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Also, thirty petitions from Pennsylvania, for the same pur-
pose—'£o the Committee on Agriculture.

Bérl:;ir. HAUGEN: Petition of James Murphrey and others, of
St. Croix County, Wis., in favor of free bimetallic coinage—to
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. HITT: Petition of National Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union, asking that no exposition for which appropria-
tions are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday—to the
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition.

By Mr. HOAR: Petition to accompany House bill 4808, for re-
lief of James H. Willey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Papers to accompany House
bill 4709,for relief of D.K. Eggleston—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Eleven petitionsof citi-
zens of the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of
a law by Congress subjecting olemargarine to the provisions of
the lawsof the several States—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HULL: Petition of John McCudden and 11 others, of
Warren County,Iowa, for the passage of the Conger lard bill—to
the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petitions of the National
‘Woman's Christian Temperance Union, asking that no exposi-
tion or exhibition for which appropriations are made by Congress
shall be opened on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Co-
lumbian ition.

By Mr. K ALL: Petition of Mrs. M Stoner, of Mont-
gomery County, Ky., to accompany House bill 4814—to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

BJy Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of Samuel Bacon and 26 others,
of Jefferson Township, Allen County, Ind., that free delivery of
all mail matter be extended toeve poat—oiﬂoeinthe settled por-
tion of the country, with free collection of letters—to the Commit-
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. MANSUR: Petition to accompany House bill 4725, ask-
inig for pension by special act for Mrs. Benjamin F. Meyer—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MARTIN: Affidavit of claimant to accompany House
bill 3793, for relief of Philip H. Carr—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Jesse Owings, for himself and
the estate of Ann E. Harper, late of Alexandria County, Va.,

raying that their war claim may be referred to the Court of
%lmms under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania: Protest of the Pennsylvania
Synod of the Presbyterian Church against opening the World's
Columbian Exposition on the Sabbath—to the Select Committee
on the Columbian Exposition.

By Mr. PATTON: aFers and documents to accompany House
bill 4734, for the relief of Samuel Horner, late a private of Com-
pany E, Ninth Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Humphrey Bullock, president,
and C. Herin, secre , of Assembly No. 31, Farmers’ Mutual
Benefit Association, of Warrick County, Ind.,in favor of the pas-
sage of House bill 5353 of the Fifty-first Congress, known as the
bill defining options and futures—to the Committee on Agricul-
ture,

Also, petition in favor of a revenue tax on compound lard as
provided in the bill known as the Conger lard bill—to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of sundry churches of Princeton, Ind., compris-
ing 975 members, against opening the World’s Columbian Fair on
Sunday—to the Select Commiftee on the Columbian Exposition.

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of John F. Jackson o accom&mny House
bill 4740, for a Enﬁion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PO : Petition of President Brainard, Middlebury
College, Vermont, and others, praying that the metric system
of weights and measures be exclusively used in the customs serv-
ice of the United States—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights,
and Measures.

By Mr. REED: Papers to accompany House bill 4569 giving
list of vessels wrecked at Cape Porpoise, Maine, from 1 to
1888—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, papers in the claim of Geo. A. Emery, of Portland, Me.,
tgﬂagwmpany House bill 4824—to the Committee on Mﬂitary

airs,

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of E. D. Chaffer, of Orwell, Pa.,
and of 62 other citizens, praying for the enactment of a law by
Congress su‘};f'ecting oleomar%z{i)rine to the provisgions of the laws
of the several States—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. REYBURN: Eleven petitions of citizens of Pennsyl-
vania, praying for the enactment of a law b Con%ress subject-
ing oleomargarine to the provisions of the laws of the several
States—to the Committee on Agriculture.

XXITT—39

By Mr. STEVENS: Paper in the matter of the military record
of Henry H. Baily, former member of Company H, First Mas-
sachusetts Heavy Artil]ery—»to the Committee on fwﬁ!itary Af-
fairs. -

By Mr. SHONK: Four petitions of citizens of the State of
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of a law by Congress
surﬂecﬁng oleomargarine to the provisions of the laws of the sey-
eral States—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania: Fourteen petitions of
citizens of the State of Pennsﬂllvanja, praying for the enactment
of alaw by Congress subjecting oleomargarine to the provisions
of the laws of the several States—to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

By Mr. SPERRY: Papersin the matter of a&?lieation for pen-
sion for Jane E. Anderson, of Windsor Locks, Conn., daughter of
William C. Anderson—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Claim of Elias Cleveland,
Company K, Eighty-seventh Illinois Infantry, for special act of
Congress—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, %tit,ion and affidavit of 8. S, Brills, Ridgway, Gallatin
County, Ill.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, claim of Patrick Smith, with affidavit and account—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, paper to accompany House bill 4770—to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. WARWICK: Petitionof citizens of Canton, Ohio, that
the pay of letter-carriers may be equalized—to the Committee on
Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, January 28, 1892.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, J. G. BUTLER, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 217) to amend an act entitled ‘* An act for the
construction of a railroad and wagon bridge across the Missis-
sippi River at South St. Paul, Minn.,” approved April 26, 1890,
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Commerce.

The bill (H. R. 2785) to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to amend
the general incorporation law of the District of Columbia,” ap-
proved May 17, 1882, was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans-
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 18th instant, certain
information in regard to the Brightwood Railway Company;
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

PETITION AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a resolution of the Cham-
ber of Commerce of the State of New York, reaffirming its opinion
favoring the transfer of the Revenue Marine Service to the Na
ngpart-ment; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af-

airs.

He also presented a memorial of the New Orleans (La.) Cotton
Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of the Washburn
bill defining options and futures and imposing special taxes on
dealers therein; which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

He also presented a petition signed by Samuel W. Smallwood,
president of the Cotfon and Grain Exchange of New Berne, N.
C., and sundry merchants, shipowners, and others, praying for
the ]%-g.'saa.ga of the bill to transfer the Revenue Cutter Serviee from
the Treasury to the Navy Department; which was referred to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce
of Pensacola, Fla., prarixri.:ég;_aor the transfer of the Revenue Ma-
rine Service from the ry to the Navy Department; which
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also presented a petition of Wright Carlion and 20 other
citizens of Nocatee, De Soto County, Fla.; the petition of D. T.
Carlton and other citizens of Arcadia, De Soto County, Fla.; the

tition of M. F. Mizell'and 6 other citizens of Pine Level, De

to County, Fla.; the petition of I. A, Sileox and 25 other eciti-
zens of De Soto County, Fla., and the petition of W. A. Semmes
and 11 other citizens of Lee County, Fla., praying that the town
of Trabue (Punta Gorda), Fla., be made a port of entry; which

were referred to the Committee on Commerce.
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Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 72 citizens, 2 churches,
and 1 society, and a petition containing 163 individual signatures
and 900 represented indorsements of citizens of Ohio, praying
that no exposition or exhibition for which an appropriation is
made by Congress be opened on Sunday; which were referred to
the Committee on the &adro-Cantennml (Select).

He also presented a memorial of citizens of College Townshixﬁ
Enox County, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the bi
for the removal of Ute Indians from their present reservation in
Colorado; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a petitionof the National Woman’s
Christian Temperance Union of Adrian, Mich., signed by 420
members, praying that no exposition or exhibition for which ap-
propriations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday;
wal;i:-?:h ;was referred to the Committee on the é’lﬁlaidro-(}entenniai

ect). -

: Mr. HARRIS ﬁresented a petition of Subordinate Grange No.
121, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hayward County, Tenn., praying
for the passage of abill defining options and futures and imposing
special taxes on dealers therein; which was referred to the Com-
_mittee on the Judiciary.

Mr. CULLOM %;asented a petition of John McCarty, late of
Compan¥ A and Company B, One hundred and seventy-ninth
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, praying that he be gi-m.nt.ed a pension;
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of citizens of Randolph County,
1., rpghying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was
refe to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of citizens of Randolph County,
Ill., praying for the passage of the Butterworth antioption bill;
whm% was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of the New Orleans
%JLa. Cotton Exc , remonstrating against the passage of the

ill known as the Washburn bill, defi tioptions and futures;
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the National Woman’s
Christian Temperance Union, signed by Mrs. J. C. Bateham,
superintendent, Mrs. M. E. Catlin, and 26 others, of Redfield, S.
Dak., praying that no exposition or exhibition for which appro-
priat&ons are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday; which
was referred to the ittee on the Qung‘:'o-Cenbennia}. Select).

Mr. PETTIGREW presented the petition of R. A. Rounse-
ville and 17 other citizens of angbury County, S. Dak., and the

tition of Henry H. Bronelle and 31 other citizens of Spencer, Mc-
aok Gou.ntﬁ?l 8. Dak., praying for legislation against dealing
inoptions; which were referred to the Committee onthe Judiciary.

- iye also fp:gro?:;stgd a ggtit'l;onSoIDRéA. Rounsefvillfh and other
citizens of Ki 1 unty, S. Dak., praying for the passage
of the Conger lard b{l{; which was referred to the Comm?ttee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

r. CHILTON presented the petition of Goshen Grange, No.
800, Patrons of Husbandry, of Henderson Count{ﬁ Tex., praying
for the eof a daclaratorfbmt concerning the forfeiture of
certain lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, on the
company’s general route from Wallula, Wash., to Portland, Ore-
gon; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. HAWLEY presented the &;ition of the Centennial Board
of Finance of the United States tennial Commission, together
with the draft of a bill to provide for its remaining funds and to
end its corporate existence; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

Mr. PEFFER presenteda petition of the National Woman's
Christian Temperance Union, signed by Mrs. J. C. Bateham, su-
perintendent, and 24 others, of Pomona, Kans., praying that no
exposition or exhibition for which appropriations are made by
Congress shall be opened on Sunday; which was referred to the
Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select).

Mr. TURPIE presented apetition of citizens of Boone County,
Ind., praying for the passage of a bill prohibiting the dealing in

tions and futures; which wasreferred to the Committee on the
o :

Mr.ﬂLISON Spresented the petition of John Christopher and

other citizens of Story County, lowa, praying for the p e of
what is known as the option bll’l; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of members of the National Wo-
man’s Christian Temperance Snion of Iowa, praying that no ex-

ition or exhibition for which appro riations are made by

%gglg'rwsha]l be opened on Sunday; which was referred to the
~ Committee on the ntennial (Select).

He also presented the petition of George Browa and other cit-
izens of Howard County, Iowa, pra.f;if or the passage of what
is commonly known as the Conger bill; which was referred
to the Commiftee on Agriculture and Forestl;y.

He also S;l‘:;”:}r{-:d!e::mt.estl a Egj&ﬁiﬁﬁon‘of 30 membersof the Baptist Young
People’s Society of C ian Endeavor of Boone, Iowa, praying

that the World’s Columbian Fair be closed on Sunday; also, that
the sale of liquors therein be prohibited, and that the artdepart-
ment be managed according to the American standard of purity
in art; which was referred to the Committes on the Quadro-Cen-
tennial (Select).

He also presented the petition of C. Flora and other citizens of
Guthrie County, Iowa, and the petition of A. Van Pelt and other
citizens of Iowa, praying for the pass of what is commonly
known as the option bill; which were referred to the Committee
on the J udiciarg.

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Young People’s
Christian Endeavor Bociety of Orwell, Pa., praying that the
World’s Columbian Fair be closed on Sunday; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centen (Select).

He also presented a memorial of the Young People’s Christian
Endeavor Society of Smithfield, Pa.; a memorial of the Young
People’s Christian Endeavor Society of Troy, Pa.; and a memo-
rial of the Young People’s Christian Endeavor Society of Ulster,
Pa., remonstrating against the exportation of liquor to Africa;
which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PERKINS presented additional pa.ﬁera to accom; the
bill (S. 1114) granting a pension to Clark Barton; which ‘were
refe to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alli-
ance of Polk Counbgé, inn., and a petition of the Farmers’ Alli-
ance of Bear Park, ., praying for the passage of what is com-
monly known as the option bill; which were referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. MCPHERSON presented a petition of Daniel Z. Morrison
and 69 other members of the Belleville (N. J.) Congregational
Churgh, mmonstraﬂn%ﬂagalnat the g of the Columbian
Exposition on the Sabbath; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select).

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O.
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President
had, on the 26th instant, approved and signed the joint resolu-
tion (S. R. 18) to fill vacancies in the Board of Regents of the
Smithsonian Institution.

RELATIONS WITH CHILE.

Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the secretaries of the President of
the United States, communicated to the Senate sundry messages
in writi.nlg.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a
me:asage from the President of the United States, which will be

read.

The Chief Clerk read the message.

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the message, with the accom-
panying papers, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions, and be printed.- I desire to say that I suppose every mem-
ber of the Senate heartily joins in congratulation over a hopeful
honorable settlement to both parties of an unpleasant difference
that has arisen between two sister Republics.

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the unanimousconsent of the Senate
that the communication from Mr. Egan to the Secretary of State
be read. It isnotlong.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and the communication from the minister of the
United States at Chile will be read.

The Chief Clerk read Mr. Egan’s dispatch, which appears in

the House E-mceedi Iﬁn 8.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The messﬁ, with the accompany-
ing papers, will be printed and referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations, if there be no objection. The Chair hears
none.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 1681) making an appropriation for the
construction of two United States revenue cutters for service on
the Great Lakes, reported it without amendment, and submitted
a report thereon.

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 692) authorizing the Secretary of
"‘War to procure and present suitable medals fo the survivors of
the ‘*forlorn-hope storming party” of Port Hudson, reported it
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (S. 422) granting an honorable diaclmrie to Harlow Brewer,
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and
the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mzr. CO from the Committee on Commerce, fo whom was
referred the bill (S. 1295) to authorize the construction of jetties,
piers, and breakwaters at private in the Gulf of Mexico,
at the mouth of Rope’s Pass in the State of Texas, reported it
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.
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Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 552) to amend the act approved
March 1, 1887, relating to the Hospital Oo?a of the Army, re-
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill (S. 1417) to amend the military rec-
ord of Joseph H. Moore shows in the text thereof that he was in
the naval force. The Committee on Military Affairs ask to be
excused from the further consideration of the bill and that it be
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 3

The report was agreed to.

Mr, W. E, from the Committee on Claims, to whom wasre-
ferred the bill (8. 43) for the relief of the personal representatives
of Adelia Cheatham, deceased, reported it without amendment,
and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. CAMERON,¥rom the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 256) for the relief of Augustus
Boyd, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report
thereon.

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the bill (S. 1668) to authorize and regulate the construc-
tion of a bridge across the Kootenai River, at the town of Fry,
county of Kootenai, State of Idaho, reported it with amendments.

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 1220) granting a pension to Eliza K.
Starr, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report
thereon.

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 113) to establish a mili
near Little Rock, Ark., reported it with an amendment, sub-

, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to

mitted a report thereon.

Mr. PAL
whom were referred the following bills, reported adversely
thereon, and the bills were postponed indefinitely:

A bill iS. 1002; for relief of C. Gilpatrick;

A bill (S. 1510) for relief of Jacob Barr;

A Dbill (S. 1065) for the relief of James R. Mullikin, late captain
Company K, Thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteers; and

A Eﬂl (S. 1145) for the relief of John W, Sturtevant.

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the bill (S. 1608) to make Punta Gorda, Fla., a port of
3nﬁ,tzleported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in-

e :

He alayo, from the same committee, to whom the subject was
referred, reported a bill (S. 1956) to amend an act entitled ‘““An
act establis a customs collection district in Florida, to be
known as the collection district of Tampa, and for other pur-
poses,” approved March 1, 1889,and to Punta Gorda a sub-
port of entry; which was read twice by its title.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1934) to amend an act entitled
‘*An act to establish a court of private land claims, and to pro-
vide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States
and Territorries,” approved March 3, 1891; which wasread twice
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee on the J uﬂicl.r::iy.

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1935) to establish a railway
bridge across the Illinois River, between a point at or near the
city of Havana in Mason County, and a point on the opposite
side of said river in Fulton County, in the State of Illinois; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Commerce.

He also introduced & bill (S.1936) torecognize Elias J. Beymer
as an enrolling officer and for relief of his widow and minor
children; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Mlhtar;{'Aﬁmrs

He also introduced a bill (S. 1937) for the relief of James L. Wil-
liams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 1938) authorizing the restoration
of the name of Wilbur F. Melbourne, late first lieutenant Fif-
teenth United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and pro-
viding that he be placed on the list of retired officers; which was
T&dairmce by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military

8.

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S, 1939) for the relief of Joseph
C. Hogan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac-
compan, i.u%papers, referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 1940) for the relief of R. B.
‘Woodson; which was read twice by its title, and, with ‘the ac-
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices
and Post-Roads.

Mr. TURPIE g:y request) introduced a bill (S. 1941) for the re-
lief of Nimrod D. Kineaster; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. MOMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1942)for the relief of the

heirs of William A. Burt, deceased; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 1943) for the relief of Wil-
liam Flannery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Claims.

He also introduced a bill (8. 1944) for the construction and com-
pletion of suitable school buildings for Indian industrial school
in Montana; which was read t by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 1945) gﬁntmg to the State of Mon-
tana 5 per centum of the net proceeds of the sales of public lands
in that State; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Public Lands.

He also introduced a bill (S.1946) to amend the act of October
2, 1888, concerning the selection of reservoir sites, ete.; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commitiee on
Public Lands.

