarland, put the proposition, suppose we had no ore in the 
of all the different furnaces in the United States and Europe, and he United States except in Ala.ska, and we had to bring ~11 our ores from 
shows that if you carry this iron ore as far west as Pittsburgh from Alaska to the seaboard or elsewhere for the purpose of making iron, 
Bilbao it will cost $8.40 and it will cost $9.60 for Marbella ore. who would say in a case of that kind, if we found ores in a loreign coun-

These prices are too high for us to be permitted to charge these es- try, within three or four or five hundred miles, we should not go there 
tablishments on the Atlantic coast for the coming in of these ores. andgetthem; aud whatsortofpolicywouldthat be thatwould confine 
They are cut of, as the Senator from Maryland has demonstrated, by us to ores taken from Alaska, when, by letting this material in free, 
the prices of freights across the mountains from the opportunity of we could save the transportation of that immense distance, for it is 
using these ores with any profit at all, and they are compelled to go to more than anythin~ else a question of transportation? 
foreign places and get them. So by putting a tariff on foreign ores I do not believe in subjecting all !.he people on the Atlantic coast 
coming from Spain or Cuba or the Mediterranean or anywhere, we andtheGulfcoasttoameretributeforthesakeofpayingahighprofit 
practically deny to these people the right to make iron on the coast. to gentlemen who own mines in Michigan. I do not think it is fair 

Mr. DA WES. Has the Senator such information that he can answer to do it, and especially it is not fair when Michigan is really under­
this question: If the works on the Atlantic coast could get this foreign rating and belittling her most important industry, and that oat of 
ore, could t.hey manufacture steel in competition with Chicago and which she can make the greatest amount of money. 
Pittsburgh? If, instead of shipping her ores, she will use the fuel that is within 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. They can not even man a fact- reach for the purpose of putting that ore into metal right at home-for 
ure the hematite iron, as the Senator ascertained from various reports it takes at least two tons of ore to make a ton of metal, and you have 
made from his own State by iron-masters that the industry is shrinking. got to transport that by rail from Lake Superior to the place where 

Mr. DA WES. In New England we have difficulties in addition to you smelt it, whether Pittsburgh or Cleveland or Johnstown, and if 
those which they have in Philadelphia and Baltimore, but what I you transport the metal after it is run out, being only half the weight, 
wish to know is whether it is possible to maintain any of these iron you could save more than half the freight, because the cargo is worth 
and steel industries on the coast, depending solely upon our ores. double or treble what it would be in the form of ores, it is so much 

Mr. MORGAN. Not if we had to depend npon our own ores. more precious. 
Mr. SHERMAN. We can not hear anything on this side of the It is a mistake for us to take the ground that this country is going 

Chamber, and it must be difficult for the Reporter to hear. to remain in the shape it is to-day in regard to the production of iron 
Mr. l\IORGAl.~. The Senator from Massachusetts asked me if it was and steel. These industries are going to transfer themselves to the 

possible to sustain an industry for the production ot steel from pig cheapest place of prnduction. They are gc;>ing to meet iron ore and 
metal or froru oar ores on the Atlantic coast, depending entirely upon coal and limestone, and they are going to meet at those places where 
our own domestic supplies, and I say no, it is not possible to do so. it will cost the least to combine them into iron or steel, and these revo­
These gentlemen on the Atlantic coast who wish to sustain the steel lutions will work themselves out in spite of all our legislation. We 
industry, making steel from the ore, or, if you please, making it from can nt>t help it, neither can we facilitate it very much, and, probably, 
the pig, are obliged to import their ores from foreign countries, and not at all. 
where they happen to be convenient Lo supplies of fuel and supplies of But, inasmuch as these people are impoverished in respect of bav­
limestone and other fluxes that they use they can make steel on the ing iron ores that will produce steel, and inasmuch as we can get them 
Atlantic coast, and they can make it toad vantage by importing foreign from foreign countries on shipboard at a very low rate of transporta­
ores, if we do not charge them too much duty, too much tariff, thus tion, there is no wisdom nor is there any necessity for us to put a tax 
making the ores cost too much. • upon that description of ores, so as to shut them off from the benefi~ 

But when, as under the present law, you make every ton of steel of this industry. It is as much as if you should say to them, "You 
cost them a dollar, or 75 cents at least, and perhaps more than that, by shall not exercise your enterprise, you shaU not employ your money, 
way of duty on the ore, you place a burden upon them that they ought yon shall not make this metal here; we will give the whole monopoly 
not to bear. of it to Pennsylvania, or Ohio, or some other country where it is pro-

.Mr. DA WES. My ques~ion involves the point whether the ore im- duced; we will give the whole monopoly of it to that country, and you 
ported by them takes the place of any ore produced in the United shall not produce it at all; you shall buy from them, because we will 

- Sta~. tax the ores which are coming in at such a rate that you can not afford 
Mr. MORGAN! Well, it could take the place of any ore in the t-0 make your Bessemer pig out of these foreign ores." 

United States if these works were dependent upon United States ore I cal.led attention the other day to a fact that I think ought to im­
for their success, but they are .not. As I remarked before to-day, it press the Senate, and that was that these great cruisers which are rnn­
may not be necessary to import the whole mass of ore. You can make ning now, built by John Roach, were built out of Mediterranean ores 
steel here if you have got a pretty good hematite iron that is pretty that were smelted right on the bank of the Delaware River. These 
low in phosphorus, but not down tothe Bessemer standard. You bring ores were converted into pig metal there. 
the non-phosphoric ores into this country and min,gle them, and you There was some intermixture with ores from Pennsylvania or Mary­
will get 5 tons of the best Bes<;emer ore by the use of 1 ton of the Bil- land or somewhere in the interior of the country; they were intermixed 
boa or the Cuban ore, and in that way we work in a great deal of our with these ores, and then they were there smelted into pig, and then, 
home domestic supply. as I said the other day, they were taken right across the street and 

ltlr. DA ·wES. That one ton does not, in the Sena-tor's statement, they were put in the Bessemer converters, the Siemens and ~fartin 
take the place of a ton that would be brought over the mountains from converters, and turned into Bessemer steel. They were taken and put 
Lake Superior. in the open hearth and refined again, and then they were carried to 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does. the rolling· mill on the same ground, almost literally under the same 
Mr. MORGAN. No, it does not take the place of a full ton. At roof, and there they were rolled into sheets and plates and various 

.Johnstown and Pittsburgh .they resort to the same process exactly. different forms of steel used in these great cruisers. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It does take the place of the American ton if there Then they were taken upon that very ground and wrought into the 

were an American ton. ship without any additional cost of transportation. It was Mr. Roach's 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes. experience, from what he saw and did in the building of those ships, 
Mr. DA WES. The Senator from Alabama will allow me to elabo- that caused him to testify before a committee of the other House that 
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if we would give him free ore on the banks of the Delaware River, Honse got further than the metal schedule. Iknowtheygot toapoint 
where his works were, he would build ships as cheap as they could be where they could neither go forward nor backward and they practi· 
built on the Clyde, and yet he said he would give to the American cally abandoned the bill. 
laborer his full quota of wages. Mr. ALDRICH. They cpnsiderd the bill in Committee of the Whole 

I have shown, in the variety of circumstances which attend the lift- in the other Honse and voted upon this very amendment, or passed it 
irig of ores out of the various different mines in the United St.ates, that over, one or the other; but that bill was never acted upon. So the 
you can not frame a tariff law so as to give the benefit of any part of question that went to the committee of conference was whether the 
the duty any fixed proportion to labor. You can not do it. It mnst House oiRepresentatives would agree to the one single amendment in 
depend upon the characteristics of the mine in every case. It~ a pecul- the nature of a substitute that was sent to them by the Senate. In 
iar sort of situation. that parliamentary condition of affairs, and the Senator knows it as 

Well, Mr. President, I do not know why I should be here making well as I do, every line and every item in that bill was open as between 
an argument in favor of this proposition, except for just this one thing: I the two Houses. 
believe if we do not secure this great deposit of Bessemer ores that Cuba Mr. PLUMB. Oh, yes. The Senator mistakes my point. I did not 
furnishes and stands ready to furnish to us, and that our people have speak of it for the purpose of complaining of the action of the conference 
already taken bold of, if we do not furnish it at the lowest possihle committee as being outside the rule or based upon or suggesting any 
cost to }lf.lnerican industry and enterprise, you will find the capitalists impropriety. The only point I make is that after the report of the 
of the world flocking in there and takin~ posse!Ssion of it and taking Tariff Commission, after the introduction of the bills and the debate in 
it away from you. both bodies, atter all had been said that could be said, after all the 

I think the time is ripe at this very moment, and that is the cause bearings and everything of that kind, when the common consensus of 
of my earnestness in pressing these reductions. Here is a strong estab- opinion appeared to be, and as formulated in daylight was, 50 cents 
lishment on the Chesapeake Ray at Steelton, an enterprise that is not, per ton, the rate was changed in conference. 
I suppose, yet three years old-I think it is not-whose owners are I do not question that the conference committee bad the parliament· 
stating now, antl boasting, and seem to be entirely confident of their ary right to do what it did. I only want to say that after all the de-

• success, that they will have the largest steel establishment in the bate and after the use of all the facts that were employed and could 
world, and yet they are importing their ores from abroad. be employed we fixed the rate at 50 cents, yet in the conference com-

We ought to baYe some security for this. We ought to establish a mittee it turned up at75cents, without, !suppose, any succeeding facts 
current of trade between the iron mines in Cuba that will bring these being brought to bear on the subject. 
ores right in and enable our: people to build themselves up, so that for- Mr. ALDRICH. I think I may say, without any violation of the 
eign countries can not rival them. I think this is an opportunity we secrets of the committee, because in a. certain sense it is an open secret, 
ought not to miss, and we ought to lay aside, if we can, for the moment, that the rate was increased on account of the urgent solicitation and 
all partisan feeling about this and do it for the sake of our country and great array of facts which were ·presented to members of the conference 
our people. by one of its members, the then.Senator from Virginia, Mr. Mahone, 

Mr. PLUMB. I merely wish to call attention to some things that who for the interest of bis own people, as he believed, insisted upon it 
occurred in 1883 on this subject.. I should like to have the attention that the mineral resQurces of the South, that the people of the South, 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who, I think, if the laboring people of the South, deserved bett.er treatment than they 
not in charge of the tariff bill of that year, at least was a very impor- bad in the bill as it then stood; and upon his suggestion the rate was -
tant factor inits discussion and passage, and also a member of the con- increased to 75 cents a ton. 
ference committee which finally put the bill into shape. Mr. PLUMB and others. Question. 

I find that on January 16, 1883, Hon. Mr. Kelley, of Pennsylvania, 'l'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
introduced into the House of Representatives a bill (H. R. 7313) en- proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment 
titled "A bill to impose duties upon foreign imports, and for other of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN]. 
purposes~" On page 26 of that bill, under the head of "Schedule C- Mr. MORGAN. The yeas and nays were ordered, I understand. 
Metals," occurs this: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They were ordered on a previous 

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum from amendment, but not on the amendment to the amendment. 
burnt pyrites, 50 cents per ton. Mr. GORMAN. I desire to withdraw the amendment that I offered 

That bill was introduced on the 16th day of January, 1883. On the to strike out "seventy-five" and insert "fi1ty." 
14th day of February the same gentleman reported the bill with some The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or· 
amendments from the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of dered, that can be done only by unanimous consent. Is there objec­
Representatives, in which the duty on iron ore was left as in the bill tion? 
when introduced, at 50 cents per ton. Mr. VANCE. I object. I want to have a vote on reducing tberate 

Coming to the Senate, I find that the Senll.tor from Ohio [Mr. SHER- to 50 cents. 
M.L"'l], on the 8th day of December, 1882, proposed an amendment to l\Ir. ALDRICH. What was the request of the Senator from Mary .. 
House bill 5538, being "A bill to reduce internal-revenue taxat.ion," land? I did not understand it. 
which dealt with the entire subject of duties on imports, and _on page The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asked 
20 of that bill, under the head of "Schedule C-Metals," I find these unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment. The yeas and nays 
words: having been ordered it requires unanimous consent; and the Senator 

Iron ore, including ma.nganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum from Jrom North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] objects. 
burnt pyrites, 50cents per ton. Mr. VANCE. The Senator from Maryland assures me that he will 

In the precise language of the bill introduced in the House by Mr. offer it again upon another occa.sion, and so I withdraw my objection. 
Kelley, and reported by him from the Ways and Means Committee. ThePRESIDENTprotemp01·e. Isthereobjection? TbeChair hears 

The bill was finally p:l.SSed by the Senate on the 20th day of Febrn- none. The question then recurs upon the amendment of the Senator 
ary, 1883, and a few days later went into conferer.ce. That was 50 cents from Kansas to amend the paragraph by inseriing '' 60 cents" in place 
per ton as passed. Now, as the report of the conference committee of" 75 cents." Is the Senate ready for the question? 
shows, in that conference committee 75 cents a. ton was inserted, being Mr. GORMAN and Mr. PLUMB called for the yeas and nays; and 
a rate of duty upon iron ore which had not been proposed in either thev were ordered. 
House of Congress and which bad not been adopted by either House. The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
It seems to have been entirely the creation of tbeconf~rence committee Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen-
outside and independent of the action of either one of the legislative ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If be were here, I should 
bodies. vote '' yea.'' 

That, Mr. President, is the legislative hi<>tory of this rate of duty Mr. DA.NIEL (when his name was called). I wish to say that I am 
under the existing law so far as it appears of record. paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. McPHERSON Iftbe Senator will look at the paragraph re- Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). My pair with the Sena-
lating to steel rails, he will find that the same statement applies. tor from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] has been transferred for this vote to 

Mr. PLUMB. We shall come to that later. the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY]. I vote "na.y." 
Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed that the history of the bill of 1883 and fr.FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 

of the conference report of 1883 was familiar to all members of the the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. If he were present, I 
Senate. The facts were these: It is true that the bill introduced by should vote'· yea." • 
the Senator from Ohio in this body and the 'member from Pennsyl~ Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
vania [Mr. Kelley] in the other House, which was identical with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 
Tariff Commission report, contained a provision fixing a rate of duty of Mr. HAMPTON {when his name was called). I am paired with the 
50 cents a ton upon iron ore. It is also true that the bill as it passed Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. I should vote "yea" were he 
the Senate fixed the rate of duty upon iron ore at 50 cents a ton. But present. 
the bill passed the Senate as an amendment to an internal-revenue !'\fr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I a.m paired with the 
bill which had passed the other House at a preceding session of the I Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], and I ask the attention of the 
same Congress. It was one amendment in the nature of a substitute. Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. I understand that the Sena­
In the other House the bill itself was never acted upon. tor from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] is paired with the Senator from Min-

Mr. PLUMB. I am not quite certain about it, but I think the otller nesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. · I am paired with the Senator from Arkan-
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sas [Ur. JONES]. I propose that we transfer those pairs, pairing the 
Senat.or from Arkansas with the Senator from Michigan, and we can 
botfi vote. 

Mr. GIBSON. That is agreeable to me. 
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 S,enator from 

Louisiana (Mr. EUSTIS] is paired on this vote with the Senator 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 
announcement just made, I vote "yea." "' 

:Mr. SHERl'tiAN (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. He said he was paired 
with some one on the other sine upon this vote. 

Mr. PLATT. He is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
B.A.RilOUR ]. 

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 question 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. I shall therefore vote when 
my name is called. 

Mr . .MoMILLAN (when Mr. STOOKBRIDGE'S name wasca11ed). My 
colleague [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] is necessarily absent, and is paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. TURP IE (when his name was called). I am paired temporarily 
on this vote with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY], who 
is not present. I should vote "yea " if I were not paired. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [1\:1.r. WILSON]. If he were present I 
should vote "nay." 

Thff roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. BLAIR. Has the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 

voled? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 
1\lr. BLAIR. I withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote I 

should vote "nay.>' 
Mr. 1tIANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 

[Mr. BLACKBURN], who is absent. If he were present, I should vote 
''nay.'' 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from West Virginia. [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], who is absent, 
and in the absence of the Senator 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. FAULKNER. I vote "yea." 
l\Ir. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Senator 

from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
The result waa announced-yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 

Bate, 
Berry, 
Butler, 
Cockrell. 
Coke, 
Dawes, 

Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Allison, ­
Bla.ir, 
Cameron, 
Cnllom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 

Barbour, 
Blackburn, 
Blodgett, 
Brown, 
Call, 
Carlisle, 
Casey, 
Chandler, 
Colquitt, 

Faulkner, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Ingalls, 
McPherson, 

Dolph, 
Edmunds, 
Evarts, 
Frye, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hiscock, 

YEAS-21. 
Morga.n, 
Paddock, 
Pasco, 
Plumb, 
Pugh, 
Reagan, 

NAYS-29. 
Hoar, 
Jones of Nevada., 
l\fol\Iillan, 
Mitchell, 
Moody, 
Platt, 
Power, 
Sanders. 

ABSENT-34. 

Daniel, Manderson, 
Eustis, Morrill, 
Farwell, · Payne, 
George, Pettigrew, 
Hampton, Pierce, 
Harris, Qna.y, 
Hearst, Ransom, 
Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, 
Kenna, Stewart, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Va.nee, 
Vest, 
WaUha.ll. 

Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Spooner, 
Squire., 
Teller. 

St.ockbridge, 
Tur pie, 
Voorhees, 
Washburn, 
Wilson of Iowa, 
Wilson of Md. 
Wolcott. 

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 page 

25, in line 7, by striking out after the word "remanufactured" the 
words "by resmelting or rerolling; "so as to make the paragraph read: 

128. Iron in pigs, iron in kentledge, spiegeleisen, ferro-manganese, ferro-sili­
con, wrought and cast scrap-iron, and scrap-steel, three-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound; but nothing shall be deemed scrap-iron or scrap-steel except waste or 
refuse iron or steel tit only to be remanufactured. 

·, 

Mr. V ANOE. I wish to offer an amendment to the paragraph, but 
I suppose the committee amendment will be in order to be acted upon 
first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to speak to 
the amendment of the committee? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro 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 tempore. The Secretary will report ihe pro­
posed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In line 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 upon the ground of protecting 
the American laborer, that his wages must be kept up 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 
leamllig and intelHgence 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 pursuance of the duties 
which have been imposed upon him by law, l'tlr. Carroll D. Wright. 
His investigations and labors have resulted 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 I am not willing to im.Pose. 

I find that on pages 29 and 30 he gives us-­
Mr. GRAY. When was the report made? 
Mr. VANCE. This is a preliminary report made July 1, 1890. He 

gives us the result of an investigation into 115 establishments for the 
manufacture of pig-iron. 

Mr. BUTLER. In this country? 
Mr. V ANOE. 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 t-0n 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 avera,ge 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. V ANOE. 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. He says the labor-cost was $1.50 
for a ton of pig-iron. Now, what were the other elements of cost? 

Mr. V ANpE. It will afford me very great pleasure to read the other 
elements of cost, as I presume the Senator bas not been furnished with 
a copy for himself. I have not made the average calculations for the 
other elements of cost. I have stated that the whole cost of making a 
ton of pig-iron in 23 of the establishments exceeded $15, and none ex­
ceeded $25; that in mi 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 $1.54 a ton, 
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. V ANOE. The other elements 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? 

Ur. 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 to interrupt him for one 
moment more? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainlv. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. I should like to have him or any Senator upon 

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 sons-in-law. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The salaries of officers represent the services of 
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men who are as much entitled t-0 compensation as the Senator from 
Alabama.is. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yesi but there is not much labor in that. 
Mr. VANCE. I supposed that when the ore was discovered in the 

earth, ready to be extracted, 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
tainlv I have known of ore banks selling for millions of dollars, and 
that ·was some element of cost, on which not a dollar of labor had been 
expended. 

Mr. 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. V A..NCE. 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 
fust establishment which he investigated. As a matter of course that 
includes the labor. He bought the ore and it was delivered t-0 him 
for $10.32. As a matter of course, speaking in the language of this 
world, speaking in the language common among the children of hu­
manity, speaking in the language which is germane to the common­
sense and the every-day transactions of this sublunary life, when we 
hs.ve paid for anything in one stage, the elements of cost, be it labor or 
anything else, are not to be carried and repaid for in another stage. I 
consider that the claim for the labor which was expended in extract­
ing the ton -0f ore was extinguished when the ore was paid for; and 
when you come to calculate the cost of the article in the next process 
then only yon. have any reason io estimate the value of the labor 
which was expended in that prooess, and so on to the end; 

Mr. ALDRICH. I now understand the Senator to say that the labor 
which enters into the cost ofproducingthe ore and delivering it atthe 
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, if the Senator will permit me, 
that the cost of the ore to the American producer, as stated by him to 
be $10.32, was, owing to t.he additional cost of labor in this country, 
$4 per ~ton higher than it was in Great Britain; does not the man who 
produces pig-iron require some protection as against that difference of 
$4 a ton. 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly he does; but the la.borer who extractied the 
ore from the soil got this protection of about 33 per cent. which we have 
jn!'lt 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 
manufadurer of foreign ores in Europe. 

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 pur­
pose of paying the whole of the labor-cost in that ton-they exact from 
the consumer of pig-iron $6. 72, and that they put the difference be­
tween the $6. 72 and the $1.54 into their own pocket-6 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 country would be entitled 
to, as shown by the figures which he has now submitted, would be the 
difference in the cost of the labor at that stage, say $1.54 here as against 
i1.1 O 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 cutlery business, or engaged in aMem bling 
the parts for making a jack-knife\ of putting the rivets through 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 
5 per cent., as the case might be, aa against the lower cost of labor on 
the other side. 

Mr. VANCE. No, Mr. President, I do not put it exactly that way; 
but I say that when you come to make jack-knives for the purpose of 
engaging in the New England industry of whittling pine shingles, it is 
to be supposed that you take the total cost of the material which the 
foreigner uses and the total cost of the material which the American 
manufacturer uses, and then to protect the American justly from any 
difference in labor the labor-cost expended in the manufacture of the 
foreign jack-knife should be compared with the labor-cost expended 
upon the American jack-knife1 and the difference should be his protec­
tion. 

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, unlesg I took at the same time the protection which had been 
ex~nded at every stage and added that to the total amount of the pro­
tection. 

:Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator from North Carolina see that 
the American manufacturer, if he labors under any disadvantages what-

ever1 on account of higher rat.es 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 upon which he must pay the duty, and therefore have an 
added and increased price on account of the duty. As that disadvan­
tage is cumulative, so the duty must be also cumulative to be equalizing. 

Mr. V ANOE. The Senator seems to leave out the fu.ct that the 
Englishman or the German who makes bis knife1 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 a somewhat reduced cost of labor; bot even 
that is doubtful, because on account of the snperimity of our workmen 
and our machinery the cost of labor by the piece is reduced--

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is now putting in a plea of avoidance. 
We are not discussing that question at all. 

Mr. V ANOE. No, sir; I am not puttin~ 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 e:xipenses, 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 d n ty 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 that is brought here to compete 
with a ton made in this country is, at the out-side, $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 
manufacturer against his foreign competitor, of which sum we will say 
he pays $1.54 for labor, leaving $2.68 to go into bis own pocket. 

According to every obligation of honor and humanity and good faith 
in the world he should pay the whole of that over to his laborer, for 
it was obtained in bis 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 defraud the laborer of, and for the purposes to which it 
is applied I think that ample and sufficient protection. To continue 
this duty 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 but 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 to iron 
ore, on which there is a duty of33per cent.,75centsperton-sometimes 
it is more than thatj 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 cenU!. The more you go over these figures, the more perfectly 
you become satisfied that there is an enormous 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. 

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 such 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 that 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 our foreign im­
ports the manufactures are of cotton goods, and cotton is free by force 
of circumstances. The next most flourishing industry that we have 
in the shapeof manufa<itures"is leather, and that has free raw material. 

Quite a number of articles intended for the use of manu fo.cturnrs have 
been put upon the free-list by this very bill, all intended to aid manu­
facturers to compete successfully. Why not, therefore, give this same 
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 
is any inteUigentman in the United States who believes the statement 
that the total labor-cost of a ton of pig-iron was only $1. 54. For the 
pqrpose of putting in evidence a statement made by a distinguished 
Democratic manufacturer I ask the Secretary to read the testimony of 
Mr. Abram S. Hewitt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 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 upon where you begin to estimate the percentage. If you begin with a 
steel-rail miU, which uses pig-iron, the labor will be from 25 to 30 per cent. 
'.rhe actual wages paid by a. wire mill will amount to a.bout 29 percent. of the cost. 
IC you include labor in the blast-furnace that would make it 60 per cent. But if 
you go on back to the ore bed, and put in everything which was paid out fro;n 
tbe ore bed, the percentage o! labor would have been a.bout 90 per cent. I say 
thil! because the gentleman (Mr. Thomas G. Sllearma.n, of Brooklyn, N. Y.) pro­
poses to overthrow facts withln my knowledge, and for which I pay. 

I say the amount whlch I pay out for labor when I include every particle of 
raw material beginning at tbe ground-and I am a miner both of ore and coal­
! have never, with a.U my anxiety to get it down, got it below 90 per cent. on 
the value of the finished product. 

Mr. Mn.LS. What is the finished product.? 
l\Ir. HEWITT. Any finished product. I make bar-iron. 
Mr. MILLS. ls pig-iron a finished product? 
1\lr. lIEWITT. 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 beginning to the end. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Take the statement from which the Senator from 
N ort.h 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 
Jabor? Third, supplies and repairs. What does that represent but 
labor? It is entirely labor in one form or another. Then taxes, a very 
small amount, which in a certain sense-bu~ I will not stop to enter 
into it now-represents labor, making a totalofsomuch. That is car­
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 a.ll its forms represent but labor? Then we go 
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, tax.es so much. There is no 
element in the whole process in the manufacture of pig-iron that does 
not represent labor or services, except the crudest form of materials 
in tht:l ground before they are touched by the hand of man. 

Mr. VANCE. Then abstractly and philosophically considered, I sup­
pose there is nothing that we exist upon 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 
~round, and the man who transports it, and the man who makes these 
repairs and furnishes these supplies, and the man who builds the plant, 
and the man who takes part in these processes, directly or collaterally, 
lrom the beginning to the end, a larger sum in wages than is done in 
any other country that is competing with us, so long you must have a 
protective tariff to equalize conditions. 

1\Ir. 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 man who dug the roads 
that reach the mine, and the labor of the man who built the houses 
upon the road that he staid all night at and subsisted at upon his travels; 
and the labor of Christopher Columbus when he sailed across the ocean 
in 14D2 and discovered this American country of ours; and the labor of 
the people of Spain who went back into the mountains of Catalonia or 
Castile and cut down the timber that built the ships that Columbus 
used in crossing the ocean; and the labor of the man in the shops ot 
Toledo who manufactured the tools that cut down the trees in the mount­
ains of Catalonia that built the ships in whicq Columbus sailed 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 a law to protect the American laborer who makes pig-iron, he sim­
ply ha.q 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~ avoid the force of an argument and to justify a great 
iniquity like this be goes back rambling into the ages of the past and 
im~king all the doctrine of predestination and the metaphysical con­
sequences of the dependence of one thing upon another. He might as 
well go back to the Garden of Eden and say if Adam had been prop-. 
erly protected be would not have eaten the apple and would· be there 
now, lying flat on bis back in the garden looking up and waiting for 
pippins to drop. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
Mr. VANCE. I do not think I was quite done, Mr. President. 

[Laughter.] But perhaps this a good place to stop. 
The PR.&gIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs the Senator's par­

don; he thought he had taken bis seat. 
Mr. McPHERSO~. 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. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I do not think you can get a vote upon 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 Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Au~ust 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, 
D.D. 

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

RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a resolution of the Senate re­
questing the House of Representatives to return to that body the bill 
(S. 2390) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
desk, being a bill (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 rea-ding). 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 tbis point of time to lay be­
fore the Honse of Represent.a.tives the bills and other matters of public 
interest that hnve accumulated upon the Speaker's table. I have 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 regular 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. 

ORIGIN A.J~·PACKAGE BILL. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 
The committee of conference ou the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 

the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill of the Senate (S. 398) 
to limit the effect of the regulating of commerce between the severe.I States 
and with foreign countries in certain cases, having met, after full and free con­
ference ha.Ye agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Homes 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment-. 
JOSEPH R. REED, 
A. C. THOl\IPSON. 

Conferees on the part of the House • 
JAS. F. WILSON, 
GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
J. Z. GEORGE, 

Conferees on. the part of the Senate. 

The House conferees submitted the following statement: 
The Senate bill provides that whenever any distilled, fermented, or other 

intoxicating liquors or liquids are imported into any State, and there held for 
use, consumption, storage, or sale, from any other State or Territory, or from a 
foreign nation, they shall, upon arrival in such State, be subject to all Jaws en­
acted by it in the exercise of its police powers. 

As amended by the House the bill provides that whenever any article or com­
merce is imported into a. State from any oth<'lr State or Tenitory or foreign na­
tion, and there held or offered for sale, it shall then be subject to the la,vs of 
such State: Provided, That no discrimination shall be made by any Stat-e in 
favor of its citizens a2'ainst those or other States or Territories in respect to the 
sale of any article of commerce, nor in favor of its own producls against those 
of like character produced in other States or Territories, nor shall the trans­
portatfon of commerce through any State be obstructed, except in the neces­
sary enforcement of the health Jaws of such State. 

The effect of receding from the House amendment will be to accept and adopt 
the Senat-e bill. 

J. R. REED, 
A. 0. THOMPSON, 

Manage1·s on the part of the House. 

The effect of adopting the report of the conferees will be to pass the Senate 
bill without change, t-o which I am opposed. 

WM. 0. 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 tho gentleman rise? 
Mr. OATES. I rise to appeal to my colleague on the committee of 

conference [Mr. REED, of Iowa] not to move tho previous question 
without giving me an opportunity to be heard. 

A MEMBER. Regular 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, ~flch. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Baker, 
Ranks, 
Ilartine, 
Bayne, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
nergen, 
Bingham, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, 
Brosim1, 
Drowne, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Cogswell, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Craig, 

Abbott, 
Adam!!, 
Barwig, 
Breckmridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J.B. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bunn, 
.Burton, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Cheadle, 
Chipman, 
Clunie, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cram, 
Cril!p, 
Uulberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 

YEAS-103. 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Darl ington, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Evans, 
Farquhar, 
Featherston, 
Flick, 
"Funston, 
Gear, 
Gest, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grosvenor, 
Harmer, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hill, 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, Iowa 

Knapp, 
Lacey, 
La. Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Laws, 
Lodge, 
McDuffie, 

'Miles, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Moore,N.H. 
Morrill, 
J.\IIorrow, 
Morse, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind. 
Pnyne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Pugsley, 
Raines, 

NAYS-96. 
Davidson, 
Dunnell, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Fithian, 
Flower, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Geissenha.iner. 
Gibson, 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Herbert, 
Holman, 
Kinsey, 
Lane, 
Lawler, 

Lee, 
Lehlbach, 
Lester, Va. 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 
Mason, 
McClammy, 
McClellan, 
McCormick, 
Mclllillin, 
McRae, 
Montgomery, 
Morey, 
1\-lorga.n, 
Mutcbler, 
O'Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 

· Owf'ns, Ohio 
Parrett., 
Paynter, 
Peel, 

NOT VOTING-128. 
Alderson, Connell, Lewis, 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, Lind, 
Anderson, Miss. Covert, :Magner, 
Andrew, Cowles, l\IcA.doo, 
Atkinson, W. Va.. Dargan, McCarthy, 
Bankhead, De Haven, McComas, 
Barnes, De Lano, l\lcCord, 
Beck with, Dibble, McCreary, 
Biggs, Dickerson, McKenna, 
Blanchard, Dockery, McKinley, 
Bland, Dunphy, Mills, 
Bliss, Ellis, Moore, Tex. 

· Blount, Enloe, Mudd, 
Boatner, Ewart, Niedringhaus, 
Boothman, Finley, Norton, 
Bowden, Fitch, Nute, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flood, O'Neall,Ind. 
Brower, Frank, Perry, 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Phelan, 
Buckalew, Hall, Pierce, 
Bullock, Hansbrough, Po'lt, 
Butterworth, Hare, Price, 
Cnldwell, Hemphill, Quackenbush, 
Candler,Ga. Hermann, Quinn, 
Carlton, Hooker, Randall, 
Cheatham, Houk, Reyburn, 
Clancy I..... Kerr, Pa. Rife, 
Clark, wis. Ketcham, Robert!lon, 
Clarke, Ala. Kilgore, Rockwell, 
Ole men ts, Lanham, Rusk, 
Cobb, Lansing, Russell, 
Coleman, Lester, Ga.. Sanford, 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Ray, 
Reed, Iowa 
Rowell, 
Sawyer, 
Scull, 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, W. Va.. 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, Pa.. 
Vandever, 
Waddill, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright. 

Penington, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 
Rogers, • 
Rowland, 
Sayers. 
Skinner, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stump, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Van Schaick, 
Vaux, 
Wheeler, .AJa. 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder. 

Scranton, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 
Smyser, 
Spinola, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Teno. 
Turner, Kans. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whitin2', 
Wickham, 
Wike, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Yardley. 

The following members were announced as paired until further 
notice: 

Mr. SIMONDS with Mr. Conn. . 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. WIKE. 
Mr. BOOTHMAN with Mr. CoWLES. 
Mr. ATKINSO~, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Mr. BLISS with Mr. WHITING. 
Mr. LANSING with Mr. COVERT. 
Mr. w ALLA.CE, of Massachusetts, with :Mr. ANDREW. 
Mr. l\IUDD with Mr. RUSK. 
l\Ir. WICKHAM with Mr. SHIVELY. 
.Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 
Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 
Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. w ADE. 
Mr. McCOl\IAS with Mr. ENLOE. 
Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 
Mr. NUTE with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. PERRY. 
Mr. DE LANO with Mr. DllNPHY. 
Mr. GROUT with Mr. FITCH. 
Mr. STEW ART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 
Mr. T. M. BROWNE with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 
Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 
Mr. WILLCOX with Mr. RUSSELL. 
l\fr. HOUK with Mr. w ASHINGTO:N. 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY. 
Mr. w ALKER with Mr. BLOUNT. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. 
l\fr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia.. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. STOCKDALE. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR with 1\!r. WILKINSON. 
Mr. BROWER with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 
Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. STONE, of MissourL 
Mr. DE HAVEN and Mr. BIGGS were announced as paired on all 

questions except bankruptcy and national-bank legislation. 
Mr. HARE and Mr. HANSBROUGH were announced as paired on all 

I political questions; alst lm Conger lard bill and Butterworth option 
bill, from July 3 to August 6, 1890. 

Mr. YARDLEY and Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, were announced al? 
paired until August 12. 

Mr. LAIDLAW and Mr. ROBERTSON were announced as paired for 
ten days. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 
Mr. POST with l\Ir. CLARKE, of Alabama. 
Mr. EWART with Mr. STEW.ART, of Georgia. 
Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. DOCKERY. 
Mr. REYBURN with Mr. HOOKER. 
Mr. w .ATSON with Mr. CLEMENTS. 
l\ir. KETCHAM with Mr. BLAND. 
Mr. F .ARQUHAR with Mr. CLANCY. 
Mr. CALDWELL and Mr. McCARTHY were announced as paired fot 

this day. 
The vote having been recapitulated, 
Mr. OATES (who had voted in the negative). I desire to change my 

vote. 
The name of 1'1r. OATES was again called, and he voted "ay." 
Mr. McMILLIN. My collea~ue [Mr. PIERCE] is det ined from the 

House on account of a fall from a ·railroad 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 Iowa. I move to lay that motion on the table. 
The SPEAKER (having put the question). -The ayes seem to have it. 
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: 

Allen, l\lich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Baker, 
Banks, 
Bartine, 
Bayne, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Browne, Vo.. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Candler, l\Ia.ss. 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Cheatham, 
Cogswell,. 
Comstock, 
Conger, 

Abbott, 
Adams, 
Barwig, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J.B. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va.. 

YEAS-107. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Craig, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Darlington, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Evans, 
Featherston, 
Flick, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Gest, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grosvenor, • 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, Iowa. 
Hill 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, Iowa. 

Knapp, 
Lacey, 
La Follette, 
Lli.idlaw, 
Laws, 
Lodge, 
Mc Kenna, 
Miles, 
1\1 ill i ken, 
Moffitt, 
Moore,N.H. 
l\lorrill, 
:Morrow, 
Morse, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owe~Ind. 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Pugsley, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines, 
Ray, 

NAYS-95. 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Ca1·uth. 
Ca.swell, 
Catchings, 
Cheadle, 
Chipman, 
CJunie, 
Cooper, Ind. 

Crain, 
Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Davidson, 
Dunnell, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 

Reed, Iowa 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Sawyer, 
Scull, 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, W. Va.. 
Snider, 
SIW<>ner, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Waddill, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, ·wash. 
Wright. 

Fithian, 
Flower, 
Form.an,. 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 
Hatch, 
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Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Herbert, 
Bolman, 
Kinsey, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 
Lee, 
Lehlbach, 
l.ester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Maish, 

Mansur, 
Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 
'Mason, 
McAdoo, 
:McClammy, 
McClellan, 
1\IcCormick, 
McMillin, 
Montgomery, 
Morey, 
?if organ, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
O'Ferrall, 

O'Neil, Mais. 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Reilly, 
Ricbarill!on, 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Sayers, 
Skinner, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockbridge, 

NOT VOTING-125. 
Alderson., Cothran, Lind, 
Allen, Miss. Covert, Magner, 
Anderson, Miss. Cowles, .l\IcCnrthy, 
Andrew, Dargan, l\IcComas, 
Atkinson, W. Va.. De lla ven, McCord, 
Bankhead, De Lano, l\IcCreary, 
Barne , Dibble, J\IcDuffie, 
Beckwith, Dickerson, McKinley, 
Biggs, Dockery, McRae, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, l'IIills, 
Bland, Enloe, 1\:Coore, Tex. 
Bliss, Ewart, Mudd, 
Blount, Farquhar, Niedringhaus, 
Boatner, Finley, Norton, 
Bowden, Fitch, Nute, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flood, O'Nee.ll, Ind. 
Browne, T. M. Frank, Paynter, 
Buckalew, Gibson, Perry, 
Bullock, Grout, Phelan, 
Bunn, Hall, P ierce, 
Burton, Hansbrough, Post, 
Butterwo1·th, Hare, Price, 
Caldwell, Harmer, Quinn, 
Candler, Ga. Hemphill, Randall, 
Carlton, Hermann, Reyburn, 
Clancy, Hooker, Rife, 
Olark, 'Vis. Houk, Robertson, 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. R usk, 
Clements, Ketcham, Russell, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Sanford. 
Coleman, Lansing, Scranton, 
Connell, Lester, Ga. Seney, 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 

Stone, Ky. 
Stump, 
Taylor,m 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner Ga.. 
Van Schaick, 
Vaux, 
Wheeler, .Ala.. 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder. 

Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 
Smyser, 
Spinola, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, :J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, l\Iass, 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Wickham, 
"Wike, 
Wiley, 
Wilk.in.son, 
Willcox 
Wilson, Mo. 
Yardley. 

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. BECKWITH with Mr. DOCKERY, 
Mr. REYBURN with Mr. HOOKER. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
The SPEA.KER. 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 [l'i1r. 
REED] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] will be recog· 
nized to control the time. 

Mr. OA.TES. Before the gentleman from Iowa begins, I wish to sub­
mit a request. In view of the brevity of the time allowed for discus· 
sion and the number 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. It 
has already been debated for two days in this Honse, and the whole 
question, it seems to me, has been very thoroughly gone over. I deem 
it a matter of justice to myself to aay at the outset that I have not 
changed the views expressed in the report which, by the direction of 
the Judiciar.f'Oommittee, I submitted to the House. My own view is 
that property of every description carried into a State for the purpose 
of being there sold ought to be 1mbject 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 safely say that no measure can be passed through this 
Congress 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 commercial 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, the distinction between the Senate bill and the bill as we amended 
it in the House is understood, I apprehend, by every gentleman on this 
:floor. The Senate measme proposed to deal exclusively with the article 
ofintoJ...-;,caiing liquors; and it provides when that article is imported 
into a State :rom another State or Territory or from a foreign nation, 
and there held for use, consumption, storage, or sale, 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 transported into a State 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 bill is possibly quite as comprehensive as the bil1 as amended by 
the House. It is believed by the ad voca.tes of this measure that it reaches 
the particular evil in question, the particular inconvenience under 
w hlcb the country is suffering at the present time from the decision re­
ferred to, and will afford a remedy. I do not myself, as I have already 
had occasion 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:l rnference to it, or whenever 
such exigency shall arise; but would greatly prefer to lay down gen­
eral principles which would be applicable to all commerce among the 
States. 

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 
through 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. So 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. 

I apprehend, 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 understand him, are based solely on the 
phraseology of the bill. It will be observed that the bill provides that 
this article of commerce, when imported into a State and there held 
for use 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 concerned, 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 "'ill 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 would be proper 
and right for the State to exercise the very power it may exercise under 
that language, 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 would be important for the State to have and exercise that 
power. Now, the gentleman from Alabama informs me that on the 
statute-books of his State there is a statute making public drunkenness 
punishable as a crime. I think the wisdom of a statute 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 secure to the people of the 
State freedom and immunity from annoyance 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 bad. It is to avoid that 
evil and that influence that the State of Alabama bas enacted the law 
to which I have referred. But suppose the State is unable to accom­
plish that object by the process of punishing the violator of the Jaw. 
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 ir.s purpose. But suppose, I say, 
it is not able to accomplish it by punishing the individual who violates 
the provision. It has the right to go a step farther. It has the right 
to close against every man in the community addicted to the habit 
every plaee where intoxicating liquors are sold. My frieud will admit 
that. But if 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 liquors are sold against him, it may enterhjg domicile and 
seize the liquors he there keeps and on which he becomes intoxicated; 
for the power and duty to protect society from bis beastly exhibitions 
and the evil·influence of his example necessarily includes that power it 
its exercise be necessary for the accomplishment of that result. • 

If the State may arrest a man and puilish him for his offense against 
decency for the purpose of preventing the repetition of bis drunkenness 
in public; if it may close every public drinking-place in the State 
against biru, 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 undoubted right to require of all its citizens the 
performance of certain public duties; and brrowiog out of that right, as 
I contend, is the further right to restrict the individual in the matter 
of bis 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 public 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 who owes this duty to the State, and is 
able to perform it, enters upon a course of conduct that is calculated 
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 duty. It was simply the exer­
cise of that power by the State or by the nation, the power to compel 
the citizen who is able to render military service, to render that serv­
ice in tim~ of emergency. 

I will state another case iri which I claim the State has this power, 
and it is essential to itB 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 suppose a 
man by his habits, by his course of conduct, destroys his ability to per­
form that 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 bas 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 upon 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 citizen. 
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 Iowa the authorities of that State will have the right 
to go into the private cellar ofany gentleman and take from him liquors 
that be ba.s stored for his own use, and confiscate them, under the law 
of that State, if those liquors have been received from a foreign State 
and are in the original paekages? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, my pro_position 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 lowe 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 bas the right 
to close every drinking place in the community in which I live. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But who is to decide that you are not capable of 
taking care of yourself and ought not to be allowed to control your­
self? 

M:r. REED, of Iowa. The State is quite as competent to decide that 
question as is this Congress. 

I want to make this one suggestion further, and then I am through. 
In these matters the only prudent course, in my judgment, is to act 
upon the presumption that the State will exercise its power in a wise 
and prudent manner. Congress is not the embodiment of all wisdom. 
I have the profoundest respect for the Fifty-first Congress, in the first 
place because I have become acquainted with a great many very pleas­
ant and able gentlemen who are members of it and in the second place 
because I myself am a member of it. [Lan~hter.] And yet I have 
no hesitation in saying thatwhen we came from our homes to enter 
upon our duties here we did not impoverish either the wisdom, intelli­
gence, or patriotism of the communities which we left ; they are quite 
as capable now of dealing with these questions as they were before we 
left theru. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 
Mr. REED, of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. HATCH. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa upon 

what theory be supports this Senate bill in preference to the House bill, 
-Which not only protected the interestB he is now contending for, but 
also protected the great dairy interest of Iowa and the Northwest? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I stated in my opening rema.rks 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 House bill. 

.M:r. HATCH. If we vote this down, then we can protect the dairy 
interest and at the same time have prohibition. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Wbat time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes left. 
Mr. REED, of Iowa. I reserve them. 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamentary in­

quiry, so that the Honse may be fully informed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. OATES. The qriestion will be on the adoption of the conference 

report. If that be voted down, will it not be in order to insist on the 
Honse amendment or. any substitute which the House 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 
proper1 

The SPEAKER. The effect of voting down the proposition wlll be 
to throw the whole subject open to the action of both Houses as if no 
action bad 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? , 

Mr. CANNON. Another effect would be that there will be no leg­
islation on the subject at this session; and that is what some gQntle­
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 oftbe State relates to everything within it which 
is supposed to affect injuriously either the health or the morals of the 
people, as shown by the adjudication of the Supreme Court 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 bad 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 injurious to 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 enters the State. W4y, 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 tribe.<L It presents a ques­
tion of Federal rights, and, in the exercise of the police 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 liquors and liquids to the 
laws of the State enacted in pursuance ot its police powers: 

That all fermeRted, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or liquids trans­
ported into any State or Territory or remaining therein for use, consumption, 
sale, or storage 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 manner as 
though such liquids or liquors had been produced in such State or 'I'errltory, 
and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced therein m 
original packages or otherwise. 

Now, here is an article which the Supreme Court held iµ 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 pave always dealt 
with liquors as an article of commerce. 

Therefore, they are not subject to the police power of the State until 
after they have 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 oftbe State and rnnder 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 ofcommerce, 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 lam in favor of the exercise of State rights, I am at 
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 category of interstate 
commerce into any other State in the Union for sale, and until there 
is an act of intMmixing, so that those goods become a part of or become 
mingled with the property of the State, ~h;y 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 people within the several States in the enjoyment of 
their rights under the police power of the State, is the precise question 
here presented. 

This Senate bill applies only to liquors. The word "liquid" is also 
used, but ''liquor" is broad enough to cover everything of that char­
acter. I maintain that the Senate bill is not sufficient. I maintain 
that it is simply trifling with this question. Every lawyer knows the 
force of analogy and precedent. Here is a 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 sold in original packages, and that the Senate bill 
does no"'; touch them. I have also here the laws and regulations of Iowa 
on this subjGct, 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 liquors transported into or remaining 
in a State for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein'' shall be sub­
ject to the State laws. 

Now, while the Senate bill allows a State to exercise whatever power 
it pleases over liquors when they come into the State, yet whe1·e the 
State goes to the extent ot prohibiting a man from importing a case of 
liquors for his own use, as Iowa, for instance: does, and you vote for 
this Senate bill, youindorse thatand voteforasumptuarylaw. Now, 
I say that a-State has the power to do such a thing as that, but I deny 
that a State bas any right to do it. A State bas 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 th'lt power t-0 the Fed­
eral Government. A State can do anything, but I deny that it has a 
right to do any such thing as that. 

I 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 a ques-
tion? 

Mr. OATES. I can not beinterrnpted, becanse my time is so limited. 
If I had more time I would yield cheerfully. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I h~ve stated these distinctions pretty 
clearly, but if you will notice there is a little more fog in this bill. 
It subjects 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-
ucts. · 

In .Kansas and in Iowa. both under the State laws and under this bill, 
if you import a keg of beer for the use 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? I never can sanction, I never have sanctioned, 
I never will sanction such a principle. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

[Mr. SPRINGER withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen­
dix.] 

Mr. OATES. 1 yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES]. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this proposition, both 

because it is clearly and plainly an attempt to commit Congress to tl.te 
dogma of prohibition and sumptuary regulation of the habits of the 
people and because 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. 

NOT FOUNDED ON STATE RIGHTS. 

This is shown by the fact that it singles out intoxicating liquor 
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 becomes absolutely 
vicious when there is doubt about 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
grE>.ss, if constitutional and binding, is to fasten upon the people of a 
State a law respecting a matter of merely local concern and sumotuary 
regulation by Congressional action. In other words, it is the faStening 
npon the people of a State of a conditioµ of things not wanted by the 
people of that State and relating to a. matter of merely local concern and 
by Congressional action in a matter over which Congress bas no just 
jurisdiction, instead of this being done by the action ot the people them­
selves. 

Every man that respeat.s 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 ~tempted interference with the 
rights, jurisdiction, privileges, and responsibilities of the several States. 
UNDER THIS DOCTRINE il"D IY .JUSTICE THE STATES SHOULD ACT AFTER THE 

POWER IS 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 e~ect of this amendment simply is to provide that in subjecting liquor or 
other articles o! commerce ~o 8tate laws when imported into any State, such 
laws so governrng such subject shall be passed hereafter, that is, after this a.u· 
thority is so given by Congress. 

The reason of thiR is that this proposed delegation of power to the States is 
~oi;iceded by all to be a. new departure, and consequently there is not a law ex:· 
istrng on the statute-book of any State in the Union passed with a.ny idea. of or 
refere~ce to, a.~y such delegation of power, and it seems an absurdity to atte~pt 
to vahdate an mcongruous mass of laws about which we know nothing, and 
which were passed to meet entirely different conditions and surroundings. 
Then, again1 if it is necessary to recognize the alleged rights of States over these 
matters, ana if it is good policy so to do, it seems to me that these laws should 
be passed intelligently and with a. knowledge of the authority and power un· 
der ~hich ~hey are passed, and, above all, that they shoulcl represent present 
sentiment m the several States. 

Then, again, this course avoids all possible objection that laws in the States 
that are now unconstitutional, void, and of no effect, by reason of the supreme 
power of Congress over commerce, can not be validaled by wholesale or other· 
wise by Congressional action. I do not 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 as near right as possible, and it seems to me that this or some 
similar amendment would very much add to the real vl\lueofthe Ja.w, do away 
with at least one very serious objection to it, and make it much more palatable 
~~i;hf~~:d:d~l public, without impairing in the least the principle upon which 

Ir this principle is right, let it be acted upon intelligently and with full knowl­
edge of what is being done. \Ve can not ailord to fasten even upon a. single 
~tate 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 laws with 
full knowledge of the authority and recognition of the reason why they are 
passed. This would be very much more a recognition of the doctrine of States 
rights and the desirability of allowing the several localities to govern them­
selves in tl~eirown affairs than is the forcina- upon them by Congressional action 
of Jaws which now have no force upon them and which will receive their only 
binding force as to 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 would 
leave a lapse where there would be no law, it might perhaps be _pro­
vided that present Jaws shonld stand for a fixed time and long enough 
to allow an expression by the people. 

EXISTING SEb"TIMID."'T SHOULD ALONB GOVERN. 

Now, it may be said that we have no right to assume that a law act· 
ua.lly now upon the statute-books of a State does not represent exist­
ing sentiment in that jurisdiction; but I not only deny this, but say 
we have no righttomakeanyassumptionconcerningit. And so in 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 
power, and by reason of it, ai:id 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 Iowa 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 upon the people a law or principle not desired at the prese:it 
time. 

This State now has a prohibitory liqnor 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 statuOO-books for about a third of a cent­
ury, hut 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 policy; and this being the 
case, 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
t.ion. • 

In the name of the majority of the people of Iowa I protest and 
demand that no such system be fastened upon us without our own 
action, taken with full knowledge of the power and authority by which 
it is done and of the effects of onr action. 

IOWA SENTIMENT AS SHOWN BY ELECTION RESULTS. 

That I am right about present sentiment upon this qnestion in Iowa 
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 nntil 1889. To be sure in 1888 the Democracy 
for the first time in the present generation elected a State officer, a 
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 candidate 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 Iowa was made a promin~nt 
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 spP.akers 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 issues before the 
people, and so peculiarly so on prohibition that, although quite long, 
I will insert this portion of it in my remarks, and especially as it gives 
the history and effect of this craze upon 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 atten­
tion: 

GOYERNOR BOIBS ON PROHIBITION. 

The Republican party in its platform of principles again affirms its adherence 
to prohibition, declaring in the same paragraph that it ha!! become the Rettled 
policy of the State, and that it (the party) stands for the c>omplete enforcement 
of the law. It is now five years since that law, substantially in its present form, 
been.me a part of the penal statutes of the State. No law enacted by man was 
ever surrounded by more stringent provisions for its enforcement or, consider­
ing the nature of the acts it forbids, armed with more terror-inspiring penalties 
for its violation. 

Is it not time to stop and inquire 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 publio in its 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 
ls not now respected. 

WHY NOT ENFORCED. 

Of no other criminal statute can it be said that public sentiment in any part 
of the State will not enforce 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 customs of their fathers, the influence of education, and the surroundings 
in which they live. 
It is 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
plete enforcement means simply that public sentiment in some parts of the 
State shall be made through the agencies of the law to submit to the dictation 
of public sentiment in other parts. The proposition is full of interest. The 
principle upon which it is based presents a question of the gra.ve3t importance, 
it reaches down to the foundations of our political structure, and involves the 
natural right of self-government. 

The statement of the question is to my mind a conclusive argument in itself. 
No one could maintain that the city of Dubuque ought to have the right to 
determine against the will of the citizens of \Vaterloo that she should control 
the traffic in intoxicating liquors within her limits by a license law instead of a 
prohibit-0ry 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 referred to. 
It is absolutely clear that before any law should be forced upon American 

freemen against their will it should be so just that no fair-minded man could as­
sail it, and so clearly adequate to nccomplish the purpose f01· which it was made 
that reasonable doubt in that respect could not exist. 

How is it with this Jaw? I'do not hesitate Lo declare that its enactment was 
the gravest injustice to a great number of our citizens, and that it is already 
demonstrated that it is absolutely inefl?.cient to accomplish the purpose for which 
it was made. Nor do I hesitate to say that in the world's history no more cruel 
abandonment of principles by a political party was ever witnessed than is 
found in the history of Republican legislation in this State on the subject under 
consideration. 

CONFISCATION OF BREWERIEf. 

·when that party came into power in Iowa it found the State 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 prohibiled the manufacture of every species of 
intoxicating liquor. wine and beer included, except such as was to be used for 
mechanical or medicinal purposes. 

The population of the State was then comparatively small. Almost unlim­
iteQ. areas of its generous soil had never been touched by the hand ot man. 
Then ciLizeus were needed to develop a. wilderness of natural wealth into a 
great and thriving Stat~. with cities and towns on every hand. 

Put here upon her statute-books was th ls law 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 law and sagacious legislators understood that 
if Iowa was to be speedily developed it must be done by opening wide her arms 
and inviting all classes of people to come and make their homes within her 
borders, and so among the first public acts 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 St.ate." 

BREWERIES LEGALIZED BY LAW IN 1858. 
This law took effect on the loth of April, 1858, and was in force until March 17, . 

1882, a period of twenty-four years. 
In all these years the Republican party of Iowa was in full possession of the 

legislative and executive branches of the State government. On two occasions, 
in 1860 and again in 1873, the laws of the State were re>ised. and in both of these 
revisions the clause legalizing the manufacture and s!lle of beer, wine, and cider 
was retained. In the twenty-four years that the law, so amended, was in force 
under Republican rule Iowa grew from a sparsely settled wilderness int-0 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 bis money.or devoted his time to 
a manufacturing business could point to so clear a legal right therefor as the 
breweries, the wine and cider makers of the State, for in addition to the right 
'vhich they derived from the common law to engag& in this business, so long 
as it. WIUI not prohibited by statute, they had .also a statutory right by clear im-
plication from f,he provision aforesaid. _ 

.During these years breweries were built and put in operation in nearJy all the 

cities and many of the towns of the State. l\Iore or less vineyards were planted 
and wineries established. Men devoted their lives to the business, educated 
their children to follow therein, and invested their fortunes, aggregating enor­
mous sums in value, in a business that the Jaw declared as lega.1 as any in the 
world, and which t-0 the minds of the men so engaged was as morally right as 
any could be. E1·ery one looked upon this business as legitimate, because by the 
hjghest human authority-the law of the land-it was so declared. 

PROPERTY DESTROYED BY LAW IN 1884. 
In time a class of people, many of whom came to the State with those who had 

invested their mear.s in such business, but who had devoted their lives to other 
pursuits, came to look upon the brewer and the wine-maker as enemies of so­
dety, and upon his business as injurious to the public good, and thereupon de­
termined that the law which for a quarter of a century had 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, amounting to 
millions upon millions. They knew that the effect of such legislation would be 
to bankrupt men whose lives had been speut 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 men thrown out of em­
ployment; but in all the throng that clamored for this law not one that I ever 
heard of proposed that the least provision should be made for indemnifying 
those who were to be financially crushed by this legislation. The Republican 
party leaders became frightened by this clamor, yielded t-0 the cruel demand, 
tried to hide the iniquity of the act behind what is called a non-partisan elec­
tion, and in 1884 P{l.Ssed the law which the R-epublican party is now demanding 
shall be completely enforced. 

EVERY MAN'S PROPERTY IN DANGER. 

As we glance back over the hist-0ry of legislation on this subject, is it a matter 
of surprise that the law is'not completely enforced? Do we not know that the 
plainest principles of commpn 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 idly and cruelly destroyed it all? Are we 
so blind as not to see that the principle of this legi.slation carried to i~ legiti­
mate result places every man's property at the mercy of a majority? Can we 
erpect capital lo come into our State and take the chances of a dominant public 
sentiment that destroys it without mercy or remuneration whenever in the 
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 occurred 
to 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 acquired 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 is no tyranny like the tyranny of majorities. An 
a.ngl'y mob will strangle a human being without a compunction of conscience 
in any of its members, when not one of all the throng would meet his victim 
alone and with bis 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 it.s mem­
ber3 will destroy without compensation millions upon millions in value of 
property as legally acquired as any in the State, and yet not one of these would 
apply the torch to the very least of all this accumulated wealth. 

There is not living to-day a. ruler of any nation of the ea.rth who, if he had 
the power, would dare single-han9ed and alone to issue an edict practically 
confiscating the property of his subjects to the extent that is done by the law 
in question. lf he did, an army of impoverished men, crazed 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 har!!h and cruelly unjust in some of its features was known 
to the men who made it. '!'hat its enforcement would meet with the most de­
termined opposition was equally apparent, and so the Legislature undertook 
to provide for what every one knew must come. There is not in all the penal 
laws of Iowa another statute armed with such extraordinary means for its en­
forcement. 

Judges are admonished that they must call the aUention of grand jurors to 
its provisions at every term of court. All peace offi~rs are strictly commanded 
to see that its provisions are faithfully executed, and any neglect in this re­
spect is made a penal offense. l\lagistrates must issue warrants for the arrest 
of citizens on the mere belief of informers, without the statement of a single 
fact in support of that belief. Courts and jurors are enjoined to construe the 
la'Y so as 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 business, and 
even into the dwelling-houses of citizens, which the laws of every civilized na­
tion defend as the castles of their owners. An army of spies and informers are 
turned loose upon society, and no place is so ss.cred that it can not be in>aded 
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 11.nd excessive punishment is infticted upon all 
who >iolate its provisions. Fines that impoverish and dungeons that destroy 
are penalties for acts innocent in the eyes of nine-tenths of the civilized world. 

PHARMACISTS 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 prescription for a dying man, woman, or child until be bas published 
a notice for three consecutive weeks that he intends t-0 apply for such a right, 
procured a certificate of good moral character from one-third of the freehold 
voters of the town or ward in which he lives, taken an oath that be has not 
within two years violated this law, and given bond with sufficient securities 
that he will in this respe"t remain a law-abiding citizen. When all this has 
been done, if no objection is made, the licensed pharmacist may obtain a.n order 
for a permit to sell alcoholic stimulants for mechanical and medicinal purposes. 

But he is not yet entitled to hie permit to sell for these purposes. Before he 
can have it he must take another oath that be will well and faithfully observe 
this prohibitory law; that he will not sell or furnish any intoxicating liquors to 
any person 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 to or 
received by 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 this is done the licensed pharmacist who hl\s obtained a per­
mit may sell alcohol 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 t-0 obey at least one of the 
penal statutes of his State, but it is not 1mre that this one oath is sufficiently 
binding, and so every month he must take another oath that he did not commit 
perjury when he took the first. And with this oath be must present to the 
county auditor of the county in which he does business the original request for 
intoxicating liquors, containing tbe genuine signature of the party that made 
it, and describing the kind and quantity of liquor sold. 
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The law is now done with the seller. Let as glance at the case of the pur­
chaser . 

In Lens of thousands of homes in Iowa, among the best people we have, are 
those whose vital energies a.re on the wane; old age has overtaken psrents or 
grandparents; sickness has befaUen wife or child. Nature hBB ceased to fur­
nish her life-givinll stimulfent; something else must take its place. 

There is no hesitation in judgment as to what is needed. A little wine or a 
little beer taken in reasonable quantities and at regular periods will add to the 
wasting energies of the old or renew the enfeebled strength of the sick. And 
so with eager care frie11ds hasten to the pharmacist to buy what they know as 
well as any physician ever knew, that which their loved ones need. 

But here they are told that they can have it upon one condition alone. They 
must sign a. written or printedreq1rnst, stating their age and residence, for whom 
and for whose use the liquor is required, the a.mount a.n<1 kind required, and 
when this is done thev can purchase the needed stimulant required. But 
their writ.ten request does not stop with the pharmacist, who from the nature 
of his business would consider it a professional 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. public record, to be examined by any one and every one who 
desires to read it. 

DECLARATION OF FAILURE. 

I have given you, my hearers, the briefest possible sketch of the extra.ordinary 
legal provisions that have been made to aid in the enforcement of this law, and 
yet with all this power, with the whole machinery of the i::!ta.te government in 
the hands of the party that enacted it, at the end of five yes.rs' experiment, it 
becomes necessary for that party to declare that it stands fon the complete en­
forcement of the law. However much it may be deplored, is it a matter of sur­
prise that, notwithstanding this law, with ever-increasing machinery for its en­
forcement, has been upon our statute-books so long, there are still localities 
embracing the most populous districts of our States in which it is openly defied? 
But whether matter of surpriAe or not, the fact exists, as is plainly conceded by 
the declaration in. the Republican platfor~ to which I have referred. 

ISSCJE OF THE CAMPAIGN. 

It is with this fact, nnplen.sant as it may be, that the people of Iowa must deal 
in the present campaign. No one will deny that open defiance of established 
Jaw by the majority of the people of any section is a. public misfortune thll.t 
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 prohibition on the broad ground that in and of 
itself· it is wrong; that it is in conttict with the natural right of every citizen to 
control his own social habits in bis own wa.yso long as they inflict no direct 
injury upon the public a.t large; that in its inception it was a cruel disrega.cd 
of property rights: that it made rich men poor-with no fault on their pa.rt, 
unless iii was a. fault to follow a business which the la'vs of their State made 
legaL 

But, strong RS this position was in the minds of such men. they ha.ve come to 
rei;.lize the fact that public sentiment in Iowa is not in harmony, and that true 
patriotism demands of them concessions which will as far as possible rid our 
people of thi:i subject of fierce contention. To their great credit be it said that 
they a.re the first as an organized party, speaking through its representatives in 
convention assembled, to recognize the existing situation and plant their feet; 
on ground impregnable lo the as9&ults of their enemies at least. 

THE DEllOC:RATIC STAND. 

By its platform adopted at Sloux City, the Democratic partysays to every lo­
cality within the State where public sentiment upholds prohibition," Keep it; 
no outside influence shall be permitted to interfere with your choice," and while 
it makes to these localities that pledge it demands for other loca.lties where 
public sentiment does not uphold the law, the right to reject it.and to substitute 
in its place a. system that is to-day by the great majority of mankind recognized 
as the better tiySt~m for minimizing the evils ofint~mperance. 