He also introduced a bill {S. 1947) for the relief of John G.
Evans; which wasread twice byits title,and referred to the Com-
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

-Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1948) to authorize the
Southern Kansas Railway Company to construct and maintain a
E‘ipe line from the North Fork of the Canadian River, Indian

erritory, to said railroad; which was read twice by its t.{tl.e, and
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. §

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1949) to amend seection 3117 *
of the Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to the
coasting trade on the Great Lakes; which was read twice by its
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1950) donating 20 acres
of land from the Fort Sidney military reservation, on the north-
east corner thereof, to the city of Sidney, Nebr., for cemetery
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom-
pan; papers, referred to the Committee on fhﬂlltm-y Affairs.

introduced a bill (S. 1951) to relieve John Friedlin from
the charge of desertion; which was read twice its title, and,
with the accompanying papers, and referred to the Committe on

Mr. PASCO infroduced a bill (S. 1952) to amend an act en-

mp:ﬁ tzla.ctr ?f gmengl thgtaoggtutes in rel:.lt;ion to 1mmedm" te

on utiable , and for other purposés,” ap-

roved June 10, A, D. 1880, by extending the erﬂegﬂs of the

rst and seventh sections thereof to the port of St. Augustine,

Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

Mr. COCKRELL (byrequest)introduced a bill (S. 1953) for the -
relief of Capt. Ceran St. Vrain’scom yof New Mexico Mounted
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Military affairs.

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1954) for the relief of Lewis
D. Allen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Claims.

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1955) granting an in-
crease of pension to Robert Steward; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1957) for the relief of
Meyer B. Haas; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1958) to submit to the Court
of Claims the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho ** Pano-
che Grande,” in the State of California, and for other purposes;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED.
On motion of Mr. TURPIE, it was

Ordered, Thatthe petition and accompanying papersof Mrs. Ellen A. King
of La Fayette, Ind., now on the files of the Sen.a?:or the last Congress, in re-
lation to the correction of themilitary record of her late husband, Alexander

; be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs for consideration.

PRINTING OF SENATE BILLS, ETC.

Mr. PEFFER. I submit the following resolution, and ask for
its immediate consideration:

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed, in document form, one hun-
dred copies eacllmi of the following: Senate bills Nos. 357, 358, 850, 1288, and

1269; also miscellaneous document No. 18 and Senate joint resolution No. a2
to be placed in the document room.

Mr. MANDERSON. The resolution should be referred to the
Committee on Printing. Itisnecessary thatitshould be referred
under the law.

Mr. PEFFER. Let the resolution be referred.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to
the Committee on Printing.
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SUBP(ENAS FOR SENATE COMMITTEES.
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con-
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the Committee on Privile, and Electlons be directed to
gapara a proper form of subpoena for req the attendance of witnesses

be usadg;- the Senate and the committees thereof, and to report the same
for the information of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Am from the House of Regresentatives, by Mr. T. O.
TOWwWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were
thereupon Bigled by the Vice-President:
A biﬁo(H. . 28) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting
the right of way to the Hutchison and Southern Railroad Com-
y through the Indian Territory;” and
A bill (H. R.517)providing for the completion of the allotment
of lands to the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I ask leave of absence fro
the sittings of the Senate for one week. s

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave of absence will be granted
to the Senator from Kentucky, if there be no objection. The
Chair hears none.

RECIPROCAL TRADE AGREEMENTS.

Mr. HALE., I desire to call up the resolution submitted b;
me a few days ago for the 'Rlurpoae of making some remarks.
ask the Secretary to read the resolution.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The Secre read the resolution submitted by Mr. HALE on
the 18th instant, as follows: ~

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, directed to send
to the Senate, as early as is practicable, copies of all ments made with
other countries relating to an interc] of trade and commerce under the
provisions of section 3 of an act entitled “An act to reduce the revenue and
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,’ approved October 1, 1890;
and also to furnish the Senate with all information received as to the practi-
cal effect of such agreements.

Mr. HALE. Mpr, President, in the present happy subsidence
. of the war note, I hope Senators will feel that it is fitting to
turn our attertion to some of the victories of peace.

The answer to the resolution offered by me in the Senate a few
days since, and which has just been read, will furnish the infor-
mation called for more in detail than can be known at present;
but I have already possessed myself of information and facts suf-
ficient, I believe, to justify me in setting forth something of the
history of the reciprocity movement, the helping hand it has re-
ceived, and the delays and hinderances which have been put in
its pathway in certain quarters, and the tangible resultsup to the
present time.

Touching this last, it must be borne in mind that the oldest
treaty or agreement for reciprocity, under section 3 of the Mec-
Kinley act, has been in force but nine months, and that the
treaties or agreements following have some of them but just
passed into actual operation.

The desire for extended trade, through the agency of reciproc-
ity treaties, between the United States and her sister nations
and dependencies of the American hemisphere, has moved in the
minds of practical statesmen for many years. Different Admin-
istrations had made essays in this direction. Gen. Garfield,
President Arthur, and others had looked with impatience upon
the spectacle of arapidly increasing trade and commerce among
the nations of Central and South America, in which we had lit-
tle part; but no way had been devised through which our trade
with them could be augmented till near the closing days of the
first session of the Fifty-first Congress.

On the 2d of September, 1890, I called up theoriginal recilproc-
ity amendment to the tariff biil, which was then under discus-
sion, which I had introduced on the 19th of June previous, and
which had been referred to the Committee on ce. The
amendment had been prepared at the State Department, and
reads as follows:

And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, without fur-
ther legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open toall
Rroducta of any nation of the erican hemisphere upon which no export

uties are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its

rts, free of all national, provincial (State), municipal, and other taxes,
our, corn meal, and other breadstuffs, preserved meats, fish, vegetables and
fruits, cotton-seed oil, rice, and other provisions, I.m:lu:érnf all articles of
food, lumber, furniture, and all other articles of wood, cultural imple-
ments and machinery, mining and mechanical machinery, structural steel
and iron, steel rails, locomotives, railway cars and supplies, street cars, re-
fined petroleum, or such other products of the United States as may be agreed
upon.
It undoubtedly covered the plan which the State Department
had in view to attain practical reciprocitg. : :
The amendment gave rise to extended discussion, was care-
fully considered in the Committee on Finance, which later in
the session reported the reciprocity feature in what is known as

the Aldrich amendment, which on the 9th day of September
was adopted by the Senate and made a part of the tariff act, he-
mﬁ‘ the third section of that act.

he vote of the Senate showed that already one of the great
national parties was found in substantial unanimity in favor of
the scheme, while the other was arrayed in solid phalanx against
it. That it may be seen how marked this line 0? difference was
drawn I give the list of yeas and nays in the Senate upon the
adoption of the amendment:

YEAS—38.
Aldrich, Dolph, Mitchell, Sherman,
Allen, e, Moody, Spooner,
Allison, ]1;33. Paddock, Sq ?
Cameron, Hawlo{. Pierce, Stewart,

VS Hiscock, Plat - Stockbridge,
Chandler, Hoar, Plum Teller,
Cullom, Ingalls, Power, burn,
Davis, Jones, Nev. 2 ‘Wilson, Iowa.
Dawes, McMillan, S ers,

Dixon, Manderson, Sawyer,
NAYS—29.

Bate, Colquitt, Harris, - Vance,

% 1, Jones, Ark. Vest,

burn, Edmunds, Morgan, Voorhees,
Blodgett, Evarts, Pasco, W"all.l:ml%li
Butler, Faulkner, Pugh, . Wilson, Md.
Carlisle, Gibson, Ransom,
Cockrell, Gorman, Reagan,
Coke, Gray, Turpie,

It is an illustration of what the world has seen for thirty years,
that, even upon plain business propositions touching the common
good of all the country, and the every-day life and prosperity of
the people, upon which, if anywhere, there should be no party
division, the Democratic party selects the darkness rather than
the light for its standing ground.

As some attempt has been made to show that the original reci-
gﬂrocity amendment received rude treatment at the handsof the

nate and that its original authors were not considered in the
legislation of Congress, I may state here that, after the changed
condition resulting from the repeal of nearly all of the sugar duty
the Aldrich amendment was heartily accepted by the friends o
the original amendment in the Senate, by the Secretary of State,
and by the President.

The basis of the original amendment was the retention of the
sugar duty till reciprocal treaties could be negotiated. When
that basis was changed and the repeal became a fixed fact it is
difficult to see what other plan than the Aldrich amendment could
bedevised. Foronel voted mostheartily foritsincorporationinto
the McKinley bill and never had a doubt as to its beneficent
operation.

The people of the United States, Mr. President, broad and
large, gave a generous welcome to the reciprocity scheme from
the moment that it appeared in Congress, and no measure of the
present Administration has received more hearty public support
than this. In fact, repeated expressions of pu{ ic favor were
needed before the project found favor in certain quarters. Influ-
ences ephemerally potential in the Regublican party were ar-
rayed against it, but all this disappeared when expressions in its
favor came pouring in during the summer and early fall of 1890
from boards of e and commerce, from district and State con-
ventions, and indeed from all the places where the people gath-
ered together to discuss and commend the recipmcﬁ?ro plan.

Attempts were made in certain guarters to show that the reci-
procity plan was opposed to and interfered with the great doc-
trine of ?mtect.ion to American labor to which the Republican
party is fully committed; but all this disappeared when it was
seen by the people that what was comprehended in the scheme
was an incre trade with countries that produce articles which
we can not produce, which articles we can purchase with the
products of our farms and mines and manufactories, which our
southern sister nations need and which they can not produce.
Reciprocity of this kind is in fact an aid to protection and broad-
ens the field of the American laborer by opening new markets
for his products to be paid for in articles which can never com-
pete with his labor. e people all understand this, and they
made their voice heard and their wishes known here and in the
Chamber at the other end of the Capitol, and, except in the Dem-
ocratic party, open opposition was drowned and no further hos-
tile note was heard.

1 do not hesitate, Mr. President, in stating here and now, as
the result of my observation, that I firmly believe that section
3 of the McKinley bill, which contains the reciprocity feature,
is the part of the measure which has floated the whole act, and
which kept it from being swamped by the storm which, without
reason, broke upon it from the da{ of its passage. The great
merits of other parts of the McKinley bill might have sunk un-
der a sea of obloquy and would never have been seen and appre-
ciated if the reciproecity clause had not kept the whole structure
from going down.

I come now to take up the situation which the Administration
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and the State De entfound themselves confronted with after
the passage of the bill. ¥ X

The power given to the President by section 3 of the tariff act
to reimpose duties upon certain articles, the products of other
countries, whenever he shall believe that duties and exactions
upon the products of the United States in these countries arere-
ciprocally unreasonable, was the leve ~under which treaties
or agreements were to be negotiated. ithout this power no
inducements could be urged with the representatives of the Cen-
tral and South American nations as a reason for lowering their
tariff upon our products and givingup avaluable portion of their
revenues.

In the first attempts at negotiation the President and the Sec-
retary of State found themselves hampered and hindered by the
positf?m of the opposition press throughout the country. 1t was
alleged by these newspapers that this power would never be car-
ried into effect; that no President would venture to reimpose
duties on coffee, sugar, and other articles after they had once
been admitted free. The Democratic newspapers claimed that
no foreign nation would negotiate a treaty or give the subg'ect
attention because the measure was a partisan one and part of an
offensive tariff act, which, on the first change of parties, would
be repealed. It was also contended that the measure was uncon-
stitutional in conferring legislative power upon the President
for the imposition of taxes in his own discretion.

Evidences appeared showing clearly that the leaders of the
Democratic party had become a ed at the growing popularity
with the people of the reciprocity plan, bornof distinguished Re-

ublican parentage, and adopted, at last, by the Republican party
general, and were determined to belittle it and deride it and
to drive it from its lodgment in the good will of the people.
Democratic newspapers denounced it everywhere as an imprae-
ticable sham, and wherever Democraticauthority was heard from
it carried with it a sneer against the measure. :

The Senatorfrom New York, who haslately entered this Cham-
ber as a member of this body, and who has brought to his %arty
as his credential of leadership upon the other side the tm? y of
a great State, chained and 'gs.ggfd and despoiled of her political
rights, paused for a moment in his work of spoliation to declare
in the Democratic State convention of New York, which assem-
bled in Saratoga on the 16th of September last to do his willand
to register his decree, that the Democratic party of the State of
New York in convention assembled renews the pledges of its
fidelity to Democratic faith, and to denounce in terms ( give the
words of the platform) * the Blaine reciprocity humbug.”

These vicious attacks upon the measure at the hands of Dem-
ocratic newspapers and leaders had their inevitable result; the
weakened the effect of the measure abroad, made hard the tas
of our negotiators; they strengthened the handsof foreign gov-
ernments; they were mischievous, unpatriotic, and were meant
to be deaﬁly in their effect, both at home and abroad.

Importers who brought the products affected by the measure
into our markets were influenced by these attacks, and commu-
nicated their doubts and fears to their correspondents abroad.
Articles from Democratic newspapers were translated and repro-
duced in the sugar and coffee producing countries; all carrying
the impression that thereciprocity provisionin the tariff act was
an idle menace which would never be enforced, and, without
danger tothe foreign producer that it would be enforced, we had
nothing to trade on.

We had repealed, at different times, the duties upon great for-
eign products, which, at the time of their re , might have
been used to induce foreign governments to reduce their duties
on our products. We had given up coffee, tea, and hides, and,
last and greatest of all, had given up sugar; and never before in
giving up any of these had we sought to acquire any advantages
with the countries producing these articles in return. Their
impositions upon our products continued as great asever,and
in some cases had been increased. The time had now come
when we were to try to retrace our steps and get back some of
the advantages which we had so blindly thrown away.

That proper credit may be given where credit is due, I wish to
say, Mr. President, that the whole force of the Administration
was brought to bear in the work of negotiating these treaties.
The President gave it his careful and constant attention and en-
tered heart and soul into the conduct of the negotiation. The
Secretary of State gave to the work his days and nights and
risked health and life in his great labors. Their efforts were
supplemented by the invaluable assistance of that veteran Ameri-
can diplomatist, Hon. John W. Foster, whose handiwork is seen
in all the details of the treaties. :

The first country approached was Brazil. For the ten years
preceding the dee.ar 1890 we had received of Brazil’'s goods and

roducts $502,547,258, and had sent back only $83,432,557. The
ance of more than $400,000,000 against us had been paid to
Brazil in money which had gone to purchase English, ]:Erench,

and German products which the Brazilians needed, and which
we ought to have sent to them instead of the gold which they
made us pay.

The ch efv roducts of Brazil sent to us are coffee, rubber, hides,
and sugar. R‘he first three have for years been admitted free,
and the tariff act which had just been passed had practically
placed sugar on the free list, thus letting in the entire produet of
Brazil free of duty. -

The reverse aige of this was not a pleasing thing for our ne-
gotiators to contemplate. Brazil imposed a heavy duty upon
almost every one of our products, and ever since the duty on coffee
was removed, in 1872, the United States, through its ters to
Brazil, has tried to obtain some coneession to American products
from the Government of Brazil as a compensation for the free
admission of coffee from that country. Nothing came of this till
the passage of the tariff act of October, 1890. The power con-
ferred upon the Prasident to reimpose duties on coffee, sugar,
and hides brought the Brazilian Government at once to a sense
of the marked difference in the tariff conditions of the two coun-
tries, and speedy progress was made to a reciprocity arrange-
ment by which razil gave feee admission to a valuable list of
American products and to a reduction of duties on another valu-
able list; thus approximating an equality of treatment in tariffs.

For the last ten or twelve years we have taken annually from
Brazil about $60,000,000 and have sent there about $10,000,000 per
year, leaving a difference against us of nearly $50,000,000 per an-
num. Brazil has been in a condition of yneasiness and ferment
ever sinea the treaty went into effect in April and the conditions
arc not favorable for judging as to the effect of the new arrange-
ment: but, under the impetus of this arrangement, our export
trade with that country has increased in the last eight months
nearly $2,000,000 compared with the corresponding trade in the
previous year, which year, up to that time, was the largest in the
history of our trade with Brazil.

The table which I submit shows that of the articles to be ad-
mitted free into Brazil under the arrangement, the total annual
averageimportationsamounted to $20,399,000,0f which the United
States only furnished $3,394,633. Of the articles to be admitted
at the preferential reduction of 25 per cent, the total annual im-
portations into Brazil have bzen 838,631,243, of which the United
States furnished only $2,035,839. The two schedules together
show a total annual importation into Brazil of $58,635,182,0f which
only $5,430,532 came from the United States, against $53,204,650
from other countries.

Considering all the conditions of Brazil, the increased trade of
nearly $2,000,000 in the last seven or eight months, over the
largest trade which we have had with Brazil for the correspond-
ing time, indicates unerringly that the United States under this
arrangement will maintain a trade with Brazil which in.time
mustbring our exportations there nearly or quite equal to the im-
portations from that country.

The next country with which negotiations were opened under
section 3 of the tariff act was Spain, with a view to increasing our
trade with the colonial islands of Cuba and Porto Rico. At once
the powerful effect of the reciprocity provision of the tariff was
made apparent. For the past twenty years our trade relations
with Cuba have been more unsatisfactory than with any foreign
counfry. Our commerce has bzen subjected to annoyance and
embarrassment in entering the portsof the island, causing delay
and expense to our vessels and to our exported articles. Not a
month has passed that complaints have not arisen where Ameri-
can vessels and American cargoes have suffered annoyance and
expense by excessive tariff duties and exacting customs regula-
tions; and so great have been: thesa difficulties that the United
States producer, conditions favoring, has preferred other markets
to the Cuban.

Here we have taken of Cuban products, each year, about $52,000,-
000 and have only returned $11,000,000 per year of our own goods.
But the market of the United States had bacome a necessity to
the Cuban sugar-planters. Since the great development of the
beet-sugar industry in Europe, Cuba has been driven almost out
of that market for its sugar. The bounty system adopted by
France, Germany, and Austria gives beet sugar a large advan-
tage in England and other European markets, and this, added
to the heavier freights and long time consumed in the voyage,
makes it impossible for Cuban sugar to compete successfully in
the European markets with beet sugar. This has shut Cuba up
to the market of the United States.