No fairer proposition ever fell from the lips of man.~ It is nothing less than 
tlle application to this question of the principles on wh1eh our whol<' system of 
government isfou aded, namely, the right of self-government. Itgi ves to every 
city and tivery incorporated town a.ud township in the State the right to deter­
mine for itself by a vote of its own electors whether ill will have prohibition or 
high license for the control of the liquor traffic. 

lt would be eminently fair and just if it was practicable to enforce prohibition 
in every part of the State. It will appeal to reasonable men with a hundred times 
more force because it is a conceded fa.ct that in the large cities of the State it 
never has been enforced and never can be so as to suppress the liquor traffic. 

If ft ever becomes possible t-0 close the open saloons in our cities, it is abso­
lutely certain that it will be followed by what is infinitely worse, the secret 
saloon. 

Tlle first can be put under the supervision of the law. Minor.~ a.nd drunk­
ards can be excluded therefrom. The latter in the hands of the worst elements 
of society is open to any one who seeks it. 

So long as it is an open question as to which of the two methods, prohibition 
or high license, is the better calculated to protect society a.ga.inst the evils of 
intemperance, it would seem impossible for any one to main ta.in that the people 
of one locality in the i;ta.te should be permitted to force upon those of another 
their own peculiar views. 

Because a <>ity 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 can not enforce it_ 

The very claim of such a right is, t-0 my mind, so barren of a.II equity and 
fair dealing between the sections that it ought to be combated by every lpver 
of the system of government under which we live. His nothing less than a de­
nial 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 forthem­
eelYes and their neighbors elso. 

So far I have dealt. with principles about which there should be no conflict of 
opinion. I have simply tried to prove that upon questions where men hon­
estly differ the majority should rule, and that this principle should be so ap­
plied as to effectuate to its fullest extent the inalienable right of sell-govern­
ment. 

PERSONAL RIGHTS. 

I want now to appeal to the people of Iowa without regard to political affilia­
tion, in the light of her O\Vn experience, to calmly consider and determine for 
themselves whether prohibition is in fact a better system than high license for 
the control of the liquor traffic in many parts of the State. 

In what I have to say I hope no one will understand me a.s justifying iu the 
least degree tLle degrading vice of intemperance. In all its forms it is a. sin 
against society, a crime in its victims, and the basest of ingratitude t-0wards 
family and friends. But, bad as it is, it has existed to a. greater or less extent 
in every nation of the earth from the beginning of historic ages until the pres­
ent time. 

Perhaps in no country of the globe a.re its ravages less marked or Us evils 
less seriou1:1 than in our own. If we could accurately determine the per cent. of 
our entire population that cnn truthfully be styled intempera.te persons, the in­
significance of the fraction would be a. surprise to many, if not all. Not one in 
a. hundred, not one in five-hundred, nor one in a. t.housand of a.ll the men in the 
United States-a.re, in my judgment, so addicted to the use of intoxicatina: liquors 
lhat they can properly be styled intemperate men. .And yet I do not. believe I 
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overestimate the number who occasionally. and many of them regularly, par­
take of alcoholic stimulants of some kind when I fix it a.tr more than one-ha.If of 
the entire adult male population of the whole country, Iowa included. In many 
localities the proportion is greater than this who use wine or beer. 

Assuming this estimate to be true, it follows that the social habits of more 
than hN.fthe men in the State a.re to a greater or less extent interfered with by 
the prohibitory laws when no necessity exists therefor; wWle one in a thou­
sand by reason of his loss of self-control id a proper subject of governmental 
ca.re in this respect. I am not saying the use of stimulants to the extent indi­
cated or to a.ny extent, except in cases ot sickness or old age, is wise. I am 
simply dealing with facts as I believe them to exist. There is and always has 
been in the retail traffic in these liquors enormous profit. Under prohibitory 
laws, where no license is required and no tax collected, a. very limited busine s 
is a. very lucrative one to those who ca.rry it on if they can escape the penalties 
of the law. 

All experience teaches that, in all the larger and ma.ny of the smaller cities 
of the country, where open saloons !\re driven -0ut, other methods of conduct­
ing the business immediately foUow. The traffic is not suppressed, it is sim­
ply changed, and that, as I believe, for the worse. If it is made less, it is re-en­
forced by other evils that more than counterbalance this good. Every man 
engaged in the business knows that he must look to other sources than the law 
fo1: the protection of the business he follows. He at once becomes oblivious to 
every moral obligation. The violation ot one Jaw makes easy the ''iolation of 
others. To hide the statut-0ry crime he is daily committing, he is ready to com­
mit others infinitely worse. Falsehood is to him no longer a. vice; perjury has 
ceased to be a crime; his whole life is a fraud, and he is a subject which 11ociety 
has far more reason to dread than the drunkard himself. 

LEADS TO DISRESPECT OF LA. W. 
If this business stopped with its influence on those engaged in selling liquor 

it would not be so bad, but every man who buys knows he must not betray the 
men of whom he purchases this outlawed commodity. And so it. ha.ppens, as I 

"believe it.will be conceded by those engaged in the administration of the crimi­
nal laws, that more perjury is committed in prosecutions under this statute 
elone than in all others that come before the courts of the State. 

EFFECTS ON BUSINESS. 

Turning from the evil e:fl'ects of this illicit and outlawed traffic upon those en­
gaged in it, let us consider the e.ft'ect upon the business interests of the State at 
large of prohibitory laws that make no distinction between localities, and coni 
sequently none between communities of different tastes, different ha-bite, anci 
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 will finally become 
general1 the iUusion has been dispelled by tbe vote of State after State in differ· 
ent sections of the country within the last few yea.rs. 

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. Within that 
time no less than five orei:x States of the Union have by popular vote, and mm­
ally by overwhelming majorities, defeated such laws; and one at least, after try­
ing the experiment for years, repudiated the system as impracticable and re· 
pea.led her law. 

Iowa. then must face the stubborn fa.ct 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 llDIIGRATION. 

She has not t-0-day within her borders one-fourth the population she is capa­
ble of supporting. :Much of her magnificent soil has never been disturbed by 
man. Her cities and villages are not half grown. To all the people of the 
world her arms should be outstretched, bidding them come to share her bless­
in~ and add to her prosperity. 

But this is not her attitude. She has adopted for herself a code of morals on 
this subject at variance with publi<!"1!entiment in the great centers of population 
throughout the civilized world, and to every one she proclaims that if be comes 
to abide with her he must, if necessary, le&ve behind him the lessons of his 
life, the customs of his fathers, and the social ha.bits of his people. It did not 
require the tongue of prophecy to foretell the effect of such a law upon the 
great stream of emigration, that. taking it:a rise in the densely populated coun­
ries of the Old World pours over the st.erile lands and crowded cities and vil· 
lages of our Ea.stern States, increa.sini: as it comes, and empties itself upon the 
virgin soil of the great West. 

To more than halt of all this livtng tide Iowa's prohibitory law stands e.san 
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 PEOPLE AWAY. 

No one with unbiased mind baa f .. iled to observe an almost alarming decrease 
of imruigra.tion into our State dudng the la.st five yea.rs. But even this is not 
the worst feature of the situation. While during the period aforesaid few have 
come to our State to remain, many have gone out of it t-0 a.bide forever. If a.ny 
of my hearers will count the number of families within their knowledge that 
have come from other States or countries to reside in Iowa since this law was 
enacted and then the number of families that during the ss.m.e time have re­
moved therefrom, they will almost certainly be startled by the comparison. 

I do not claim that all who have movedawa.y went because of their opposition 
to this law, but I do claim that they left because of the general stagnation of 
our business interests and that this condition has been very largely produced 
by the legislation in question. 

In my own judgment the principel reason for the decline in market value of 
our agricultural lands and for the tardy growth of our cities and villages dur­
ing the last five years is found in the naked fa.ct of the existence of tWs law. 
lt is but reasonable to expect that legal enactments in contlict with the social 

habits of more than half the world will of necessity affect the tide of immigra­
tion to a.nd emigration from the State in wllich they exist. And our own ex­
perience ill that respect but eon.firms what was apparent from the first. 

INJURES THE FARMER. 

A~min when the {lrohibitory law of 1884 went into effect, there were in opera­
tion in the State breweries in a.11 of the large cities and distilleries in ~everal of 
them, the capital of the State then having in operation what was boastfully 
called the bigges.t distillery in the world. These establishments employed 
large numbers of men, purchased and pa.id for immense quantities of corn and 
barley, sold the products of their business in nearly all the markets of the 
worlq, and received and disbursed the value thereof among our own people. 
The aggregate of all this business, which was nothing less than the manufact­
ure of raw material produced by our citizens and used in one of the highly 
:protected ind us ries of our present ta.riff system, was no inconsideralµe fac~or 
m the business prosperity of the State. Its suppression a1fected not only the 
parties whose individual fortunes were ruined thereby, but it deprived the 
whole State of the advantages ofa. business recognized as legitimate in nearly 
every section of the globe, the products of which enter into the commerce of 
all civilized nations and pervade the business channels of every people on the 
euth. For lejlitimate purposes an enormous quantity of these products are 
annually consumed by our people, and other great quantities are e.nd will con· 
tinue to be us~d for purposes not legitimate in the eye of the law. Within the 
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pl!.8t six months, wlth not an open saloon therein, I have heard it said by re­
sponsible parties that five car-loads of beer were unloaded at the railway 
depots of this city in .a single month. 

SENDS MONEY OUT OF THE STATE, 

I have recently seen it stated in the public press that the city of Cedar Rap· 
ids, in a. Uk.e period of time, sent to. other States in payment for these products 
no Jes,; than ~5,000. These amounts may be exaggerated, but certain it is that 
from every city and almost every town in the State there is a constant flow of 
money taken trom the business channels of our own people and emptied into 
those of other States in pa.yment for tho products of breweries 11-nd distilleries, 
not a dollar of which is returned to us. Tile loss to the State in this respect has 
been greatly enhanced and the efficacy of prohibitory laws considerably impaired 
by a recent decision of the 8upreme Court of the United States holding the pro­
vision or our law unconstitutional which undertakes to prohibit common car­
riers from transporting alcoholic stimulants from other States into this, except 
under specified restrictions. 

The resultofthisdecbion is that any resident of the Slate of Iowa may make 
an order on any dealer residing in another State for such kind and quantity of 
liquor as he desires, and common carriers, including railway and express com­
panies, can without molestation bring it to his door and deliver it to him to be 
used as a beverage, if the purchaser so desires, and there is no law that has been 
or can be made that will deprive a. single individual of that right. It follows 
that, surrounded as we are by States in which the manufacture and sale oftbese 
products are legal. alcoholic stimulants of every conceivable kind are within 
easy reach of all who want them. 

THE :wrn:EDY SUGGESTED. 

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 tbe evils that alladmit exist. _ 

It was the privilege of the Republican party to speak first. She knew the 
fearful cost, both in treasure and in blood, of attempts to enforce this law in 
many localities. She knew the frightful sacrifice of personal rights it had 
produced in the very capital of our State. She bad beard ifT charged that in 
a single year in the county in which the capital is located four thousand search 
warrants were issued, of which thirty-eight hundred commanded the search of 
prh·ate residences. She knew that this ruthless disregard of the most sacred 
rights of our people-the right to remain unmolested in their homes-had aroused 
the righteous indignation of a whole city and buried her former splendid ma· 
jorities under an avalanche of opposing votes. 

THE REPUBLICA..."'f CANDIDA.TM POSITION. 

:But the frenzy that originated this law ha.snot yet died out in a. majority of 
that party, and.so her voice is st.ill for war. No backward step must be taken; 
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 a.mend­
ment," but that "independent statutes will b~ made which will command re­
spect for law." 

On a. question of such vast importance as lhis it is unfortunate that the 
speaker's language was not more definite. Ifit is susceptible of more than one 
meaning, he can ru>t complain.because each one puts his own construction upon 
it. ']]he independ.ent statutes which be tells us a.re to be made a.re not to be 
amendments to the prohibitory law. He sa.ys it needs none. Tiley a.re to be 
statutes which will "command respect for the law." This is what he says. 

To- my mind this language ill susceptible of but one construction. The inde­
pendent statutes referred to a.re to supply the force necessary to compel obedi­
ence to this law in loce.Jities where public sentiment condemns it. Such force 
can only be supplied in the form of a State constabulary or some other police 
regulation which is powerful enough_ to subdue public sentiment.however much 
it may be opposed to the law. 

Such a display of force can only be ma.de through the aid of men employed to 
apply it. 

Gentlemen, I am not an alarmist. I have great faith in the institutions of my 
country :ind a. sacred regard for the principles on which they-are founded; but 
I tell you to-night, that if the day ever comes in Iowa. when m.en patrol the 
streets of her cities, armed with power to overawe public sentiment thereill 
and compel by force obedience to laws which that sentiment condemns, the 
evening of her prosperity will be reached. 

THE DEMOCRATIC PROPOSITION. 

Now, what is it that the Democratic party proposes in place of nll this hate­
ful contention that is arra.ying section against section in tile deadly attitude of 
foes nnd strangling the business interests of our great Commonwealth? Sim­
ply that the people of every township, city, a.nd town shall ha.va the right to 
decide for thl!mselves by a. vote of their electors whether they will retain pro­
hibition as it is to-day, or adopt in its place 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 t-0 fasten this law upon other localities that do not want it. • RESULT OF' CAH:P AIGN O::i THIS IS UE. 

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 in open, 
direct, and glaring violation of the constitution of the State and for the 
express purpose of perpetuating the power of this party, whose corner­
st.one was prohibition and whose shibbol~th 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 ot four of these bold-over Re­
publican senators went Democratic, 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; bnt if a fair 
vote could have been had, according to population, with no larceny 
attachments, the Democracy 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 x:ights of the people, honest manhood, 
American independence, and consequent prosper+ty would have been 
inaugurated and the will of the actual majority of the people carried 

out. And still it is the purpose, aim, and object of thfa 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. mmority to stifle 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 8tate 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 his inaugural address, thus opeaks of the 
verdict in Iowa: 

But beyond all theories there is to my wind a more weighty reason still for a. 
radical change in our prohibitory laws. The electors of the State, under cir­
cumstances tba.t leave no room for doubt a.s to their meaning, have expressed 
their wishes in this respect. 
It is impossible to read the platforms of the respc~tive parties, the letters of 

acceptance of their candidates for governor, and-remember the discussions that 
followed, with•>Ut reaching the conclusion that no political issue was ever more 
clearly defined, more thoroughly discussed. or better understood by the masses 
than that relating to this question in the campaign which preceded our last 
election. 

To shut our eyes to this glaring truth is nothing less than a denial of ordinary 
intelligence on the pa.rt of those who ca.st their b&llots on tha.t occasion. 

I am the keeper of no ma.n'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 t-0 ignore. 

They should not, however, mislead themselves into the belief that the people 
of Iowa have not, through the only medium known to our institutions for set­
tling political issues, passed judgment on this. 

THE PROPOSITION SilOULD 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 deterL.liue for themselves what laws, now invalid 
or inoperative, should be warmed into life by reason of the delegation 
of power it contains. 
llUSREl'RESEN'l:ATION OF SCOPE OF ORIGINAL-PACKAGE 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 out alone intoxicating liquors. 

The reason given for so doing is fallacious and untrue. It is said 
that the original-package decision bas made a new departure and ereated 
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 apolied, 

This misrepresentation has been largely designedly made for the ex­
press purpose of making this issa.e 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 intoxic.ating liquors without any restraint 
should seek to take advantage of even if not actually believe it, 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 startir.g of 
such places since this decision ha.s been infinitesimal; and with thia 
idea. in view, and with some non-official information bearing out my 
conclusion, I offered several days ago the following resolution in this 
clause:· 

Whereas every deale1• in intoxicating liquor is required by law to pay a. tax 
to the Government and to keep the receipt therefor posted in a. conspicuous 
place upon his premise."; and 

'Vherea.s there would seem to have been either a very large increase in the 
number of liquor-dealers throughout the country or else Congress bas been 
imposed upon by, as has been ch&rged, a systematic and f&r-reaching plan of 
misrepresentation ii,s to the increase of l!luch business and the effect thereon of 
the late so-called original-package decision of the Supreme Coul't of the United 
States: Therefore, 

Beit resol'1ed, Tba.t the Commissioner ofint.arnal Revenue be request.ed to re­
porttothisHousethe nnmherofsuch liquor-tax receipts whichhave been issued, 
since sa.id decision. in each of the several States, with comparisons as to the 
nwnber issued in like periods in other yea.rs, and also to furnish an estimate, 
based thereon and otherwise, as to wha.t. extent the national revenues will be 
increased from this source 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 
councils 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 pla.ce!'I adually 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 liquors in orip;inaI packages, whether the importa­
tion was from foreign countries or as between States, and express stat­
utory law in Iowa so recognized until 1888, -and still this class of busi­
ness assumed no dangerous proportions, and has not now, except in 
imagination. 

I have never yet seen one of these so-called original-p:ickage saloons, 
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although I have lived most of my life·under prohibition, and for years 
where there was by express statute recowiition ot the right to so sell, 
and where our supreme court construed an original package to be any 
one of the bottles or packages in a case, an absurd, foolish holding, but 
made to adorn a prohibition argument. 

THE DECISION AS IT IS. 

The late original-package decision goes no further than these earlier 
cases and enunciates no doctline that gives any more right, as against 

"police regulations and powers, than ha.s 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 mereexag?:eration, ancl 
about on a par with the claims of the dire results that have followed 
and are following it. Iloth are false and made for the purpose of in­
fluencing legislation and co01mitting Congress to the heresy of prohi­
bition. 

CONGRESS SHOULD ACT WITll DELIBERATION. 

Another thought in this connection. If this decision bas created 
such a furor, sad havoc, and widespt-ead disaster, why not Jet it have a 
little time and see what its real or ultimate effect will be, especially as 
there appears to be no new, even if real, reason for it, and how the 
Supreme Court will construe these disputed points. It has been an­
nounced only about ninety days, and we have no fair or other test of it. 
I have no doubt that during this time the sun will rise on time and in 
its usual place, and it may be found there is no occasion from any stand­
point to tread upon dangerous ground in legislation. There is no press­
ing occasion for haste, and deliberation is more becoming in a legiida­
tive body. 
IT IS IMPOLITIC Al.""D DANGEROUS TO PUT THE REGULATION OF CO)l){ERCE 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
aftet· passed. 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 experiment would 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 control.over commerce 
to the General Government, and without which the Constitution would 
not have been adopted. 

A temporary tide of fanaticism should not be 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 theirvarious products, and their probable attemptedinter­
forence 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
books. 

The St. Louis Republic of Jast week well sa;ys upon this phase of 
the question: 

THE WILSON BILL AGAIN. 

The agreement of the Senate and House conference to pass the 'Vilson bill is 
the worat possible outcome for the wretched "original package" complication. 
The "Wilson bill is the Senate measure. and it is far worse than the bill passed 
by the House. Under it a citizen of Kansas and the United States living in 
Kansas may be denied his constitutional right to import wine, beer,or any other 
stimulant from another State for hi" own use. Such imported property may be 
tnken a.way from him and destroyed, and the right of importation may thus be 
wliolly denied. 

Radical as it is in its departure from established constitutional precedent, 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 individual citizen. 
It R.Ssert.S for Congress the right to prevent the citizen of one State from imporl;­
ing intoxicants from another, and then attempts to delegate to the State this 
alleged power of Congress. 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 1ess dangerous because of its manifest a~surdity. - Jt ap­
pears absurd when judged by accepted standards, but its variance from ac­
cepted standards makes it the more a menace as a precedent. 

Free trade between the States is the greatest blessing remaining under our 
Federal system. If it is to be sacrificed by demagogues to please a few fanatics 
in Kansas; if Congress is to assume power to prohibit or to restrict it between 
the St.ates as it does between the States and foreign countries, there will not be 
enough left of the original system of constitutional federation to be worth dis· 
cusslon, except as a historical reminis_cence. 

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 Hs favor will demonstrate 
it, the fact that it singles out liquor 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 
of the General Government what bas bee.n a miserable failure by State 

action, that of making sumptuary legislation and the striking down of 
personal liberty effective. 

OBJECTIONS TO IT-OUR DUTY IN 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 responsibiJity, 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 it according to its own ideas of justice, 
right, and expediency, and has no more just right to delegate it and 
shirk responsibility than it has to so do with any of its other powers. 

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF TIDS PROPOSED LAW. 

I have so far spoken of this question entirely outside of its constitu­
tional aspect. I believe that we have no such power of delegation, and 
that this proposed law will be unconstitutional if passed, but shall now 
only give expression to this belief, and not elaborate or argue it, and 
especially as this ground bas been, and will be, fully presented by 
others. 

PROlllBITION-ITS PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE. 

Prohibition is wrong in principle and, as would be expected there­
from, vicious in practice. So far as the principle 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 practical workings, I shall confine 
myself mainly to the State of Iowa, where I have personally observed, 
considered, and studied it for about twenty-five years, and where, so 
far as my comprehension 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 conduct, outside of 
its direct effect upon 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 can· not be denied by human law. It is, like 
~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 110 part of the duty of the State to coerce the individual man ex­
cept so far as bis conduct may affect others, not remotely and consequentially, 
but by violating rights which legislat.ion can recognize and undertake to pro­
tect. The opposite principle leaves no room for individual reason and con­
science, trusts nothing to self-culture, 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 notion or voluntary association of individuals, those objects which are 
at first atte'llpted only through the agency of government, and in lessening the 
sphere of legislation and enlarging that of the individual reason and conscience. 
Our Amerban institutions have recognized this idea. more completely than it 
has yet been recognized by the institutions of any other people, ti.nd tbe Dem­
ocratic party has generally been the faithful guardian of its progressive develop­
ment. • * * • • • • 

To-day, while it is in favor of sobriety and good morals, it disowns n. system 
of coercive legislaW.on which can not produce them, but must create many seri­
ous evils, which violates constitutional guaranties and sound principles of leg­
islation, invades the rightful domain of the indi vid ua.l judgment and conscience, 
and takes a step backward toward that barbarian age where the wages oflabor, 
the prices of commodities, a. ma.n's food and clothing, were dictated to him by 
a government calling itself paternal. 

John Quincy Adams, for years the representative statesman of New 
England, said i9- addressing a temperance society some forty years ago, 
when there were less fanaticism, more regard for constitutional sate· 
guards, and a keener apprecjation 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 temperance ca.n be enforced. • • • 
Seek not to enforce upon your brother by ~gialative enactment that virtue 
wWch he can possess only by the diet.ate 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 rea.son of the effect upon society and the exam­
ple it afforded: 

I answer, that if the government restrains the one man of bis own just, ra­
tional liberty to regulate his private conduct and affairs in matters innocent in 
themselves, wherein he oft"ends not against peace, public decorum, good order, 
nor the personal rights ofe.ny, then the governme.nt both usurps undelegated 
powers and assumes to punish one man in advance for the possible fault of 
another. 

The arj!.'ument that because one ma.u may offend another must be restrained 
is the lowest foundation of tyranny I the corner-stone of despotism. Liberty is 
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 unh-ersal pretext of every despotism is that 
libuty is dangerous to society ; that is, that the people are unfit to enjoy it. 

And in ~luding a number of quotations from the highest authori­
ties he said: 

Literature is full of testimonies against such legislation. You find them in 
es.says, 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- -

tegrity, great attainments, practical wisdom, and theoretical statesmanship with 
faith in and devotion to free government and the elevation of the humble, 
that man-<>ne of the truest friends of America in the Old World-is John Stu­
art Mill-
in his great work on Liberty, denounces this class of legislation from . 
every standpoint and as being inimical . to liberty, dangerous to gov­
ernment, ana. monstrous as a. principle. 

TENDESCY OF FANATICISM AND l .NTOLERAN!,;E, 

History simply repeats itself in these matters. The same class of 
fanatics that are now seeking to overthrow the personal liberties of the 
people through prohibition have in all ages sought to set up their 
own standards and force the people to them, and make government pa­
ternal, with their particular "isms" at the foundation, instead of having 
U based upon the independent manhood, reliance, and strength of the 
body of the people. It is entirely out of keeping with the ideas or 
praetices of fanatics to stop at one achievement, and once settled in 
victory upon this question they will advance to n~w fields, personal, 
social, and religious, and seek to control the habits, dress, intercourse, 
religion, worship, and observance of days of the people. The5e ideas 
received the strongest kind of an indorsement here to-day when my 
colleague [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 citizen's castlfl, his home, and take therefrom and destroy 
liquor if the citizen was using it to his own disadvantage, of which or 
course.the powers that be would judge. 

It shonld be stopped at its very inception. It is a dangerous and 
insidiol!S monster, and founded upon an idea utterly subversive at once 
of true and reliant manhood, liberty, and self-government. This is a 
domain that legislation should invade only with extreme caution and 
with a full recognition of the truism that the least express law con­
sistent with good government the better, and that this little law should 
be direct.ed alone to proper matters of general governmental concern. 

This is not only good doctrine inherently and 0$pecially as applied 
to sumptuary legislation, but like all such doctrines is in the tenets of 
the Democratic party and has found express affirmation in its national 
platforms. 

PRACTICAL WORKING OF PROHIBITION. 

In the last campaign iiflowa, in speaking of the effects of the p o­
hibitory law there, I laid down the following propositions, true then 
and now: 

Upon the liquor question the Republican party is true toils instincts, founded 
as they are upon hypocrisy, and reaffirms the past utterances of the party, 
doubtless including the invitation to the wine and hop growers to immigrate 
here and prosecute their businesg 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 property 
of the men so in•ited here and who invested their money and staked their an 
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 in•olved, 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. !do not propose to enter into any extended discussion 
of this subject upon this occasion, but will affirm as the experience of Iowa with 
this Jaw and which you all know to be true: 

I. That it has not decreased the number of sellers of liquors, as isconclusilely 
shown by the government licenses and permits. _ 

2. It has in many places, and very generally where rigid enforcement has 
'teen attempted, driven its sale into the hands ot irresponsible persons,-which 
«!manifestly against public policy and interest. 

3. It has entirely done a.way with the payment by way of tax or license of any­
thing to the local governments, and so has materially increased the burden of 
the tax-payers. . 

4. Being outlawed, the business ha.s not had the usual, ordinary, or nec.essary 
restraints thrown around it by public officers, and by what follows open con­
duct of business. 

5. It bas raised up a set of conscienceless spies and informers that ·for mere 
private gain have plied a nefarious business, blackmailing men, abusing women 
even, and who hin·e 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 criminal 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 fad that this element in Iowa in its mad 
intolerance has completely terrorized our courts, so, as I bad occasion to 
remark here the other day when this question was under consideration-

That they have ceased to be a barrier and protection to the people, even so 
construing laws that the sacred right of trial by jury is denied iu Iowa, and 
claimed offendel'S prosecuted and punished by proceedings in equity, and gen­
erally so conducted on this question, as is generally believed wit-h an idea of 
pleasing the -woman's Christian Temperan ce Union rather than the enuncia­
tion of constitutional and legal doctrines, that I prefer a little practical 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: · 

Pretending to be a. party of liberty, it strikes down the heaven-given and 
blood-earned personal Ubertles of the people, and in this State, by legislation 
\s infamous and degrading as ever enacted, by judicial interpretation and con-
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struction that wipes out all barriers against intolerant and oppressive Jegisla• 
tion, that strikes down time-honored and well established principles in admin­
istering criminal and penal statutes, and that the experience of ages since the 
dawn of civilization bas found necessary for the protection of the ri~ts and 
liberties of the people, s11ch as abrogating the right of trial by jury, in easing 
the limit of jurisdiction of inferior courts over constitutional limitatio s, and 
that tramples in the dust all constitutio_nal restraints, barriers, and safe uards; 
and by the use of means in the attempted enforcement of these laws and de­
crees that for cruelty, injustice, intolerance, and refined robbery would bring a 
blush of shame to the cheek ofa savage. 

If these indictruent are true or s11bstantial1y or materially so, 110 just 
man will deny that prohibition is not only a failure, but that it is an 
unmitigated evil in Iowa, and, as like causes produce like effects, that 
such will be the tendency everywhere with like legislation and at­
tempted enforcement. No better community in which to test this 
class of legislation could be had than in Iowa. In ot.her words, its 
people are easily the equals in general worth, intelligence, thrift, law­
abiding proclivities, and all the essentials of good citizenship of any 
equal number of people on the face of the globe, and still each fact 
stated in these several propositions is absolutely true anci can be easily 
demonstrated to any fair-minded man that will investigate the sub­
ject. . I will take them up seriatim. 
DETAILS AS TO THESE PROPOSITIONS-NO DIMINUTJOY OF NUMBER OF SELLERS. 

That there has been n·o actual diminution of the number of liquor­
sellers in Iowa 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 
twjst was put on the law, or when constitutional prohibition was sup­
posed to have been adopted, being times to which the short-haireO. 
women and long-haired men most delight to refer, and I say there has 
been just such steady increase as would naturally be expected in any 
busine....QS 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 Revenue Department. 

It is doubtless true that in some .ery 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 a 
license e Democratic :party stood pledged to Jin their platform; but 
this h een more than made good by the increased number that have 
star d, in the cities and large towns. A few years ago the right to 
Ii se to sell beer and wine was taken away from the municipalities, by 
r son 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 a sort of compromise and cover to sell any­
thing. - But the scheme has had a v~ry 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 Iowa, which will give an idea of the situation. It is as fol­
lows: 

For five years, thanks to the prohibitory law, Council Bluffs has been infested 
with between one and two hundred dirty little groggeries and the toughest 
gang of roughs in the Sta.Le. They have not" made" Council Bluffs and no one 
has ever bragged of their existence. Thanks to pro hi bi tion, Council Bluffs has 
seen five years of free whisky and unrestrained lawlessness. Now it has a. 
high-license government and is the most peaceful U has been for ye:us. For 
another thing, the population has not fallen off. 

When in addition to the open places where liquor is sold tlie boot­
leggers are taken into account it is a safe proposition to make that 
Iowa never had as many liquor-sellers as now. 

The Des Moines Register, the paper of Assistant Postmaster-General 
Clarkson, the leading Republican paper of Iowa, and the one that, in 
season and out 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, clfarged, in an editorial last month, which I will read 
later upon another branch, that in the first six months of 1890 no less 
than $30, 000 bad been drawn from the treasury of Polk County through 
justice-court proceedings in liquor searches, and that even this had not 
affected the sale of liquor. 

What a blooming success prohibition is in Iowa! It is a farce and 
a fraud and the ta~-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 accord­
ance with the sentiments of the people, seldom bad the sympathy 
of the public 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 andfull­
est success has been to close the open saloons for a few days, weeks, or 
perhaps occasionally months. They have never stopped or materially 
lessened the sale of liquor at any time in any such place. 

Governor Boies, of Iowa! in his inaugural address this year, said upon 
this question: 
If practical experiment was necessary to demonstrate the workings of this 

law, we have had it. No statute was ever supplied with better facilities for its 
enforcement or armed with more excessive penalties for its violation, consider­
ing the nature of the acts prohibited ; and yet with all its terrors, with every 
branch of the State government in the hands of its friends, it has lain limp and 
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lifeless, ignored, disregarded, and despised in most of the large cities of the 
State from the day of its birtn to the present time. 

The friends of the law ignore the real situation and assume too much. They 
exagg erated the extent of intemperate habits amoQg our people before its enact­
ment and equally so the diminution of such habits since it became operative. 

It is incapable of demonstration, except upon naked assumption, that the use 
of intoxicating liquors as a beverage in Iowa has diminished since the law took. 
effect. It is a patent fact, known to every one who has taken Lhe pa.ins to in­
form himself, that in many of our cities, containing as they do a large fraction 
of our population, the only effect of the law has been to relieve the traffic in 
these liquors from legal r estraint of every kind. 
It is equally notorious that in the large cities of the State where the open sa­

loon has been closed, a secret traffic sufficient to supply all the wants of the trade 
hasimmediate]y followed. 