The e of the reciprocity provision in the tariff bill brought
the Cuﬁﬁg&w lanter face to face with the question whether
new advantages should be given to the trade of the United States
b{y him or he should see his own industry ruined and his planta-
tion abandoned. When this negotiation was opened the repre-
sentatives of the State Department found the Spanish Govern-
ment fully impressed with the belief that the power given to the
President by section 3 of the tariff act would never be enforced. .
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All of the arguments origi’,zm]ly advanced against the amend-
ment, and the articles in Democratic nev:?a rs predicting that
not;;hi;g would come of it, had been ca ﬁathered. by. the
Spanish authorities, and our negotiators were told that Bgni.n and
Cuba expected the benefit of free sugar without being obliged to
E.va anything in return; but when they were assured that the

t would carry the law into execution in good faith, the
Spanish Government at once entered upon the negotiation of an
arrangement which culminated in a treaty having two sets of

visions. /

Spain has certain commercial freaties with Enropean govern-
ments by which those governments are entitled to the same
favors inCuba asmay be granted to any other nation; but fortu-
nately these treaties expire on June 30, 1892. The Spanish Gov-
ernment therefore pro; to make a transitory schedule of arti-
cles for free or favored admission into Cuba and Porto Rico, to be
put into force at once, composed of such products as could be
most snccessfully exported from the United States, and beyond
this to agree to a comprehensive schedule of articles to be put
into operation on the 1st of July, 1892, when the European reci-
procity treaties would cease to have effect. On aecount of this
arrangement the United States has not yet felt the full effects of
the commercial treaty, and will not till after the 1st of July next.

If’ Senators, however; will examine the transitory,schedule,
which I will incorporate with my remarks, they will see that we
have obtained large favors,especially for American agricultural

ucts. Among these all kinds of meats, heretofore paying
v}vl duties, are now d@dmitted to Cubaentirelyfree. Lard also,
which we have sent to Cuba to the extent of nearly two and one-
half millions of dollars annually, and which has herefofore paid
a duty of 4+ cents a pound, is now admitted free. If any Senator
doubts the eﬂicacf of this treaty let him ask if, with a duty of
44 ca::;dper pound, 33,000,000 pounds of lard have been annually
expo from the United States, how large is this exportation
likely to be when it will hereafter be admitted entirely free of
duty. So also fish, fresh and salt, of all kinds, are admitted free.
All cultural products, oats, barley, and rye, cotton-seed oil,
h'.ag, ruits, fresh and preserved, vegetables, all kinds of wood
and lumber, wagons, se -machines; raw petrolenm, and coal
are admitted free.

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. Has the Senator referred to the
increase of the exportations of flour to Cuba?

Mr. HATH. Iam coming to that. Iam glad the Senator has
asked me with reference to flour.

For years there has been a constant struggle going on between
the American and the Spanish peninsula exporters of flour for
the ion of the Cuban market, the tariff schedules of Cuba
admitting flour from the home country at a much lower.rate than
that from the United States. Notwithstans this diserimina-
tion infavor of Spanish flour, our own flour has been able to com-
pete with the Sg&niah so0 as to about equally divide the trade up
to the 1st day of July, 1890, when the Spanish Government de-
creed the free admission of Spanish flour into Cuba and added
20 per cent to the duty previously paid on American flour, mak-
ing the d% under this decree, $5.64 per barrel.

Mr. FRYE. That was about 100 per cent, was it not?

Mr. HALE. This was equivalent to prohibition, and practi-
cally drove American flour from the Cuban market.

If Senators will examine the new reciprocity t.reatly negotiated
with Spain they will see that, under the menace of a reimposi-
tion of the sugar dufies, Spain agreed to admit American flour
at aduty of 31 per 100 kilograms, which is about 90 cents a bar-
rel.. With this small duty, the cheapness of American flour, and
the advantage infreights, iJF nearness of the market, give to this
country a complete monopoly of the Cuban flour market, and the
ind of the Spanish whea:—gmwer and miller has been in ef-
fect destroyed. Theadded trade that we have gained with Cuba
alone in this would prove the wisdom of the reciprocity feature
of the tariff act of 1890.

The same results apply to corn and corn meal, the duties of
which have been reduced from 66 cents per 100 kil to 11
cents, making it a mere nominal tax, and giving to the United
States complete control of the market in these articles. The
table which I present here will show the value of this transitory
schedule for erican g "

The more extended treaty, which goes into effect on the Ist
day of July next, givesto the United States almost a monopoly
of the Cuban trade,as in it not only are agricultural products
admitted freeof duty butagreatlistof onr manufactured groducts
are included, and other large lists at a reduction of 25 and 50
per cent of the existing tariffs. Cuba and Porto Rico give our
exporters such an advantage over European competitors as:to
amount to a control of the markets.

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

Mr. HALE. Certainly.
back in the Senator’s remarks, I'was not

R
able to understand in regard to the exports of flour from the

up by the short distance and our chea

United States to Cuba. I wish to ask him what is.the tariff now-
upon American flour to Cuba?

Mr, HALE.. Five dollars and sixty-four cents.

Mr. VEST. And the new treaty does not: take effect; as T un--
derstand, until July, 1892,

Mr. HALE.. If will not go into)practieal effect-until July.1,

1892.

Mr. COCKRELL. Isthat %- barrel?:

Mr. HALE. Per barrel, e duty under: the new.treaty is
about 90 cents per barrel.

Mr. VEST. The present duty is how much?

Mr. HALE. Ninety cents, under the new treaty.

Mr. VEST. Ninety-three cents.

Mr. HATLE. One dollar per 100 Kilograms; which, if the Sen-
ator will make his figuring, he will see will amount to about 90
cents a barrel.

Mr. VEST. Ninety cents; but'that: does not matter, as I'un-
ggr&tood the Senator to say the present duty upon flour: was

Mr. HALE. Noj; 85.64.

Mr. VEST. That will lastuntil July.1; 18922

Mr. HALE. The transitory schedule that:has lately taken
effect covers the article of flour:

Mr, VEST. Thatis the question I'asked,and I understood the
Senator to say the duty. was $5.64..

Mr. HALE. I thot;ﬁl;t when the Senator spoke of the present
duty he mfm'; under present tariff. without regard to thisar-
rangement.

r. VEST. When does the transitory treaty take effect?”

Mr. HALE. That has-taken effect.. '

Mr. VEST. When did it take effect?

Mr. HALE. I do notknowitheexactdate. Ifisnowineflect
and the comprehensive schedule, which practically ts.kes.‘ma.li
the products and either makesthem free or makes areduction of
25 or 50 Eer cent, takes effect-on the 1st of July,

Mr. VEST. That is the general treaty, but I want.to lknow
about the transitory treaty.

Mr. HALE. T donot know the day that'it.went into effeet:.

Mr, VEST. I willasktheSenatorifitisnotthefactthatsines
the imposition of the duty of 93 cents upon- the exportations.of
flour to Cuba, which is really adiscriminationof 93 centsinfavor
of the Spanish flour, there has been an increase of importations
from S to Cuba.largely in excess of the importations from
the United States to C iy

Mr. HATE. Notatall, Mr. President. Weé shall not getthat
market entire for perhaps a year or two. At the time whenthis
treaty went into effect Spain was sending all of the flour to Cuba,
and our trade began to advance at once and is increasing every
month, and within a year or two: years Ilook with. the test
confidence to our having the entire monopoly.. We shall drive
the Spanish exporter from the market in a comparatively short
time, but we can not do it all in three months..

Mr., VEST. That is the very point, and if the facts show, as.I
think they will show, the cold res that- under this freaty. of
93 cents, whichisadiserimination, as I said, of thatmuech infavor
of Spanish flour, the market for Spanish. flour has I y in=
creased in Cuba-over the American flour, how is-it possible: that
under the same duty, which iscontinued underthe general treaty
toJulyl, 1892, we can ever take that market away from them?-

Mr. HALE. Why, Mr. President, the distance; the shortness
of freight, and our cheap flour—I mean by that the‘small costof
manufacturing—much  more than overcome the discrimination
of 90 cents.

Mr, VEST. Then it ought to have done it in the last' six
months, and why has it not done it'with that duty? The same
distance exists, the same chea of flour exists, and ‘we have
had an enormous-wheat c.ropiihm Minnesota and. Dakota, larger
than has ever been known:in:this country. Notwithstanding
that fact, the S flour merchants are able, with a diserimi-
nation of 93 cents in their favor, o hold that market practically
against the United States.
gnl\gr. ai?l.a&LE . They dg n%tﬂd; the. mtreliiki i_a’gh'e a.r?tskrvzﬁ-

making an effort. eep up t o, but it is di-
]'JJ.LD.‘EJ:I.LDgﬂ]l the time and ours is igcrl;nsmg The’whola_t.reaty-
does not take effect until July 1, but' I.am w to predict to
the Senator, and' I am willing to wait and see the result, that
within one year from this time the American shipper of wheat

will have the monopoly.. The Sé)msh' i»emnmﬂa producer can
not compete with him, and the 93 cents utzd is Iinn.ore than made
r-made flour. .
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr: PASCO in the chair). The
hour of 2o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to
lay before the Senate the unfinished business.

. ALLISON.. Lhopetheunfinished business may be informs
ally laid aside in order that the Senator from Maine may coms

plete his observations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Towa asks
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unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be inform-
ally laid aside to enable the Senator from Maine to conclude his
remarks. If there be no objection, that will be the order. The
Chair hears none, and the Senator from Maine will proceed.

Mr. HALE. Ishall soon be through, Mr. President.

The good effects of this freaty touch the political future of
these islands of the Spanish Main as well as the commerecial fu-
ture. The control which, under this treaty, the United States
will have of the commerce of Cuba will lead more largely to the
gwestment. of our American capital in thisisland. It will attach

uba more and more to the United States. It will make it less
dependent upon Spain and less valuable to her as a colony, be-
cause heretofore it has been kept largely as a market for Span-
ish goods. When Cuba ceases to have commercial or- financial
value for Spain the interest of that country in its possession will
diminish and Cuba will naturally attain independence orbecome
a part of our own greatsystem. Reciprocity with American Re-

ublics and American colonies brings them all nearer to the
%nited States in.every way.

The next reci ityarrangement was made-with the Demini-
can Republic. Its trade issmall; but. in acommereial and politi-
cal aspect it was important that it should be included in the scope
of these new treaties. The schedules which I presentshow that
valuable favors are conferred upon American agricultural and
manufactured ts, and the operation of this arrangement
will bring this Republic into closer harmony and nearer rela-
tions with the United States, both comme y-and politically.

The fourth reciprocity arrangement concluded was that with
Germany, which is important, beth inacommercial and political
view. f means, of reciprocity treaties already negotiated with
Austria, [taly, Switzerland, and Belgium, the produets of those
countries have been given great advantagein the German mar-
kets, and the competitionbetweenthese, especially Austria and
Hungary, with our own productsis close. By this treaty wehave
obtained & reduction of duty on avery important list of ouragri-
cultural products, as is shown by aschedule whieh T here submit.

One immediate effect of the reci rocitigmvision of the tariff
act, so far as Germany is concerned, in the power given to the
President to levy duty on German sugar, was to bring about an
agreement removing the prohibition on American pork into
German ports in September last; and this has been followed by
Sweden and Norway, Denmark, France, Italy, and Austria. It
was here, as in Cuba and in Brazil, that the tremendous leverage
of the power of the President to reimpose the duty on sugar
worked and brought about these concessions to Ame: trade.

Another point of view of the German arrangement’ is that it

commits that Government to the prineiple of reeiprocit?, always
contended for by the United States, that the general * favored-
nation ” clause in treaties does not give to other nations the right
to enjoy the privileges of a reciprocity arrangement without
gra.nting_ proper concessions therefor. Although the United
States has a favored nation stipulation in many of its treaties
with other countries, it has never understood that stipulation to
secure to foreign countries the privileges which it concedes by
virtue of a reciprocity treaty.

The United States has a reciprocitg treaty with the Hawaiian
Islands by which an imIFortant list of products in that country is
admitted free into the United States in consideration of the free
admission of along listof American productsand American manu-
factures into the Hawaiian Kingdom. This Government has
never admitted the right of Germany toclaim the admission into
the United States of similar German products free of duty, be-
cause of the reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands; nor
hasthe Hawaiian Governmentadmitted German or British manu-
factures into that country free because by the treaty American
goods were admitted free into those islands. Germany,by the
reciprocity treaty, recognized the American construction of the
favored-nation clause in treaties.

One of the last reciprocity arrangements concluded has been
with the British Government, and embraces its fgga.r and coffee-
producing colonies of Jamaica, Barbados, the Windward Islands,
the Leeward Islands, Trinidad, and British Guiana. With these
we have at present a considerable trade in American products,
and they also produce a large amount of sugar.

The history of these negotiations isinteresting to one who
has the time to followit in detail; for, at first the British Govern-
ment showed no inclination whatever to enter into any negotia-
tions under the reci i!g igrovision of the tariff act i
their colonies, and tg:)e indifference continued till after the Bra-
zilian,Spanish, Dominican,and German reciprocity arr ts
had shown that the provision of 'Congress on the subject was to
be a complete suceess.

‘When the sugar planters of the British colonial islands found |

that their competing neighbors were getting the benefit of the
reciprocity arrangement and thareléjg in giving concessions to
American trade, were to avoid the danger of a reimposition of
the sugar duty, they saw atonce that unlessa like arrangement

was made for them their market for their product was gone,
and they followed in the same line with the-planters of Cuba,
and compelled their reluctant home government to negotiate a
treaty, giving the United States the same advantage of reduced
duties that had been conceded by the other countries.

After the fashion of British diplomacy every point -was taken
and e argument offered against negotiating this treaty; but
the demand of the planters became so strong, enforced by re
resentatives which they sent from the different islands to %’asg:
ington, that the home government yielded, and in two treaties,
one covering Jamaica and the second the other colonies, all the
advanﬁﬁea-which had been gainmed with other countries were
conceded by the British Government in her colonies.

The: tables which I here submit show the operations of this
treaty. Ifis worth noting-that an examination of these tables
shows that, under the tariffs which Great Britain had arranged
for hercolonies; Jamaica for instance, while the products of the
United States imported into that island only amounted to 34 per
cent of the total imports of the island, these products from the
United States yielded 46 per cent of the customs revenues of the
colony; and further, that the average rate of duty on United
States imports was 264 per cent, while the average rate of duties
on imports from other countries wasonly 16 per cent. Up to the
m of the reciprocity feature of the tariff of 1890 Great

ri had so manipulated the tariff of Jamaica that, while we
were furnishing the smaller-share of the trade. we contributed
the larger-share of the revenue.

The table which shows the trade and tariff with Trinidad dis-
closes the same condition. Under theold ratesof duty, where the
imports from the United States amounted to only 26¢ per cent of
the entire importation, the duties from those products amounted
to 45 per cent of the total customs revenues. The average rate of
dutiesimposed on our products was 264 per cent, while upon other
countries the corresponding rates were only 114 per cent.

These facts, broughtout by investigation, enabled our negotia-
tors to convines the British Governmentthat the tariffs of their
‘West India colonies could not be considered by the President as
** reasonable and equal,” and that it would be necessary, in order
to seeure for the products of those colonies exemption from the
duties congress had conferred power to reimpose, for negotia-
tions-to be entered upon for such a readjustment of the tarifis of
those colonies as would remove, in seme degree, the unfavorable
discrimination pointed out.

‘When this declaration was made bP( the Seerstary of State, it
brought, very promptly, from the colonies to Washington, dele-

tions of their most prominent officials and best infermed men
in commerce to assist the British minister in the negotiation of
reciprocity arrangements, and resulted in the treaty; which was
signed the latter partof December between the British minister
and Secre Blaine, which has been published and the sched-
ules of which I here present. Almost all the discriminations
which these tables show have heretofore existed against Amer-
ican products will cease under the new arrangement.

The good work, Mr. President, is by no means completed. Ne-
gotiations are pending with other Central and South American
republics which can only be hindered from producing the same
results as in other countries by the hostility of the opposition to
the entire measure. This hostility has already shown itself as
the other end of the Capitol, and, if the policy started there it
followed here, we shall soon listen to Senators upon the other
side of the Chamber fulminating against reciprocity, and threat-
ening that, if any added power is given to them, the repeal of
E.hﬁ entire McKinley bill, including the reciproeity provision, will

ollow.

“ The movement already made in the other House to repeal the
existing reciprocity provision in the McKinley act, and to substi-
tute for it the original amendment, gives indication of laggard
recognition of the popularity and merit of reciprocity, but it
ignores the actual conditions which can not now be changed.
The reciprocity amendment, adopted by a Republican Congress
and signed bi( a Republican President, was based upon the de-
terminationof the Republican party to put upon the tablesof the
American people untaxed sugar and to reduce the surplus reve-
nues of the country to the extent of $60,000,000 per year.

Starting with that proposition, as I have said before, no other
scheme than that of the Aldrich amendment could be devised
by which the countries producing the articles named in the
amendment could be induced to give up a portion of their reve-
nues and lower their duties upon our own exportations to those
countries. 'What I have said, if it has shown anything, has
shown the great success which has thus far attended the negoti-
ation of treafies under this amendment.

To attempt to revive the original amendment now is worse
than absurd, for it was only intended to apply and only could
_:.ﬁpl before the duty upon augar-had been repealed. Ifis rml}f'
edevice of the opposition and an attempt to mislead the Ameri-
can people. Whe these attacks will so far influence the
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South American people, who have not already negotiated these
treaties, as to hinder further agreements no man can tell; but
the good results that have thus far been attained are now being
appreciated and will, for long years, be appreciated by the Ameri-

cagv]ieople.

en I had the honor of originally bringing the attention of
the Senate to this subject, in the amendment which I offered in
June, 1890, I took occasion to say that no matter what fault was
found with the plan, no matter what o ition was raised to it
no matter that Senators on the other BI[) e of the Chamber voted
solidly against it, yet, the people would accept it and embrace it,
and Lga.t reciprocity, as a part of our tariff legislation, had come
to stay with the American people. It is the handmaiden and
ally of protection. It is diametrically opposed to free trade. It
means more products and more manufactures here and more sales
abroad, while free trade means less manufactures and less prod-
ucts here and more purchases abroad. One way lie thrift, con-
tent, happy households, and general prosperity. The other way
lie underpaid labor, discontent, suffe , and poverty.

I notify gentlemen on the other side that they have not heard
the last of this. This achievement of Republican statesmanship
will be carried before the people in the next Presidential can-
vass throughout the entire extent of this broad land. There is
no farmer, no manufacturer, no miner, no laborer who is not
interested in its success and its maintenance as a part of our sys-
tem of foreign trade, and, when at last, it has ome incor-
Parated and accepted as a part of our national policy we ma,

ook to see our Democratic brethren flocking to its support, an
trusting to that short memory, which is salid to be common to
all peoples, claiming to be the author and finisher of this great
achievement.

TABLE No. 1.
Al
Imports into Braszil, in dollars, free of duty when exported from the United States.
From the From all
Total Rate of
Articles. Et,‘;i{:i.f other coun- mports. duty.
Per cent.
B e et 00 , 845, 547, 005, 84 *5
Wheat flour. .. .........- 2,778,353 00 014,829.24 | 3,602, 682. 24 15
or maize and the
?a?uxmmmmm,
neluding corn
and starch 21, 869. 00 605, 285. 57 716, 854. 57 15
Rye and rye flour 555,797.60 | 555,787, 60 15
Barley and buckwheat
and buckwheat flour . 193, 286, 08 15
Hay and oats .00 542, 224 80 20
and 478.00 1, 040, 009. 00 20
Potatoes 36.00 905, 089, 12 15
Pork,salted and pickled,
and bacon, except
44, 809, 00 751,00 45, 560, 00 20
Ootaon sedd 4,876.00 331.20 4,707.20 48
8 dried,
chled ... 'm 23,278.00 | 1,629,724.00 | 1,658,002, 00 20 10 48
g Gt eeeeeeneees| 6,007.350.80 | 6,007, 380. 80 5
Rosin, tar, pitch and
turpentine ............ 98, 310. 00 69,653.83 | 167,963.33 15
Agricultural imple-
ments, tools, and ma-~
T Ty Bt e mm e g et d LA A el e e R P RS T *H
Mining and mechanical
machinery, tools, and
}mplgsr‘n;egts. includ-
ng onary and
portable engines, and
81 B TACUUrIRE And
manufac
industrial
except se ma-
[o1 %10 bt 184,652.00 | 2,3%0,627.92 | 2,505,270.92
Instruments and books
for arts and sciences . 82,752, 00 402, 904. 50 575, 856. 50
Raillroad material and
equipment ............ 155, 539. 00 635,180.76 | 790,719.76 Gto 15
PORRY 3,394, 633. 00 | 16, 609, 306, 76 P).mm.m .............
*Port and provineial charges equivalent to 5 per cent duty.

B

Imports into Brazil, in dollars, the duties on which will be reduced 25 per cent
when exported from the United States.

From the From all
2 Total Rate of
Articles. gntiutég omfé:: a 1.‘mp01'18. dur.y.
Lard and substitutes of s | Per cent.
L KPR BN $371,800.00 | $348,166.60 | 8719, 565, 60 15 to 30
............. 550. 00 103, 610. 66 104, 166, 66 48
Butter and cheese ... 12,041.00 | 2,000,507.91 | 2,013, 448.91 48
meats, fish, ts, and
vegetables ... _....... 13,804.00 | ©606,107.80 | 620,091, 89 20 and 48

TABLE B—Continued.

From the From all
3 Total Rate of
Articles. g&x other ocmn imports. duty.
Manuraetufee of cotton,
ing cottonclo:.p $665, 986. 00 [#26, 571, 138. 60 [827,337,124.50 15 to 48
4 ¥ \124.] o
Manufactures of iron
and steel, le or
mixed, not included
in the foregolng sched-|
i e R S AN 522,006.00 | 2,361,211.00 | 2,883, 307,00 | 15,30,and 48
Leather and the manu-
factures of leather, ex-
cept boots and shoes. . £0,196.00 | 8,195, 185.62 | 3,215, 381. 62 30 to 50
Lumber, timber, and
the manufactures of
wood, including coo
@ , furniture of all
, Wagons, carts,
and cemenn-aa|  417,761.00 | 1,008,927.02 | 1,516, 688, 02 80 to 60
Manufacturesof rubber. 11, 070. 00 810,308.50 | 321,268, 50 48
Total ...... e 2,035, 8099. 00 | 36,506, 343. 70 (38,631, 342.70 |.............
TABLE No. z.

TRANSITORY SCHEDULE OF SPANISH RECIPROCITY AGREEMENT

Amount of exports from the United States to Cuba for year ending June 30, 1590,
B ﬂaﬂMnmﬂ.aﬂddﬂyms{dwcm 5

ARTICLES FREE OF DUTY.

Duty Value of
Articles. per cwt. | exports.
e £0.814 £3, 204
3. 938
1,184 2,663
3.938 200, 200
0.518 260, 502
1.8 , 300
3.938 21,284
4.485 | 2,233 821
2,604 1,3
1.134 24,007
1.134 19, 651
5.04 11,787
5.
R e i a e i & B e e e e L R ] . 061 17,198
8T T P e e e R A R T e Ly e . 661 ¥
6.
Alimentary products of COrn.. . «oueee coeecceecmananas 2,646 | No data.
. 7.
Cotton-seed ofl, cake, le. .. ..cccomnncnancncerasnnnsans 3.276 | No data.
8.
IR e o o et et ek e iy Y VAT T e 2 . 535 15, 740
1.57 10, 002
504 13.918
2,304 9,78
1.134 200, 535
. 661 108,133
Canned vegetables. ... __._..._ 7.988 2 131
Other vegetables and plekles ... .oueonoeroccaccancna- 3.938 11,470
. 589
. 878 8, 036
1.95 3,654
. 589 70
Lumber, fmm feet . 044 460, 516
Timber (logs, ete.), per M feet L99 16,483
34,652
132,775
25,403
14 .
‘Wooden boxes, mounted or unmounted, each _....... 208 | No data
1
Door, sash, and blinds, not classified in tariff.... .. | ........ ... 670
16.
CRrts ANl WARDIE 5 end s sy s fmpr s s p A i A b b i 24 per cent | No dawa.
‘17 ad. v
Sewing T ey e M e e LI T e A ﬂa;s?r cent 00, 741
18, ;
$ oy O 3 T AT ] e SR L e T, 403 446,618




1892.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

TABLE No. 2—Continued.

TABLE No. 4—Continued.

Duty Value of
Articles. per cwt. | exports.
Coal, anthracite » £0. 303 #01,673
e T S ST L .308 | 631183
20.
T e e s e e R i i e i e et e i .108 | No data.

#After January 1,1800.

ARTICLES WITH REDUCTION OF 25 PER CENT.

Articles.

Tariff duty.

General

New rate
Aok, of duty as
Articles. tofore, tr?:;;.y.
100
k:!Poe;rams. O STRIAR,
Marks, Marks.
Lumber and timber:
Raw, or merely mugh hewn vﬂthnxe or saw, with
or without bark; oaken barrelstaves__ ... .. ... 0.20......:] 0.20.
Marked in the dj:ection of the longit.udinal axis
or prepared or cut otherwise than by rough-
he ; barrel staves not included under No. 1
unpeeled osiers and hoops; hubs, felloes, and i an

tudal axis; un-
s and other arti-

kes
Sawedpfu the direction of the lo
. planed boards; sawed cantle-w
* cles, sawn or hewn
W&:»od in eut veneering; unglued, unstained
OOTS ..o oo oo
; also hop meal__
Bul te:r also artificial
Meat, slaughtered, fresh,
Pork, slanghte: red. fresh, and
exception of bacon, fresh or prepared ... _...____._
Game of all kinds, notalive_ . ____ ... .o .- ieoao...
Cheese, except Strecchino,Gorgonzola,and Parmesan. | 20
Fruit, seeds, berries, lea.veu, flowers, mushrooms, veg-
etables, dried, baked, powdered, only boiled down
or salted, all these products so far umm not
included under other numbers of the

of fruits, berries, and turnips, preserved without
sugar, t0 be eaten; Ary MOts_ ... ................... e I
Mill Pmdncts of grain and to wit: und or .
led gra.lns, led bsrie groat,s, ts, fiour,
wmmonca es (baker's prodacts) .......o.oooooeornn 10.50., ... 7.30.
Residue, solid, from the mannra.cmra of fat, oils, also
Total eXPOrtB 10 CODB. - - e envranannrras]emmnemsesmrn s nnan 5, 209, 530 ground. . S == s TR s Free.
Goose g-rease ‘and other g‘rea-!iy fats, such as oleo-
ﬁ‘}“' sperrfett (a mixture of salty fats with
TABLE No. 3. oil) marrow ____________ e o ";(i'
Statement mawing the value of the trade between the United States, Brazil, and | Live animals and animal products, not mention
Cuba, since the rodproa’t! treaties therewith went into effect, compared wiih the o ohemhere; also, beehives With ive bees
corresponding period of the preceding year. orsesn.-i_ﬁ:_
PR 2 Cotts 1 ﬁ"“a"fg”:’”m“ P :
ollo
Imports Domestic exports. Bullsand cows ... ... ...
Months, o e e S e =
1800, | 1801, 1890, 1891, Calves lessth.anﬁweeks o e
ORE e e
| #6, 775,485 (814,221,020 | §1,103,753 | #1,157, 403 Piltswelshmslessthanw kilograms. o
7,209, 691 T,mg 1, % ol A e S e -
&?&% Ei%;m b e 1ae 1'%:@ Wool, including animal hair not mentioned elsewhere,
3,802,713 | 8,811,177 8§39, 510 1,502, 413 as well as stuffs made thereof: Wool, raw, dyed,
7,208,008 | % 696,145 | 1,075,214 1,212, 676 ground; also, hair, raw, hatcheled, dyed; alsocurled.| Free.. ... Free.
B v | tme) RS
November. . .....cccomeacaana=a.| 8,396, 5499, 5126, , 087, e No. 5.
Total eight months....... 46,901,309 | 66,541,372 | 8,687,557 | 10,385,487 JAMAICA.
Stat. t showing the percentage duty levied in Jamaica on the leading British
CUBA. and American imports thereinto.
3 British goods. Per Amer) Per
September ...._._.-—..oo—o_--. 5,091,457 | 4,083,648 | 1,274,093 | 1,668,566 cent. erican goods. cent
ber ... , 393, 5,031,697 | 1,230, 1,715, 838
November .....covevmmremnnanna| 1,244, 3,066,854 | 1,156, 101 1,675,837 | Apparel and haberdashery ... 1 Breadand biscuits_..___._____ 26, 80
Total three months ...... 10,330,201 | 12,172,199 | 3,661,100 | 5,050,741 | Dhaseamd sacks . on - 1% AP T
= Beer and ale. _. g;lmat =4 - iﬂsi.&]
_________ rn meal. = h
TABLE No. 4. Cotton Wheat flour... .| 45.00
GERMANY, gmhenware&...ﬁ ...... gﬁ‘ﬁozm seed. . = l%ﬁ
Articles the product of the United States to be admitled into Germany after | fais andu Bc‘;n _‘T_ff{:_: G esalmstedma 5 o
February 1, 1592, at the reduction of dulies staled. }mplt;ments o T e g kn ﬁ“ﬂl‘.fd =n ﬁ éﬂ
Ch il g e N O I ork, pic
General | Newrate | Leather goods Lard ...._... T )
duty here- of dutyas | Linen_________. Butter ---| 26.40
Articles. totore . |per treaty, | Machinery Cheese ...... b
100 100 b iy & g | i .| S Ry L Bl Er et L 50.38
k:liper kilograms, | Iron and manufactures of -___| 12} | To BT R R R 142.15
Pa.ger and stationery..... ... 1 Boards, deals. . .. .0 . 18.
Sil PR et S, 12 LT 7, el Re S i 18,
Marks. Marks. Woolengoods. ............ ... 12 =, =k TR el !
Bran, malt%r B G el el T B .
Flax, raw, dried, broken, or hatcheled, also refuse
o e From United Kingdom
3. b0. From British colonies
Ejm' Total from Great Britain and colonies
1.50. From United States______._.______._.__.___._ 730,
1 From all other coMMbr e, . e it it cieiacee i eaiaris 3,
o= 2 TR T
Rape—saed urn.i , Besame, peanuts, and 2,153,179
other ol 1'11:»(’.l|:v~c¥smr speclal}l;emenuoned 2 2 Ezxports from Jamaica for 1891.
Corn or m e N L e e 1. 60, e A O L L e L e T L arasn i 011,405
Malt (malted DATIEY.) - oo onoo oo oo 3.60 ToBritlih calonies - =t e e e 54, 33
Anlse, coriander, fennel, and earaway seed . ¥ 3
Agricult.ura.ipmductiomnot athe designated . -| Free. Total to Great Britain and colonies. ... ..........cc.o.oo l... 665, 819
Horsehair,raw, hetcheled, boiled, dyed; alsolaid in the To United States 976, 357
form of tresses and spun; bristles.mwbedteathers Free.. ... Free. Toall other countries. .. ..... .. cccceeecmnnmeceocaenanaas ™l 164, 908
Bed feathers cleaned and prepared i ... ._-..___. | RESEEEr Free.
Hides and s s green, salted l:l.med,drlad) and 1,807,084
stripped of the ha‘.lr or the manufacture of leather._| Free .. .| Free. Dutiable imports:
cu oy o8 RERUTRE I SR e el e in S ML S i, Free .. ...| Free. Fromm UnItel SEAIEE . o v vaisims sree sr o st satn o b we s 634, 673
Bark orwaodtmdm BREK: e 0. 50. Free. Fromall othey comntrien - 0ol Ll Al 1,233,112
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Duties collected:

Froi the TTRITAl SbatES. ... . e weecest oo in sk b m s S £178, 807
From all other countries.... PR Rtk o e Ly ﬁm
Dutiable goods imported from United States .. ... oooooooooooeoo. 34
Duty by goods imported from United States..
Average rate of duty on United States imports.....
Average rate of duty on other imports. oo e eeee———
TABLE No. 6
TRINIDAD,
Principal British and American imports thereinto for 1890, and percentage duty
levied on same.
United Kingdom. | Value. | Duty. United States: Value. | Duty.
Per et Ler ct.
Textile goods...... | E254, 892 4 16
BN s e 124,400 17T 8
llsnnfs.ct.umd good.s 9
not enumerated .. 4 13k
150
260
40
704, 405
231,152
Total from Great Britain —— 995, 557
- From foreign coun T30, 906
From United States o

35. Paper of all kinds for printing.
co?mgnper of Wood or straw forwrapping and’ packing, including surface
37. Pho rs:.ns and chemieals.
S m‘“gm“~§',’ii° s
39 Prin pm ty'pae. rules, spa and all
:é. ggm, tar, p&tch and turpentine.

43. Sewi machines, and all parts and aceessories thereof.

ries for printing.

eo“ Sgi;:itru!.ldin materials nndmessoir . Wﬂm of alLkinds, when used in the

ns' coueq pment, or repair o orhoataozmldndaxeet-

U-E? e of all lr&ndn. clnd.mgﬂre TODe: p
Starch of corn or maize,

48, Steam and power engines, and machines, :md ap tus,
whether st.auonnry ugormble. worked by power & ture,
irrigation, minin, ts: and industries of all ds, :md all

a.ndappuanoes for the erection or repair thereof or the communication

of motive power thereto.
47. %m;:; boilers and steam pipes.
= ur;
i Telograps wives telotrabile, Tolopomic: and:electrical AppATatus and:
egra e, tale tel o and e a tus-
Anaocs ol inda o Cofmsinios o o oo
an
orsg_m‘!;lva ; grains of kinds, for propagation
arnish, notcon 1s.
53. Wall TS. St st
§4. Watches when not cased in gold or silver; and watch movements un-
55, Waterpipesorallclasaes. materials, and dimensions.
56. Wire for fences, with the hooks, staples, nails, and the like appliances
for fastening the same.
57. Yeast cake and baking ers.
58. Zine; tin, and lead. insheets: asbestus; and tar par, for roofing.
It is understood that the packages or coveringsin ch the articles named’
in the foregoing schednle are imported shall be free of duty if they are usual
and proper for the purpose.

Ezports from Trinidad for 1590,
To Tnfled Hingflome foei St vy sl o in In i $513,401 e
To British colonies 24,007 Articles to be admitted at 50 per cent reduction of the duty designated in
the respective customs tariff now in foree in each of said eoloniea
Total to Great Britain 542, 408 1. Bacon and bacon hams.
To £ o T M R S e R R T 248,424 | 2. Boots and shoes made wholly or in part of leather.
To United States 641,685 ?;‘ Bread and biscuit.
1,482,519 -'a {ﬁﬁd and its compounds.

Dutiable Tts: 7. Qleomargarine.

O R O L e s R o o R S ke s e 1,177,902 | 8. Shooks and staves.
ol g‘mm-lll.‘]'nitod States........... AEEIREEEEG SRR Y SCHEDULE: C.

ties collected Articles to be admitted at 25 per cent reduction of thedut:yd.eaimtedm

From all COURIIBS - oo e 183.571 | the respective customs tariff now inforce in each of said colonies

From United States 83, 1. Beef, salted or pickled.

Percent. | 2 Cornormaize.
D catineied fram the Daieed Siaies 2| & Flou ot wheas
es rom i

Average rate of duty on United States prodnets ......._..._.............. 26 5, Lumber of lﬂ“’h pine, in mn%h or W or buildings..