It must be apparent to unbiased minds that in these localities at least the use 
of intoxicating liquor as a beverag e has not been diminished by oar prohibit-Ory 
law, but instea d thereof that it has been greatly increased, if want of legal re­
straint of any kind will produce that effect. 

EFFECT AS TO CHARACTER OF SELLERS AND ON REVENUE. 

Tbe 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 needa no elaboraLion. These results follow as a corollary, 
need no argument, and are understood by every one. 

THE SYSTEll BREEDS SPIES A:SU INFORMERS. 

One of the worst fe.l tures of this class of legi lation, 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 
spies and informers, and thus mises up a set of the most graceless scoun­
drels and heartless wretches that can infest any community. 

It must have been with prophetic vision of Iowa prohibition that 
Lord Wrottesley, in Ra tionale of Government and Legislation, laid 
down the following as axioms in good government: 

Fir;o.t. 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 observ­
ance is likely to surmount the fear of the punishment. 

Second. Laws should never be passed forbidding acts which, in the opinion 
-0fa la rge proportion of the educated members of the community, a.re in them-
selves innocent. / 

Third. Laws should not generally be passed which, though good in them­
.selves, either too much anticipate public opinion or are hostile to the deliber· 
e.tely formed sentiments of a. large majority of the population of any c.ountry. 

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 Iowa. this has worked I will say 
that our law provides for searches and destr'1ction of liquor through 
the agency of j nstice court.s, constables, etc., 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 suit in equity to enjoin liquor-sellers and 
allows public officers 01· private individuals t.o so prosecute in the n~me 
of the State or any citizen, irresponsible dead-beat though h4..may be 
and usually is, and allows attorney fees in either event, and allows at­
torney fees upon indictments for nuisance in liquor-selling, but with 
gracious irony refuses any such fees to all ordinary suitors, even in the 

· most aggravated cases. It also allows attorney fees in prosecutions be­
forn jn!'t11 .. e co~. 

The result of tbis is that grievous abuses exist under all of these 
forms of legalized robbery. As showing bow it works as to the searchers 
I will quote from the article trom 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 scbeme of prohibition. Wben 
it asserts anything against it or any of its machinery it is safe to say 
with Shakspeare, the "offense is Iank; it smells to heaven." It says: 

We print in another column this week some figures that will startle the people 
of tbis city and the whole State. . 

* * * A Reg ister reporter has very ca.refully examined the official reco rds 
and be finds that during the first six months of 1890 there has been taken from 
the lt·easary for the criminal costs of justices' courts in this city alone the sum 
of over S30,000. Of this amount over 811 000 was paid to five justices ; the re­
mainder w ent to their constables, witness~s,jurors. etc. This enormollil expend­
iture was nearly all for the searching business, or such criminal busioe s as 
incidentally grew out of it. The city has a. police court where ordinary c l'im­
inal cases are disposed of that do not come before the district court, so that the 
mo'!t of the co!>ts of these justices' courts was for alleged enforcement of the 
prohibito ry law. 

llut if this great expense had resulted in closing the places where liquor is 
sold, and in suppressing the illegal sale or liquor in this city, there are many 
people who would not feel that the cost w as too great. Unfortunately tha t re­
sult has not happ ened. The $30,000 expended on the justices' courts has gone 
int-0 tbe pockets of the justices, constables, and their favored g-ang of assiat­
a.nts, without any honest attempt being made to stop permanently the sale of 
liquor. 

* 
Never before in the history of prohibition ha.s this plundering of the treasury 

been so bold, so w a nton, and so shameless as during the last six months. 
Think of s;J0,000 actually drawn from the treasury since Jan nary 1 by five justices' 
courts in this city ! Why, the whole county expenses of Polk County for the same 
tinie, including the support of three district courts in session at the same time, 
with all their civil and criminal expenses, was only twice that sum. The crim­
inal basieess, and that is practically the same as the searching business of these 
iustices' courts in the city of Des Moines, costs one-third as much as the entire 
expenses of Polk County. At the present rate these justices and their consta­
bles will have drawn from tbe treasury at the close o f the year $60,000, and still 
be unable to show a. single place where they have stopped the illegal sale of 
liquor. * * "' · 

'Ve ask our prohibition fr iends if it is any wonder that men are becoming 
anti-prohibitionists when such outrag-es as th ese are being daily committedl n 
the name of prohibition? Is it any help to prohibition or to temperance to 
have a i;:ang of wnstables go to a. liquor joint and carry off one bottle of beer, 
and ten minutes afterwards the dealer resume his bu iness with what was un­
disturbed? ls the a.mount of liquor sold in violation of law decrea.sedi n any 

,. ,' '. 

appreciable a.mount by seizures of single bottles at a tJme, which are sold to the 
State of Iowa through the justice's court at seven dollars and a. qua.rt.er each? 

* * ... 'Ve mistake very much the temper of the citizens of Des Moines if 
they will permit this disgraceful condition of things much longer to continue. 

As intimated, we have under this law different set.s or classes of 
"blood-suckers," the searcbing fiend with his satellites, the informer 
who e;et.s half the fine, the public prosecutor whose conscience is quick­
ened by tbe ex{>ectation 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 g ives 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 outrages that these 
villains have perpetrated upon the people, and they include even mur­
der. 

All of these different classes have plied their business at the expense 
of the people and the t.ax-payer, even down to the small fry who ha.ve 
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 branch of the 
profession, 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 obs~rvable that he is always as short on :finances as he is long on 
piety-a curioru coincidence . 

Then the attorney begins ro maneuver for fees, arrange for continu- ' 
ances for pay, and generally t.o delay, always for fees, and above all 
things not to kill the goose that lays the golden egg. No fable has to 
be written at his expense. The result of this is bleed, bleed, bleed, 
with no practical results to 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 
ought to execrate, condemn, and disown it. 

It was founded in dishonesty and robbery, as shown in its treatment 
of the brewers and wine-growers as fully described in Governor Boies's 
speech, and, like the fountain, can not rise9b.igher than its source, and 
is to-day beneath the contempt of an honest, honorable, or decent man. 

PROHIBITION DOES NOT LESSEN CRllIE. 

There is no one branchofthiswhole subjectsomisrepre.sented andso 
misunderstood as the relation of the use of intoxicating liquor to the 
commiEsion of crime. The idea that most crime has its foundation in 
liquor bas been for years so generally proclaimed from the house-tops, 
disseminated from the pulpit, thundered from the press, enunciated 
from the rostrum, taught in the schools, and all accompanied. with a 
hue and cry, that it has got to be very largely an accepted doctrine, 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 wali 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 utter lack of moral quality, and lays to an 
outside cause what is due to their own inherent and internal deprav­
ity, obliquity, and rascality, 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. It was 
my province to preside for nearly twelve years in the court having gen­
eral criminal j urisdiction 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 this problem was an inter­
estiilg one to me, and my observation led me to an en tire change of 
view from tbe genera.I one which I before held in common with the ma­
jority. 

It was common for sympathetic people, especially women, t-0 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 ihe com-
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mission of the crime, and that upon their reformation, which was now 
assured, they would lead honest lives. I soon discovered that this 
device was most generally practiced by the most hardened and habit. 
nal criminal, and it very naturally raised donbts and caused inquiry, 
and so far as my ability permitted I made a constant study of the prob­
lem: and can say that outside of the class of crimes having violence as 
a necessl:l.ry ingredient, even up to murder, I found it to be ~ntirely for­
eign to this sentiment and idea. 

I never saw one other case that I can now recall that had the use of in­
toxicants as a cause. In other words, no one of the other crimes in which 
society is interested, and which it demands and requires protection 
against, such as larceny, burglary, robbery, forgery, embezzlement, 
perjury, seduction, adultery, rape, incest, counterfeiting, false pre­
tenses, libel, etc., had any more connection with the use of intoxicants 
by the criminal than they did with his use of tea. 

T·'i.ie 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 intoxicant.s is an evil is equally true, and it follows that 
the one should be prevented as far RS 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 Iowa "a tale un­
fold'' upon this question, and I make the statement, without any fear 
of successful contradiction, tha.t 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 liq nor, 
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. Its Banks have between seven and eight millions of dollars of 
deposits, made np of comparatively small amounts from the general 
body of its citizens, and crime of a serious nature jg almost an unknown 
quantity when compared with places generally of like density of popu­
lation. Still liquor is, and always has been, sold openly and without 
restraint. 

Comparisons are odious, bnt Eastern Iowa, where a like condition of 
things exists to a greater or less degree, conr~ it, especially with those 
sections where prohibition is said to be enforced. 

I went to .the Congressional Library to get the criminal reports for 
Iowa for the last few years to make a few comparisons between Scott 
and Polk Counties, they being representative. of the different theories, 
both being lar~e and having each a large city, probably averaging 
about equal in the last eight years, the county of Polk having, how­
ever, the ad vantage of being inland. 

Scott 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 possible in so populous a pla~e. Reports 
for 1884 and 1885 could not be found, but those fol" 1882, 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 
1883 ...... .................. ......... ........................... ... . .. ..... ................... , .... .. (*) 1 
1886 .. . ................ .................................................. ........................... .. 31 6 
1887 ...... ...... .. .............. .... ..................................... ....................... .... .. 16 5 

--f--

Total ..................................................................................... .. tu7 t20 

*No repor t. t With all years reported. 
t 'Vith one year om itted from lack of report. 

Further comment is not necessary. , 
It is frequently claimed, and was here .when this matter was before 

under consideration, that because there has been a decrease of crime 
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 Kansas or cyclone in Dakota. These people never investigate to see 
what the actual cause is. If it is prohibition it could be determined 
quite accurately 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
de ced in the elections of Tennessee, Texas, Iowa, New Hampshire, 
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Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, etc., and were I to reason from prohibi­
tion standpoint.s I would claim that one result followed the other as a 
cause. 

THE OOURTS HAVE QUAILED BEFORE ITS INTOLERANCE. 

Intolerance and fanaticism are unfortunate in any <'.Ommunity, 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 as a wall and barrier against the assaults of the frenzy, fierceness, 
and delirium of those that seek t-0 ingulf them in times of excitement­
cowed and become subservient tools of the mob. But we have had just 
this spectacle in Iowa, to it.s shame be it said. 

A few yea.rs 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 maQ.e in its pre...~, pulpit, gatherings, and on every 
street corner, that the members of the court making the· decisions should 
be defeated, and the decision thus changed. And the first one to come 
before the ~ople 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 that 
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 bearmg upon the 
enforcement of the prohibitory law that had even a ring of independent 
manhood or regard for the liberties or the constitutional or legal rights 
of the people. The only relief has been where a Federal question be­
came involved when th~yha.ve been promptly reversed by the Supreme 
Com·t of the United States. 

These decisions have taken all forms, from the dangerous denial of 
fundamental and constitutional rights down to absurdities about 
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 of; and with commendable ingenuity a law was 
passed to enjoin men in criminal cases by equitable proceeclin~, 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, etc.; and then, in ordinary c.ases, in effect, would try 
him for the statutory crime before the court alone by contempt pro­
ceedings for violation of the injunction, and punish him both by fine, 
imprisonJl\ent, and practical confiscation of his property. 

These proceedings have been held valid by this court, notwithstand­
ing Iowa. has in it.s constitution the provision that "the right of trial 
by j nry shall remain inviolate," and in the same section that ''no 
person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due proc­
ess oflaw." The constitution of the State, having in view the generally 
recognized fear of giving much jurisdiction to inferior courts, provides 
that justices of the peace shall only have jurisdiction in ci vii 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. And 
still this court has held that there is no limit to their jurisdiction in 
seizure and destruction cru;es under this law, and they ha'fe actually 
by these proceedings seized and destroyed thousands of dollars' worth 
of liquors that were claimed to be held for legal purposes, and it has 
been a common practice to try to destroy the liquors before the inter­
ested parties could get appeal bonds; and to make this provision more 
intolerable it is provided that replevin shall not lie, but that it must 
be tried out before this inferior court that has no just jurisdiction. 

The code of Iowa provides that the distinction between accessories 
and principals is abrogated, and that all persons concerned in the coD,l.­
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 liquors, a.nd, as in 
most cases, without a.nyregard to law, legal principles, or the statutes 
of the State, helq. that a man who induced another to sell him liquor, 
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 wise 
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 court 
was equal to the occa&ion. 

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 should look out 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 suppose 
ought t-0 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 excused 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 a1lowing attorney fees 
was passed. 

It bas 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 liquor, 
valid where made, could not be enforced in Iowa if the seller knew 
that the liquors 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 allo""8 the "cousins, the 
sisters, and the aunts'' of a purchaser to sue the seller for civil damages. 
This court has held under this that the showing that the purchaser bad 
been an habitual drunkard for twenty years did not even mitigate dam­
ages and could not be shown. 

This law allows prosecutions for selling liquor and prosecutions for 
nuisance in keeping the place for the sale, and this court has held that 
an acquittal 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 entiered providing 
for the destruction 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 jur~ts 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 a.side and all the safeguards found necessary in the expe-

1 rience of the ages for the protection of those charged with offenses have 
been abrograted that fanaticism might triumph. 

The very fact that these things are necessary to the enforcement of 
this law is sufficient condemnation of it. 

CONCLUSIOXS. 

I have gone quite fnlly into these mattiers 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 the4 first having an opport.unity 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 
believer in the necessity of a proper regulation of the traffic in liquors, 
but these matters not now being under consideration, it is not necessary, 
or even proper, to discuss the questions here. 
THE SUMPTUARY CHARACTER OF THE PROPOSED LEGISLATIOX lS FL"LL Y COX· 

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 paragraphs 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 dangerous stand 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 
~epublican associates that voted in favor of this report. 

In speaking of a law punishing public drunkenness, and the right 
of the State thereon, he said: 
If it 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 
liquors are sold against him, it may enter Ws domicile and seize the liquors he 
there keeps and on which he becomes intoxicated. 

* lt * * • . * * 
If the State may arrest a man and punish him for offense against decency for 

the purpose of preventin~ the repetition of bis drunkenness in public; if it 
may close every public drinking place in the State a~a.inst him, I do not know 
of any principle that prohibits it from going into his dwelling-place and seiz­
ing the liquors that he has imported from abroad if that becomes necessary for 
the purpose of accomplishing that result. Now, that is one case. I will state 
another. 

The State has the undoubted right to require of all it,;i citizens the perform­
ance of certain public duties; and growing out of that right, as I contend, ls the 
further right t-0 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. 

In times of invasion or public disturbanoo nobody will doubt the right of the 
State to demand the services-of every able-bodied man within its jul"isdiction 
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 lo ren­
der such service. Now, if in such an emergency a. man who owes this dut.y to 
the State, and is able to perform it, enters upon a course of conduct that is cal­
culated 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. • • * • • • * 

I will state another case in which I claim the State has this power, and it is es­
sential to its very existence that it should have it, and on occasion exercise it. · 
Every man1owes the dut.y-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 suppose a man by his habits, by his course of conduct, destroys 
his ability to perform that duty, has entered upon a. course of conduct the inev­
itable 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? 'l"bis power is essential, I say, to the preservation 
of the State. 

* * * * * 
l\Ir. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? Do I 

understand you to say that if this Senate bill passes, 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 liquors that be has stored for his own use, 
and confiscate them, under the law of that State, if those liquors have been re­
ceived from a foreign State and are in the original packages'( 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. l\:lr. 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 I owe to the State 
and the nation and to my family, duties that the State bas 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 to decide that you are not capable of ta.king ca1·e 
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 ideas of freedom and 
free governmmt, can be advance in the Congress of the Unitied States 
by a member having in charge important measure tending in that 
direction, and they there rece· e the approval of the Republican party 
having a majority in that bo y, it looks as if we were drifting towards 
dangerous shores where fre ~overnment will strand, and it behooves 
all patriots and friends of form of government to recognize the dan­
ger to our institutions, a d to throttle and strangle such encroaeh­
ments upon our lib ·es bile we have freedom and power and before 
it is too late. 

THE REPUBLIC PARTY IS A llIENACE TO 'rHE COUNTRY. 

The rapid strides of the Republican party towards dangerous doc­
frines like protection, which robs the poor for the benefit of the rich; 
like the force bill, intended to perpetuate 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 imperatiYe to rise 
in their might and drive it from power. 

Mr.OATES. !yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 0UTHWAITE]. 
Mr. OUTHW AITE. Mr. Speaker, a temporary majority of the peo­

ple of Iowa have gone so far in legislation to restrain the liquor traffic 
as not only to oppress the citizens of that State and destroy valuable 
prC\perty rights therein, but also to take away the constitutional rights 
of citizens of the rest of this Union. It was, perha~s, not their in­
tention to violate the Constitution. They took this stiep unwittingly. 
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. 

l\Ir. 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 SupreIIl'e Court in the case of Leisy vs. Hardin . 
The evils claimed to 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 cause 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 situation does not justify the censure that 
has been sought to be cast upon 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 liquor traffic, 
of which there is most complaint. It does not sanction or lega1 ize the 
keeping of disorderly houses. It gives no warrant for sales of liguor 
to minors or to habitual drunkards. It does not authorize the sale of 

,, 



.· 

: J· : 
'. 

1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 8229 
intoxicating liquors upon Sunday nor within certain limit.a, 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. Without 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 through 
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 traffic. 

·It is only by reasonable restrictions that good can be accomplished 
in this matter. The amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS} is in the proper direction in which Congress might interfere 
un'ler the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution. This bill, 
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 clause 
3 of section 8 of Article I of the Constitution, which gives among 
the enumerated powers of Congress, '' To regulate commerce with for­
eign nations and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes.'' 

The bill, if constitutional, will authorize 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 
transportation through its territory from one State to another, it could 
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 further 
west could thus be confiscated and destroyed in the St.ate 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 prohibit, 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 Jlolicy of the United States in regard to commerce among the 
States is, first, that no unnecessary restriction shall be la.id upon it; and, sec­
ondly, that when any 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, in trusted 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 the States nor the people ever contemplated. placing such 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 t.o the States the power "to estab­
lish post-offices and post-roads ?" Could the Congress permit any 
State to compel vessels bound to or from another to enter or clear at its 
ports? 

Under 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 clause reads: 

No State shall, without.the consent of the Congress, lay any imposts or duties 
on imports or exports, except what may be absolutely necessai·y for executing 
its inspection laws, etc. 

Here the consenting of the Congress to the action of States within 
the purview of the clause is evident. No one would question it. But 
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 upon 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 basis of applying this pro­
posed law only to liquors, and is as follows: 

That whenever any fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or 
liquids are imported or brought into any State or Territory from any other 
State, Territory, the District of Columbia, or a foreign nation, and there held 
or offered for sale to any 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 collference report? 
Mr. OATES. There is a good deal of difference; there is nothing 

sumptuary at all about this. 
Another proposition on which I would be glad to try the sense of 

the Honse is that-
It shall not be lawful to import, ship, or take any intoxicating liquors into 

any State or Ter~iliory foi' sale therein contrary to the 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 instruc­
tions by the Honse. They can offer a substitute, under the rules, for 
both the Senate and Honse propositions. The only desire I have, Mr. 
Speaker, in the matter is that we may get proper legislation, such as 
will meet the demands of the country. 

Now, in respect to the article of illnmiilating oils, as an illustration. 
It will be seen in the reports sent here from the board of healtlf of the 
State of Iowa that inferior classes of illuminating oils can go in there 
and be used in that St.ate when they are sold in "original packages," 
that being the only restriction. 

Under the provisions of the Senate bill they can not be excluded. So 
also in regard to foreign goods which enter our port.a 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 packages " · 
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 country even until the meeting of the next session of 
Congress before yon 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, not only 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 belong-

ing to me to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON]. • 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recof!:nized 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
i~ting liquors, a right which they have heretofore enforced unre­
strictedly. 

Both Houses a~ree-both 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 enough; that we 
do not go on and deal with everything else which may come within 
the principle of that decision. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say to you, deal with the other questions as 
they arise. When public sentiment bas 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 Honse and before the people of the 
country. It is understood by Congress and by the people, and this 
legislation is in response to an aroused public sentiment on the subject~ 

If we undertake to go beyond it and deal, as the Honse amendment 
proposes to deal, with everything that might come within the principle 
of the decision of the Supreme Court, it simply mearui the enactment of 
no legislation during this session of Congress; and I submittotheHonse 
that it is bot 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 t.hat we do not go far enough. 

Under the decision of the Supreme Uourt of the United States, in­
toxicating liquors as an article of commerce would 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 
Jaws of the State, thus restoring the former status of the State power 
to deal with it. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. LEHLB.A.CH. Mr. Speaker, the majority of the House conferees 

have brought in a report which adopts the Senate bill without any al­
teration. It is sui:prising that after the expression of the sentiments 
of the Honse 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 hone.st attempt to carry out the wishes of the 
Ho.use 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 consider 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 thatitwillhelpto enforcealllaws,nomatter how sump­
tuary in their nature, which the different State Legislatures maypass. 
Although every member is left free 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 enactment. 

I have stated, when speaking on this subject before, that I was in 
favor of giving to each State the full police regulation concerning the 
sale of int.oxicating 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 property in the course of transmission 
from another State confiscated. I am, and have always been, a pro­
nounced opponent of all prohibition legislation. Y-0u can not cure the 
evils of intemperance or make men better by lei:i;islative enactment. 
The best thought of the country ha.s always spoken out against this 
kind of legislation. 

I desire to read an extract from an argument made before the joint 
special committee of the general court of Massachusetts, on the ''En-ors 
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 will always live in the memory of patriotic 
citizens: 

I aver th~t a statute of prohibition, aiming to banish from the table of an 
American cit.i'zen by pains and penalties an article of diet, which a. large body 
of the people believe to be legitimate, which the la.w does not even pretend to 
excltide from the category of commercial articles, which in every nation and 
in some form in a.ll history has held its place among the necessities or the lux­
uries of society, is absurdly weal;::, 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 become useless, or else it will be 
fatal h,l any liberty, since, if not useless, but operated nnd fulfilled by legal 
force, ils execution will be perpetrated npon a body of subjects in whose abject 
characters there will be combined the essential qua.lilies which are needful to 
cowardice and servility. 

Do you tell me that no beverage into which alcohol 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 t.he people. 

Do you tell me, then, that whether the catalogue be expurgated or not, nll 
such food i11 unwholesome and unfit to be safely ta.ken? 

I answer: That is a. question of dietetics, a.nd it is for the profession of medi­
cine There is, in t'rinciple, no odds between proscribing R.n article of diet 
and prescribing a dose of physic by authority of law. The next step will be to 
prm-ide for the taking of calomel, antimony, and epsom salts by act of the 
general court. 

Do you tell me, however, that all such beverages in their most innocent use 
involve a. certain danger; that possibly any one may, probably many, a.nd cer­
tainly ome, will abuse it, and thus abuse themselves; a.nd by consequence that 
all men, as matter of prudence, a.nd therefore of duty, ought to abstain from 
and reject it? 

I answer: That is a. question of morals, for the answer to which we must re­
sort to I.he Bible, or to the church, or to the teaching" of moral philosophy. 
The right to answer it at a.II, or to pretend to any opinion upon it binding the 
citizen, has never been committed by the people in any free government on 
earth, to the decision of the !lecula.r power. If the state can pass between the 
citizen and his church, his Bible, his conscience, and God, upon questions of his 
own personal habits, and decide what he sha.ll do, on ruerely moral grounds, 
then it has authority to invade the domain of thought as well as of private life, 
and prescribe bounds to freedom of conscience. There is no barrier in princi­
ple where the government must stop, short of the establishment of a state 
church, pre cribed by Jaw and maintained by persecution . 

Do you tell me that the using of wine or beer as a beverage, however temper­
ately, is of dangerous tendency by reason of its example? Do you insist that 
the temperate me of it by one man may be pleaded by another as the occasion 
and apology fori ts abuse? 

I answer · That Uthe Government restrains the one man of his own just, 
national liberty to regulate his private conduct a.nd affairs, in matters innocent 
in themselves, wherein be offends not against peace, public decorum, good 
order, nor the per onal rights of any, then the Government both usurps un­
delegn.ted powers, and assumes to punish one man in advance for the possible 
fa.ult 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
potism. Liberty is nev~r denied to the people anywhere, on the ground that 
liberty is denied to be good or right in itself. The universal pretext of every 
despotism is tha.t liberty is dangerous to society-that is, that the people are 
unlit to enjoy it. 

Do you tell methatthese argume~ts ha.ve a tendency indirectlytoenconrage 
and defend useless and harmful drinking, and that silence would have been 
better, for the sake of a. great and holy cause? 

I answer: 'l'bat He who go'l"erns-the universe and created the nature of man, 
who made freedom a necessity of his development and the cape.city to choose 
hetw!'en good and evil the crowning dignity of bis reason, knew better than to 
trust it to the expedients of political society. Thegrea.tn.nd holy cause of eman­
cipntion from vice a.nd moral bond,.ge is moral and not political. 