Average rate of duty on other products
TABLE NO. 7.
British West Indian colonies.
No. 1.
Ap]'ﬁcable to British Guiana, Trinidad and Tobago, Barbados, the Leeward
lands, and the Windward Islands, excepting the Island of Granada.
SCHEDULE A.
Articles tobe admit-todn'oe of all customs duty and any other national, colo-

l:.lal1 or municipal
Antmals alive; to only asses, sheep, goats, hogsand poultry, and
for
Beet mclndmg smoked and dried.
Doof and DOFk preserved i cans.
-l. Baltingformaohiuery of l.e&thar canvas, or India rubber.

a5 :.'l !Books. bo! -or unbound, pamphlets, newspapers, and printed matter
7. Bones and horns.
8. Bott«lasot 1ass orstonnwu'e.
0. Bndseaoﬁmnorwood,orotbothoombmm.
11. Brooms, brushes, and whisks of broom straw.

Cars,
turaluse. notincl
5. lemanbal zine, and lead aniclm,pl&m and. nickel plated, for in-
5, Ooﬁ;aedmdlmmﬁ?dcza.
Lﬂrudhlasaudmﬂﬂngpouo!anm

F‘u—hﬂm ofall kinds, natural and artifieial.
90. fresh or on ice, and salmon and oysters in cans.
21 kinds.
22. Fruits

a tus of all
tled.
23, Gas fixtures and pi

and barrows, with or without sprlngs. forordinary
uding vehicles of

vegetables, fresh and dried, when not canned, tinned, or bot--
Goldandsuvarcgigeortheunttadsmtauandbuulun.

25. Hay and straw for forage.
26. %ma of wood. complete.

27.
28, India-rubber and ttw?nrch.a goods, including waterproof clothing
made wholly or in part tﬁm

20, Implements, utensils, and tools for agriculture, exclusive of cutlasses
and forks.

gl“ Lim ps!a:uaklﬁ:ﬂa. 2

. & O

32, rolling stock, rails, railway ties, and all materials

for railways and tram’

and
33. ble or alabaster, in the rough or squared, worked or carved, for
ﬂdmg cinal moz&fnpa:e%nnmormms !.ncmdmspropriotsry
ex '
or patent medicines, but exclusive of quinine or preparations of quinine,
o'pimsmsa.andbhmx,

6. Petrolenm and its g.'od
7. Pork, salted orpic
8. Wheat.

It is understood that No: 4 of this schedule shall not to the colony of
Trinidad, but it is stip that the duty on flonrin colony shall not
exceed 75 cents per barrel.

No: 2.
Applicable to the colony of Jamaica and its dependencies,
SCHEDULE A.

Articles to be admibr.adrmot all enstoms duty and any other national.
onial, or

1.
2. Beef, j.ncludmx
3. Beef and pork in
é.' Bemgg for machinery, of leathuz'. canvas, or India rubber.
ooks, bo or unbound; pamphlets, newspapers, and printed matter

7. Bones and horns. -
8, Bottles of glass or stone Ware.
9. Bran, midi and shorts.

10, Bridges of iron or wood, or of both combined:

11. Brooms, brushes, and whisks of broom straw.

12. Candles,

tallow.
13. Carts, wagons, cars, and barrows, with or wlt.hout. springs, for ordinary
roads and agmmlmraluse. not including vehicles of pleasure.
14, Coal and coke.
15. Clocks, mantel or wall.
16, Cotton seed and its products, to include meal, meal cake, oil, and cot-

tolene.
17, Crucibles and melting pots of all kinds.
Drawings, paintings, engravings, lithographs, and photographs.

Fe'm.uzers f all kinds, natural and artificial.
fresh or ogfsmo'fﬁf oysters in cans.

5
vegetables, fresh and dried, when not canned, tinned, or bot-

2

. India-rubber and gnm.-pm’cha. goods, including water-proof 'clothing
made wholly or in part thereo
plements, utensils, nnd tools for agriculture, exclusive of cutlasses

32, Iron orrooﬁ.ng
33. mmmeedﬂnglﬂamuingxmhmmna.

for rail and ;
or mum mmmmd, worked. or carved, for.
PpuUrposes Or monuments,
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87. Paper of all kinds for printing. )
88. Paper of wood or straw for wrapping and 'packing, including surface-
or

coated or glased.
. Photographic apparatus and chemicals.:
g Prmmm‘.gn.k. golors s Pt
atary or .pamntfnadicinas.-reoommended bythei; ‘prg_pﬂnwrs as

42
caleulated to cure diseass or alleviate pain in the homan-subjec
43. Quicksilver.
44, tar, pitch, and turpentine.
45. machines and all parts and accessories thereof.
467 b - materials n.nn.a.eca?sorms of all ldgﬂ.g,twtenmed in'the
cOons’ on, equipment, or reg;ﬂlr-c vessels or: boa ngjnd,
rope “cordage of all kinds, nding  wire.rope, and mmsﬁc
refnlaﬂoum to-avoid abuse in the importation:
7. Shooks and staves.
ﬁ : corn or maize. d
Steam and power engines, and machines, machinery, and aratus,
whether stationary or portable, worked by poweror by hnnﬂ'. for culture,
. the arts and industries of allkinds, and all necessary parts
and applances for the erection or repair thereof or:the communication of
motive power thereto.
.’ Steam boilers and steam pipes.
) , refined.
52. Sulphur.
B3.. weand animal greases.
54 Tan bark of all kinds, whole or ground.
55, Telegratpt[ wire; telegraphic, telephonic, and electrical apparatus-and
a'a‘liamaa.n all kinds, for communication or illumination.
; ‘Trees, plants, vines, and seeds and grains of all kinds, for propagation
orcualtivation.
57. Varnish, not containing spirits.
58. Wall paers. ;
59. Watches whennot cased in gold br silver; and watch movements, un-
60, Water of all classes, materials, and dimensions.
61. Wire for fénces, with the hooks, staples, nails, and the like appliances
for fasténing the same.

62, Yeast cake and baking powders.:

63. Zine, tin, and lead, in sheets; asbestus and tar paper, for roofing.

It is underatood that the packages or coveringsin which the articles named
in the foregoing schedule are imported shall be free of duty if they are usual
and proper for the purpose.

SCHEDULE B.

Articles to be admitted at 50 per cent reduction:of ‘the duty designated in
the customs tarifl now in force:

1. Bacon and bacon hams.,

2. Bread and biscuit.

3. Butter. .

4. Cheese. -

5. Lard and its compounds.
3 Lumber of mitcg.}o]}tna{ in rough or prepared for buildings, to be reduced to

! {11
#hillings per1, o i

to.be admitted at 25 per cent reduction of ‘the duty designated in

5. Patrolenm and its oducts, crude or refined:

7. Wheat.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish to take the floorin order to
reply to the remarks of the Senator from Maine, but I will give
way, of course, now to the regnlar order. I'suppose. the resolu~
tion of the Senator will lie upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFT . Thatwill be the action of the
Senate in the absence of objection..

Mr. MCPHERSON. Before departing from thissubject I wish
to ask the Senator from Maine a single question. If Tunderstand
the Senator correctly, he states that the increase inexportsfrom
this country to Brazil during the period of eight months, since
the reciprocal relations have been in operation, has been about
$2,000,000. Can theSenator inform the Senate as to the-amount
of remitted duties to Brazil during that time upon sugar-alone,
which was the fourth article admitted free of duty? In other
words, I wish to get at the fact, if I can, how much the advan-
tage hasbeen to Brazil at the same time that the Senator isshow-

the advantage to us in exports to Brazil.

r. HALE. I have no figures on that point.. The Senator
can reckon for himself the comparative part of our importations
of sugarentire from Brazilinrelationtothewhole.. Itisnotavery
large portion, but the sugar product of Brazil islikely.to be in-
creased; large ventures are made in that direction, and itis be~
lieved by the Brazilian authorities that Brazil will furnish a much
larger proportion of thesugar we shall import in the years to come
than it does now. We get the larger supply of our sugar from

uba. .

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor.

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will allow me, 87} per cent of all
the importations from all the South Ameriecan Republics before:
the MeKinley act became a law were brought entirely free of duty:
into this country, leaving only 124 per cent that paid any duties.
whatever. That was before the Mc y act or reeiprocity.

Mr. ALLISON. With the leave of the Senator from Alabama

Mi: Mor@AN], I shouldlike to ask the Senator from New Jer:gg

Mr. MCPHERSON] a question in connection with this debate;
that is; if he understands that the remission of the “duties
has benefited Brazil? I understood from the tenor of the Sen-
ator’s question in asking how much free sugar:had come in ffom

Brazil under: the so-called McKinley act, that he inferred that.
the effect 'of free sugar: had been to put the amount'of the duty;
into the Brazilian treasury. >
| Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘]Jilgld not say that: .
| Mr. ALLISON. Thatwasthe implication from the Senater’s
question. I'merely wish to know if thatis his view.
| Mr. e N. Noi;&t'all; but I aas{amﬁ, as a;-smgttter.ot:
course, if the duty is remitted upon sugar and sugar-is put upon
the free list in this country, the benefits pass to somebody outsider
of our country to a certain extent, because we increase the con=
saumption of ‘sugar.by that act. But atthe same time, if these:
relations dre to be reciprocal, we ought to know exactly.to what
extent reciprocity is félt by both countries: That was my ideas
Mr. SON:. I desire to know if the Senatorfrom New Jer~
sey is of opinion that the sugar duty remitted has in any way;
benefited the Brazilian people as respects their securing a higher:
price for sugar than they secured before?
- Mr. McPHERSON.. I do not know that:that!is. a question
which naturally belongs to this debate. The only question that:
I have taken into consideration is this: We were receiving, ace-
cording to the statéement of the Sénator from Maine [Mr. HALE],
certain benefits by reason of an increased market to the extentof:
$2,000,000, being enabled to sell $2,000,000 more of products:to
Brazil. Now, we have remitted duties upon sugar, which to that
extent, as a matter of course, reduces the revenue inour Treasury,
If our.market is increased and we are benefited by a remission of
duties, certainly the Brazilians, to a certain extent; are benefited
by reason of the remission of ‘duties here. It was only tothat

extent that my ﬁ'ueation' applied.
Mr. ALLISON. I did notunderstand the import of the Senas
tor's question. Isupposed he meant to draw an inference that

the importation of sugarfrom Brazil free had the efféct to bene=
fit pro tanio Brazil or-its people. . Now- I understand’hin to say,
that the remission of dutieson the part of Brazil,; as they have
remitted them in pursuance of this reciprocify poliey; has had the
effect to improve the condition of Brazil.

Mr.VANCE: Mr. President, ] simply want to expressmy hap+
piness at the turn this: discussion has taken. I have listened
with great interest to the Senator from Maine [Mr: HALE], and
to the side remarks of the Senator from Iowa . ALLISON].
The drift of the whole of ‘them is to show the benefits flowing
from theremission of tariff duties,and thewhole téndency of the
a{giugﬁnt gg Adn E}z dutgznt.}{o,n ig-t -ttl:m :)hléssin ~of ffree ]:md.“lmre—
stricted trade. us sir, thatthere is or thecountiry
whenthe truth begins tocreep out through creviggs of that Kind on:
that side. If it proven,asI understood theSénator from Maine,
that the only thing which redeemed the M¢Kinley bill' from a
flat and abselutefailure was the single, solitary free-trade elément
there was:in it, these things are hopeful, and I can say now, in
the language of 'old Simeon, ‘‘ Lord, l1ét Thy, servant departin
peace to hisdinner, since his ears have heard the justification of
his opinion.”’ [Laughter:]! - '

Mr. ALLISON.. Mr: President; just one word in response.to
the Senafor from North Carolina th'. VANCE].. The Senator
from North Carolina, inferentially at least; is unable to drawthe.
distinetion between an article like sugar, which we import:to
the extent of almost our entire:consumption; and other articlés
which we produce almost entirely, The purport of my question
was not speciallyto reénforce the free-trade theories of the Séna-
tor from North Carolina, but only to show as respects this ex=
ceptional article of sugar; nine-tenths: of which we import, that
the duties were paid by our own people:

Mr. VANCE.. And went into the:Treasury.

Mr, ALTLISON! And that by the effectof the McKinley bill
those duties have been removed, and sugar has been reduced in
price o that extent, and it has norelation to that'vast number:
of articles which we produce in the United States and whiéh are
also produced abroad, having both the home competitionand the
foreign competition affecting .the price.

Mr: VANCE. I 'wasnotunaware of the distinetionwhich the
Senator thinks I'was not able to draw. I know very well the dis-
tinetion between a duty on sugar, which goes into the Treasury
of the country, and a duty onmanufaetured articles which are not
included in any treaty of reciprocity, the proceeds of which go
into the pockets of his protected friends, the manufacturers. I
can see that distinetion.. T'am glad’ that' he acknowledges that
he sees itf.

ADJOURNMENT: TO MONDAY.

Mr. CAMERON: I move that when: the Senate adjourn to=
day it be until Monday next, at 12 o’clock m.
The motion was.agreed to.
MEXTCAN COMMISSION AWARDS..
The Senate; as in Commiftee of 'the ' Whole; resumed the:-con=
sideration of the bill. (8. 539)  to amend - and enlarge the: acta;
proved June 18, 1878, entitled ** An act:to provide for the distri-
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bution of the awards made under the convention between the
United States of Americaand the Republic of Mexico,” concluded
on the 4th day of July, 1868, the pending question being on the
motion of Mr. HOAR 1o strike out the third section of the bill.
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, Ithink I cancongratulate the
Senate this morning that we shall get through with this case
before an adjournment, as I do not know that any Senator wishes
to speak upon the bill, unless the Senator from New York [Mr.
HISOOCIlﬂama desire to do so, of which I have had no notice.
Yesterday lyhad passed throngh my statement in regard to the
facts of the case of the La AbraSilver Mining Company, and had
discussed to some extent the legal questions which had been
raised by the suggestions, and objections, perhaps of the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] and the Senator from Mississippi
[fli‘{r. GEORGE], I t oufht that the decision in Sampeyreac vs.
e United States that I read from 7th Peters’ Reports fully and
inevery particular answered every objection which either of the
Senators presented; and now, looking through what they said
yesterday, the meaning and foree of which I did not catch pre-
cisely in the coursa of currentdebate, I am still more fully satis-
fied that that decision does cover every point that the Senators

suggested.

fam not at all wedded to having an appeal taken to the Su-

reme Court in this case either by the United States or by an

endant in the cause to have it determined, but I can very well

understand how if Congress should in this case make an exce
tion in favor of the United States complaint would be made of it
and objection would be made to a bill of that character; perhaps
it might meet with obstruction in the other branch of Congress.
I therefore hope that the Senate will leave that feature in the
bill. If it should turn out that we have not the constitutional
power (for that is what the iluesf.ion comes to at last, I believe,
as presented by the honorable Senators) to bring this case within
the appellate jurisdiction of the United States Supreme Court
by ouggg ation, it is very easy for that court so to deeide. It
can not, however, so decide if it follows the precedent in mang
cases, some of which I have already cited and to others of whic
I shall call attention very briefly this morning. So, in any view
of the question, I think it is better to leave that section in the
bill and not have the case to turn in any sense upon what is an
unn controversy as to that feature of the measure.

The Senator from Mississippi yesterday suggested that he had
no difficulty at all about the proposition that the Congress of the
United States could confer jurisdiction in this case and under
this bill upon the Court of Claims, and that we could get a de-
cision from the Court of Claims under the act which would ba
conclusivein the cause. Ithink itisavery logical deduction from
that statement that the Supreme Court of the United States may
have appellate jurisdiction of that same case if we accord it, or
rather, if we do not except it from the jurisdiction.

Senators seem to have mistaken the precise attitude that Con-
gress holds to the question of controlling and regulat.i.ng the ap-
Ee'h].laﬁe jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States.

ey state, and correctly, that that appellate jurisdiction is de-
rived-from the Constitution. Therearesome ;g)rtiona of itwhich
in the absence of legislation will be regulated by the rules of the
common law, because the common law isreferred to in the con-
stitutional grant. At the same time the investiture of jurisdic-
tion, or the apportionment, I will call if, of jurisdiction in judi-
cial matters, is conferred broadly and without any sort of limita-
tion upon the Supreme Courtand such inferior courts as Congress
may from time to time ordain and establish; but it requires leg-
islative consent and legislative action to put that jurisdiction into
effect. In the great lea case of Durousseau vs. The United
States, in 6 Cranch, that subject was treated of and settled long
years ago. I wish toread some extracts from that cause, not be-
cause :Eg Senate is at all interested in it, but I want the record
to show the foundation upon which the Committee on Foreign
Relationshave rested the section of the bill relating to an appeal
tothe Supreme Court. Chief Justice Marshall delivered the opin-
ion in this case in 1810. The court say:

The attorney-general having moved to dismiss them—
The causes—

becanse no writ of error lies from this court to that in any case or, if any
case, not in such a case as this; the jurisdiction of this court becomes the
first subject for consideration.

The act erect Louisiana into two territories establishes a district court
in the territory of Orleans, consi.stl.ng of one judge who *shall, in all things,
have and exercise the&cl sabn;at u.rJ isdie otn I%nd %aowergi\:‘?éct are, by law, given
to, or may be exercis he judge of Kentu c

On the part of the United St I oinindod tat e deseription of the

1 of the court of New Orleans does not w a power of revision

this court similar to that which have been exe over the judgments

of the district court of Kentucky; or,if it does, that a writof error could not

have been sustained toa judgment rendered by the district court of Ken-
tucky in such a case as this.

On the part of the plaintiffs it is contended that this court a con
stitutional power to revise and correct the j ent of inferior courts; or, if
not so, that such a power is implied in the act by which the court of Orleans
is created, taken in connection with the judicial act; and that a writ of error

would lie to a ;]ndng;mt rendered by the court for the district of Kentucky

in I‘imch @ case u%s this, s Co
question originating in the Constitution of the United States ¢
a.ndv\%ﬁ receive, the most serious consideration of this court. S,

The third article of that instrument commences with o the judi-
cial department. It consists of one supreme court, of such inferior
courts as Col shall, from time to time, ordain and establish. In these
courts is vested the judicial power of the United States.

The first clause of the second section enumerates the cases to which that
P The second clause of the tion distributes th

@ second clause o same section distributes the power previously de-
scribed. In some few cases the Supreme Court juﬂ{die-
tion. The Constitution then proceeds thus: *“In all the other cases before
mentioned the Supreme Court shall have appellate jurisdiction, both asto
law and fact, wm‘a, such exceptions, and under such regulations, as the Con-
gress shall make.

It is contended that the words of the Constitution vest an appellate juris-
diction in this court, which extends to every case not excepted H
and that if the court had been created without any definition or lim-
itation of its powers, a full and complete q:&;ggﬂatﬂ Jjurisdiction would have
vested In i1t, which must have been exercis all cases whatever.

The foree of this argument is perceived and admitted. Had the judicial
act created the Supreme Court, without defining or imiting its jurisdic
it must have been considered as possessing all the jurisdiction which the Con-
stitution assigns to it. The Legislature would have exercised the power it

asessed of creating a Supreme Court as ordained by the Constitution; and
omitting to ex the right of excepting from its constitutional powers,
would have necessarily left those powers iminis’ The appellate pow-

ers of this court are not given by the judicial act. 'f‘hey are given by the

Constitution. But theyare limited and ted by the jud act, and by
such other acts as have been passed on the subject.
When the First lature of the Union ed to the third article

of the Constitution into eflect, they must be understood as Intending to exe-
cute the ?ower they possessed of making exoe&dons to the appellate juris-
diction of the Supreme Court. They havenot, indeed, made these exceptions
In express terms. They have not declared that the as)milat.e power of the
court shall not extend to certaln cases; but they havedescribed afirmatively
in jurisdiction, and this aMirmative description has been understood to im
a.in“a st.ll:e on the exercise of such appellate power as is not comprehen

w .

The spirit as well as the letter of a statute must be respected, and where the
whole context of the law demonstrates a particular intent in the lature
zg etr!g:tt a certain object, some degree of implication may be called in to aid

a Lent.

It is upon this principle that the court implies a legislative exception from
its constitutio appellate power in the legislative afirmative deseription
of those powers. (6 nch, 612-614.)

Mr. President, taking that leading case for a guide, there is
almost no difficulty in coming to correct conclusions as to the
power of Congress in still further aflirming the jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court by including other cases within it, proyided
they are cases of a judicial nature.

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] seems to have
gotten the impression that the bill deals with questions that are
merely sentimental, with moral questions, and he put the case
in about this form: Suppose the Government of the United States
in some of its departments desired to waive the statute of limi-
tations to a suit that some one had the right to brin, inst the
Government, or to claim a demand which some one %:dg:he right
to bring, and should refer it to a court to take the opinion of that
court whether it ought to do it, would I contend, he asked me
the question, that that court could take jurisdiction in such a
case? I did not answer it then; I listened to what he had to say
about it; but the Senator forgot entirely that his question in-
cluded a matter which is not t.ﬁe subject of judicial action at any
time, and particularly under our Government and Constitution
for it is a subject that is altogether within the reach and dis
of the legislative branch of the Government.

In very many cases here, in very many cotton cases, in claims
against the United States for a great variety and number of de-
mands, we have waived the statutesof limitation; and it would be
im ible to conceive that any one would go to the judicial es-
tablishment of the United States for the pur of getting an
opinion upon the duty of Congress to do anytﬁg that could be
mentioned in the way of legislation. The case that the Senator
puts is one which never could get in reach of judicial power be-
cause you can not make a judicial inquiry about it. -

But that is a very different matter from where some person
has a claim against the United States which he asserts as be
a claim in equity and justice, or as being a claim well-found
in law, and which he says, “‘I can prove il you will admit me
upon the records as aparty and give me the righttoprove it. Ido
not mean to say that I have an actual leg;f title to this mone
that I claim from the Government of the United States, but
have a moral right to it, an equitable right to it, and if you will
open the doors of your courts and allow the Government to be
sued by me, recognizing my right to sue, to present the claim
in that forum, then I should be able to establish my case. As
the matter stands between the Government of the United States
and myself now it is a controversy—a controversy, it is true,
in which I admit that I have no legal ri.%ht, but I have a strong
equitable and moral ﬂ.ﬂi‘lﬁ, and if you will throw your doorsopen
and admit me to a jurisdiction I shall be able to prove that I
have such a right, and I shall be able to prove that it is your
duty to pay this money.” The Government of the United States
says: ‘‘Very well, if you can prove that, youshall have the money."”

Ki'gow, that same g, that conversion of an equitable demand
into what we call a legal demand or an absolute and fixed right,




OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1892. % 621
occurs in every case almost where abill in equity is filed, appeal- | theexercise of jurisdiction should come to be spoken of as acts m“”.ﬁ'if"

ing to the equitable powers and jurisdiction of the court for the
recognition of an equity which is binding, upon what? Upon the
conscience of the Government or the conscience of the defendant,
He can not enforce it in law, and the very reason why he comes
into (;%ultg is that the law affords him no remedy, for if the law
does afford him an adequate, complete, and plain remedy he can
not get into a court of equity; that bars the jurisdiction. Every
case that goesinto a court of chancery must have a moral founda-
tion. A person can not invoke the jurisdiction of the chancery
court unless the case has a moral foundation, and the man must
not only have a case with such a foundation as that, but the laws
of the courts of equity require that he in the acquisition of his
demand, of whatever nature it may be, has acted with honesty
and u r{ghtneas, and that he comes into court with clean hands
and offers to do full equity to all persons who may ¥utici te
with him in the right which he is demanding in any form what-
soever.

In the case of Sampeyreac, which I read yesterday, the propo-
sitions submitted by both the Senator from Massachusetts and
the Senator from Mississippi are answered, and they are an-
swered distinctly and directly. In thatcase Sampeyreac hadno
right at all, but he was supposed to have a right. there had
been an actual occupancy by him of a grant under the Spanish
Government he would have had a right; but whatkind of a right
was it? Just the same right thataman 'Laawhooccupies a Mexi-
can land grant out in Arizona. He has a right to that property
which the Governmentof the United States is not bound torecog-
nize until it has been adjudicated. He has the semblance of a
legal right to it; he has a certain assemblage of facts and prinei-
ples of justice and-equit{ which he can bring together to the at-
tention of a Smper tri ,and there he can have his rights
condensed and crystallized until they become actual legal rights.
That is the reason why we put a court in operation out there to
consider all such equitable demands upon our Government, grow-
ing out of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and have them put
in form, as was done in the decree in Sampeyreac's case, so as
;ham:lg man can get proper muniments and evidencesof title for

is -

Notonly can the Congressof the United States confer jurisdiction
u})on the Supreme Court, or rather bring cases within the reach
of its jurisdiction, which is the more correct expression, but Con-
gress by its act can take away the jurisdiction in a cause that is
pending. Here is the celebrated case of McCardle. That was a
case in which a writ of habeas corpus was sued out under an act
of Congress which entitled McCardle to go into the courts of the
Uni States and have an inquiry e as to a certain offense
that was alleged to have been committed by him, and to be re-
lieved on a writ of habeas corpus. Chief Justice Chase said:

The first question neceasarﬂ?;g? that of jurisdiction; for, if the act of
March, 1868, takes away the jurisdiction defined by the act of February, 1867,
it is nseless, if not improper, to enter into any discussion of other questions.

Are we talking about taking away jurisdiction from the Su-
preme Court of the United States when Senators and judges all
say it is conferred by the Constitution, but that it is under the
restriction of Congress, who shall regulate the exercise of it, de-
cide what cases the Supreme Court may take jurisdiction of and
determine? It isa power thatisv in Co: ss t0 measure
the jurisdiction and the method of ise, which the Constitu-
tion t:;mfcrs broadcast upon the S me Court of the United
States.

Itis q"l:ite true, as was ar by the counsel for the petitioner, that the
appellate jurisdiction of court is not derived from acts of It
is, strictly speaking, conferred by the Constitution. But it is conferred
“with such exceptions and under such regulations as Congress shall make."

.Whenever Congress makes a regulation and makes the excep-
tion and bri the case within the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court of the United States, and it is a question for judicial deter-
mination in its nature, then the case is brought rightfully within
the jurisdiction of the United States Supreme Court.

It is unnecessary to consider whether, if Congress had made no exceptions
and no regulations, this court gg.tdght not have exercised general a late ju-
risdiction nnder rules prescri by itself. For among the earliest acts of
the First Congress at its first session was the act of September 24, 1789, to es-
tablish the judicial courts of the United States. That act provided for the
jormizﬁtion of this court, and prescribed regulations for the exercise of its

urisdiction.

The source of that jurisdiction and the imitations of it by the Constitution
and by statute have on several oceasions subjects of consideration here,
In the case of Duroussean vs. The United States &}arucularly. the whole mat-
ter was carefully examined, and the court held that while “the appellate
ngers of this court are not given by the judiciary act, but are given by the

mstitution,” they are, nevertheless, ““limited and regnlated by that act and
by such other acts as have been passed on the subject.”” The court gaid, fur-
ther, that the judiclary act was an exercise of the power given by the Con-
stitution to Cobgress * of making exceptions to the appellate jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court.” ‘‘They have described afirmatively,” said the court,
‘‘fts jurisdiction, and this affirmative description has been understood to im-
‘?rlz anerucn of the exercise of such appellate power as is not comprehended

“The principle that the afirmation of a; te jurisdiction implies the
negation of all such jurisdiction not mﬁa - been thus established,
it was an almost necessary consequence that acts of Congress providing for

diction and not as acts making exceptions to the constitutional gran

ction in the case before us, however,

““The exception to smune L . i
not an inference from affirmation of other :Epdlate urisdiction. Itis
vision of the act of 1867 afirming the appellate j?ij_s;

. It

Sl of thigooncs of habe is expressly
ction co cases as corpus is e
hsrq‘%y possible to e a plainer instance of positive ex:
‘*We are not at liberty to inguire into the motives of the !’.lgglslatm We
can only examine into its power under the Constitution; the power to
make exceptions to the appellate jurisdiction of thiscourtis given by express
words. :
“What, then, is the effect of the repealing act upon the casebefore us? We
% not doubt as to this. Without jurisdiction the court can not proceed at

in any cause, J tion is power to declare the law, and whenit ceases

to the only function remaining to the court is that of announcing the
fact dismissing the cause. And thisis not less clear upon authority than
upon principle.” (Ex parte McCardle, 7 Wallace, 51%14.)‘

Ineed not goon toread the appeal of the petitioner. The
tition was dismissed. Mr. McCardle had sued out his writ of
abeas corpus under an act of Congress that was in force. Itwas
sued out, but Congress repealed it in time to take the case out
of the reach of the Supreme Court; and he just had to submit,
because there was a case of jurisdiction given by statute, or de-
fined to be provided for by statute,and then that same jurisdiction
was taken away pending his cause, and down his case went, and
down he went with it.

I have so much respect for the opinions of the two Senators
with whom I am conducting the debate upon this question that
I have paid very much more attention to this matter than I sup-

d I would ever berequired to do. The Committee on Foreign
clations in framing this bill had the whole matter before them
and it was very fully and very freely discussed. Thechairman o
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate in the preceding
Congress was a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations.
The bill came in with his approval and the approval of eve
other member of the committee, and it has done so time an

again,

It is very true that there may be some criticism properly in-
dulged in as to some expressionsin the bill, but I think the criti-
cism is more apparent than real. That has resulted, though,
from the fact that the bill itself was not the production of a
single mind. The bill was prepared and then amendments were
incorporated in it, and in that process, as a matter of course,
there may have been some little discrepancy between certain
lines or parts of the bill which when viewed with a very critical
eye might leave some doubt upon the mind as to what was meant

in every instance. I am cheerfully willing to have the bill
amended in any respect that the Senate may see proger to have
it done. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] has handed

me a memorandum of some suggestions which he has made in
regard to it which, it seems to me, are very pertinent. I believe
he has improved in his suggestion the expression we ought to
give to the law when it isenacted through thismeasure. I shall
call attention to that point a little later. :

I conclude what I have to say about the law of this case with
the remark that the Supreme Court of the United States have
settled every question that has heretofore been agitated in these
causes through these many long years that they have been pend-
ing in this body in one form or another. These parties; with a
view to avoid ultimate justice, with a view to escape from the
effects of their rant outrages upon justice, upon decency,
have from time to time resorted to summary proceedings in the
nature of writs of mandamus to have what they allege to be their
vested, ascertained rights fixed by treaty confirmed by the Su-
preme Court of the United States, so that the power of the United
States Congress would be wanting to break down the confirmation
and to get at the true merits of the case.

In every instance they have failed. I suppose that very few
cases have been argued with more elaboration and more ability
and more zeal than have been presented in the various briefs
which have been submitted to the Senate and the Senate com-
mittees, to the committees of the other House, and to the courts
in this matter. So the whole fields of judic[a,l inquiry and vex-
ation about the right and power of Congress to%eal with this
subject is entirely clearéd up, and no Senator can now suggest a
question relating to the rights that are claimed by these people
which has not been adjudicated and finally determined Ey the
Supreme Court of the United States. The question that we are
now debating, however, is one as to the form of procedure.

I recur to the admission made by the Senator from Mississippi,
who is a very able and a very learned lawyer,that we have un-

uestioned power to confer the jurisdietion upon the Court of

’laims which is expressed in this bill. Then I say,if we have
the power toconfer this jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims it
is because it is a question judicial in its nature, or we make it
such by our enactment; for it very often happens that questions
are mad® to have a judicial character which according to the
i(il'gg and rules prevailing at common law would not be so clas-
B > | -

It is one of the adjunct powers of the Government of the United
States to call into its aid, through the legislation of Congress,the
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udicial power of the Government to pronounce upon the equit
aimd juﬂt& of cases that were not themselves of or%.mﬂ 3%.015
cognizance in the courts, treating the courts as deriving their
powers from the common law alone, but which are brought within
the reach of the power of the courts simply by statutory enact-
ment. 3ﬂeatdons are made judicial in that way which other-
wise would not be. But this question is not of that character.
The essential question here is, who is entitled to this money?
‘Who has the right to it? One answer to that is prominent and
unquestionable; that is, the Government of the United States
has the right to it. It has the right as against Mexico, because
the a was made and Mexico has paid it. That establishes
that right, and establishes it conclusively and finally, until we,
in our effort to do justice, also to shield our own esentcheon from
an imputation of dishonor, see proper to take this money and
return it to the government out of which it was filched and
robbed by our cifizens, with the assistance, of course unconsci-
ou;‘lgr, of our governmental authorities.
ere is no doubt about whom the money belongs to. There is

still no doubt, as I argued yesterday, that no man can get a claim
upon this money of a judicial or legal character until he is aided
to it by an act of Congress. The monef as much belongs to the
Government of the United States as if it had been covered into
its Treasury; and there is no reason why it should not have been
covered into the Treasury of the United States heretofore as
money belonging by this joint conference to the United States,
and in pursuance thereof by the Government of Mexico.

Therefore, when a demand is set u%for it here, not by Mexico,
but by those persons who assert that their rightsand injuriesdone
to their property were the basis of the claim, the first inqui
that we present to them is this: ‘‘ Have you legal right to it?
None whatever. The Supreme Court have said twice you have
not any right to it. You can not get a right to it except by the
act o%ongreaa.” ‘We can vote it to them to-day, and no one in
the world can appeal from our decision; neither Mexico nor an
subsequent Congress can appeal from our decision and take it
bac!

k.

‘We can vote it to them without any sort of difficulty, and we
can also say to them, ** We will appoint officers here to ascertain
the question whether in the ob g of this award, in putting it
in that shape where the Government of the United Statesbecame
entitled to the money, you, using the name of this Government,
have by frand and Fezﬁ%posed upon the Government of
Mexico;” and when it has ascertained that those particular
awards, which stand there unimpeached in all of their integrity
and in the full breadth of their m , have been obtained in
this way, we say what shall take place? Not that you shall be
deprived of some right that you claim, for you have no right at

to be recognized at law or in e:}lui‘Ey, but that these awards
shall not stand for the guidance of the revenue and Treasury offi-
cers of the United States to collect this money and cover it into
the Treasury; these awardsshall be expunged; they shall be held
to be null and void.

These difficulties and incumbrances shall be removed. This
estate upon which you are trying to fasten a trust, this fund in
which you say you have a moral and an equitable right, shall be
turned back into the Treasury of the United States or into the

of MexicoasCongressdetermines. In whatevent now?
In the event that one of our judicial tribunals in passing upon
this matter gives you the right to sue, and in suing, gives you
the right to defend, gives yon the right, if you please, to file a
crossbill and assert your rights. It gives you the right, by way
of answer, to defend against the suit of the United States, and to
say that there was no fraud and no perjury in the obtaining of
decree, and thereupon the political power of the countryde-
termines, that thing being ascertained in a judicial inquiry, that
the money shall be paid to iou or it shall go to Mexico.

If the tables were turned here and the question before the Sen-
ate waswhether we would admit these claimants to sue the United
States, no one would ever doubt at all, no one could have a doubt
gt gjti}&le Uni:gg %taé%s was sueddu.nder an mbhof rmission of

& gran’ y and judgment should go against
the Government for the money, an appeal might be taken from

that judgment. That result has not any reference to the partic-
ular character of the demand except t we reco%nim our
icial demand, a demand sub-

act of Gouléfress that they have %e"u
ject to judicial investigation. e say to these ciaima.nts, “Bue
us.” 'We can not force them to sue us, but we say,* Sue us; here
are the doors of the courts thrown open to your complaint,” and
make no further provision about it. Get ag ent which Con-

, if {ou lease, must make an appropriation for after the
j nt is o%mi.ued_

u%me You get the decree of a court here.
e permit you to sue. o would deny, after the jndgment
of a court was pronounced u

n one of these claimants in a suit

t the United States t the Government of the United
States could appeal it to the Supreme Court. It is just the same
thing where the claimants refusing to sue, not being willing to

bring their cases within the reach of justice, we say to them,
‘* The Government of the United States will sue you in the nature
of a bill of interpleader, for instance, in the nature of a bill quia
timet, in the nature of a bill to remove clouds from the title, to
exercise the repressive powers which courts of equity find at
their beck and call whenever they see proper to exercise them
in the interest of justice and equity;” of cases of that kind the
books are full.