It used to be thought right to burn a. man's body for the salvation of his soul. 

~~~~~~. t~~s6 ~:r~;h~~~~ ~e~~fi~r!~sd hi6:!sr~1~~t::;hee;:lli~~e~~~~:~J1!hii 
protected the p •op le agaio3t perversion and spiritual ruin. The motive was 
not bad, but the philosophy wa..s fatal. 'l'he better the motive, the sincerer the 
man, the more disastrous was the policy. So, now, if dishonest and de.spofic 
men alone, from love of power and not of human welfare, should appeal to 
this m1tchineJ·y to work agt\inst men's wills their moral renovation, th.e plan 
would lose more than half its danger. But the ba.d preceden~ good men est.ab-

lish to-dav, in the weakness of their faith in better means, bad men use to­
morrow for bad purposes and with worse motives. Mea.n while, aiming at com­
pulsory conformity to your creed of a.rtiftcial virtue, the dissentients even if 
submissive, regarding themselves merely as the victims of a. domina.~t asceti­
cism, are made deaf to moral teachings, impatient of the preacher, haters of 
his doctrine, and defiant at heart. 

In the same argument, giving the views ot John Quincy .A.dams, he 
says: 

In the words of John Quincy A.dams, whose austere virtue and greatness 
ma.de him for years the representative statesman of New England uttered in 
addressing the temperance society of Norfolk County, five and t~enty yea.rs 
ago: 

"Fora-et not, I pray you, the rights of personal freedom. • • • Self-gov­
ernment is the foundation of all our political and social institutions, and it is 
by self-government alone that the law of temperance can be enforced. • • • 
See_k not to enforce upon your brother by legislative enactment that virtue 
~ ~f: 0~ ~iJl.<?;ises9 only by the dictate of his own conscience and the energy 

Before I close I would like to read from this argument, which was 
considered one of the ablest QQvernor 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: 
. On_e of~he la.test_ and best expositions of the rationale of government and leg-
1sla:t1on ~found m a r~cent volume bearing the title, by Lord Wrottesly, in 
which,_ without pretension to novelty of reasoning (which would perhaps be a 
demerit), he has presented the results arrived at by the best modern writers on 
the philosophy of government. 

The following propositions so clearly express the conclusions of reasons and 
experience that I a.m prepared to adopt a.nd to proclaim them as the voice of 
~th~ty: . 

"First. Laws should ne\"'er be passed which either can not be executed or of 
which the execution is so difficult that t.he temptation to neglect their observance 
is likely to surmount the fea.r of the punishment. 

"Second. Laws should never be passed forbidding acts which, in the opinion 
of a. large proportion of the educated members of the community, are in them· 
selves innocent. 

"Third. Laws should not generally be passed which, though good in them­
selves, either too much anticipate public opinion or a.re hostile to the delibe~ 
ately formed sentiments of a large majority of the population of any country. 

"Fourth. No aUempt should be ma.de to reform the moral conduct of society 
by the enactments of 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 o.t­
~~J>!t!t: enforced conformity, sounded the note of remonstrance with prophetic 

"I desire to bear my soleJll.n testimony and to say that though I have seen 
frequent attempts, I ne"l"er knew any good to come from such legislation. I 
have seen men exasperated by it, but never reformed. So it has ever been, and 
so it ever will be, until nature itself is changed. I was in Connecticut when at­
tempts were made to enforce the observance of the Sabbath by law. I saw 
hypocrisy, power, passion, haughtiness, indignation, force, resistance, com­
mands, threats, cursing; but I saw no promotion of meekness among christi&ns 
or repentance among sinners. The contest was long and the fr1.tits 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 it, as an infringement on 
theirperson::tlliberty. Questions of similar nature have been repeatedly 
before the people of my State, and their verdict has al ways been aCJ'ainst 
the enactment of snmptuary 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 int.oxicants, does not infringe on the per­
sonal liberty of the iudividual, nor uphold nor assist in enlorcing sump­
tuary laws. Let our action be one of deliberation and not that influ­
enced by this temporary and fanatical craze which has sprang up in a 
few sections of the conn try. 

M:r. 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 power by their own 
State laws and home rule to protect their home.s from the liquor traffic 
and all the misery it entails. 

There has been a frightful activity fqr evil sil?ce the recent decision of 
the Supreme Court that liquor coming from another State was com­
merce between the States, and, so long as it waa in the original pack­
ages, could be sold in defiance of local laws. The·ram-sellers, coming 
in from other States, have alighted 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 the sale of pint 
packages, which the people are powerless to prevent. All that the people 
could do was to appeal to Congress; and we have had petitions and 
memorials from all part.~ of the country, imploring, demanding1 urg­
ing us to pass a bill declaring that this traffic, now in unbridled activity, 
shall be put back under local laws, prohibition, license, o.r 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 atr­
thority of Congress, invited and suggested legislation by Congress 
which would give to the police powers of the State authority to con· 
trol it, and, wherever the people so desired, to uproot it utterly. This 
short bill of eight lines will do it; and I hope to see it passed through 
both Houses and signed by the President before this week is out. 

It was because of the urgency-because time was so important-tM.t 
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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 a law. The House substitute bill, which covered many other ar­
ticles than liquor, such as adulterated food products, was a meritorious 
measure, and when it had been substituted by the Honse 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 doubts 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 oo no harm and will do incalculable good. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I can not vote for 
this conference Eeport, 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 
.Honse substitute, as establishing a correct and proper boundary be­
tween the general commerce powers granted to Congress and the police 
powers reserved to the States. That substitute recognized in each 
State fall power and authority within its own limits to regulate the 
traffic in any articles of commerce-including, of course, intoxicating 
liquors-whenever such articles become mingled with the general 
property within the State. 

This, in my j'lldgment, exhausts the police powers of the State, and 
goes as far as the State has, under our theory of government, the right 
to go. Whenever the State assumes to proceed beyond regulation 
of traffic, and attempts to control the use and consumption of an ar­
ticle, it invades the home and that reserved domain of individual 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, muc:h less intrust it 
to any government, whether State or natiopal. 

I am confirmed in these views as to this conference report by the line 
of argument pursued 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 used in sustaining this report 
seem to me to be paternalism and high government in a very extreme 
and dangerous meaaure. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I regret that the conferenceupon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses bas 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 liquors as the only arti­
cle of commerce calling for legislative action, whereas in the course of 
the debate when the bill was before the Honse it was very clearly 
demonstrated that there were other articles of commerce over which 
the States should have control as well as intoxicating liquors. 

But unwise and tempotizing as I deem the Senate bill to be, I could 
yield it my support 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 should 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 house and overturns and tramples upon the per­
sonal liberty of the citizen. Yet this is precisely what the Senate bill 
proposes. The language of the bill is, that--

All fermented , distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or liquids transported 
into any State or Territory, or remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, or 
storage thereiu, shall, upon arrival in such State or Territory, be subject to the­
operation and effect of the Jaws 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 

State. Territbry, or foreign nation, and there held or offered for sale, the same 
shall then be subject to the laws of such State. 

'!'hen follows a proviso against discrimination by a State in favor of 
ita own citizens or prodncta. The Honse substitute seems to me so 
much the wiser measure that I am constrained to vote to disagree to 
the conference report, with the bope that by so doing we may still get 
the House bill after farther conference, or failing in that, that we 
may have eliminated from the Senate bill the very objectionable feat­
ure to which I have relerred. 

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. 

The question was j;aken; and there were-yeas 119, nays 93, not vot­
ing 11&; as follows: 

~EAS-ll9. 

.AlleQ.,Mich. 
Anderson, Kan.'t. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Baker, 
Banks, 
Bartine, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Boothman, 
Boute lle, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N.J. 
Burrows, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Cheadle, 
Cheatham, 
Cogswell, 
Comstock, 
Conger 
Conned, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Craig, 
Crisp, 

Culbertson, Pa. 
Dalzell, 
Darlington, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Fea.ther~n, 
Fithian, 
Flick, 
Flood, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Gest, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grosvenor, 
Haugen, 
HendersQn, Iowa 
Herbert, 
Hill, 
Hitt,. 
Hopkms, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, Iowa 
Knapp, 
Lacey, 

La. Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Laws, 
Lewis, 
Lodge, 
l\Iason, 
Mccomas, 
l\IcDuffie, 
l\IcKenna, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
l\Ioore, N. H. 
~Iorey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind. 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Raines, 
Ray, 

NAYS-93. 

Abbott, Davidson, 
Adams, Elliott, 
Barwig, Ellis, 
Bayne, Flower, 
Beckwith, Forman, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, 
Brickner, Frank, 
Brookshire, Geissenhainer, 
Brown, J.B. Gibson, 
Brunner, Goodnight, 
Bunn, Grimes, 
Burton, Hatch, 
Bynum, Hayes, 
Campbell, Haynes, 
Caruth, Heard, 
Caswell, Holman, 
Catchings, Kinsey, 
Chipman, Lane, 
Clunie, Lanham, 
Cooper, Ind. Lawler, 
Crain, Leh Ibach, 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. 
Cummings, Maish, 

Mansur, 
Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 
:McAdoo, 
1\IcClammy, 
McClellan, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 
Mcl\Ullin, 
McRae, 
1\Iontgomery, 
1\-Iorgan, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
O'Ferra.ll, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Reilly, 
Richardson. 

NOT VOTING-115. 

Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Bowden, 
Brower, 
Browne, T. M. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Carlton, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wis. 

,QJarke, Ala. 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Coleman, 

Cothran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Enloe, 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Fitch, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Ha.re, 
Harmer, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Dl. 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hermann, 
Hooker, 
Houk, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 

Kilgore, 
Lansing, 
Lee, 
Lester, Ga. 
Lind, 
Magner, 
McCarthy, 
McCreary, 
McKinley, 
Mills, 
Moore, Tex. 
Mudd, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 
O'Neall, Ind. 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Price, 
Quackenbush, 
Quinn, 
Randall, 
Rife, 
Robertson, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Scranton, 

So the conference report was agreed to. 

Reed, Iowa 
Reyburn, 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, · 
Sawyer, 
Scull, 
Sherman, 
Smith,fil 
Smith, W. Va. 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Waddill, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Watson, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright. 

Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Sayers, 
Skinner, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stump, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N. Y, 
Van Schaick, 
Vaux, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wbitthome, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder. 

Seney, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 
Smyser, 
Spinola, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, ID. 
Taylor, J. D. 
'l'aylor, Tenn. 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Walker, , 
Wallace, Mass. 
Washington, 
"Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Wickham, 
Wike, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Yardley. 

· The Clerk announced the following additional pairs until further 
notice: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of .Alabama. 
Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. WILEY. 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE, for the rest of this day. 
l\Ir. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. DOCKERY, on this vote. 
Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. McCREA.RY, on this vote. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the 

gentleman fromAlabama [Mr. CLARKE]. If hewerepresent, !should 
vote "ay." 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. REED, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the con­

ference report was agreed to ; and also moved to lay the motion to ~ 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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PAY Oir ASSISTANT DISTRICT AITORNEYS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. H~DERSON, of Iowa, was recognized. • 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I have a bill here in which I myself 

have no interest, but it is a matter that ought to be passed, and i 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 tempore (Mr. BURROWS in the chair). 'fhe gen­
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] was recoj:!;nized. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will allo'f the gentleman to submit 
his request for unanimous consent. The bill may be read subject to 
objection. 

Unanimous consent was granted. 
The Clerk read us follows: 
A bill (S. 3555) to increase the compensation of the assistants to the attorney of 

the Unit.ed St.ates for the District of Columbia, and to amend section 9fYl of the 
Revised Statures of the United States, relating to said Dist.riot. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 907 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to the District of Columbia, be amended to read as follows: 

•• Sxc. 907. Ile shall pay to his deputies or ll88istants not exceeding in all $10.· 
000 per annum; also his clerk-hire, not exceeding $2,400 per annum; office rent, 
fuel, stationery, printing, and other incidental expenses out of the fees of his 
office." 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the proposition that is now before the 
Honse? 

The SPEAKER pro tempo-re. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which bas 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 H. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 

HENDERSON) yieJd? 
Mr. HENDERSON, 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. I do not want that. If it is going to run in debate 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 ag:o the present statute, pro­
viding for the force of the district attorney's office to attend and prose­
cute in the various courts in the District of Columbia, was passed. The 
business has grown until the present force are simply irrcapable of doing 
the work. The proof is abundant of that fact. This bill makes pro­
vision for alldwing an additional assistant to the district attorney. 

As it is now, the grand jury most of the time are deprived of the as­
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 -0f the office for four years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman slate what is the limit of the 
expenditure under the present law? · 

Mr. OATES. !think it is about $5,000. I am not able to state pre­
cisely what it is. The evidence before the committee was that some 
of these assistants have not received more than $700; and with the 
force they have and this limited amount which can be paid, they are 
simply unable to do the business. That is clear, and we have had it 
from most reliable gentlemen, who are fully acquainted with this busi­
ness. 'l'his will enable the district attorney to employ one addition 
assistant, and the compensation for all of them will come out of th 
fees earned by the office, which considerably exceed that amoru1t. 

l\Ir. HOLMAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
I understand the present limitis$4,000. 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. I do not remember the precise figures. Perhaps the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CULBERSO:N'] 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 
ago. 

Mr. OATES. Yes; and the business is ffir more than double what it 
was then. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Far more than double? 
l\Ir. OATES. The tables show it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

OATES] asks unanimous 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 jnst read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall not object to its coming before the Honse. 
Mr. CANNON. I will object unless the unanimous consent can go 

to the extent of considering it as passed and reconsidered and laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that 
rigorous action. It seems that it is not necessary. 

l\Ir. HOLMAN. I do not object to its coming before the House. 
Mr. CASWELL. I hope the gentleman will not object. 
Mr. CANNON. I am willing to consent that it be passed. 
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. Tu there objection to the present con­

sideration of the bill? 
!ifr. CANNON. Unless the gentleman will modify his proposition 

so that it may by unanimous 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 side of the 

Honse to waste an hour or two in roll-calls. 
Mr. OATES. You do not make any objection, do you? 
Mr. CANNON. I have said that I am willing it should be consid­

ered as passed. 
Mr. HOLMAN. All that I ask on my part is 'Simply to have a vot.e 

on the proposition. 
Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman propose to roll for the yeas and 

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. I understand there is no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 

from Illinois to suggest that there shall 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 CODJ?ideration 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. McMILI,IN. I hope the gentleman will nbt insist on that. It 

will go through in less than five minutes, if it goes through at all. Ido 
not like to see adopted a method of procedure so extraordinary. 

Mr. CANNON. I 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 pause.] The Chair hears none. 
. Mr. OATES. I ask for a vote on the bill. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reacting 
of the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered· to be rea4 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 
passed; 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 Honse resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the coru;ide ation of general appropriation bills. 

The motio was agreed to. 
The Ho accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

on the sta of the Union, Mr. PAYSON in the chair. 
The C AIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 

further nsideration of the general deficiency bill, and the Clerk will 
read t e next paragraph. 

T Clerk read as follows: 
payment of special deputy marshals at Congressional elections, being a 

de ncy for the fiscal year 1888, $34,715. 

Ur. l\IcADOO. Ur. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I deem this a proper place t-0 call the attention of the House to the 

fact that this Jaw bas at times been maladministered, and I will now 
give an extract from the speech of Senator CARLISLE, formerly a member 
of this House, made in the Forty-sixth Con~ess, in which he calls at­
tention to the outrageous processes by which this law was adminis­
tered in ·tlie State of New York. 

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 Congressional election in 1878 In the 
city of New York those who controlled and directed this ingenious and op­
pressive politicnl machinery brought the whole force to bear with crushlnir 
effect against a single class of citizens of foreign birth. In May, 1878, the chief 
supervisor of elections in that city ca.used one of his clerks or assistants to 
swear to a single complaint against ninety-three hundred persons of foreicn 
birth, who held certificates of naturalization issued from the supreme court.s 
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 an order had been made by the court. The stipulation offact.s states that in the 
States court, issued five thousand and four warrants, returnable before himself case of each person whose name is entered in the book as naturalized there are 
as commissioner ot the United Statescom·t. Afterward it seems to have been dis- on file papers resembling in all respects those in the case of Coleman. 
covered by the officer that these warrants were illegal by reason of the fa.ct 
that the complaint contained more than one name, and thereupon they were And finally, after an able discussion of the law and the facts involved 
withdrawn; but immediately afterward he caused twenty-eight hundred more in the case, he says: 
complaints to be made and issued warrants upon them in the same way. Many 
persons were arrested under this process, and a.bout thirty-four hundred nat- It therefore appears t.hat Coleman was duly and legally admitted to citizen­
ura.liztld citizens, in order to escape from this partisan persecution, actually sur- ship, and that the legality of his admission was not invalid.ated by any act or 
rendered their papers. Just a few days before the election in November he omission which occurred either prior or subsequently to his admission. .As he 
caused the same clerk or assistant to swear to thirty-two hundred more com- was legally admitted it was proper for the court to give him the certificate of 
plaints. They were sworn to in packages- citizenship which was given to him, and that certificate was not unlawfully 

issued or made. On this ground he is entitled to his discharge from arrest. 
"Original packages," I suppose- Now, sir, if Coleman was a. qualified voter so were all the others, unless it 

many of them on the Sunday preceding the election, and during the night pre- can be shown that in some material respect their cases were different from his. 
ceding the election warrants were made out against the persons named in the That there was no such difterence, I think, may be fairly assumed from the 
complaints and placed in the hands of the supervisors of election at the various facts that the complaint.sand warrants were all alike, all being printed forms, 
voting places, to be dell vered to the deputy marshals the next morning, in order alleging the same otfense in the same language, and that there was not a soli­
that they might be executed when the persons named in them appeared. ta.ry conviction secured on any of them. 
Among the instructions given by the chief supervisor- The evidence taken by a committee of this Honse during the last Congress 

and reported in Miscellaneous Document No.23,shows that about ninety-five 
John I. Davenport- hundred persons who were naturalized in the superior court in 1868 regfatered -

to his subordinates was the following- and voted iu the city of New York at tQe election of 1876, but the result of the 

Mr. ROGERS. · Is that the same John I. Davenport that the Spenker system of intimidation inaugurated and ea.rried on by the chief supervisor of 
... elections and bis subordinates was that only twelve hundred and forty such 

eulogizes in the June number of the North American Review as having persons voted at the Congressional election in 1878. 
d •t f l t• · N y k? · It is therefore almost self-evident that about 8,000 voters, nearly all of whom 

secure purl Y 0 e ec ions lil ew or · were Democrats, were illegally deprived of the right of suffrage in a single city 
Mr. McADOO. That is the same Jolm I. Davenport. at that election. When these eight thousand mer.. voted the party of the Exec-
"In the case of persons who present themselves to vote, where a warrant has utive had but one Representative on this floor from that city; but after they 

been previously issued, you will see that such persons are arrested upon the have been driven or dragged a.way from the ballot-box it has three. I make no 
warrant upon so presenting themselves, and before voting." further comment. 

This instruction was faithfully obeyed, and on the day of election hundreds But, Mr. Chairman. when a law itself is vicious or unconstitutional, as I be-
of naturalized citizens who possessed a.II the qualifications required by the con- lieve these laws are, the mere manner of their administration is a.matter of sec­
stitution and laws of the State of New York were arrested at the uolls, dragged ondary importance. No method of administration can sanctify a bad law or 
away by these deputy marshals, and deprived of the right of suffrage. The reconcile its victims to its continued enforcement. The1·e is no remedy but re­
pretense upon which these outrages were committed was that the records of peal. 
naturalization kept by the superior court of New York iu the year 1868 were · Now, Mr. Chairman, in the language of Scripture, if this can take 
defective, and that therefore the certificates were void. 

The truth was that precisely the same kind of record, and no other, had been place in the green bush, what will take place in the dry? If this can 
kept in that court for a period of fifteen years, under the administration of be done under the present mild law, with a non-partisan jury, what in 
nineteen different judges of both political parties, Hon. Edwards Pierrepont, the name of heaven and 1·nstice will be done under a bill which provides 
late minister to the court of St. James, being one of them; that between fifty 
and sixty thousand per3ons had during that time been naturalized in precisely for bayonets to back up the chief marshal with a partisan jury selected 
the same manner as these persecuted men, and many of them had been voting by partisans to find indictments at will? [Applause on the Democratic 
and exercising all the other rights of citizenship without question for twenty side.] 
years: and that before these arrests were made a State judge, in an able and 
elaborate opinion, had expressly decided that the record was sufficient. and the Mr. FARQUHAR. :Mr. Chairman, it seems singular that on suc­
naturalization valid. Notwithstanding these facts, about which there can be ceeding days members on the Democratic side should deal in baek 
no dispute, t.hese nine or ten thousand persons, who had in good faith procured numbers. I am well a.ware of the tact that it takes a Representative 
their papers in 1868, were selected to be the victims of as vile a political con-
spiracy and persecution as was ever set on foot in the history of any country. outside the State of New York to make any criticism on the paper 

Mr. v AUX. Will the gentleman allow me' a question? which has just been read. I think there is no Uepresentative of the 
Mr. McADOO. r would be very glad to do so, but I have only five State of New York who would have asked to have that paper spread 

minutes, and therefore can not. But if r have time I will be glad to upon the record. I certainly as one would not, and I think that I feel 
do so. as peaceably towards my neighbors and hold the honor of my State as 

high as any man could. I never would want to seeinprinton therec-
Certa.inly no such cruse.de against the political rights or any class of citizens ords of this Congress anything that carried us back to the first days 

• was ever before inaugurated in this country, antl none ever had less excuse or 
justification. In some instances the papers of the citizen were seized by these when there was a purification of elections in the city of New York 
!:e~!!~fficers when he came to register and were retained until the election through registration and through supervisors. 

The total absence of sufficient legal cause for these extraordinary proceedings I hardly think that any man wants to go back to the back numbers 
is demonstrated by the admitted fact that although thousands of warrants were that brought disgrace to our State. I have no comments to make, but 
issued and hundreds of a1·rests were made, not a. single conviction was ever I say there is not a square Democrat in the State who would want to go 
obtained, and, indeed, not a single case was ever prosecuted to a final hearing. ·behind the days and the legislation that brought a clean ballot to our 

[Here the hammer fell.] State. I stand as a. Representative on this floor, proud of the fact 
Mr. FARQUHAR Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that that New York has now on her statute-books the best law of election 

the gentleman be allowed to finish reading. It is somewhat of a back that ever was passed. It is to her honor and credit, and it is to the 
number, but I would like to hear it read. honor and credit of good Democrats who stood by Mr. Davenport and 

Mr. McADOO. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy; but even others when they cleaned out New York in the four years in which it 
back numbers can be made forward numbers sometimes. Continuing, first operated. ~ . . 
he said: That is an answer to all that the gentleman from New Jersey has 

I have said that these were legally qualified voters, and a brief refe.rence to said; and when any one on this floor wants to take up the cudgels for 
the judgment of the United States circuit court in one of the cases will estab- the impurity of the ballot-box then they take it up on a question of 
lish the truth of the statement. One of the men arrested, Peter Coleman by h 
name, appears to have been so poor and friendless as to be unable either to pro- t e cost of court officers. It has been so thoroughly ventilated that 
cure bail or otherwise secure his release, and consequently he was thrown into no Democrat that I know of in the State of New York holds up his 
jail, and in the excitement and confusion of the occasion was-overlooked until bead to defend the practi_: ces of those days. [Applause on the Repub-
some time after the election. A writ of habeas corpus was sued out and he was ] 
brought bef<?re Ji;idge Blatc~ford, w~o, a.f~r an elaborate investiga.~ion of the lican side. 
whole quest1on,d1scharged hun from unprisonment. To show thatlus case wa.s Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Cbairman, I want to go back to 
the same as the cases of the others, and that they were also legal voters, I read pacre 51 fior a co •tt d t h. h d tte ti t 
some brief extracts from the opinion. In the course of his opinion 'the judge ·,... · mmi ee amen men W IC escape my a n on a 
says: " !Jie time. 

·•It. is not claimed thn.t between the end of 1858 and the beginning of li74 nny The CHAIRMAN. The re.quest of the gentleman from Iowa. will 
other form of order admilting t-0 citizenship was made by the superior c~urt · be withheld for a moment until the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
any case different from what now appears to have been made in the chse 
Coleman while it does appear that during all the time from 1858 to 187 e TURNER) can be recognized on the pending amendment. 
form of the order of admission was the same as in the case of Coleman (e cept M:r. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am glad that at last 
that nothing appears as to any initial of a judge), and that such form covers my distinguished colleague from New York rises in his place to defend 
the cases of between fifty thousand and sixty thousand persons, who appear by the honor of that crreat State. I am glad that at last hi·s State pri·de IS. 
the books of that court before mentioned to have been admitted by that court r-
during that period. to be citizens if Coleman was so admitted." aroused. I am somewhat astonished when I recall that I have sat 

And further on he says: here day after day when men have maligned and traduced that great 
The court, for a period of fifteen years, observed the same form of precedent State and he has been silent. I recall with wonder and amazement, 

and kept the same records, and made the same orders of admission in all cases Mr. Chairman, that through the days of the debate on the general elec­
of naturalization as in the case of Coleman, and none other. During t-ha.t pe- tion bill, when frequently, very frequently indeed, reference was made 
riod nineteen judges occupied seats on the bench of that court. They were Jo-
seph s. Bosworth, Murray Hoffman, John Blossom, Lewis B. Woodrutf, Ed- to alleged frauds in the State of New York, and the assertion was made 
wards Pierrepont, James Moncrief, Anthony L. Robertson, James W. White that there was to be reformation in New York City, and that New Yorlt 
John M. Barbour, Claudius L. l\Ioneil, Samuel B. Garvin, John H. McCa.nn: ffty th 1 h this 1 ti bill ded h 't 
Samuel Jones, Freeman J. Fithian, John J. Freedman, James c. Spencer, Will- 1 was e P ace w ere e ec on was nee as muc as 1 
iam E. Curtis, John Sedgwick, and Hooper c. Van Vorst. was needed in any pa.rt of the South, he had nothing to say. 

It is t-0 be presumed that, in ea.ch case of naturalization during that time, a. These assertions weTe made by gentlemen on the-Other side1 and yet 
certificate was given like in form to that received by Coleman, and a.verring this new defender of the honor of the State of New York sat silent in 
that the court had ordered the admission of the party. That series of judges 
must have regarded what was found on the files, or in therecordsorbooksofthe his seat and cried "ay" when the roll was called, thus indorsing, so 
court in each case as an order of admission, or as a record of showing that such far a.S he could by his vote, those statements as true-false and libelous 
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as be 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 know 
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 bis own action in voting 
for a bill draughted 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 wan t.s silence. I 
should think that his one request of history would be silence. (Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] · 

Sir, I have sat in my place in silence the last hour I ever shall listening 
to these attacks, nameless and vague, launched against my city because 
of the fact that she is a great Democratic city, and because her Demo­
cratic majorities mount higher and higher as the intelligence of her 
people progresses. These charge$ come from the other side of this 
Chamber, 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 crime of 
New York that she gave 57,000 Democratic majority in 1888, raise 
anew this cry of fraud 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 here and listened 
for the last time I ever purpose to do to these charges without 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 intelli~ent, and as 
conscientious as the people represented by any gentleman upon the 
other side of this Chamber. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. F ARQUHA.R. One word, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the tirade 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. TURNEB]. Notwithstanding 
the allegation that the liberties of 9,000 voters were trampled upon 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
tfon 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 tha.tfact, that not a 
dollar ofremuneration had been asked for these outrages, 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. 

1\Ir. OU"TIIW .AITE. Name one of them. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not 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: 
Page 51, strike out line 24, and on page 52, strike out. lines 1 and 2, and insert. 

in lieu thereof "for lRSS, except the claims ot the C'.entral Pacific and Southern 
Railroad Companies, $229.89; in all, 8837.39." 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This simply carries out the exception 
which has been observed throughout the bill a.s 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 the last 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 a.re now beini:r discussed in Congress and by the coun­
try. They become contemporaneous and immediate in their pertinency 
since the Davenport bill is now before Congress. Those facts, so far 
as I know, st.and 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 suits for damages or appealed to the grand jury for an 
indictment of the offender, I desire to say that I poi.nt 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 leg.al voter and per contra as having been illegally arrested, so 
that he bad the judgment ofa court to back up his suit for damages it 
he had seen fit to bring it. But, l\Ir. Chairman, the hundreds and 
thousands of men who we.re dragged into a 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 appeal' on the record as 
having been illegally arrested. That fa.ct 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 outrages 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. I do not desire to see local 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 wiU 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 
fraud and corruption than secure fair and impartial elections. 

I have heard it stated on this floor oflate to my a.stonishment, 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 1,1. political saint. 
Why, to hear gentleman eulogize him, or to hear him defend himself 
before this House and the country in his communications and letters, 
one would imagine that he was surrounded 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 Vidocq and is 
impervious to the stings of popular criticism or the protests of indig­
nant opposition, a man whose profession it is to carry out 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, 
totherepressionofthegreatDemocratic vote in New York and vicinity. 

This is the man who is eulogized here as a 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 bear from Mr. Davenport as a citizen of the State of New York any 
advocacy of what is called the reform or Australian system of voting? 
Did any one ever hear of any reform inaugurated in the city New York 
receiving the snpport ofJ\fr. 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 talenta, 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 Democratic side.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. F ARQUHA.R. Mr. Chairman, as a sufficient answer to all that 

bas been said on the other side, I ask the Clerk to read from the testimony 
of Hon. William C. Whitney before the Cox investigating committee 
in 1877. In thi8 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 illegal registration? 
A. I do not imagine that there was any worth speaking of. There is, of course, 

an uncertain element in this registration, but l'i!r. Davenport takes that, and 
goes throughout the city and ascertains whether it is lego.l or illegal. 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 
be 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 is spread out before him as if it were on a. map, and he is able to eliminate 
the cases where a man has registered for the first time from a given house 
within the last year or two years, which are cases where fraud, if there be any, 
is most probable, After he has go:ie through the list he finds, perhaps, two or 
three thousand people who possibly may have fraudulently registered. The 
uncertain element in regard to that two or th :·ee thousand is this: Perhaps out 
of that two thousand there are not more tha n two hundred and fifty persons 
who come to the polls and whose cases are in \'estigated. The other seventeen 
hundred and fifty ca.s ·s may or may not be fraudulent. Aside from the ele­
ment that keeps away from the polls, I think that the election is as honest as 
we can get it. 

Q. 'rhe list is corrected and revised and pur ~ed before the election? 
A. Yes, sir. Mr. Davenport. wHl explain to you how carefully he goes over 

the registry. I am entirely familiar wiLh the system that he has put in opera­
tion, and I think it is very thorough, and if a man succeeds in getting through 
that system and voling when he has no title to vote he is t>retty smart. * • • • • • • 

Q. You think that the supervision of the election under the system of Mr. 
Davenport has had the tendency to prevent illegal voting and to give a fair 
election? 

A. I think it has-yes, sir. • • • I know that I have beard l\Ir. John Kelly 
since [the election] express to the organization with which he ls connected, and 
in one place and another, the same opinion I have ..expressed here-that Mr. 
Davenport 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 is the 
testimony of Hon. William C. Whitney, late Secretary of the Navy, 
and also of John Kelly, who was foryearsthe head of Tammany Hall 
I would accept Mr. Kelly's word anywhere, Democrat as he was. 
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Mr. McADOO. Why do yon not adopt the Russian me.thods? You 

would then knbw everything about a man, including what he eat8 for 
breakfast ; and of course you would know whether he ca.st8 an illegal 
vote. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in the Forty-first Con­
gress, on February 24, 1871, Hon. George ~ickers, a Senator from Mary­
land delivered an able speech upon the bill to amend the act of May 
31 i s10 and entitled "An act to enforce the rights of citizens of the 
Urtlted State~ to vote in the several States of the Union, and for other 
purposes.'' 

It seems to me that the discussion which bas taken phce this after­
noon would be incomplete without supplementing what has heen so 
ably said by my friend from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo] with refer­
ence to the practical operation of election laws 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 de~uty marshals. . . . 

Of course a UnitedStatesJudge would not knowrngly appomt thieves 
and murderers, swindlers and dram-shop keepers, and persons of even 
less reputable professions; and it is evident that when such things are 
done it is because the judJ1;e bas been imposed upon by some schem­
ing, characterless local politician; and when such _things do ocCU:r where 
Federal control is attempted, they prove the wisdom of placmg and 
keeping election machinery wholly with the States and under the con­
trol of State officials. men who know the persons appointed. Such of­
ficials are responsible to the voters of the locality where they live, and 
under such a. system we have always bad fair elections. 

I will read a paragraph from Senator Vickers's speech from vol­
mne 83, Congressional Globe, Dage 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 signal severity. And 
by whom are these assumed powers t-0 be exercised? Is it by the wise, the pru­
dent, the discreet; the man of order, of property.and of peace? No, sir. Look 
at the elections held in New York City in November last under Federal super­
vision and bayonet influence. Who were the dep:aties and special deputies ap­
pointed to superintend the election in that city, to arrest, and regulate? I hold 
in my hand a list, of considerable length, of the Rpecial celebrities, as published 
in the New York World in November last. Some are robbers, convicted felons, 
penitentiary convicts, and others who had been guilty of crimes. They were 
appointed by Judge Woodruff, a judge of a United States court. I read a few 
names: 
, "Theodore, alias.1\Iike, Anthony, alias Snuffey, of 24 Cherry street, a laborer, 

thirty-five years of age, m11orried, and can not read or write. Anthony was ar­
rested by Detective James Finn of the fourth precinct, on July 24, 1870, for lar­
ceny from the person, and was held in 82,000 bail for trial by Justice Hogan. 
He was indicted by the grand jury on the charge on the Z3d of August last. 

"Joseph Frazier, of 279 \Vater street, is a thief and confederate of thieves. 
"James Miller is the keeper of a den of prostitution in the basement of 339 

Water street. 
"James Tinnigan keeps a similar den in the basement of 337Water street. 
"James Sullivan, alias Slocum, keeps a house of prostitution at 330 Water 

street, which is a resort for desperate thieves. 
••Frank Winkle keeps a house of prostitution at 337l Wat.er street. The po­

lice are frequently called in to quell fights in 'Vinkle's place, and it bears a hard 
reputation. 

"The Radical authorities have appointed one John (alias' Buckey') McCabe, 
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' orig­
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 Honsey 
Nichols, alias Dennis McCabe. His real name is .Andrew Andrews. His wife 
reside in North Pearl sLreet, and the •supervisor' of the eighth district, Fif­
teenth ward, New York, is down hi the directory as a citizen of Albany. 

"Willillm Lewis is a supervisor in the Nineteenth ward. He was arrested 
November 22, 1864, for stealing from Mr. Frederick Landmann, corner of Third 
avenue and Seventy-second street, the following property: One gold Wl\t-ch and 
chain, one locket, ear-rings, bracelet, and breast-pin, all valued at $195. The 
stolen property was found in his possession, and the prisoner was committed 
for trial by Justice Connolly. He was afterwards released to go and enlist in 
~Arm~ _ 

"Joseph Hurtnett, supervisor Eighteenth ward. Arrested June 3, 1869, as 
accessory to the murder of Richard Gerdes, a grocer, corner or First a.venue 
and Twenty-fourth street. 

"Henry Rail, supervisor Eighth ward. One of the principals in the Chatham 
street saloon murder; went off West to escape punishment, and has only been 
back a few· weeks. 

"James Moran, supervisor third district, Eighth ward. Arrested on Sunday 
last for felonious assault. • 

"William (alias Pomp) Harton (colored), marshal Twenty-second ward. Ar­
rested a few days since for vagrancy. 

''Theodore Allen, marshal Eighth ward. No'v in prison for perjury and 
keeps a house the resort of panel-thieves and pickpockets, on :Mercer street. 

••Richard O'Connor, supervisor seventh district, First ward. He has been for 
years receiver of smuggled cigars from Ha.v • na steamer. 

"L. H. Cargill. supervisor ninth district, Ninth ward. Tried in United States 
court for robbing the mail. 

"John Van Buren, supervisor twelfth district, Eighth ward. WM at one time 
in the sheriff's office anc..l discbargt!d for carrying a load of seized goods from the 
establishment of Richard Wa.lters, in East Broadway. 

"l\Ia;o-tAllen marshal Eighth ward. Served a. term of five years in the Con­
necticut State prison; sentenced to Sing Sing for five years by Judge Bedford. 
His case was appealed, and while waiting for decision he managed 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. 

"John McChesney, supervisor fourth district, Ninth ward. Associates with 
thieves; bears a bad character generally. 

"William Cassidy, supervisor twelfth district, Ninth ward. Is a street bum­
mer. without any visible means of support. 

"Thomas Mcintire, marshal Eighth ward. Has been frequently arrested for 
beating his aged mother; sent several tinies to Blackwell's Island. 

"Timothy Lynch, manhal sixth district, First ward. A Washington Market 
lounger. 

"Pet.er Mose, marshal Sixth ward. Habitual drunkard. 

• 

•• /I 

"John Connor, supervisor first district, First ward. Keeps a disorderly gin­
mill, resort of lowest characters. 

"Francis Jordan. supervisor sixth district, First ward. Lives in New Jer• 
sey; was turned out of the post-office by Postmaster Jones for bad conduct. 

"Bernard Dugan, supervisor eigl:tth district, First ward. Habitual drunkard; 
his wife left him on account of his drunkenness, and procured a divorce on that 
ground. 

"John robin, supervisor ninth district, First ward. Arrested about six 
months ago for grand larceny. 

"Patrick Murphy, supervisor fourth district, Sixth ward. Two years a~o 
distributed fraudulent naturalization papers and woulcl furnish them to any­
body that would promise to vote for Grant. 

"Edwar<i Slevin, jr., supervisor second district, l<'ourth ward. Has an in­
dictment now pending against him in court of general sessions for cutting a 
boy named Kilkenny. 

"l\Iichael Foley, supervisor fourth•district, Fourth ward. Well-known re­
penter, voting for anybody that will pay. 

"James F. Day, supervisor seventh district, Fourth ward. Shot at a man in 
a fight between the Walsh Association and a gang from Water street. 

••John Connors, alias' Jockey,' supervisor third district, Fourth ward. A we U­
known desperate character. 

"Dennis Hogan, supervisor ninth distrid, First ward. A bounty-bird during 
the war. 

"Richard Enright, supervisor in First ward, eighth district. Arrested for 
robbery in 1863. 

"John Grimes, supervisor twelfth district, Fifth wo.rd. Arrested ln .Aprll, 
1863, for stealing a gold watch. 

''Michael Costello, marshal Sixth ward. Bounty jumper during the WM. 
"Harry Rice, supervisor thirteenth district, Sixth ward. Was connected with 

the Chatham-street concert-saloon murder, l\ndfl.ed to Nebraska to escape pun­
ishment. 

•·Thomas Lane, supervisor seventeen th district, Sixth ward. Formerly keeper · 
oI a notorious den at Five Points, headquarters of thieves and robbers. 

"John Lane, supervisor twenty-second district, same ward. Was indicted for 
receiving stolen goods. Has served a term in Sing Sing. 

' · Edward Foley, supervisor sixth district, Ninth. ward. Arrested last year 
for stealing a watch. 

"Humphrey Ayers, supervisor eighteenth district, Ninth ward. Arrested six 
years ago for robbing the United States mail. 

"John Dowling, supervisor nineteenth district, Ninth ward. Arrested Au­
gust 20, 1869, for till· tapping. 

"James Fitzsimmons, supervisor twentieth district, Ninth ward. Arrested 
August l, 1868, for robbery. 

"John .Martin, supervisor fifth district, Twelfth ward. Arrested a few years 
ago under an indictment for arson. 

"Samuel Rich, supervisor fourth district, Thirteenth ward. Served a lerm ot 
two years at Sing Sing for felonious assault. 

"John (l\lias 'Buckey') McCabe, supervisor eighth district, Fifteenth ward. 
Charged with shooting a man with intent to kill about a. year a.go. 

" William P. Burke, supervisor twentieth district, Eighth ward. Served his 
term in the State prison of Massachusetts for burglary; also two yea.rs in the 
New York State prison. 

"James McCabe, supervisor fourth district, Eighth ward. Now confined in 
the Tombs under indictment for highway robbery. 

"William Irving, supervisor fourteenth district, Eighth ward. Has served a 
term in Sing Sing prison for burglary committed in the Eighth ward, and has 
never been pardoned. 

"Patrick Henry Kily, a.lias Fred. Williams, supervisor twenty-second dis­
trict, Eighth ward. Keeper of house of ill-fame; re801't of the lowest and vilest 
characters. · 

"Patrick Hefferman, supervisor of the tenth district, Sixth ward. Arrested 
some time since for attempted murder. 

"Frederick Sterringer, supervisor Eighth ward. Has been arrested several 
times for keeping disorderly house. 

"J. F. Baderhop, supervisor Tenth ward. Arrested far murdel" a few years 
since. 

"Ed. Weaver, marshal in Eighth ward. Has been but a short time out 
of Rtate prison, where he has been serving out his sentence. 

"Walter Prince (colored), marshal Eighth ward. Now in prison a.waiting 
trial for highway robbery. 

"Andrew Andrews, alias Hans Nicols, marshaL Panel-thief; been sen­
tenced two or three times to St.ate 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 meli quite as disreputable as those I have read. 

Now, it is conceded, I believe, that these supervisors and deputy 
mar hals 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 virtue. I 
beg to ask if a man regarded by Republicans as a person of such per­
fect character selects such men to control the elective franchise of free 
Americans, what kind of men might we expect would be selected by 
chief supervisors who are not blessed with the numerous virtues which 
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 intrnsted 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 oppooing parties. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
Forty-seventh Congress, an affidavit from a United States official re­
garding the efforts of the mafihal U> empanel jurors of his own seloo­
tion to try election cases: 

The affiant says: 

The marshal said: "They have excused severs.lo! the jurors and I have noti• 
tied men tobeheresothatl could summon them; noneofthemare 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 a similar experience in the Florida Fed­

eral courts. I read from the New York World of recent date: 

the most important of their political powers consisted in the control, through 
their Legislatures, over the time, places, aud manner of election; and the ulti­
mate supervisory power was reluctantly placed with Congress upon the express 
ground that it was necessary for the preservation of the Government; tha.t 
without this provision the States might neglect to make any regulations on 
the subject, or might fix the times of election at such periods as to prevent a 

PARTISANSHIP IN FLORIDA. representation, and thereby cause a dissolution of the Government. 
Judge Swayne, of the northern district of Florida, makes a. companion por· It was admitted in all the debates tbatthispowerof providing fora deficiency 

trait lo Judge Woods, of Indiana. He is a Harrison judge, appointed to the or failure of action on the part of the State Legislatures did not and could not 
vacancy on the bench occasioned by the death or Thomas J. Settle. The World with propriety reside anywhere else than in Congress. Still the States were so 
has shown in its Washington and Florida. correspondence during the present jealons on this subject that most of them accompanied their ratifications of the 

i . h" . d t Constitution with a. solemn protest against the exercise by Congress of this 
year how this man bas turned h 11 court into a. part15an mac me orgnmze 0 power, except tn cases of failure or neglect on the part of the State Legislatures; 
convict. Senators CALL and PASCO, of Florida, and Representatives DAVIDSON and also with standing instructions to their delegates, in all future time, to ob-
and BULLOCK have vainly protested to the President against the outrageous . 
conductor this J'udge, and the representations made by them to the Senate show- tam, as early as practicable, an amendment of the Constitution limiting the ac· 

d · h T d" · c •tt tion of Congress on this matter to such cases of neglect and failure only. The 
ing his flagrant violation of law have been burie m t e "u iciary ommi ee ratification of South Carolina, North Carolina.. Virainia, Pennsylvania, New 
room of that body-the committee whi"h will in a few days be called upon to ,.. 
pass upon the new election bill that will invest judges like Swayne with almost fu~~;~!f;,~~~ Island, and Massachusetts, if not others, contain such protests and 
unlimited powers over Federal elections. 

A sPECWEN soUTHERN 1\IARSHAL. To show the intensity of the convictions of this great Whig orator upon 
The rea.dns of the World are familiar with the history of John R. l\Iizcll,- this subject I will read a resolution which he presented to Congress on 

whowasthemarsha.lofSwayne'scourt. Aspecia.lcorrespondentortbeWorld, June 11, 1838, whichireadfrom volume 6 of the Congressional Globe, 
sent to Florida (or *e purpose some weeks ago, has shown that Mizell and his Twenty-fifth Congress, page 445: 
associates are guilty of more than one political murder. But he is sustained by Resolved, That no election or action of this House can deprive the people of 
:~: ~:!:~nistration at Washington and rewarde~ with one of the best offices in any State of their constitutional rights of ele"ting Representatives to Congress 

While marshal be wrote this jury-packing letter last July, a fac-simile of which at tlie time designated for that purpose by the Legislature of such State; that 
. d. b -.u ld T f theclaimofsuchrightonthepa.rtofthisHonsewould beada.ngerousencroa.ch· 

was prmte int e .. or ... anuary 'El 0 the present year: ment upon the rights of the States, and ita e.xerclse a direct a.nd palpable >iola.· 
OFFICE J. R. MIZELL, UNITED STATES MARSHAL tion of the Constitution . 

FOR NoBTHERN DISTRICT oF FLORIDA, During the reading of the fore2oinsz extract, 1ifr. WHEELER'S time Jacksonville, .Fla., July 5, 1889. ~ ~ 

Sm: You will at once confer with McBulby and make out a list of fifty or sixty expired. 
u~i~ OJ:!~~ ~~~~i~~:ero~~!~i:t~~~o~~:r~oH~~ r;~~~:!~~ ~tr~rJ~I~~ as ~~ti~~:M.A.N. The Chair will regard the pro Jonna amendment 

i:;tates court, and it is necessary to have them at once, as you can see. Please ltfr. WHEELER, of .Alabama. I ask permission to print in the 
a~knowledge this. 

I am, yours truly, RECORD the portion of the extracts which, owing to the expiration of 
JOH~~~~t~:!'.t'arshal. 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 ? 

C. C. KmK, Esq., De Land, Fla. 
Please get the names of the partiei; as nea1· stea,m-boat and railroad stations as 

possible. 
If the election bill now before Congress shall become a law elections in the 

South 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 India.na, 
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 pla.oo of 
money; purity in politics will, in the words of Senator INGALLS, become an 
"iridescent dream,'' and t.he Republfca.n party, to quote Speaker REED, at Pitts­
burgh, "will do jts 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 predecessors of the 
present Speaker of the House upon the importance of continuing 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 eloquent speech of .Mr. Nason, who rep­
resented what is now the county of York, Maine, in the Massachusetts 
constitutional convention which convened in Boston on January 9, 
1788, and whichntified 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 S. Prentiss, who, fifty years afterwards, in 1838, was a 
Representative in Congress from Mississippi, but who was born and 
reared in the city o~ Portland, in the county of Camberland, t .he other 
county of the district of the Speaker~ Mr. REED. 

In tbis speech Mr. Prentiss said (I read from page 291 of Memoir 
of S. S. Prentiss, edited by his brother): 

The best rule of interpretation is to ascertain, if practicable, the intent and ob­
ject of the lawgiver. a.nd then so construe the words as to cover the intent and 
attain the object. This intent may be best ascertained by a consideration of the 
necessity which ga.ve rise to the provision. The framers of the Constitution, in 
prescribing the ireneral modes through which the right or representation should 
be exercised, very wisely concluded that the regulation of this most important of 
all political rights shouldJ>e placed in the hands of the Legislatures of the States 
respectively as the safest depositories of so important a trust. 

Accordingly they provided, by the fourth section of the first article, that ''the 
times, places, and manner of holding electionsforSenatorsa.nd Representatives, 
shall be prescribed in each State by the Legisla.ture thereof: but the Congress 
may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except a.s to the place 
of choosing Sena.tors." But if the Constitution bad stopped here it would have 
been defective; for though the State Legislatures, knowing when the regular 
term would 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 a.ft.er the term is filled. ·The regular vacancies 
which must occur in the office biennially and at stated periods could of course 
be foreseen and provicled for by legislative action. The power to provide for 
the filling of these periodical vacancies in the office of Representative was 
clearly_ placed with the State Legislatures. 

Mr. ~rentiss again recurs to this branch of the subject on pages 293 
and 294: 

Whatever may be the correctness of my views upon this point, no one will 
deny that the language, spirit, and intent of the Constitution combine to place, 
as fe.r as practicable, the matter of elections for Representatives and Sena.tors 
under the control of the State Legislatures. * • * Indeed, so vitally im­
portant was it considered to the independence of the States that the legislation 
should be entirely untrammeled in prescribing the time, place, a.nd manner of 
elections that it. was with grea.t difficulty that.the States were persuaded to ac­
quiesce in the controlling power given t-0 Congress to make or alter by law the 
State regulations. 
If YQU 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 

. .-

: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, a bent the Farmers' Alliance? 

l\Ir. WHEELER, of Alabama. That will be printed soon. I have 
been compelled to delay it awaiting important information from the 
Census Bureau, which bears upon the subject. 

I stated in my speech that I w~mld give exact figures and I sent thelt} 
to the Census Office for verification. I am glad that the gentleman is 
so anxious to 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 gen'tleman 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 events and bears strongly on this q aes­
tion. I read from a speech in the Porty-first Congress, 1871, by Sen· 
ator Vickers, and one in the Twenty-seventh Congress, 1838, by Ser­
geant S. Prentiss. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment. 
A good many years ago a gentleman who afterwards became a very 

distinguished 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 great detail 
at the time. Many years afterwards the same gentleman, who was 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 upon the ballot-boxes of the State, after the closing of the polls 
on the night of the election, bad changed the result of the vote in the 
State, and had elected by this systematic fraud Governor Hoffman to 
be the executive of that State in place of the man duly elected by the 
people. That ~arge was never denied bv Mr. Tilden so far as I now 
remember or in so far as I 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 to the 
brave and courageous man who saw fit to thus denounce the frauds 
committed by the Democratic party in that State. 

It was the outgrowth of a state of affairs like that which brought to the 
surface in this country John I. Davenport and made him the important 
person be 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 c.urrent 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 thousands of 
others, it is because there is a necessity for that sort of leadership and 
that sort ofpromnlgatioo. John I. Davenport grew up to be the mas· 
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ter of the reforruaJ;ion, which was aft-erwards aided by a ·great many 
leading Democrats of the city of New York, brought into it because 
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 th~ continuance of the then existing state of things 
would produce anarchy, bloodshed, and municipal bankruptcy. Demo­
crats and Republicans united to bring about a change in the situation 
in New York, and out of the horrors of that period of ballot-box fraud 
and outrage John I. Davenport came to the front. And he stands to­
day in the front rank of the men who ha.Ye 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 distinguished 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 ramifications in that city, and yet I have not heard that they 
have employed the machinery of the criminal law of New York against 
thecrimesallegedagainstJohn 1. Davenport. If he is the guilty wretch 
that justly provokes the ire of my friend from New Jersey [Mr. Mc­
Anoo ], 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 theStateofNew York; 
some have come hack recently under a sort of political necessity in the 
form of an amnesty in the courts, bnt a great many are yet wandering 
exiles over the earth. John I. Davenport resides in the city of New 
York and it is the pnblicjndgmentof Americans that to-day he is un­
justly censmed on the floor of the House for frauds or wrongs on the 
ballot-box. I do not believe he has been guilty. I do not doubt 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. Mr. Chairman, it is proper that I should say a 

single word in justice to the memor.v of a great statesman now dead, 
Samuel J. Tilden, and that in justice to the memory of this gentle­
man I should not permit the statement of the gentleman from Ohio, 
as I understand it, to go uncontradicted. If! 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. 
1\Ir. McADOO. And I understood the gentleman to say farther that 

the charge had never been denied. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I ~aid it had never been denied by the gentle­

man against whom it was made, and the truth 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 Uepresentative 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 not deny at the same time the Morey let­
ter, did he? 

:Mr. McADOO. And it is an act of injustice to a dead statesman, to 
an em in en t statesman, to a pa trio tic 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 ma!! in any election. His friends have denied it specific­
ally, emphatically, and circumstantially on everJ occasion wheneYer 
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 prosecuted? 
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 band of Federal 
power; and the citizens of the StateofNewYork 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 a power not amenahle to the State courts of New 
York so long a.s be acts under the color of Federal law. That may 
answer the question why Mr. Davenport has not been sued or indict~d. 

..: .· 

Now the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] wonder& why Mr. 
Davenport should be so aspersed, as he says, or why gentlemen on this 
side of the Honse 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. S.PRINGER. Under color of authority. 
Mr. McADOO. I can not yield now. I am answering the gentle­

man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVEYOR]. The gentleman knows, as one who 
has had part in t.he 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 him, 
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]\fr. Davenport during the four years of Democratic administration? 
Mr. McADOO. Because Mr. Davenport is a diplomate-[ derisive 

lau~hter on the Republican side]-Mr. Davenport is a Talleyrand, 
and when Mr. Davenport found that he did not have a great political 
party and a friendly Administration the Talleyrandic Mr. Davenport 
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 be considered himself 
in political exile and bis talents suppressed, and the arena of his great 
achievements curtailed, until Benjamin Harrison was elected, when he 
blossomed out, not alone under the present law, but as the proud father 
of the measure which now excites the honest indignation of the country. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I bow t-0 the rhetoric ot the 
gentleman, if not to his logic. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GROSVENOR] is 
recognized. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to state in answer to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] that Ur. Davenport-

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohid [Mr. GBOSVENOR)­
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. McAnoo] had not finished his remarks. 

Mr. HERBERT. I simply desire to make a statement in answer to 
the question of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would like to have a better 
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 circuit judge is, I believe, a Republican. :Mr. Daven­
port is not subject to impeachment or removal by anybody except the 
circuit courh of the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And the circuit 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 nothing 

to do with this appointment at all. The gentleman knows that, if he 
knows anything about it. The gentleman must know that the Demo­
craticjudge he mentioned is simply an additional judge who has nothing 
to do with the appointment. He knew that, if he knew anything about 
it all. . 

M:r. TURNER, of New York. That is the trouble. He did not. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I trust my friend from New J er-

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 ClOndition, that such men as Mr. Davenport come 
to the front. I was showing 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 leru:lingcitizenoftbecity, who afterward became so prominent. 
I have no knowledge upon the subject, not half ~much knowledge as 
I have that within the past two years in more than one place in the 
State of New York by the concurrent statements of Democrats and Re- - -
publicans alike the voice of the majority has been set aside and the 
will of the minority bas been substituted. 

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 :r. TILDEN, chairmanDeniocl'atic State committee: 

Sm: You and I are growing old. We came here young men from the coun· 
try, and have lived and struggled side by side for nearly forty years. We have 
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participated ardently in many political struggles, always on different sides. 
You were the pupil and proteg6 of Van Barenand Silas Wright; I, a disciple 
and follower of Henry Clay, 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 
public, that whatever of wealth you may have acquired or enjoyed was earned 
in your profession as a. lawyer, and that your instincts and your influences, 
psrtissnship apart, have generally heen fe lt on the side of economy in public 
expenditure and uprightness in the conduct of public affairs. Of my course in 
these respects you !).re welcome to say whatever you think true. 

On one very important point, however, your bitterness as a partisan has im· 
pelled you t-0 ignore and come short of your duty a.s a citizen and a professed 
upholder of government by the people; and for this dereliction I here arraign 
you. I allude to the pref'e rvation of the purity of the ballot-box. 

You and I gre w up in the country and are familiar with elections as there 
conducted. We poth know that, except in a few districts where the voters are 
all on one side, it is morally imposs ible that any considerable proportion of 
fraud a lent votes should there be polled; for those who attend a poll a.re nearly 
all well known to each other, and hardly ever is one entitled to vote who is not 
known to be so to men of ~ach party. If one should offer a vote who is not so 
known, he is challenged and questioned, of course, and his answer will convict 
him if a bogus voter. I do not believe that the illegal vote in the rural districts 
was ever 1 per cent. of the whole nnmber polled, even when there was no reg­
istration of 1ega1 voters. 

How difterent is the case in cities, and especially in this Babel, yon very well 
know. Long as you have lived in Gramercy Park and emfaent in social posi­
tion and fortune as are the inhabitants of that favored locality, yon conld not 
tell within twenty which of the residents in sight of your front door are and 
which are not entitled to vote; you could not make a list of the legal voters 
residing on that square which would even apprda.ch accuracy. How it must 
be, then, with the nomadic denizen of our "back slums" and of our great ten­
ement honses; how utterly impossible is lt that any one should know which 
among them are and which are not legal voters, and whether the man who ap· 
pears to vote at 11 a. m. a t one poll has not already voted several times at dif· 
ferent polls, and whether be is or is not on his way to vote still oftener at other 
polls, you can not help knowing if you would. I can imagine how a man may 
shut his eyes to many things which he deems it convenient not to know. but I 
speak of what you must know, however you may wish or seek to be ignorant 
of it. 

The matter to which I call your attention is vital to the very existence of free, 
popular government. Whenever it shall be generally understood that the re­
sults of the elections are not determined by the ballots of legal voters, but 
by frauds in voting or by frauds in counting, then the advent of a.vowed, une­
quivocal despotism must be near at hand. Between the rule of an emperor 
and the rule of a clique of ballot-box-stnffers, every intelligent man m nst prefer 
the former as less rapacious and more responsible. When honest citizens shall 
avoid the polls, asking," \\'hat is the use of voting-? The result is already fixed," 
the days of the Republic will be numbered. Between a. ruler who prohibits vot­
ing altogether and the gang who make it a sham by filling the ballot-boxes with 
illegal votes or miscounting those actually cast, the sway of the former is every 
way preferable. 

Mr. Tilden, I have been voting here for thirty-seven years and an active poli­
tician for more than thirty of them, and I appeal to God tor my sincerity and to 
my public record for a witness that in all those years I bn.ve earnestly sought 
and labored to have our election• decided by legal votes and none other. See­
ing bow great are the temptations and the facilities, under a right of suffrage 
so general as ours, to poll illegal votes, I have openly and actively favored 
every effort to shut them out and keep 1be suffrage pure and legal. That every 
legal voter should have a full and fair opportunity to vote once at each elec· 
ti on; that no one should be enabled to vote more than once, and that none but 
legal voters should be allowed or empowered to vote at all-such has been my 
constantaim. I have not confined myself t-0 barren professions, but have shown 
my t1tith in my works. How is it with you? Yon hold a most responsible and 
influential position in the councils of a great party. You could make that party 
content itself with polling legal votes if you only would. In our late constitu­
tional convention I tried to erect some fresh barriers against election frauds. 
Did you? The very little that I was enabled to effect in thi11 direction I shall 
try to have ratified by the people at our ensuing election. "\Vill you? 

Mr. Tilden, you can not escape responsibility by saying with the guilty Mac­
beth-

Thou canst not say I did it; never shake 
Thy gory locks at me! 

for you were at least a passive accomplice in the giant frauds of last November. 
Your name was used, without public protest on your part, in circulars sowed 
broadcast over the State, whereof the manifest intent was lo "make assurance 
double sure" that the frauds here perpetrated should not be overborne by t h e 
honest vote of the rural districts. And you not merely by sileDce, but. by J??Si­
tive assumption, have covered those frauds by the mantle of your respectability. 
On the f rinciple that "the receiver i s as bad as the thief" you are as deeply im­
~~~f.te in them to·day as though your name were Tweed, O'Brien, or Oakey 