There is no difficulfy about the appeal. Although the defend-
ant may not at the time be setting up and u%o enforce the
demand which the complainant wants to smother and put under
the ban of a prohibitory injunction or mandatory injunction, the
complainant seeing that something would n arise, per-
haps after he is in his grave,and come against hischildren, goes
into courts of equity which, without the assistance of a statute
even entertain jurisdiction in such causes, for the purpose of
getting a mandatory and repressive injunction against a claimant
who is'in the attitude to set up a claim, and who can do it if he
wishes upon a given state of facts, which would, when carried
into execution, work ini',u:etlce to the complainant.

I do not think, Mr. sident, that there can be any doubt
about this matter. I confess that if there is a doubt about it in
the world I have been entirely unable to see it.

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me
a suggestion?

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly.

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senatorhassupposed the case of asuit
brought by the United States against these claimants who have
acquired the title and of controwv to this fund, which I take
it would be a case entirely within the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court, and he makes no doubt that on such a case being brought
the Supreme Court would take jurisdiction of an ap; from the
i ent which might be rendered by the lower court. I take

t there can be no doubt about that. The Senator argues there-
from conversely that jurisdiction may be given tothe Supreme
Court to decide the controversy in case the claimants should
sue the United States. The Senator supposes that Esur!ndlction
to be given by an express act of Congress such as this.

Now, let me put this case: Suppose, without an }Sﬁialntion
whatever being enacted, the La Abra Compan, 0 to-day
bring suit in the Court of Claims asking for tgls fund. They
aver that the fund isin the Treasury of the United States. They
say they have a right to it, and they sue for it in the Court of
Claims, and a judgment is rendered in behalf of the claimants.
I take it there can be doubt that on appeal the Supreme Court
would decide that question. Whether they dismiss the case for
want of jurisdiction, or for whatever reason, they deal with the
fact that here is a fund, and the claimants sue for it, and the
Court of Claims decide that they can have if; and the Supreme
Court must, under existing law, have jurisdiction of the appeal.

Mr. MORGAN. There is no question about it.

Mr. CHANDLER. Suppose, on the other hand, that the de-
cision of the Court of Claims is against the claimants, the court
deciding that they can not have the fund, are they not to-day
I ask the Senator, entitled to an appeal to the Supreme Court of
the United States, which the Supreme Court must decide for them
or against them, and not be thrown out on the ground that it is
a tion which grows ouf of a treaty?

. MORGAN. The Senator from New Hampshire is entirely
right about it.

r. CHANDLER. Could the Supreme Court get rid of decid-
ing the case to-day if these complainants sued?

. MORGAN. If we were to pass a law authorizing these
two companies, or either of them, to sue the Government of the
United States—of course they can not sue without such a statute
or permission—say that unless this suit were brought within one
year, whatever claims they ht have or set up to this fund
should be forever barred, that bar would be good. We do ex-
actly that same thing in our private land-court jurisdiction. We
give the claimants to Mexican land grants out there the right to
go into that court and prove their claims. We give to that court
jurisdiction of boundary questions and jurisdiction of the ques-
tion of title, and a number of questions which in themselves do

not naturally belong to the power of an ordinary court in the
country. VVZ; ive jurisdiction under that act.
Mr. EAND%.‘ER. But we do not give an appeal to the Su-

preme Court ?

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, we do.

Mr. CHANDLER. In the land-claim cases?

Mr. MORGAN. Yes.

Mr.CHANDLER. Thenof course the argument is very strong
which the Senator puts.

Mr. MORGAN. Yes—

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish the Senator would allow me to say
one word more, as I have interrupted him.

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly.

Mr. CHANDLER. It issufficient for me in this case to vote
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to give a right of ap in that I find this fund actually in the

ion of the United States, and I find a claimant, and I think
the right of that claimant to the fund may be made justiciable in
the Court of Claims and in the Supreme Court of the United
States. I am resting satisfied with those facts, and going no fur-
ther I do not wish fo be understood as saying that I do not think
there might be a case such as is supposed by the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. HOAR], where an attempt should be made to make
the Supreme Court decide a political guestion or a question of
foreign relations which the Supreme Court would decline to de-
cide; but I simply say that, looking at the authorities which the
Senator from Massachusetts has cited and those which the Sena-
tor from Alabama has cited, this case is not one of that sort.

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; this is different.

Mr. CHANDLER. Itisclearly within the rightand privilege
of Congress to confer upon any claimants to this fund the right
to go into the Court of Claims and recover it if they can on any

rinciples which Congress may choose to lay down; and if the
urt of Claims decide against the claimants Congress has the
right to ask the Supreme Court in the exercise of a judicial func-
tion to review the case on appeal. I have no doubtaboutit at all.

Mr. MORGAN. That this is a judicial inquiry in the form in
which it stands now before the Senate, is established in a great
many different ways. Both these 'uégmenta of the Supreme
Court are based on that idea.M’fhﬁ] ist.rift 0211]1;': in this Dmf;.rict
granted a judgment against . Blaine for money in favor
of the La il%.bm Company and ordered him to pay it over. He
took an appeal from that to the Supreme Court, and it reversed
the decision of the court below and dismissed the motion for a
mandamus. There was an ascertainment of a judicial question,
and a judgment followed the action brought by these parties
against Mr. Blaine.

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido notunderstand that the court refused
to do if entirely on the ground that it was a political question.

Mr. MORGAN. The merits of the case were not considered;
they were not up. The couri took the ground that this was the
money of the United States first of all; that nobody had aclaim
upon if until Congressrecognized the cia.im; and it was therefore
subject to the political power—that means the legislative power
of éongress—to bestow it or to dispose of it as they saw proper,
it being money of the United States.

As I remarked awhile ago, we may ignore every right or claim
of anybody in the world and take this fund or appropriate it to
any purpose we please, or give it to Mexico if we want to do so,
and no can object, for it has been ascertained that no person
has a fixed, vested legal right in the money. When the cireuit
court of the United States for the District of Columbia—

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for
one second?

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly.

Mr. WHITE. Does the bill provide thatin case the judgment
of the Supreme Court should be that the award was not obtained
through fraud and perjury then there should be a payment of
the award to Weil?

Mr. MORGAN. Yes.

Mr, WHITE. I ask the Senator’s pardon; I should like to see
the clause of the bill which makes that provision.

Mr. MORGAN. It so provides.

Mr. WHITE. The bill provides in section 4—

That in case it shall be finally adjudged in said cause that the award made
%F sald Mixed Commission, so far as it relates to the claim of Benjamin

eil, was based upon or obtained through fraud or false , OF other
false and fraudulent practices of said Benjamin Weil, or his or
their procurement, the President of the United States is hereby authorized
to release the Government of Mexico from further payment thereof, to the
extent that the same is so declared fraundulent—

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator isnot reading from the bill now
before the Senate. _

Mr. WHITE. I beg the Senator's pardon; the provision is in
the last section of that bill.

Mr. MORGAN. The provision is there. I had great doubt
about putting it in, but at the same time we did it because, as I
have several times observed here, the Congress of the United
States does not wish to pass a conclusive judgment upon this
whole case. Ifif did, upon the evidence presented in these two
causes we should immediately vote the money to Mexico. There
is no l?uest.ion but that we should be obliged to vote it there, out
of self respect. But allowing it to go in the form of a judicial
in%uzry we have attempted to give fo the court powers enough
to dispose of the property whichever way it may decide the ques-

tion as to the dity or invalidity of this award, or rather as to

its being an award that ought to be sef aside.
Is not detain the Senate any longer upon that view. The
case of Weil comes next on the docket. It isnotnowup for con-

sideration by the Senate, but I am extremely anxious to get this
subject before the attention of the Senate and tohaveit

of, and would like to have it done to-day unless some Senator de-
sires to have that case further considered—of course it must be

considered separately; but unless some Senator should desire to
have itconsidered byitself, without reference to the case of the La
Abra oom?sny, having argued the law and a number of the facts,
particularly the historical facts which bear upon both these
cases, I should like to call the attention of the Senate very briefly
to the case of Weil.

I think it is my duty to lay before the Senate a report that was
made here within a few da ﬂg&at from the Secretary of State
showing the collections that been made from Mexico on these
awards and the disposition that had been made of some parts of
those collections. I will submit the entire reportas-ana
to my remarks without undertaking to stop to read it, but will
call attention to a few of the important features of the report in
respect both of the La Abra Silver Mining Company and the
‘Weil case. As we have virtually disposed,in argument, at least
on our side, of the La Abra case, I shall not undertake to com-
ment any further upon the payments that have been made out of
the different funds to the different individuals who are here men-
tioned, except merely to call attention to a few of them. These
two cases have always hunted in couples; they have always been
kept here together, and the array of counsel and lobby in the
advocacy of both of them has been a double array. In conse-
quence of that fact there has been a perfect t amongst
them as to all the proceedings, and it has continued to this day.

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator a question there.

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly.

Mr. FRYE. Ihave forgotten about it, but has any Senator
ever defended the award in the Weil case?

Mr. MORGAN. No, I can not say that any Senator has ever
defended that award.

Mr. FRYE. I do not recollect myself of ever hearing anyone
defend that award.

Mr. MORGAN. I can state very briefly the conclusionsof the
committee, and they are the conclusions of everybody else who
ever studied the subject at all. I shall go on here and give a
little résumé of the testimony to show that all these conclusions
are correct, adding something to what has been heretofore in
the record about it, that the claim of Weil has not any founda-
tion on earth except perjury.

That is a pretty broad remark to make about a claim; but it
was conceived in perjury, and fashioned by ge ury, and pro-
moted by perjury, and adjudged by perjury,and it has been aided
during time and since that time by bribery and other forms
of corruption of a most star character. It is a claim for
1,900 bales of cotton or thereabouts, alleged to have been ht
by Weil in the State of Texas at the close of our war, that
been loaded upon enough wagons of four bales to the on tocarry
it in a caravan, four mules or four oxen to ateam, ;r;f every bale
was said to have been weighed and it weighed over 500 pounds.
They make splendid cotton in Texas. 1f that be true, their
presses must be better than they are anywhere else that I know
of. They crossed the Rio Grande between Piedras Negras and
Laredo at some place where there was no road. They got over
on the other side and Cortina, in charge of the Mexican troops
atthat time,whowere then just escapina%almostfmmMaximﬂian’s
grasp, captured the cotton and carried it into Matamoros and
there confiscated it for the Government of Mexico.

Every word of that statement might have been true, and Weil
would have had no right under the laws of the United States, be-
cause he was taking the cotton out of the United States in viola-
tion of the intercourse law. Every pound of that cotton was
subject to confiscation in his hands upon his own statement, at
the instance of the Government of the United States. It would
have been a geriecti,y ood pleain any court in the United States
to-day, if he had a right to sue for it, and could show that there
had been such cotton and he had lost it under the circumstances,
that his possession of it was in contravention of the laws of the
United States and public policy, and that the money, which is
the fruit of the cotton, now in the Treasury of the United States
belongs only to the Government. That would be a perfect an-
swer to the whole case. But then there was not one lint of cot-
ton, there was not a bale of it, there was not a wagon or a mule
or a driver or anything else except Weil and a few perjurers
whom he hired and paid from this award very large sums of
money to swear his case in court. If this evidence is correct,
Weil’s own writi%s and all, there is no foundation on earth for
this case except Weil’s perjury set forth in an affidavit, or two
affidavits, and some supporting affidavits, which are equaily false
and are shown to be.

I do not intend, however, to allow the case to stand just upon
my statement as a member of the committee or upon the judg-
ment of the committee, for every committee that has acted upon
it has had the same opinion about it. I shall put into the
RECORD some of the evidence upon which I make these asser-
tions. in regard to the La Abra case and the Weil case I
want to show to whom the money has been paid that has already
been realized and expended out of these five installments.
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Mr. GEORGE. Five out of how many?
Mr. MORGAN. Thirteen, I think.,

Mr. GEORGE. ual installments?
Mr. MORGAN. ual installments, or aboutequal; they vary
very little. I do not think the first five varied atall. Two were

paid in combination. On the first payment $67,208.60 were paid
on the two awards I am ing of now. Of course the pay-
ments by Mexico are very much larger. In the case of Weil the
award in Mexican gold was $487,810.68. The first and second pay-
ments were $67,208.60.

Check 588. Lambert B. Ca.i%:fttomy for Alice Well, administrator and
tutrix, ete., (delivered to Mr. Cain in g{mson), #43,888.186,

Check 509. August 16, 1880. John J. Key, assignee (delivered to him in per-
son), $14,620.38,

Mr. Key isdead, and I have great respect for him and his mem-
ory. Atthe same time he was the attorney in this case emgloyed
to conduct it before the Joint Commission, and he made the affi-
davit upon which the claim is founded, according to the best of
his information, knowledge, and belief. He did not know any
more about it than I would know what is going on in Kamchatka
to-day. He knew nothing about it; he could not have known
anything about it. 2

Check No. 600, August 16, 1 Sylvanus C. Boynton, assignee (delivered to
him in pemn).!&.ﬁfm e i :

Mr. FRYE. Is that the one known as * Poker” Boynton?

Mr. MORGAN. Thatis‘ Poker” Boynton. I shall presently
read the contract between Boynton and this man We!l in rela-
tion to his services. He professed to be an attorney or a lawyer.
Ido not know whether he is or not. That is the capacity in
which he professes to be employed upon this very large share in
the award. Thoseare the first and second payments. The third
payment— »

Ch B. attorney for Alice Weil, ete,, §22,786.19,
SSHER Lambgry . Oan ey iy el i,

Check 280, John J. Keéy , ete., §7, h

Check 281, Sylvanus 0. Boynton, assignee, etc., $4,512.10.
Making $34,893.68.

Fourth—

Check 561, August 16, 1880, Lambert B. Cain, attorney for Alice Weil, admin-
istratrix and tutrix, etc. (delivered to Mr. Cain in person), $2,786.10.
Check 562, John J. Kedv. assignes, etc., $7,505.39.
Check 563, Sylvanus C. Boynton, assignee, etc., §,512.10.

Then follows a list of assignments, giving the date of the re-
spective assignmenis:

t by Lambert B. te.. to Willlam W, 15 - of

o TR B S o AT S A !

Assignment by Lambert B. attorney, etc,, dated, etc., to Robert B.
‘Warden of 6} per cent of this a’ after deducting amounts previously as-
to Sylvanus C. Boynton, John J. Key, and W. W. Boyce.
s Of (his hivace, Ghar CAINting AGUNts EOVIORIly ASSiahos oo
T cen a T uc amounts previo to
:\‘y vanus C. Boynton, John J. Ke; ,md%.no

Assignment by Lambert B. attorney, etec., to Henry E. Davis, adminis-
trator of estate of Philip W. Foulke, deceased, 8} per cent of this award, after

deducting amount previously to Sylvanus C. Boynton.
- Assignment by Lambert B, attorney, ete., to Jacob O. De Castro of 8}
per cent of this award, after deduc amount previously assigned to Sylva-
nus C. Boynton.

Now comes the fifth installment:

Checl to Sanders W, Johnson, $1,320.19,
q‘%ﬁ% to Jacob O. De Castro, assignee (delivered to him in persom),

Check to Henry E. Davis, administrator of the estate of Philip Foulke,

mm Lambert B. Cain, attorney for Alice Weil, administratrix, ete.,
and tutrix (delivered to Mr Cain in person), $13,545.18.
Then follows a statement of the assignments under which these

payments were made.

will stop here in regard to the Weil case for the purpose of
showing how these mon:ﬁswere paid out. This man Weil, very

“soonafter he committed rjury, became insane and returned
to France, from which country he had come. While he was in
Louisiana, however, and before his return to France, his wife
was appointed tutrix of his person and property, and she gave a
power of attorney to Lambert B. Cain to represent the interests
of her husband in this property. Weil died and Cain died, and
the general administrator of one of the g)arishes there in New
Orleans took the administration upon the estate of Benjamin
Weil, and he called the estate of Lambert B. Cain, who died long
since this proceeding has been here before us, to an account in
the civil district court of the parish of Orleans.

Mr. Lambert B. Cain, administrator, came in and filed an ac-
count of the money that he had received under this award and
of the disposal that had been made of it. That is made of record
and ce ed here, together with certain contracts which form a

t of the record. However, before the death of Lambert B.
ain, Mr. Weil and Mr. Cain were in a controversy in the courts
there,on the equitf side, I sﬁggose, of the docket, for an account-
ing, and various p been put in and evidence taken
to show the state of accounts between bert B. Cain and Mrs.

‘Weil as the tutrix of her husband, and after his death as one of
his successors. That suit was not determined in the lifetime of
Cain, and it became necessary after the common administrator
had taken out letters upon his estate that he should Proceed in
this court for the purpose of calling Lambert B. Cain’s adminis-
trator to a settlement in regard to these moneys, and here is the
account:

Amount cash remitted to Benjamin Weil in Washington, ¥100.

Then goes on a statement of different items which appear to
relate entirely to the current expenses of the administration,
amounting to $636.14.

Am
{memmdg%d bégﬁt)dg;ﬁﬁ:pensaa of traveling to Washington and back

Without any dates at all, these items go on and are expressed
as follows; there being no evidence to whom these moneys were
paid: $1,496.25, $1,013.25, $1,675.71, $1,335, $1,285, 538, $1,500,
amounting to 39,743.21. * Amounts paid hotel bills in Washing-
ton " amounting to $716.75.

Amount paid to Mrs. Alice Weil, §7.

No date given.

Ditto, franes, 2,000, $418. 6.

Making #423.66 that this woman got outof of all these awards.
That is all she ever got

Mr. FRYE.- Weil got $100?