l\lr. Tilden, you a.nd I were ardent participants in the struggle of 1840, wherein 
Martin Van Buren was ousted from the Presidency by General Harrison. You 
know how thoroughly our city was absorbed in that contest, wherein every 
man, woman, and child took a.deep and lively interest. Our elections were then 
held throushout three days; there was a registration freshly enacted which 
black legs had not yet learned to circumvent; the right of suffrage was as widely 
diffused as it now is, and no one ever complained that a single legal voter was 
unable then to poll his vote. And, though our city has since largely increased 
its population, the lower wards were quite as populous then as they are to-day­
several of them more so. They were full of b oarding-houses crowded with clerks 
and mechanics. Many of these covered sites since given up to great warehouses 
and manufactories; their denizens have moved up town, over to Brooklyn, or out 
on some of the railroads that lead 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 186B, respectively. 

President, 1849. Governor, 1868. 

Wards. 
Harri- Van Gris- Hoff-

son. Buren. wold. mnn. 

------
1,138 1,177 {80 3,8."30 

806 1,223 369 5,032 
1, 707 1, 728 1,265 6,895 
1,142 1,393 12e 4,526 

Vr ::::::::. :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :: : ::::::::::::::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: 
VII ............................................................ ........ . 
X1V ................. .................................................. . 

Four wards...................... ............. . ........ .... 4, 793 5, 521 2, 840 20, 283 

Van Buren's majority, 726; Hoffman's majority, 17,4.43. 

· .. 

Mr. Tilden, you know what this contrast attests. Right well do you com pre. 
bend the means whereby the vote of 1868 was thus swelled oat of proportion. 
There a.re not 12,000 legal voters residing in those wards to-day, though they 
gave Hoffman 17,443 majority. Had the day been of average length it would 
doubtless h:\ve been swelled to at least 20,000. There was nothing but ttme 
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. Yon have but 
to walk into the sheriff's, the mayor's, B.!!d 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 la.st fall with bogus naturalization 
certificates will appear to register and to vote some of them pretending not 
to know tha t they are no more citizens of the United States than the King of 
Dahomey is, but very few will vote repeatedly unless paid for it; and we shall 
not be cheated more than 10,000, if you simply tell the boss workman that there 
must be no more illegal voting instigated a.ndpaid for. 

Will you do it? Your reputation is at stake. The cowardly craft which 
Would not plny 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 responsible to God nnd man for the outrage. 
Prosecutors, magistrates, municipal authorities, are all in the pool; we have 
nothing to hope for from the ministers of justice, and the villains have no fear 
of the terror of the law. I appeal to yon and anxiously await the result. 

Yours, 
HORACE GREELEY. 

NEW YonK, October 20. 1869. 

Nothing more graphic, nothing more startling than this was ever 
written by mortal. Do you, Mr. Chairman, do you my Democratic 
bre~hren 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 last publication of the indictment, its solid vote for President of 
the UB.ite~ 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 
House instead of for New York State or Johnnie Davenport. I under­
stood that he was going to make this Honse 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 enough 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. Bnthe has turned his guns 
from the Speaker, probably thinking that it bad been made pretty bot 
for him on this side' of the House, and bas turned them on the great 
city of New York. 

What my learned friend from Alabama bas 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. .AiJ the gentle­
man from New Jersey [Mr. Mc.A.noo] has said, be, Davenport, hM 
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 would 
be indictable. Under the present Federal election law we have one 
Democratic supervisor and one Republican at e>ery 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 Jaw in vo~e, giving 
him and the courts the right to appoint two Republicans to one Dem­
ocrat at every election district for supervisors. 

With such a number of Federal snp~rvisorsas that bill will deal you 
out (300 in each Congressional district) it will put you 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 Jess majority than 300 or l,000 
be? as those majorities can be overcome by the appointment of these 
men under this law for five weeks at from $3 to $10 a day as Federal 
supervisors; for .Johnny Davenport or some other chief supervisor will 
be sure to have Democrats appointed and have them where they can 
not vote, working at different polling places, and that will carry the 
district . 

Will anybody tell me why one thousand United States deputy mar­
shals from tJ?.e State of Rhode Island cannot be 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 Rhode Island and the State of Connecticut, and pay for 
the whole of it out of the Federal Treasury by this bill. I can name 
thirty such districts 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 for all 
your election expenses. 

[Here the ham.mer fell.] 
Mr. BELDEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired and de· 

bate u,on this amendment is exhausted. 
Mr. PAYNE. It occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that the DemocraUc 

party must be very hard up for an issue when they take up so much 
of the time of the House in going back to these old matters that oo­
curred some eighteen or twenty years ago in the city of New York, and 
that, too, in a discussion upon a general appropriation bill when the 
motion is to s trike out the last word of a clause 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 regular mill engaged in 
grinding out naturalization papers in the city of New York, a mill that 
did not deserve the dignity ot being called a. court, because those 
papers were handed out to immigrants upon the streets and were given 
out generally without any sanction of judicial authority. 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 natn· 
ralization papers being turned out in that Wl\Y by wholesale, Mr. Daven· 
port, as he had a right to do under the law, seized them, and in doing 
so he made himself amenable to the process of the court if those papers 
were legal. 

Ilutitissaid thatthemenfromwhom theyweretaken werepoormen. 
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 witn~s? Then why not 
spend for that purpose a few of the fifteen or twenty thousand dollars 
that you asse sed 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
pense of procuring witnesses, why did you not spend those few dollars 
for that purpose? But, no. Yon waited; you did not act at the time, 
and now, after twenty years, you bring in your bill of complaint. You 
at one time brought this matter before the House of Representatives. 

The distinguished gentleman from the city of New York [:!\Ir. Cox] 
was, I 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 Democrat.a whose names have 
since become national, Mr. Whitney, for instance. The committee ex· 
aminecl into the facts of this matter, and what was the result? Why, 
the result was that Mr. Davenport was exonerated by the evidence of 
men like William C. Whitney before a Democratic House of Repre­
sentatives. Yet now, at this late day, we bear 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 burling anathemas against John I. 
Davenport. 

You come here now, gentlemen, and make these general charges. 
You did not have the courage to go before the grand jury organized in 
that Democratic city twenty years ago; then why bring the matter up 
here now? Can not you present any other issue to the people of this 
country? Are you without issues? Are you without a policy? Can 
you not bring in anything except the name of John I. Davenport, 
coupling it at this late day with the false charge thit the several 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 yon leave those six or seven 
thousand votera 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? Are you so cowardly, are yon so with· 
out resonrces, do you understand so little of the laws and processes of 
the courts of the country that you 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 Davenpoit de­
terred them. 
. Mr. PAYNE. Did John I. Davenport prevent yon from doing this? 
Was he such a giant that be could defy the whole national Democratic 
party and prevent yon 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. PAYNE] seems to be a little out in his facts. I understand him 
to say that Mr. Davenport was fully vindicated by a report made by a 
committee of which Mr. Cox was chairman, a committee appoint.ed by 
a Democratic House. The only report that I know anything about in 
relation to wba.t are called the Davenport frauds in the city of New 
York I now hold in my hand. That report was made by Mr. Lynde, 

• 
...... 

of Wisconsin, as chairman of a committee consisting of himself, the 
gentleman from Alabama, J'i!r. FORNEY, and the gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. FRYE, who, as we all know, is now a member of the Senate. 
If Mr. FRYE really dissented, as be may have done, he did not, so 

far as I can find, make any minority report; but, whether he dissented 
or not, the statements contained in the report stand uncontradicttii. 
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 submitted March 3, 1879: 

The course of .John I. Davenport, in regard to these naturalized citizens, ad­
mitsofnojustification. Mostly poor and ignorant, dependent upon their daily 
labor for their daily bread, honest themselves and disposed to believe others 
honest, they were induced to surrender their papers when told that all papers 
issued by these courts in 1863 were inv::i.lid. 

All these cases had arisen out 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 perfectly 
ho:nest and sincere. These were the men that Davenport practiced 
upon, and the report goes on to say: 

They ~igned a deposition prepared beforehand, mostly in print, to escape the 
arrest referred to in the notice of the district attorney and sent to them by Dav· 
en port. 

Others, believing their papers to be valid, and whose papers were in fact va.Ii~ 
knowing that Davenport had persistently and continuously for years atta.ckea 
and seized the false and fraudulent papers, knowini: that each year when there 
was a. Congressional election they had been challenged and questioned by the 
supervisor under 1\1r. Davenport's direction as to all the facts necessary to the 
validity 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 denied the right to vote, they 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, JudgeBJatchforddischargedColeman upon theground 
that he had been guilty of no offense whatever. Here is the statement 
as to that: 

.Judge Blatchford, at the conclusion of his opinion in the Coleman case, says: 
"But there is another ground on which Coleman is entitled to be discharged. 

Even if there were such a. defect in the record of the superior court as to make 
the certificate given t-0 him one that was unlawfully issued or made, he 'vas 
not guilty of an offense under section 5426 unless, when he used the certificate. 
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] 
J'i!r. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope we shall now proceed with the 

consideration of the bill. 
Mr. BUCHAN AN, of New Jersey. A single moment before the read· 

ing of the bill is resumed. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I believe only formal amendments 

are pending. 
The CHAIRUA.N. The formal amendments will be considered as 

withdrawn. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I renew the pro fo1·ma amend· 

ment to strike out the last word. I find in volume 23 of the CON· 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, being the last volume of the second session of 
the Forty-fourth Congress, these words: 

Whatever may be said a.bout the United States law as to elections or their 
supervision by United States authority; whatever may be said as to the right 
of a. St.ate to regulate 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 s ubordinates, 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. Davenport, the United 
States Comm.issionerfor 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. 

* * * • * * * 
The committee would commend to other portions of the country and to other 

cities this remarkable system developed through the agency of both local and 
Federal authorities acting in harmony for an honest purpose. In no portion of 
the world and in no era. of time, where there has been an expression of the popu­
lar will through the forms of law, has there ever been a mo1·e complete and 
thorough illustration of republican institutions. ·whatever may have been the 
previous habit or conduct of elections in those cities or howsoever they may 
conduct themselves in the future, tWs election ofl876 will stand as a monument 
of what J?ood faith, honest endeavor, legal forms, and just authority may do for 
the protection of the electoral franchise. 

From the moment the supervisors are appoinled, 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 calm mas­
tery of prudence. For this due credit should be given to men of both p::i.rties, 
and especially to the corporation counsel, Mr. Whitney, and United States 
supervisors. /. 

Mr. Commissioner Davenport had maps of every house and building in the 
city. These maps were corrected regularly every thirty days. You can not 
build a wing to yourhouse,orchangeitsnumber, or add to its stories or rooms 
or change the character or quality of the dwelling w ithout its being registered 
by the supervisor. All the doubtful or swpected or bad houses are registered 
and known .. When these changes are made that fact is brought to the atten­
tion of the functionaries in charge of the tru~t. and all trouble appeased and all 
wrong rectified. 

That is the language of the report of the committee appointed to in­
vestigate alleged frauds in the cities of New York, Jersey City, Brook· 
lyn, and Philadelphia; and it is signed by S.S. Cox (chairman), A. V. 
Rice, and A. :rtL 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 whjch I have referred was made in 
1879. When additional facts had come to light and additional wrongs 
had been done, this report from which I have read was mad~, and it 
stands uncontradicted. There is no minority report. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But the report just quoted by the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] says that Mr. Davenport was 
right. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is no answer to what I have read, because 
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 l\Ir. Lynde, l\Ir. 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 
I. Davenport in his capacity as chief supervisor of elections." Mr. 
FRYE made no minority report, so that this stands as the report of the 
whole committee. It concludes as follows: 

These are the evilB which demand a remedy. l\Ir. Davenport holds his office 
by appointment from the judge of the circuit court of the United States for the 
second circuit. He is not subject to impeachment or removal by Congress. 
The only way he can be reached, if the circuit court should see flt to continue 
him in that office. is by a repeal of the law creating the office. Your committee 
believe that the power conferred upon the supervisors of election, as it has been 
exercised in the city of New York, is destructive of the rightaof the citizen and, 
iruitead of promoting purity of elections, has been made use of by partisans for 
purely partisan vurposes; and they therefore recommend the repeal of all laws 
authorizing the appointment of supervisors or chief supervisors of elections; 
also, all laws authorizing E!pecial marshals of elections. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether Mr. FRYE 
signed that report. 

Mr. McADOO. 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: 

That a subcommittee, consisting of l\lr. Lynde, M1·. FoR~~Y, and !I.Ir. FRYE, 
proceeded t-0 the city of New York and took"Such testimony as was offered on 
behalf of the memol"ialists; also the testimony of Mr. Davenport, and such 
witnesses as he desired; all of which has 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 without there being anything on record to 
show that he djssented. If he did, I would be glad to state it. 

l\Ir. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will allow me, "so far as he 
knows'' is a. distance that I do not know anything about. 

Ur. TURNER, of New York. It goes beyond you. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. But I 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, aml if he indorsed or agreed to 
the report he would have signed it. 

:Mr. McADOO. There are no names signed to the report a tall. It was 
just like the reports of committees that come to this House. What I 
say is that there is no minority report. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But you have no knowledge that Mr. FRYE ap­
proved it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is more than likely that Mr. FRYE did not. 
Very probably he did not see it or be would have dissented. 

1\Ir. McADOO. I wa.s 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 tht' report. ~ecause 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 be 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 
l'Y!r. FORNEY, Mr. Lynde, and Mr. FRYE were a committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am very sure that Mr. FRYE never agreed to 
that report. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I think now we have 
had words enough and scolding enough, and I hope we will go on with 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 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. FOR}.TEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state in justice to Mr. 
FRYE, who was on the commit tee 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 be did not do it. We did 
not get through with our report until just before Congress adjourned, 
and though it was bis intention to submit a minority report be 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. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, I hope my friend from New Jersey is sat­

isfied. 
Mr. HERBERT. But this report, this la.st report, is a complete an­

swer to the other report referred to by the gentleman from New Jersey, 
which was ma.de before additional facts came to light. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, that is the opinion 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 payment of special deputy marshals at Congressional elections, being 

a deficiency for the fiscal year 1888, $34, 745. 
l't!r. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 

the text of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after line 8, page 5.3, "to pay the widow of Temp Elliott, late deputy 
United States marshal in Oklahoma., the sum of $300, in full for his services as 
deputy marshal durin1r the opening of Oklahoma, Indian Territory, in the year 
1889. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve the point of order, Mr. Chairman, as 
the chairman of the committee does not seem disposed to do it. 

!.-Ir. SPRINGER. This amendment-
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman will allow me I will 

st.ate that the information the gentleman from Illinois ha<J f'C!rmshed 
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 Honse 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. February, 1890. 
The claim is transmitted amongst others under 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 instant, submitting estimates of 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the Department of Justice, as fol· 
lows. 

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 
knowledp;e 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, faithfn! public servant never was 
employed in the Government service. 

Mr. HENDERSON, oflowa. Let us have a vote. 
l!r. McMILLIN. Before that I wish to inquire of the gentleman 

from Illinois whether this iB the regular ~um or salary that is paid in 
such cases, the per diem ;i.mount under the general Jaw. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is the amount recommended by the A.ttorney­
General. 

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 would be the amount, but he was in attendance at the land 
office. It is the regular fee for attendance at court. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How wus 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 be contracted the disease from which he died shortly after. 
This amount goes to the widow, for services her husband renqered for 
several months, at a time when it wa<J dangerous even to life to occupy 
the position he did. I know the circnmstances 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. MoMILLIN. It is the amount 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? . 
Mr. McMILLIN. I withdraw the point of order. It seems to 

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 Iowa in charge of the bill [Mr. HENDERSON] whether 
the amount appropriated in this bill covers all the claims that have 
been approved by the proper authorities for the payment of deputy 
marshals in 1888 ? 

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. 

• 
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Mr. TRACEY. There are a large number of these marshals who are 

not paid. In fact, I bel~eve 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 deputy marshals for attendance upon election day. 
We have put in every dollar of it. 

: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. GROSVENOR] made 
a passing allusion to elections in the city of Albany. I would regret 
very much to do anything that would further encroach upon the time 
of the committee, but it appears to me it would be improper and un­
just 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 havinv; responsibility. At the 
time that I was first a candidate for the House of Reoresentatives a 
gentleman ran upon the same ticket for the State senate in the corre­
sponding district. In one election district in the county, outside of the 
city, it was charged that a vote bad been changed, that about 100 votes 
had been taken from this young man-Mr. Chase-who was the Demo­
cratic 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 Treasur.y, 

as nominated for mayor of the city of Albany, and be carried the city 
,>. ... ..... uy a majority of 7,200. It is t.be opinion of a great many people in 

,· my locality that some foolish charges which have been made, in the 
,-: same manner as the gentleman from Ohio has attempted to slur the 

cHy of Albany, have bad the effect of making the people generally in­
dignant, and that a very large pumber 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 motives of our citizens. If 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] had made any s_vecific 
charges I would 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 occasion 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 

Albany, where by the common ad mi sion of everybody there was a fraud 
as gross as any one that bas ever been charged against the Democrats 
in Columbus or Cincinnati. That is what I was saying. Now, in re­
gard to the reason why Mr. Davenport bas not been indicted, was there 
ever so pitiful an answer from so distinguished a man-that a United 
Statts j ndge, appointed for 1 ife, that a disLinguished Democratic United 
States district attorney-I do not remember who he was, but !\Ir. Cleve­
lauu 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 juries so thoroughly in the h~nds of the Dem­
ocratic party that you fought against a change of it, and are proclaim­
ing throughout the United States to-day that you are being despoiled 
of your rights to have an honest jury by a change in our election 
law-

1\Ir. McADOO. Will the gentleman yield to me for a state­
ment? 

Mr. GROS.YENOR. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McADOO. When the Democratic Administration came into 

power and appointed the district attorney for New York, whom the 
'gentleman states was a. Democrat, the offenses charged against Mr. 
Davenport were outlawed. It was beyond the power' of that Demo­
cratic judge, who was appointed, as my friend states, to assist the 
judge of the city of New York, t-0 go back beyond the statute of limi­
tations. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then Mr. Davenport bad been an honest man 
for the preceding six years. That is more than we can say of some. 

Mr. McA.DOO. He is a diplomatic man, and I presume that di­
plomacy may sometimes be a kind of honesty. 

:Mr.GROSVENOR. ButthegentlemanfromNewJerseyoughtnotto 
take such a position as that, with such men as Fellows and Dorsheimer 
in the office of the district court, with the United States marshal in· 
their own bands, 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 thee two judges is. But I wish to say that it is 
impossihle to believe that the charges against Davenport are true. I 
do not mean to say that the gentleman from New Jersey does not be-
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lieve this outcry 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 Jaws 
of the State in which be is operating, and I know of no shield of pro­
tection, because he is a United States officer, thrown over him·, if in 
the discharge of his duty he has done things that operate as a Jraud on 
the elective franchise or on the ballot-box, with which he is operating 
the State election, and the charges agains1; him can not h.a.ve been t.rue 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 I. Daven­
port for frauds at elections? I want to ask if any cba1·ges 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 
State of New York. I made no specific chaqre, referring only to the 
current rumor in 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 August 8 and is 
adopted as a part ot my remarks: 

THlJ: LODGE BILL IN ALBANY-WHAT A FEDERAL ELECTION LAW WOULD DO 
AMID SCENES OF FRAUD-GROSS DISHONESTY IN ELECTIONS AT THE CAPITAL 
CITY OF NEW YORK WOULD NOT BE SO FREQUENTLY SUCCESSFUL AS NOW-A 
RECORD OF VIOLENCE AND THEFT. 

[From a. special correspondent of the Tribune.] 

ALBANY, A:ugU8l 6. 
The Federal election bill is supported with unanimity by the Republicans of 

this, the capital of the State. Accustomed as they have been to seeing their 
candidates for Congressmen and their 8tate candidates defeated by frauds at 
the polls, they would welcome gladly Federal sU'pervision of elections. And no 
voters are more surprised than they are that Mugwump voters, afier loudly de­
manding the passage of the Saxton ballot-reform bill by the Republican Legis­
lature, should now. the Legislature having passed that bill, oppose the pll!lsa.ge 
of an act by the Republican Congress which is a. necessary supplemen~ to the 
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 
law is passed, that a. large proportion of the Democratic Congressmen from the 
South will be succeeded by Republicans and free trade with England postponed 
indefinitely. -

A. resident of Albany, who is especially qnalified to speak upon the question 
whether or not the Federal election bill should be passed, expressed his opinion 
of it to-day. This gentleman was Andrew S. Draper, State superintendent of 
public instruction. l\lr. Draper for several yea.rs was an assemblyman from 
this county and then he was elected chairman of the executive committee of the 
Republican State commiltee. He held that important office during the Presi­
dential election of 1884. 

''The Federal election ln.w,'' s:i.id :rtlr. Draper, ''is not a.sectional measure. It 
is not a Southern bill. It is as much needed in the North as in the Sooth. 'We 
have our Ku-Klux and \Vhite Leagues, although cleverly disguised, at the 
North as well as the South. Here in the North, in Albany, your Democratic 
bull-dozer doe.sn't carry a. shotgun, it is true, but he has the invaluable aid of 
the police. Last fall a squad of police from this city, headed by a sergeant of 
police, was sent outside the city limits two miles to the town of \\'atervliet, 
where it dro>e the Republican inspectors of election from the polls in the elev­
enth precinct, and also every Republican voter. When the returns from thRt 
precinct were counted that night is it any wonder that somehow or other the 
Republican candidates were declared to have received a remarkably small 
number of votes? The Republican candidate for supervisor in that ward was 
reported on the official returns to have recei>ed only 87 votes, but subsequently 
217 Republican voters came before the grand jury and swore that they bad voted 
for him. And that is an example of the frauds by which the Democratic party 
for many years has elected its Congressmen." 

pIDIOCRATIC FRAUDS l.~ 1888. 

The Democratic frauds were specially prominent ~n the la.st Presidential elec­
tion. Thus in 1884 the vote of Albany County was as given below: 

fil:r:~~~:~::::::::::::::::~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~:~ 
Cleveland's majority......... . .. .. .. . ...... .. . . ....... .. .... • ....... ....•...... .. .... . ..... 6i6 

In 1888 the Democrats, by their frauds, made the following record in Albany 
County: 

Cleveland ................................................................................................. 21, 037 
Harrison .......••..............•.....• : ............................................................. ; ......... 19,362 

Cleveland's majority.......................................................................... 1, 675 

Here was an increase of over 1,000 majority. The population of Albany had 
remained almost stationary the last ten yea.u, as is proved by the election re­
turns. There was no good reason for such a.n increase in the Democratic ma­
jority of the county. 

"That majority against Harrison," said .James W. Bentley, former collector 
of internal revenue, "was brought about by the repeating of the Democrats, 
by their voting UJ>iHl the na.mesof dead men and absentees, and by false count­
ing. In such a city as this, with the police supporting the Democratic inspect­
ors in their wrong-doing, the 8Upport of the United States authorities is necessary 
to secure the Republican minority their rights and protection from fraud. I 
knew of a case in this city where the Rev. Mr. Alderman, a well known man 
and a man of middle age, was personated by a boy of eighteen or nineteen 
years of age, who voted the Democratic ticket. The Democratic inspectors 
~new Alderman 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 Congress from 
this district as they have been in pushing up the Democratic vote for President. 
This district was carried by the Republican candidate foi: Congress, Dr. Swin• 
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burne, in 188!; but twice since by their frauds the Democrats have won it. 
Here is the record of the last three Congressional elections: 

1884. 1886. 1888. 

Republican vote.............................................................. 19, 700 16, 385 18, 988 
Democratic vote .............................................................. 17, 286 16, 552 21, 294 

• 
STEALING ELECTIONS FOR TWENTY YEARS. 

"The Democracy of Albany 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, Missis!<ippi, or Conway County, Arkansas. I do not go 
South for my arguments in fayor of the proposed election law; I find them in 
abundance here in Albany." 

l\Ir. South wick recalled various Democratic thefts in thifl city and county, 
including two mayorships, one seat in Congress, three sejlts in the assembly, 
and & score of minor offices. He pointed out that in 18i2 Edmund L. Judson 
was electea mayor of Albany and counted out. Daniel Manning at that time wns 
boss of the local !Jemocracy. The contest was close, owing to a third candi­
date in the field, Thomll.S l\IcCarty, an Independent Democrat. When the other 
districts had returned their votes and George H. Thacher, the regular 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 substitut-ed for the one that had been in use through the 
day. At th11.t time all three inspectors of elec\ion in the district were Demo­
crats, the insp»ctors being elected, and the job was easily done, Mr. Thacher 
being declared elected by a. pluralitv of 201. Mr. Judson contested the elec­
tion a.nd after a. long struggle Wl\S awarded the seat. Although the crime 
was legally proven by a. poll of the voters of the district, the inspect-0rs were 
not pro~ecuted. 

In l!i76, Terence Quinn, a leading Democratic brewer, was "elected" to Con­
gre s from Albany County by glaring frauds in the Eighth ward of this city. 

On eleclion night, when word was sent to this notorious ward that a certain 
majority was necessary, the boxes were stuffed, and Hamilt<>n Harris, the Re­
publican candidate, was counted out. Mr. Harris contested the election by 
bringing the offending inspectors of the Eighth ward before the United Stales 
circuit court. The crime was proven to ha.ve been sufficient to elect Mr. Har­
ris, but the offending inspectors could not be held guilty. The Forty-fifth Con­
gress was Democratic, and, although Mr. Harris bad proYen his case in the 
United States court, he could not secure justice at the hands of a Democratic 
majority of the House. Not only were the offending inspectors not punished, 
but the ringleaders were liberally rewarded. 

AT TIIE MEltcY OF JURY-FIXERS. 

Two years ln.ter occurred the case of Kirtland, Republican, against Dillon, 
Democrat, in the Ninth ward of this city. Dillon was declared elected alder­
man, but Kirtland made a contest in the courts and was awarded the seat on the 
decision of aj ury of twelve men composed of both Democrats and Republicans. 
No prosecution followed. Judge Theodore M. Westbrook, of Kinl[ston, a 
Democrat, judge of the supreme court, called the crime to the attention of every 
gmnd jury during his term of office, but, al though the crime had been proven, 
no conviction was ever made; the juries were at the mercy of the jury-fixera 
then as now. 

In H!78 Michael N. Nolan, the partner of Terence Quinn in the brewing busi­
ness, was counted 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 this election were themostglar­
ing ever perpetra.t.ed. In most of the election districts along the riYer front a 
large 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 exci!">e commissioners, the police, and the 
entire municipal machinery were used to advance the beer business of the 
mayor. Those who refused to sell his red-hooped beer were subjected to perse­
cution for the neglect. Naturally, Nolan was a candidate for rt\-election. 'l.'his 
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 
thousand and one kindnesses of a professional nature had made him intincible 
among the poor classes; and at the mayoralty election of 1882, when Swin­
burne was a.candidate against Nolan, the same district of the Fourth ward, the 
southern, that had figured in the mayoralty contest of 1872. was used by Boss 
Manning to count out Swinburne and count in Nolan. "The fighting doctor." 
however, invoked the aid of the courts; and a legal 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 l&i5 Daniel l\Ianning went to 'Vashington as Secretary oftbe Treasury, and 
was succeeded as Democratic leader here by D. Cady Herrick, a.leading lawyer. 
Mr. Herrick's talent for rolling up Democratic votes was first displayed start­
lingly in 1887, when Henry Russell, Republican, was pitted against Norton 
Chase, Democrat. Mr. Russell was a leading 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. It was due, how­
ever, to the failure of the Democratic calculators to include the town of Guilder­
land in their estimates. The boss and his lieutenants went to bed on that 
November nig-ht in 1887 believing Ch•se elected, while the omitted town of 
Guilderland had givenMr.Russellover300plurality. They awoke in the morn­
ing filled with dismay. But, true to instinct, the Democratic leaders sent trusty 
agents northward into the town of Watervliet on discovering their error. The 
Republican inspector was me!, and an attempt was made to bribe him. It was 
unsuccessful. Then an attempt was made to produce a. second set of returns 
from the eleventh district, Watervliet. In Judge John C. Nott, of Albany, 
however, the Republicans found an honest Deruocrat; and this county judge 
compelled the Democratic board of supervisors to count the original returns 
from the eleventh district, Watervliet, and declare Mr. Ru~sell 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 crowning outrage of the present Democratic rule 
of the county. Democratic control of the board of supervisors was threatened 
by Democratic dissension in the northern portion of the county, caused by a 

D
q uarrel between Mr. Herrick and Ed we.rd Murphy, jr., of Troy, cbai.rman of the 

emocratic 8tate committee. On election day, while peace and quiet reigned 
at the polling-place of the eleventh district of Watervliet, a posse of Albany 
city police alighted from an Albany-West Troy horse-car, and, rushing up to 
he polling-plt•ce, surrounded it and proceeded to eject the Republican in­

spect.or, poll clerk, and watcher, leavingthe Democratic election officers to count 
the votes. On the pretext that violence 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 

or fraud. On ~he ret!-11'ns from this district the Republican candidate for iiuper­
VlSOr was credited with only 87 votes, althou"'h 217 voters of the district after­
ward appeared before the grand jury and s,;'ore that they had voted for him 
The Democratic inspectors were indicted and went"through the farce of a trial· 
but were, of course, acquitted; the jury disagreed. ' 

In November, 1889, the usual tactics were employed to "elect" Norton Chase 
State senator. Fraud ran riotallday long. Gangsofrepeatersfrom New York 
and Troy "worked" the entire river front, passing from one polling-plac>e to 
another, and voting the names given them by the Democratic ward lieuten­
ants. In the eastern district of the Sixth ward 40 -votes were cast on names 
that '!'ere not registered, a~d fully 150 on the registered names of dead men, 
mythical men, and non-residents. In the two districts of the Fourth ward 150 
fraudulent votes were polled; in the southern district of the Seventh ward 
fully 100. The cheap lodging houses and the "dives'' swarmed with the agents 
of fraud, the !!Cum of humanity that had been gathered in from the highways 
and byways for election-day purposes. Decent men on coming to the polling­
places found that their names had been voted on by repeaters. Double ballots 
irone~ together were used generally by the Democratic workers. EYery vile 
practice known to the Democraticsuflrage-stealers was used to swell the fraud­
ulent vote that was rolled up for Norton Chase. In the northern part of the 
county, through the notorious orchard district. of Cohoes and the village of 
West Troy, the Democratic methods were identical with those employed in this 
city. George H. Treadwell, the Republican candidate for senator, a substantial 
business man, a. veteran of the rebellion, and ex-department commander of 
the Grand Army of the Republic of New York, was the popular Republican 
against whom these gross frauds were directed. To-day l.\lr. Treadwell stands 
as a contestant a waiting the award of bis long-delayed rights at the hands of the 
State seuate. How grossly he was cheated and the Republican party cheated 
is made evident by a" comparison of the vote for senator in 1887 and 1889: 

Party_ 1887. 

Republican ...... ......... ................... ... . ........................................... 17,010 
Democratic ...... ............... .................. ...... ......... ...... ......... ...... ...... 17, 002 

Such a disparity of majorities is the result of Dem,,cratic frauds. 

1889. 

15, 939 
19,090 

At this same election, in the fourth assembly district of the county, William 
B. Le Roy, of Cohoes, Republicar. ca.nd idate for the assembly, was counted out by 
the frands directed against .l\lr. Tread well and himself. Michael C. Gillice was 
awarded the seat; but after a thoro-:igh investigation of the case Gillice was ex­
pelled from the assembly and Le Roy seated. Fully 500 fraudulent Democratic 
votes were cast at that end of the coqn ty. 

REPUBLICANS UNABLE TO PREVENT 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 what-ever on the vile creatures of the Democratic machine. Re­
peaters would cast fraudulent votes, and turn round again and vote two or 
three times without ob;itruction, 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 strike the average reader of the Tribune as strange," said 
l\Ir. Southwick, ''that the Republicans have been unable to prevent or check 
fraud in Albany County. But what could be done? In Democratic election 
districts the two Democratic inspectors would continue to copy names from one 
year's poll list to next year's registry. Men might die or remove from the dis­
tdcts, but the Democratic 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 hefore election, hundreds of fraudulent names 
would be added. This allowed only Saturday and Monda.y before election in 
which to canvass the districts and to bring legal proceeding to purge the regis­
tration rolls. It has been a physical impossibility to secure an honest registra­
tion. As a supreme court judge in this judicia.I district said to me,' Under ex­
isting law an honest registration can not be had in thecity of Albany.' 

"Things are somewhat different now, however, under the new law of last 
winter, by which the New York-Brooklyn system of personal and annual rei;­
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 'vi th bogu.~ names, 
repeaters voted on them on election day. When challenged, the vagabonds 
swore in their votes; and demands for their arrest simply provoked laughter, 
scorn, or pro~nity from the police, who, like the inspectors, are subject to the 
orders of the Democratic boss. Republicans have never been in a position to 
reciprocate, because, even if there had been a disposition to commit fraud, it 
would have been found impo!<Bible; the police immediately would have been 
defeudera of the purity of the ballot-box. 

"Only in Congressional elections, when we have had United States marshals, 
has there been anything like honest elections in this city and county. A swarm 
of marshals, prepared to use force if necessary, would be highly conducive t<> 
honest elections hereabouts. Not only Republicans, but thousands of dec:ent 
Democrats in this county are anxious for the passage of the Lodge-Rowell bill 
or a. similar measure in the interest of electoral honesty and purity." 

Now, will the gentleman allow me to say one word in conclusion, 
which I ought 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 bad probably 
come here to perform some great act of statesmanship, his ~t :?.ct 
having been, as I recollect, to oppose the elP,ction law, and he had gone 
in despair of his libertiee. 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
enedfurther,and behold! the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] 
was advocating that bill, and secured its passage, and my mind was re­
lieved. 

Then I understood why he was back here, and why after so long a ti me 
be 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 
w~ especially relieved from the fear that his presence foreboded some 
great ad of real statesmanship. 

•. 
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So far as my eupposed 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 thcm with a charge resembling an 
ordinary bear charge. I should have loaded for big game, and had I 
fouud no necessity for their use !-.should 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 arrange my ammunition in 
regard to the importance of the game for which iii is intended. 

A MEMBER. 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 yon fixed for your Congressional nomina­

tion? 
M.r. GROSVENOR. The trouble is that the gentleman can not look 

beyond a personal matter. I suppose my renomination probably stands 
about where the aspirations of the gentleman from New York for the 
governo~hip of New York stand. (Laughter.] 

Mr. FLOWER. I hope you will get there. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Or about the size of his development in Chicago 

wa.'3 some years ago in the race for President. 
Mr. FLOWER. It will be some1*atlonesome if yon do not get here, 

and I hope you will. 
l'\fr. GIW8VENOR. Thank you; but I think we have had enough 

about this. Now, one word further. I have never indicated a pur­
pose of attacking the Speaker. That is mere idle rumor, arising !'rom 
a misunderstanding as to a ruling of the Speaker, or rather a rulmg I 
had understood be would make. I 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 rie;bt.8 al ways 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 Honse, 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 unanswer­
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 frauds upon the elective franchise cease. The shame­
less cry 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 fraud. Attacks upon 
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 issue in 18 S. It is the sbjbboleth 
of .American honor and American liberty. It is the watcl.-word of 
the conservative men of all parties. But it is the key-note of the Re­
publican party, and" By this sign we shall conquer." 

The CHAIR MAN. The pro forrna 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 bow 
a deficiency in the fees and expenses for these marshals arose? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 'l'he answer is simply this, that there 
was not a sufficient appropriation made by the last Congress. 

1\Ir. PETERS. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state, in ad­
dition to that, that it is almost impossible to make a correct estimat.e 
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, etc. So that it bas 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. I will state that these estimates were 
put in by your own administration. They were for $14 0, 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. .M:y reason for asking--
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, we have passed two 

paragraphs beyond that, and I hope that the gentleman will not take 
np more time. 

Mr. CUM HNGS. Then I mClve 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. It is true that in 1868 
some clerk in an obscure court in the city of New York issued fraudu­
lent naturalization certificates. It was upon the discovery of the 
issue of these fradulent certificates that the pretense for the employment 
of an extra force of marshals was based, and I wish to tell the House 
how they were employed. The supervisor of elections assumed that 

... 

every Democrat who appeared at the polls with a certificate dated in 
1868 carried a. fraudulent certificate. The man was arrested and im­
prisoned by these marshals, his certificate was ta.ken from him, and 
in most cases never returned to him. But if he was a Republican vot­
ing upon a certificate issu,ed in 1868 he was permitted to vote without 
interruption, All certificates issued in 1868 were regarded as fraudu­
lent if held by men who voted the Democratic ticket. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I will. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Did not the courts retain certified copies of 

the certificates? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Tbeydid; but whether there was a certified copy 

in the court or not the man was arr~sted. 
Mr. McMILLIN. If he was a Democrat. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes. And in one case, if I remember aright, 

the records were destroyed by fire; in another case they had disap­
peared. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo] 
in speaking of Mr.. Davenport called him a Talleyrand and assumed 
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 runs the Republican party. The proof that he 
dot'!s it is the Federal election bill which passed 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 
thejuries. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW] &;cured 
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 clause as it stands to-day, 
providin,g 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 distinguished Senat-0r from Massa.­
chusetts [l\!r. 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. 

l\Ir. ROGERS. I move to strike out the last word. I ask the atten­
tion of the gentleman from Iowa. I understood him to state a moment 
ago that the last Congress did not give the full amount of the estimates 
for witness fees. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For the fees of deputy marshals at 
elections. That was the question raised by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CUlliMINGSj. 'l'he appropriation was $124,000, and, accord­
ing to my recollection, the amount asked for was $145,000 or $150,000. 

Mr. HOGE.RS. What I wanted to know was whether it was not 
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 1.hese purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For United States court expenses and 
everything of that kind it did, but not for these s~ial deputies. 

l\Ir. SAYERS. I will state for the information of the gentleman 
from Arkansas that, if I remember correctly, the Committee on Appro­
priations of the last Congress recommended and the House passed all 
appropriations that were estimated for by the Department of Justice in 
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 amount 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 Depa1tment of Justice who was before the committee 
stated that he had no positive information to give us as to the exact 
amount that would be required to pay the expenses of the deputy 
United States marshals at the elections. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Does thatexpla.in why it is that 
the marshals appointed in 1883 in the New Jersey district have not 
got their pay yet? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sirj it does not, and I have never been asked 
to explain that. 

1\Ir. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It comes in this deficiency bill. 
Mr. BUCBANAN,ofNew Jersey. 11.."llow; butitshouldhavecome 

in last year's deficiency bill. 
Ur. SAYERS. I think I can state as a positive fact that the Com­

mittee on Appropriations in 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 ago1 and that the ap-
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• propriation was not made last year. Why it was not made I do not 

know, 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 theyrender? It makes no dif­

ference who appointed them; the question is what services they ren­
dered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Some good; some very little. 
Mr. VAUX. Then wbyshouJd they be paid? We hear a great deal 

about the deficiencies, but very little about the services rendered. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. They are constituents ot mine; 

they were appointed regularly; they gave their time and they ought 
to have their pay. 

Mr. HENDEHSON, of Iowa. I will say that there are a number 
of instances where the appropriations were not as la.r~e as the amount 
asked for. In regard to these witness fees and deputy marshals' fees, 
I think the whole amount asked for was appropriated, butweallknow 
that the estimates were uotoriously too low, and I think the gentle­
man from Arkanaaa knows that Jact. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was going to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Ur. 
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 
it.em the amount given in the deficiency bill was $124,000. I under­
stand that is the total amount that was given for that purpose. 

Mr. ROGEHS. And what is the deficit for which you are now ap­
propriating? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Thirty-four thousand dollars. 
Mr. ROGERS. So you spent $124,000, and there isa deficit of $34,-

000? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. ·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. Every dollar of that amount for 
New Jersey belonged to 1888 and not 1889. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is all for 1888. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Fees of witnesses: For fees of witnesses, United States courts, being for de-
ficiencies on account of fiscal years, as follows: 

For 1 90, $100,000. 
For 1888, Sl,356.87; in Rll, $101,356.87. 

l\fr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move t-0 strike out 
the last word. I 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 colleague [Mr. FLOWER], and has 
complained of bis two weeks or more of absence from the House. 
Now, I am sure that, mnch as the House appreciates the services of the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio, we of New York would gladly 
gi""e him two weeks' leave of absence to visit our great State and our 
various great cities so that he might know even a little bit about the 
subject before h& should rise here again and venture to talk glibly 
about alleged frauds 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 distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio. 

But, sir, I was more amused at bis 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 
nag with scarcely a kick. [Cries of "Oh!" "Oh!" on the Republican 
side.] 

Great, indeed, I say, since be wrote the bill that is now known as 
''the J,oC.ge bill.'' It is unfortunate that the great litterateur from the 
great State of Uassachusetts could not have gotten through his copy­
right bill, and then poor Davenport would not have been cheated out 
of the credit which it seems ri~htly belongs to him. Great, indeed, be 
is when he succeeds in whipping into line the representatives of the 
great Republican party, first coaching the House of Representatives 
a.nd now coaching the Senate. 

My friend and colleague from 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 bis bands in holy horror, expresses his amazement that the 
great Democratic party has no other issue than John I. Davenport. 
Well, we might be excused 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 

Clay. I can not 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 scoundrels 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 ~be country, just a.s they now tell us that John I. 
Davenport bas preserved the purity of elections. 

l\ir. 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 House what be knows about "ciphers "-a su_bject with which 
I think he may possibly be familiar, since he represent.8 nothing at all. 
[Laughter.] 

Ilut, Mr. Chairman, at the time this Congressional report was made, 
scorching this man Davenport as be deserved to be scorched, holding 
him up to the execration and contempt of every honest American citi­
zen, why did not some of bis friends rise then and defend this apostle 
of purity, this maligned and traduced reformer, this citizen without 
an address, this man who has It> home, this political vagrant and 
tramp-

.A. MEMBER on the Republican side. Can not you think of some­
thing else? 

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 funny. 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. It would be remarkable as well as 

funny if any ~entleman on your side bad 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 coart.8. My friend from Ohio over there could tell the House 
something a.bout the attempt to convict Republican scoundrels under 
a Republican Administration. It seems to be thought remarkable that 
these poor citizens of foreign birth did not subject themselves to the 
trouble and expense of a prosecution 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 accu&ed 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 damages. 
Is that the test you apply? You have not been able with all the 
power of the Federal machinery to convict your own o.ftenders, and you 
have not attempted it. Yet now you colll1' in here and, although these 
bumble citizens of New York were discharged in the courts as guilt­
less, you undertake to brand them over and over again as felons, be­
cause they did not institute a legal proceeding for redress. 

[Here the hammer fell. l 
.Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a single word. I never saw John 

I. Davenport, but I am satisfied that he is big enough man, when 
charged with the execution of the law, to execute it so far as itisin his 
power. I am satisfied that he is big enough to stand as a target for the 
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 ca.pita! 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. ,, 

Mr. SA WY ER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a good deal or 
interest to this discussion. I have listened to this debate on both sides 
of the House, and I feel proud that I live in New York. The more the 
debate goes on the prouder I feel. I live in that part of the State 
which is sometimes called the "hayseed " part, especially by some of 
the Democrats. I recollect when Judge Davis, then in the city of New 
York. was retained as counsel to nssis"{j 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 CongreEs. [Laughter and applause.] 

A MEMBER. Especially yourself. 
Mr. SA WYER. And I wish to ask this committee when, since the 

days of Clay and Webster, have we had such an exhibition; when have 
we beard such· thrilling language, or have we been permitted to wit­
nesssucb moving, heart-rending displays ofvociferous eloquence as have 
just been exhibited by the gentleman from New York? [Laughter.] 

Mr. Mcl\ULLIN. You mean the one now on the floor? 
Mr. SA WYER. I could not help recalling in this connection the 

language of a man in our town, when speaking of a similar display, 
bow he said, ''The gentleman soared into the allogaskine regions." 
[Great laughter and applause.] 

I say, then, I am proud of New York, sir. I am proud that the Dem­
ocratic party of that State can send such brilliant representatives 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 ot the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Fees of clerks: For fees of clerks of United Slates cour ts, being for deficiencies 

on account of fiscal years, as follows: 
For 1890, $45,000; 
For 1889, $38,219.79 ; 
For 1888, 37,073.26; in all, $90,293.05. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 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: 
lnsen: 
"Fees of United States commissioners: For fees of United States commis­

sioners and justices of the peace acting as such commissioners, being for defi­
ciencies on account of fiscal yea.rs, as follows: 

"For 1890,$45,000; 1889, $23,975.96; 1888, $1,975.17; in all, ~70,951.13." 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This, Mr. Chairman, is in regard to 
the fees of United States commissioners. I will saythatforsomerea­
son the amount did not come down in the regular Book of Estimates, 
and was sent in a supplemental estimate after. the bill was made nu 
and reported. Hence the committee 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 CHAIRMAN. 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 

nbout 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 passed 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 to 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. Daven.port 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 conscientious lawyers that ever sat on this floor. The 
statements of the report were fully concurred 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 1.he election bill, I ask con.sent 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 to which he has re­
ferred. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would like to kn.ow about the 
length of it. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is only :five or six pages long. It was a report 
made after all these other things occurred. 

The CHAIRMAN. ls there objection? 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 
Mr. HERBERT. I hope the gentleman will not object, because it 

is the Jast official report relating to the conduct of Mr. Davenport. 
The character of Mr. Davenport has been brought in issue here fre· 
quen.tly. The public ought to know the facts about him, and if the 
gentleman wantB the truth to go before the country I hope he will not 
object. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 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 Iowa. Now, if that could be allowed to come in I 

would be willing that the whole should go together. 
Mr. HERBERT. Mr. FRYE can make his report at the other end 

of the Capito]. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. In the first place, if my friend will allow me, it 

wa.~ stated, not exaetly that Mr. FRYE signed the majority report, but 
that the report was made by the committee, including Mr. FRYE. 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, that has been corrected. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. And that was continued to be reasserted by the 

gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McAnoo] 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 

.,;oing to print is on a little better authority than these assertions turn 

out to have been, which are now known to be 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. Yon 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 offset 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
timonywhich must have alt.ered their opinions if they had ever seen it. 
My colleague [Mr. FORNEY] told me only a few moments ago, p.ot only 
that he concurred in the statement of the report, but that the conduct 
of Mr. Dav-en port, as the testimony showed, was re11ly outrageous. I 
want the report in full to go to the country. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to strike 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. McAooo], but afterward corrected by 
a Democrat on your own si<le 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. If the gentleman 
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 Democrats as the country has produced when we quoted 
William C. Whitney and the gentleman whom we all delighted to 
honor in this House, and the absenceoT whom we lament to-day, Hon. 
S.S. Cox:. 

But has it ever occurred tothe gentleman that in attacking John I. 
Dl.venport, both to-day and heretofore, he stands in the position of 
resisting the enforcement of law? He seems to be afraid of the law. 
We do not care anything about John I. Davenport in my State of Maine. 
You may appoint a Democratic official if you want to, and give him 
all the authority John I. Davenport has, and we in Maine are not afraid 
of him, because we know that we have honest elections there. I do 
believe that north of Mason and Dixon's line-and I do not want to say 
that in any unkind way, either-there are not many in:stances where 
an honest voter fails to get his vote into the box if he tries to put it 
there, and to have it honestly counted. 

The men who are afraid of John I. Davenport in the city of New 
York are the men who have profited heretofore and who want to profit 
now by frauds upon the ballot-box. Why, as has been said heret-0fore, 
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. I 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 that since the Federal election 
law, the supervisors' law, was passed, and since the appointment of 
John I. Davenport, you have had what is very nearly afair election in. 
tbe city of New York, and I am a little mite '>Urprised to find some of 
my friends who are fearful that there will be some suppression of votes 
in the city of New York and in the other cities of the North. 

I belfove that a suppression of votes by law is something that should 
be deplored by every honest man and every patriot, and no less should 
be deplored the suppression of votes by violence, which does not seem 
to frighten our friends ou the other side who are talking so much here 
to-day about John I. Davenport. Let the gentlemen first cast the beam 
out of their own eyes and then search for the mote in our eyes, if we 
have any in there. 

Ur. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the la.st word. 
The CHAIRMAN. A motion~ pending. The committee will please 

be in order. 
Mr. ROGERS. I have just received a message from my honored 

friend on the other side, Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, invoking my assist­
ance for the dispatch of the public business. I have listened with great 
patience to the discussion of affairs in New York, but 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, J a ly, and A a gust in an earnest desire to help the Speaker 
of the House to get a majority of the majority on the other side hei:e 
to enable you to go on with the public business. After 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 as go on with this bill. 

Mr. PETERS. New York-and Maine. 
:M:r. ROGERS. New York a.nd Maine. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Maine will take care of herself. 
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The Clerk proceeded to read. 
Mr. ROGERS. The Chair will pardon me. I bad not yielded 

the floor, and I allow bot one man to take me off the floor of the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to co-operate with the gentle­
man from Arkansas [Mr. UoGERS] in dispatching public business. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was not through, and the Chair will pardon me. 
I wish to ask unanimous consent for five minutes 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. [Cries of "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 cla1m.s 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 various periods to perform services for the Gov­
ernment, have rendered those ser~ices, and have not received their pay. 
I wish to ask why the committee have not proposed an appropriation. 
I do not see any wrong in an appropriation, and I really think they 
deserve some consideration at the hands of this House. 

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 doubt.less to a considerable extent interested in. 
For compen.sation 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. !fanning back to 1872. The docu­

ments that embraced these were numerous, covering hundreds of pa~es, 
with the statements of accounts of these special attorneys. Some ot 
them were quite lengthy, and others were very little; but upon inves­
tigation I soon saw that it wa.s going to be a long, tedious job for us to 
enter into the details of all these claims and reach legislation that 
would be satisfactory to the committee and possibly to the House; 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 rncommend 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: 

JULY 18, 1890. 
SIR: Referring to your letter of the 15th instant to Hon. J. G. CANNON, chair­

man. etc.,andalso to House Executive Documents numbered 121, 332, 414, 439, and 
441., all of which relate to additional appropriations desired by your Depart­
ment on aooount of special compensation to United States attorneys and com­
pensation to assistants t-0 United States attorneys in special cases on account of 
1880 and prior years, which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
for consideration, I beg to say that the subcommittee in charge of deficiencies, 
after an examination of the documents in question, ascertain that they cover 
many cases of the employment of attorneys extending over a period of several 
years, and that no one of the accounts seemed to have ever had the examina­
tion or approYal of the accounting officers of the TreaHury, Dotwithst.anding 
some of them appeared to be for services rendered as long ago as 1872. 

Examination of and action upon any one of t.hese estimates would naturally 
and properly require the consideration of tbe whole of them, a labor which 
would involve the committee in the exercise of functions primarily belonging 
to tbe accounting officers, and requiring an amount of time not now at the 
committee's disposal. 

Under the circumstances the subcommittee have authorized me to suggest 
that you cause all of the a,ccounts covered by the estimates submitted in the 
executive documenta named, as well as in your letter to :rt1r. CANNON, to be re­
ferred to the accounting officers of the Treasury, and ha Ye them determine and 
report what amounts are due and payable under such estimates and on account 
of appropriations which a.re exhausted or the balances of which have been cov­
ered into the surplus fund. 

I have the honor to be, very i·espectfully, 
D. B. HENDERSON, 

Chairman Subcommittee in Charge of Deficiencies. 
Hon. W. H. H. MILLER, Attorney-Gemral. · 

Subsequently, 'while we were making up the bill, we asked by tele· 
graph to know what action he was taking, and received this telegram 
from the Department: 

The suggestions of your letter of .July 18 are satisfactory and now being acted 
upon. The accounts will be sent forward through the Treasury as promptly as 
possible. 

80 that they are now being considered by the auditing officers of the 
Treasury Department, and none of them have as yet reached us. 

Mr. ROGERS. Why did the gentleman from Iowa postpone send­
ing these claims to the Department until the 18th of July? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 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 t.o find the 
merits out and be able to report the matter to the subcommittee. I 

I 
•' 

saw by that if they were to go int.o the bill it would take a very long 
time for 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. HENDERSON] 
permit me to supplement his explanation? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 
Mr. OATES. I have been looking after some of these claims of spe­

cial attorneys, one of them, at ·least, and this morning I made a second 
visit to the Treasury Department to ascertain, if I could, the condi· 
tion of those claims. 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 bis 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 'transmit all the claims 
that go properly into the deficiency bill at the beginning of a session 
of Congress, but he did not understand that be was required to trans­
mit them. at this time. I then called upon the Secretary himself and 
he sent for Mr. Matthew, the Comptroller, bnt 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
J?ress, but that there ought to be some call upon him for them; and 
there has been no call from the Committee on Appropriations for the 
transmission of those claim.s. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; we have made no call for the 
transmission o any of these claims. 

Mr. OAT If you had, I have no doubt you would have had them 
all before Y.; tt. 

Mr. DERSON, of Iowa. But we would ha.veto call every day. 
Mr. GERS. To resume, Mr. Chairman-and I hope my friend 

rolll I a [Mr. HENDERSON] will be recognized and yield me his 
he has t.aken up mine-I will state that I went to the Depart­

me of Justice this morning and found that as to a portion of these 
claims a letter had been sent by the committee to the Treasury on the 
1st of August. I then came hereand made inquiries, and followed the 
matter up to the clerk of the Honse who has charge of executive doc~ 
uments, but I could find no trace of it. So these claims, many of 
which are, doubtless, meritorious, and some of which I know to be 
meritorious, 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 
to revive or resuscitate them, I suppose, j adging from the information 
just given us by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], tbatthey 
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 upon them? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am almost afraid to undertake to 
answer the gentleman's question, because he always accuRes me of con­
suming his time when I do answer him, but I will endeavor to reply 
to his question in good faith. I have no doubt in my own mind that 
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 experience in 
that line, and have had to wait a good while myself, and I have a lively 
sympathy with these gentlemen. When the policy was adopted by the 
Committee on Appropriations of having these matters referred to the 
auditing officers of the Treasury, of course they went out of our hands 
entirely until they should come back to us again in the regular way. 

Now, there are only two ways at this stage by which they can come 
before Congress for consideration. Every one of 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 discussion 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 make a call or 
a request upon the Department to send in any aClditional allowances 
from the auditing offices of the Treasury; and every one of these ciaims 
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 folly with the Attorney­
General after writing him that letter, and be thought the course recom­
mended was an eminently proper one to take, b,ecause much of this busi­
ness bad 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 amount, and yet, as I 
understand, the different items which make up this total have not yet 
been audited and lound to be correct by the accounting officer. 

j)fr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The total amount depends upon the 
amount of the items, and we are now discussing some of the items. 

Mr. VAUX. But there can not be a 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 connt'ction 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 auilited 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 had been set apart for the 
employment of special counsel under the Attorney-General was ex· 
hausted the law had no longer any effect and he had no power to em­
ploy counsel under such circumstances. It was an erroneous ruling, 
I 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· 
nry 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 Iowa [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 whe'n the next Congress comes it will be ~y 
t;o have a repetition of the same performance, and these gentlemen who 
were regularly employed to perform this service under authority of 
public law, and who for the most pa.rt have performed their services 
faithfully, and earned the money which bas been justly awarded to 
them, may continue to wait from year to year. The result of all this will 
be, not a direct andbonorable repudiation-iftherecan be suchathing 
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 Hs citizens could be held up t;o 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 he employed them for the goo1 of the Government. With­
out reflecting on this committee-for if previous CQmmittees 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
cution of criminals 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 th~ Committee on Appropria­
tions. These claims run over a period from 1872 to 1890, having re­
ceived no attention from Congress whateve!'; and doubtless the parties 
will be told that they ought to go to the Committee on Claims. I do 
wonder ~hether any man on earth would send a dog that he loved to 
the Committee on Claims. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move pro Jonna to strike 

out the last word. I regret that the committee did not see its way clear 
to p\J.t these claim!'! on this bill and report iu 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 i>ilence 
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 questions 
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 politics, sees fit under the law to employ a reputable at­
torney to deJend the interests of the Government, the fee of the attor­
ney th us employed 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 great 
economy in being able to secure the very best service at a fair and rea­
sonable remuneration. I thinK, therefore, the action of the com­
mittee in this matter was a mist.ake. 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. 

l\fr. Mc MILLIN I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of thls bill 
wbethe1 when the committee forwarded these claims to the auditing 
and controlling officers it was done with the request that the claims be 
investigated and returned to the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 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 audited. We understood that none of these claims 
had been audited. . They were old matters running back to 1872. The 
Attorney-General has telegraphed to 1li! that the claims have been sub­
mitted to the auditing officers and will be promptly examined; those 
officers are at work upon them. I think that some of the claims have 
been already audited. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] says 
the auditing 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 auditing. 

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 
pursuance of some special resolution. But no doubt, if the Depart­
ment is called upon by the committee, they will send these matters down. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if these 
things were pending before the Appropriations Committee-and I am 
not criticisin~ 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 t-0 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 would be reported in 
proper time ; and we did not do it also because it was but a day or two 
before the bill was reported. However, we supposed that the claims 
would 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 too late now. If any of these 
matters come back in time to be acted upon in connection with the 
conference mattere I should be very glad to take what steps can be -
taken t-0 secure their consideration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, Mr. Chairman--
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentncky. Will the gentleman from 

Tennessee allow me to interrupt him for a moment? 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly. • 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Allow me to say that there 

was no eall on the gentleman from Iowa at\.ll to write the letter he did 
in regard to these matters. It was done out of a desire to have the claims 
in such condition as to justify him in putting them into the bill ae­
cording to the view had of the matter. I make this statement in jus­
tice to the gentleman himself, because I think it is due to him. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But it seems to me that when the claims were 
sent it would have been a very easy and proper thing to request their 
return. · 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Allow me to say 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 rules 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. McMILLIN. But my friend will agree with me that the Com-
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mittee on Appropriations can not require that to be audited and thereby 
malre it legal which the law itself does not require to be audited. A re­
quest from the Committee on Appropriations that the auditing officers 
investigate and report on certain claims does not give them any power 
other than that they had before. Unless the law requires the thing to 
be done the mere request would not be a sufficient warrant. 

Mr. HENDERSO:N, of Iowa. 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 
audited, 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 bas been where 
the Appropriations Committee could have included it in a bill and sub­
mitted it to the House without being subject to the point of order under 
the rules of the Honse. 

Mr. McM:ILLIN. Now, it seems to me that inasmuch as the claims 
came to the Appropriation Committee, presumably last year, certainly 
the early part of this session, and.were held until the 18th day of July, 
after the bill was made up--

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want to say to the gentleman just 
at that point, if be will allow me to interrupt him, that they came in a 
number of documents, some of them coming as late as July. Let the 
gentleman be fair, as I think he intends to 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 incorporated. 

Ur. McMILLIN. I have no desire, certainly no intention, of criti­
cising the CGmmittee on Appropriations--

Mr. ROGERS. Allow me just one moment. The gentleman from 
Iowa, I ·am sure, wants to be fair also. This report was sent by the 
Ser.retary on the 17th day of January, and the Honse sent it to your 
committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But that is only one; No. 121, I sup· 
pose, is the dooument you refer to. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is the number. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. ·wellr 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 to the gentleman from Iowa what I 
was proceeding to say, that I have no intention, and certainly no de­
sire, to criticise the Committee on Appropriations or to be harsh in any 
stricture I may make in regard to what the committee has or bas not 
done. It is a committee, I know, that bas an immense deal of work to 
do. Its labors are very considerable. But the gentleman from Iowa 
will see and agree with me that great hardship comes to these com­
plainants having these claims if they are not sent to the auditing officer 
until the day after the bill is reported to Congress, and within a few 
days of its passage through the House, when it is manifest it will de­
lay their pas.sage. 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 Iowa. 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 bad no juris­
diction ove.r 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 
practice is on the Senat.e 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 bad. 

Mr. VAUX. I would l.nte to ask the gentleman, when they could 
not go before the Appropriations Committee because 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 could 
not be accepted by the Appropriations Committee on the ground of a 
want of legality. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have not taken 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
SON], whether he does not think, in view of what has been stated by 
the gentleman from Alabama, that tha 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 af3k the Treasury officers to send them forward to 
the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, I think that would be eminently 
improper. In the first place, until the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
0.ATES] told me about one case to which be bas been paying some at­
tention, I did not know that one of these claims had been allowed. I 
presume that one or two others may be the only ones that are allowed. 
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 be 
others in the eame 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 difficulty in keeping track 
of them. They waited until the bill was ready to r~port 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 out in the 
House can_be brought in in the Senate into this very bill. I hope I 
have answered the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERS] satisfac-
torily. . 

l\Ir. ROGERS. No, you have not; but that is all I can expect to get 
from you, and I want to say that, while I have been disappointed in 
my efforts to get my friend 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] to ad­
mit that the Senate bas something to do with the legislative functions 
of the Government. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. OATES. I want t.o ask the gentleman from Iowa in charge of 
the bill for an explanation of an item with reference t9 the payment of 
United States commissioners. 

Ur. PETERS. That is pending now. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have passed that item. 
Mr. OATES. No, it was read, and I was going to ask you 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 ba3 been ascertained and ap­
proved by the accounting officer. 

Mr. OATES. You are anticipating me. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I thought that was your question. 
Mr. OATES. No; what I wish to know is, it the gentleman can in-

form me, what part of that item, ifany, is made of judgments recovered 
by United States commissioners for their services. · 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not answer as to that. 
Mr. OATES. And whether any judgments are included in these 

items. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not think there is a judgment in 

one of these items. I think these are tlle regular accounts sent in and 
audited by the accounting officers and transmitted to us for the services 
of Umted States comm.ssioners. I do not thinkthere is a judgment in 
one of the items. 

Mr. OATES. Are you aware of the fact that there are a good many 
iudgmentspendine and unsatisfied? 

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. 'Ve 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 Iowa. Thisitemdoesnotinclndetbem. 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 Iowa. 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 "Jud,gmentsfrom United States courts." Now, if 
the gentleman from Alabama will allow me one word further, the gen­
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] is not satisfied with all that I 
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 bis 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 audited. 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 up. My information 
was that they would be ready to be transmitted by to-day or to-mor­
row, but I presume 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 dn.ys ago. 

Mr. OUTHW A.ITE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know what 
amendment is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is pending. 
Mr. HE~DERSON, of Iowa. There is no amendment pending, and 

the matter we have been disc~ing has been passed in the bill. I 
thought it was proper, however, to have it fairly discussed. 

Mr. OUTHW AITE. I would like to inquire whether a motion that 
the committee do now rise would be in order. If so, I make it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 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. OUTHW AITE. I will withdraw m~otion for three minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. Who is running the bill, the gentleman from Ohio 

[Mr. OUTHW.AITE] <>r the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]? 
Mr. OUTHW Al TE. I am not attempting to run anything, sir; but 

I am trying to _stop this running that does not amount to anything, 
and bas not for the last thirty minutes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Expenses of Territorie.l courts of Utah Territory: For defraying the contingent 
expense!! of the courts, including fees of the United States district attorney and 
his assistants, and fees :i.nd per diems of the United States commissioners and 
clerks of the court, and the fees, per diems, and traveling expenses of the United 
States marshal for the '.rerritory of Utah, with the expenses of summoning 
jurors, subprenaing witnesses, of arresting, guarding, and transporting pris­
oners, of hiring and feeding guards, and ot supplying and caring for the peni­
tentiary, to be vaid under the direction o.nd approval of the Attorney-General, 
upon accounts duly verified and certified, being for deficiencies on account of 
fiscal years, as follows: 

For 1890, $8,000. 
For 1889, $3,885.W; in all, Sll,885.80. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out 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 meaµt to say that I dissented 
from some views expressed by him. For instance, when be said be bad 
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 regular 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 thiok. 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 so, I 
think there is no doubt they would have bad the right to deal with 
this question. For years they have dealt with it exactly in that way. 
Throughout the Administration of M:r. 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 out until they went through 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 ta.!ren in order to keep 
these accounts from swelling this deficiency bill. That is my judg­
ment about it. 

Mr. HA.LL. 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 passed? 
J.Ir. ROGERS. Has my· friend got a bill? 
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 yon wanted to stick to the bill. Yon were so 

anxious to go on with the consideration of the bill. 
1tfr. ROGERS. I do not want the gentleman to interrupt me. As his 

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 be can, he 
can ascertain it as well as I can tell him. I will say to him that I 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

sibly there was another reason, and that is a prejudice a~inat this class 
of claims together with t~ unfortunate state of affairs that grew out 

of the last Administration as applied to them. I do not know how it 
was prior to that. It bas 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 saying that 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 AI­
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 because 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 rules of the Hous(j 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 
bis opinion, Ido not think that it is material to anybody else what his 
opinion is. 

Mr. ROGERS. That settles it. I move to strike outthelastword. 
Whenever the gentleman from Illinois gets up and denounces a thing 

ex cathedra, that settles it, and that is the end of it; and when he gets 
up and puts OI,l an air of wisdom and commences to tear his hair and 
beat the air and look wise, givin~ the galledes a chance to look down 
and admire his good looks, and so forth, and so forth, that settles it, 
and noborly can say anything else. That exhausts it. 

Mr. CANNON. And I hope you are exhausted, too. [Laughter.] 
The Clerk proceeded to read. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rnnew my motion that thecommitteedonow 

rise. 
Mr. CANNON. I hope the committee will not rise. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the commitee will not do that, 

as we have been interrupted so much. 
The question was put; and the Chairman announced that t.be 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 a quorum present. 
The CHAIRMAN. On a motion that the committee rise it is not 

necessary tha.t a quorum should be present. It is tantamount to a 
motion t-0 adjourn, and a quorum is not necessary on such a motion. 

Mr. BYNUM. But it does take a quorum to do business. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the ruling has uniformly 

been that on a motion that the committee rise, or on a motion to ad­
journ, the presence of a 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 print.er and indexing 
testimony used in contested-election cases as authorized by an act entitled "An 
act relating to the contested elections," approved l\farch 2, lil87, the sum of 
SI,000, and an additional sum of Sl ,500 to such employes as were actually en­
gaged· in the work, to be designated by the said John B. Clark, and in such 
groportiou as he may deem just, for assistance rendered in the work; in all, 
._.. ~,500. 

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. J There are one hundred and eight members within the bar of 
the House, more than a qnorum; and, a majority voting against the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 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-first 
Congress, SI0,691.4.6. 

To pay to the widow of the late E. J. Gay the amount of salary and mileage 
for the unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Congress, 
$9,904..37. 

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 Iowa. I move that the amount be reduced to a year's 

salary. 
Mr. 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 Iowa. Everything here is in accordance with 
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 
nie it would be useless to insist upon my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined t-0 concur in opinion with 
the gentleman lrom Iowa. [Laughter.] 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
To pay .JamesD. Gage, administrator of the estate of James B. La.!-rd, dec~Bl!led, 

a Rep re entative from the Second district in the State of Nebraskam ~he Fift1e~h 
Congress, in full for the mileage of said Laird for the second session of said 
Congress, $004. 

Ur. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to 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 to the widow of .James N.Burnes, a member-elect to the Fifty-first 
Congress, but who died before the time of its organization, $6,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa.. I have an amendment to offer at that 
point which is made necessary by t.he death of Mr. Walker, of Missouri. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 58, after line 10, inseJ"t: . 
"To nay to the widow of .James P, Walker the amount of salary and mile-

age for.the un expired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Con­
gress, ~,593.96." 

.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 that it is proper to 
allow any man to take from th~Treasuryof the United States the sum 
of 10,000 for services that he never performed, and there ought _to be 
a reformation in this respect. '.rhe 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. 

l\Ir. MILLIKEN. How can the gentleman call these men a "priv­
ileged class,, when they are dead? [Laughter. J 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But this kind of appropriation takes money 
from the Treasury and pots 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 Delegate from the Territory of Dakota, 
namely, from November 2, 1889, to March 4, 1891, $6,679.70. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I see the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] present, and I deem 
it but justice to the illustrious 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. 

M:r. 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 would 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. McADOO] 

is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, I ask the gentleman from New Jersey 

to yield to the gentleman from Iowa to move that the committee rise. 
Mr. McADOO. I prefer to read this now. The gentleman from 

Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is present, and I think it only a. matter of 
justice that Mr. Tilden's denial should go into 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 dea.d, and the gentleman from New Jersey is making a straw 
man for the sake of exhibiting himself as a defender of somebody that 
has not been assailed. 

Mr. McADOO. The RECORD will show whether the gentleman from 
Ohio made any assault or not. I read : 

We now come down to the next charge, tha.t Governor Tilden wa.s the a.sso­
cia.te of \Villi.am 1\L Tweed on a. Democratic committee, that he levied a con­
tribution on William M. Twe~d of55,000, a.nd tha.t he issued a circular in com­
bination wi_!:h William M. Tweed intended to promote the fraudulent election 
of a governor of the State of New York. 

* * • • w ~ 

Then a.s to the issue of that circular, the lie bas been nailed here by my col­
league [Mr. Oox]. If auy man doubts whether that declaration of Governor 
Tilden which had been read was published in The Evening Post of the 4th of 
November, 186>!, the files 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 charge 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 : 

" OARD FROlll lllR. TILDEN. 

" To the Editor of t11e Evening Post: 
"S1n.: llly attention has been called to ana.rticle in your journal of last even­

ing containing a circular to which my name is appended. I hasten to assure 
you that you will not lose your reputation as critics 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 pa.rt. 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, I refused in 1844 to llign the famous secret circular relating to Texas, which 
is celebrated in the history of The Evening Post, though I might have been 
tempted by the illustrious as ociation 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;' nor shall I be, unless I should adopt 
that device for the purpose of getting some valuable truth, disguised in such a. 

-· -. 

form, secured a wide publicity in The Evening Post and all the Republican news­
papers. 

''Very truly yours, 
"S. J. TILDEN. 

"NEW YORK, November 4, 1868." 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To-morrow I shall have published in the RECORD 
the letter of Mr. Greeley, and it will be seen that this is no reply to 
that letter at all, and has nothing to do with it. . 

l\Ir. CANNON. What is the nse of going into ancient history now? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the committee rise. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In order that there may be 

no misunderstanding, I call attention to the fact that we are consider· 
ing the paragraph for the payment of Mr. Matthews, Delegate. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think we have passed that. 
The CHAIRMAN. No. The motion of the gentleman from New 

Jersey [Mr. McADOO] was to strike out the last word, and it will be 
pending when the committee resumes its session. 

The motion of l\Ir. HENDERSON, of Iowa, 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 resolution thereon. 

· 1ESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
.A. message 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 esta.blish two aaditional land dis­
trict.s in the State of Montana, approved April 1, 1890. 

ELECTION CONTEST-GOODRICH VS. BULLOCK. 
Mr. MAISH submitted the views of the minority of the Committee 

on Elections upon ihe contested-election case of Goodrich vs. Bullock, 
from th'e Second Congressional district of Florida; which were ordered 
to be printed. 

SARATOGA 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. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

this bill? 
Mr. BYNU.l\I. I call for the regular order. 
.Mr. McKINLEY. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec-

tion. 
The SPEAKER. The regular 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 .A.ND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 

taken from tJhe Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
BILLS FOR TH.E SPECIFIC ACTION OF CONGRESS. 

.A. letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a commu­
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 l\Ir. BINGHAM: 

Resolved, That--. after therea. ding of the.Journal, be setaside for the con 
sideration of such business a.s may be presented by the Committee on the Post,. 
Office and Post.-Roads; 

to the Committee on Rules. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 

to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
l'rlr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa­

vorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 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 togrant him an honorable 
discharge. (Report No. 2919.) 

A bill (S. 2750) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon R. 
Tobey. (Report No. 2920.) 

A bill (S. 1456) correcting the military history of David A. Park-
hurst. (Report No. 2921.) · 

.A. bill (S. 1696) for the relief of Asher W. Foster. (Report No. 2922.) 
A bill (S. 2597) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 

record of William S. Bennett. (Report No. 2923.) 
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Mr. SNIDER also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 

with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2086) to correct the mili­
tary record Gf John Hinsman, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment 
Kentttcky Cavalry, accompanied by a report (No. 2924)-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. 2925)-to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

J\Ir. VAN SCIIAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3034) to provide 
for thepurchaseof asite and theerectionof a public building thereon 
at Muskey.on, in the State of Michigan, accompanied by a report (No. 
2926)-to t'he Committee of the Whole House on the state, 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, aecompanied by a 
report (No. 2927)-to the Committee of the Whole H_ouse. 

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. 11666) to create additional 

associate justices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia and 
to increase the salaries ofthejustices of said court-to the Committee 
on~~~~ • 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R.116.67) authorizing 
the construction 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. 

PRIVA'l'E 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 bill (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) tor 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 pension of Syl­
vester C. Hill-to the Committee on Invaltd Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11676) to pension 
William Boss-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (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 lai<J on the Clerk's table, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 10029, for there­

lief of Francis Speekert-to the Commit.tee on War Claims. 
Also, paper to accompany House bill 1323, for relief of George S. 

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 a~company House bill 11300, granting an increase of 
pension to August Stein-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 11623, to increase the pension of 
Henrv G. Marshall-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By~l.Ir. 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 favor of the Conger lard bill-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

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. S. Coburn, of 
Clarksville, W. Va.-t-0 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. HOLMAN: Petition of 0. P. Cobb and others, praying oom­
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 .Qn the Territories. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition on claim of R. W. Griggsby for 
the estate of William Griggs by, 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 property 
taken by the United States Army during the late war-to the Commit­
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. H .. Baker and 23 othns, of Hickman County, 
Tennessee, asking passage of Honse bill 7162-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, August 7, 1890. 

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I suggest that it is very evident 

there is not a quorum present. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSecretarywill call the roll. 

\ ... ., 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered · 
to their names: 
Bate, Edmunds, Hoar, Sanders, 
Berry, Evarts, lnge.lls, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Faulkner, McPherson, Sherman, 
Casey, Gorman, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hale, Morgan, Squire, 
Davis, Hampton, Paddock, Turpie, 
Dixon, Harris, Plum I>, Vest, 
Dolph, Hiscock, Power, Walthall. 

Mr. CULLOM. My colleague [Mr. FARWELL] is detained from the 
Senate by illness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call shows that thirty-two 
Senators are present. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague (Mr. MANDERSON] is detained on 
official business in the Executive Departments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A quorum has not appeared, I believe. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum.has not appeared. 
Ir. 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 ofab­
sen t Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will furnish the Ser­

geant-at-Arms with a list of absent Senators, who is hereby directed to 
request their attendance. 

l'ifr. ALDRICH, Mr. REAGAN, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. WILSON of Iowa 
entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

l\Ir. FAULKNER. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] ' 
is detained from the Senate by reason of sickness. 

After a little delay, Mr. BARBOUR, Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. CoKE, Mr. 
DA WES, Mr. FRYE, l\Ir. MCMILLAN, and Mr. v ANOE entered the 
Chamber and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at IO o'clock and 19 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-three Senators having responded, a quorum is JJresent. Shall 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the business can proceed, as this is 
only a request to absent Senators to come in. We shall 11eed 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 iempo1·e. If 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. 

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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