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, Weil got $100, but I am talking about
his wife, who is tutrix. She got $423.66.

Now, we go further. Amount paid by L. B. Cane, incidental
expenses in matter of awarded claim of Benjamin Weil, as per
his memorandum book, to wit, $425; ditto, $365; ditto, $295; ditto
$595; ditto, $485; ditto, $425; ditto, $200, making $2,790 in all
paid out by him, and he never got anything from Weil’s estate
except these awards. Incidental-expense account as per memo-
randum book, $335; ditto, $223; ditto, $406; ditto, $821.27; ditto,
$958.72; ditto, $857.2T: ditto, $1,214.12; ditto, 2453.33; ditto,
$2,431.38; ditto, $1,855.13, and he on with these dittoes with-
out giving dates or items or anything else. It is ‘“ditto” to the
amount of $30,003.68.

Mr. FRYE. That sounds like an old college bill, where all
the items are in sundries.

Mr. MORGAN. This is the incidental-expense account in
‘Washington; that is, the lobby money scattered around here.

Mr. CHANDLER. If he paid it out.

Mr. MORGAN. He is claiming credit for it against that
estate.

Mr. CHANDLER. It does not follow that he paid it because
he claimed it.

Mr. MORGAN. I know. But here is an interesting item.
George D. Hite was the chief perjurer in this case. He was the
man without whose perjury the case could not have stood on its
legs even with Weil's affidavit supporting Mr. Key's affidavit.
It was necessary for George D. Hite to come in, not as counsel;
he does not pretend here that he is a lawyer; he is a mere good
swearer and first-class perjurer. Amount paid George D. Hite,
$1,250; ditto, $580; ditto, $341.78; ditto, $603.63; ditto,$340; ditto,
$262.80: ditto, $50: ditto, 850; ditto, $20; ditto, $20: ditto, $145.50;
ditto, 5102.38; ditto, $150; ditto, $100; makin in all $4,016.18
paid to George D. Hite. They would not let rge’s name ap-
pear among these assignees, because that would impeach the
whole affair, for everybody would know that George D. Hite
could not possibly render any assistance to a case of this kind
except by hard swearing, and so they kept his name off the record.
They come then to the following:

Amount paid Jaceb O. De Castro, as per open account, 85,556.70;
ditto, extra in Washington, $2,000. atisall that it says about
it. Then amounts paid on drafts of Jacob O. De Castro follow

ight along here ti
following draft,” ete.

Amount paid to Emile Landner, his written agreement with Benjamin
Weil, #750.

I shall call attention presently to Mr. Landner’s contract.

Amount paid P. W, Solomon, demand note of Benjamin Weil held by him—

He is another one of the swearers—$7,500 was paid to that fel-
low.

Amount paid to Middleton & Co., bankers, of Washington. Demand note
for loan made,

Then for telegrams, amount of interest as computed on item-
ized account, $10,598.68, footing up $84,814.50.

Amount of credit allowed for collections made of various amounts in item-
ized account, #11,091. 51.

He whipsaws them; it cuts both ways.
tion and for paying out.

Amount of interest on same allowed as computed, §2,428.42.

Footing up $13,519.93.

Actual total amount disbursed by Cain before he received a le dollar of
& ei%m.allmem as per Tableau in which same is shown how distributedq, §71,-

they amount to $2,824.32, ** amount paid per

He charges for collec-
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Amount of Cain's one-half share of the $49,011.40 received for the first, sec-
ond, third, fourth and fifth installments, tu.ms

There Cain comes in and claims to be a joint and equal owner
with Weil of these various installments. hs ts himself
on his account with $24,505.75, the amount that he says he was
entitled to out of these five awsrds being one-half of Weil's share
gé&.léeﬁsm' and that brings the footmg of hiscredit side up to $95,-

Lesas amount of eredit in full for amount received for the first, second, third,
fourth, and fifth installments, $49,011.49.

Balance owing Cain, as established on mmtiu?w $46,788.87.

Balance of account owing estate of L. B. Cain, $46,

Balance of award not pa!d1 half share of same owing to estate of L. B.
Cain, as per Tableau, 857,561.43.

Total amount to whichi the estate of L. B. Cain is entitled, §104,350.80.

Now, we shall presently find out how Cain got to be so deeply
interested inthe matter. Cain having ashe alleged a half owner-
ship inWeil's demand, Weil being crazy, his wife being appointed
tutrix, she gives to Cain a power of attorney to make these col-
lections am% these settlements, and when she comes to wind up
her interest in the estate she get out of it for herself the paltry
sum of $423.66.

Then comes a résumé. It is not necessary to go over that, al-
though I will ask that it may be put in the RECORD as it com-
pletes the account. The Senate will remember that there is a
payment to Philip B. Fouke here of July 15, 1874. That was
while thiscommission wasgoing on or it was ]nst‘betore starting.

Know all men by these presenta that I, Benjamin Weil, of the city of New
Orleans and State of Louisiana, have n ted,ap ted, and substituted,
and by these presents do nominate, appoint, and 'substitute Philip B. Fouke,
of Washjngtont City, D. C., my true gnd lawfol attorney for the following
L sr?s{awhi?sars Fouke & Key are my attorneys for the prosecution of a
certain claim before the joint commission of the United States of America
and the United States of Mexico, which said claim is now before said joint
commission. Now,in order to defray expenses, fees, and other moneys ex-

nded, lald out,or appropriatea in and about the prosecution of said claim, I

o hereby fully authorize and ampower him, the said Philip B. Fouke for
me and in my name to I.heca.te portion of said claim
for said pu:lgosa c;k however amoum. thus %‘d, pledged, or hy-
pothecated shall not ex; the ammmt. and sum of §100,

In witness whereof, ete.
Signed by B. Weil. Then there is an affidavitin proof of that
ed before a

exhibit to this ]31‘ ding in the court there, ce
notary public. Then comes the agreement between Fouke as the
attorney in fact of Weil and Sylvanus C. Boynton:

This agreement entered into this 5th_day of January A. D. 1875, by and
between Benjamin Well, of the city of New Orleans, State of Lounisiana,
Phili B. Fouke, hisattorney in fact, for the purposes hmmatwrmenuonedt
hilip B. Fouke and John J. Key, attorne ga atlaw, of Washington City,
D C and attorneys of record inthecase of said Weil, hereinafter referred to
and mentioned, who, with said Weil, are parties of the first part, and Sylvanus

C. Boynton, of Washington City, D. C., the party of the second
‘Witnesseth, that the said parnes of the first part in n.sldera.tion of mon-
eys advanced by and of expenses paid by and personal professional serv-

ices rendered by the party of the second part to tha gartdea of tha first part
for the paration and prosecution of a certain case hereinafter stated, and
for the further oonsiderﬂ-t.ton of the covenants hereinafter mendoned of the
party of the second oeovenant and agree with the sald party of the
second part to pay him l.he byotthesaconapartthesumormmof
the award in a certain case now ore nde nfed by the Joint Com-
mission of the United States of America and th ted States of Mexico,
and which ultimately ‘be before and adjudged by the umpire of said Com-
ission now in session tmd.er a treaty between the sald Governments made on
the 4th day of July, A. D. 1868, to wit: Tlmca.seo Benjamin Weil (vide docket
No. 447), of the city of New Orleans, and State of sald claim is for
the sum of $335,050, with interest thereon rrom the20th of
mmgit&hg:ra&i!d 1t 0%;2? tﬁ. tand with the said parties
@ 8 es of the o 1‘11 vemm and agree 2
01 t.ha first part that he wﬂ??l?vota his time and attention to said case and
of an award, giving his personal and professional services
n.u.ﬂ furtherance of said case up to the time such award shall be finally
%ﬁ decision finally be ered. And the said ¥ of the second
s that should the final award be made for a less sum than
sa.!d sum of with interest from said 20th of September, A. D, 1864,
then the pnrga:f the second ph}rt, shall only receive pro rataas to the amount
awarded, as §70,000 bears to the whole amount.
And the party of the second partagrees that he will not take any other case

mber, A, D, 1864,
consideration of the covenants of

or have interest in other case pending or which may come before
sald Co ion or umpire thereof, but is ve his entire pe
prosecutrix to a successful award in the case herein mentioned.
In is b the pm.ies haret-o ﬂmt the y of the second part shall be
the amaum ,and for that p the party
oi r.ha second part sh have a uen on said 'award for the payment of the

same, and the amount herein secured to the party of the semn part is to be

paid from the proceeds of said award whenever the same shall be

Ppaid.
This agreement is to be in full force and effect from the date hereof, “but to
be null and void if no final award is obtained.

Signed by all these parties.

Mr. CHANDLER. Who was the party of the second part?

Mr. MORGAN. Boynton.

Mr. CHANDLER. Sylvanus C. Boynton?

Mr. MORGAN. Sylvanus C. Boynton. The testimony rested
here, but I will read further; perhaps some Senator may know
or have heard something about it:

Wmms, D. C., August 20, 1880,

RecejvadofnnmbenB Cain §3,265.08, his pr ono !eeuh%
which is due me nowon the ﬂrsl.four!.ns
g{ Stat.e of the United States in the case of Ben:lamln t the U

THOMAS L. YOUNG.
XXIII—40

I come to Mr. Landner, one of the chief swearers in this
cm—ﬁmﬂe Landner—who has been paid, as I have shown you
here, a very large sum of money:

The agreement madehaénd entered intoin the city of New Orleans, and State

of Louisiana, between Benjamin Weil of the first part and Emile Landnerof

th% %nd part, both m’v%?ﬁwtoéw the ﬁrcéi‘ty auddStatﬁa before mant.tciggd. i
bind himself, his heirs or nsaigns, Dﬂ?agl-:tmlemw of the second
ATt (for and in consideration of Siryies vendated by said Emile Landner i

the herelnafter-described claim) the sum of #7,500 in United States curren
out of the proceeds of the Mexican Claims Commission at Washington, D.

Thig, done in New Orleans, this 16th day of March, 1872, in the nce of
the two undersigned competent witnesses—if the amount collected by B.
Weil, on the above claim does not exceed the sum of $0,000, the said Emile
Landner agrees to accept the sum of §,000, United States currency.

Attested by Solomon, the witness. Then the balance of this
matter is some letters which I shall not detain the Senate to read,
but I will ask that they be put in the RECORD, because they ex-
plain the account that I have just been going over in the presence
of the Senate.

I wish next to call the attention of the Senate for a moment to
the evidence upon which this case was tried bzfore the Joint
Commission called the Mixed Commission. The first paper in
the case was the memorial of Benjamin Weil, residing in the city
of New Orleans, efc., setting forth his claim to this property,
and the incidents of "the ro bery which was perpetrated upon
him, signed Benjamin Weil by .T ohn J. Keﬁehm attorney in fact,
Fouke & Key, solicitors and attorneys for Benjamin Weil:
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, County of Washington, 88!

John J. Key, being first by me duly sworn, says on his oath that he is the
attorney in fact of the memorialist described in the foregomg memorial;
that the said memorialist is absent from the District of Co! ia, and that
the facts stated in said memorial are true to the best of his knowledge, in-
formation, and belief,

JOHN J. KEY,
Aftorney in fact for Benjamin Weil.
Sworn to and subscribed before me, a notary public in and for said county
and District, this 25th day of April, A. D. 1870.

[SEAL.] N. CALLAN, Notary Public.

Then there is produced here an affidavit of Weil, sworn to in
September, 1869. You will observe that Mr. Key would not have
made this claim of the 25th of April, 1870, but in September pre-
ceeding that Mr. Weil, it appears, had sworn before a United
States commissioner at New Orleans to hisclaim. It isa very
brief statement, nothing like so broad or comprehensive or cir-
cumstantial by any means as that which was put forward by Mr.
Key, who knew nothing about it.

'lyhe next affidavit that 1s submitted in support of this claim is
that of Emile Landner, sworn to on the lotlrx’ of December, 1869,
That was before Weil had filed his complaint in court. Weil
went around and got these affidavits and had them all waitin
for his attorneys. His attorney came here in April, 1870, an
filed his case and swore to it before this Joint Coinmission, these
affidavits ha\-'j_u%been sworn to in the preceding fall and winter,
September and December. Emile Landner is one of the parties
here who received a very large amount of this money according
to that account.

The nextman who swears is A. J. McCulloch, and then George
D. Hite testifles to McCulloch’s credibility and ?era.clty but no-

could ever find McCulloch. Hite, however, swore to his
glblllty and veracity.

The next man is the chief perjurer, George D. Hite, who was
}}&ld a large sum of money by installments along, as I have shown

rom the accounts I have just read before the Senate.

The next man who swore was John J. Justice. He swore to
this account on the 7th of February, 1870, two months before
Key filed his memorial. He made astatemznt before George W.
Christy, a notary public.

Then Marcus and Pierre Solomon—they are men who have re-
ceived money under the distribution of the award here—testified
to the credibility of Justice and Christy to that of Solomon.

The next paper in the case is that of John M. Martin. Mar-
tin does not appear to have received any money out of this case
according to the statement of the account I have just read, but
it will appear presently in another form how he did receive
money. His deposition was given on the 26th of July, 1870.
That was after the case had been commenced in the court.

Then the next is Samuel B. Shackelford. Then George D.
Hite comesin with a final and concluding affidavit, in which he
fills up all the gaps and provides for all of the difficulties and
troubles that had occurred in the discrepancies of the previous
witnesses. He swore twice about it, and then he concluded the
argument in behalf of the claimants in his afidavit.

Now I wish to turn back to something our Government did
with which Mexico had not any connection at all. Our own
Government, in ferreting around for frauds and the like of that

the Treasury Department, had a secret service division,
and they sent out their examiners, their secret service men. One
of them came across this Weil matter in New Orleans. It was
ripening up and they were getting the evidence about it, and he
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struck the trail of it. It interested him verymuch, and he went
on to examine all about it. He made his reports from time to
time to the Treasury Department. There they remained a Bmd
many years, and finally, on the 9th of December, 1881, Mr.

sent these papers, certified to by Mr. Folger, who was ‘then Secre-
m Qt;[l%e Eaaau.ry to Mr. Zama.oona, the Mexican minister, and

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Waskington, Decamber 9, 1851,

Sir: Iregret to find that I have overlooked until n(iu.lte mcen\‘.lqou.r note

Mthel!tahot]iaj'mtnmtemnwwthem amin Weil. The

evenu nggut. summer and autumnmay, however, ain, if not excuse,

ascertained by

this contin
In the notoyoumtertoandaskforwmeso!oeﬂatnpapars
o1l to be of record in the Treasury Department among the settlements of
awards of the Sout.hem Cmims Omnmisaicm, and among the files of the
secret service division, th
First. An amdavitof Jolm M:art:ln—
He is one of the chief swearers in this case—

in favorof a claim before t.ha Southern O'Iaims Commission, in which the M-
flant details his movements and residence from April 1, 1861, until April 13,

to him (Wild) to negotiate with the of Mexico to the fraud.
mse to your request, I now have pleasure in to you here-
with coples of the papers you in transmi rmit

s ete,
JAMES G. BLAINE.,

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will indulge me to put
this re'port into the RECORD. It is not very voluminous, but it
is a ver ortaut art of the testimony.

Mr. ]{?)ng’J Is it the report of the secret agent ?

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, down to 638, where it ends.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The maftter referred to by the Sen-
ator from Alabama will be inserted, in the absence of objection.

The matter referred to is as follows:

[Inclosure in No. 44.]
USITED STATES OF AMERICA:
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, November 80, 1851

Pursuant to section 882 of the Revised Statu I hereby certify that the

annexed are true extract copies from the o papers on file in this De-

partment.
Inwltnesu whereof, I have hereunto set hand, and caused the seal of
Department to be affixed on the andgaarﬁrsusbovewﬂt.mn.

[snu..] HAS. J. FOLGER,
Secretary of the Treasury.
JOHN MILLER MARTIN }
o8, No. —,
UNITED STATES,

Before Claims Commission.
Be it remembered that on the 28th day of Dwembe:r, A. D. 1871, and the ad-
tes commissio

journed % fore me, William Grant, United S mer for the
district’ of special commissione nally appeared the
claiman wimaas. Daniel W. Shaw, who be duly sworn according
to law to tell the truth, the whole truth, mm% ut the truth relative to
this claim, did depose as follows, each [ ed out of the presence

of the other; present, Dr. H. Porter for claimant:
1: a

Deposition of Daniel W, Shaw, a witness called and sworn for the claimant.

I,Buiielw Shaw, do hereby testify that the claimant is, and always has
‘been, a loyal ci

Imﬁvﬁgmminatewmneaofclaimamwhmm opertydascribedin
his petition was taken; 1 h:-u'rels of com, worth §2. barrel; alarge
flock of sheep, worth &!.55 lnEe lot of hogs, worth & per
head. Idonotmwt.hemctnumbeto‘r s{thera u}porhogs that was taken,
but think there were at least as mi 'or in c}a.tmank‘lspeﬁtion.

These were all taken by the United t.at.esm exandria,
where the United States Army was encamped, a.nd, I presume, used by said
Army. D. W. SHAW.
Sworn to before me December 28, 1871.
WM. GRANT

. Special Commissioner.

Deposition of D. W. Shaw, a witness called and sworn for claimant.
To the interrogatories he answers as follows:
Tothelsthasa.lth I was.

To the 2d: I saw them all taken.
To the 4th: eawmmkmhyUnltedSzmsoldiminMamh,lm,rmm
the plmat.iom of where the claimant was then
har mmmdmywrmmaonlymwhmnamas re-
mam

To the 6th: Therewasallentenant present I think, ordered m
but I do not know his name or rank; he bel toGen. Banks's

'I&oht.ha 7th: The soldiers took the corn off in wagons, and drove the sheep
and hogs.

To the 9th: Itwas taken off in the direction of Alexandria; Idid not follow
it, but was told it went there.

To the 10th: I suppose all the property taken was used by the United States

Army.
To the 11th: Not that I know of.
To the 12th: I do not know of any voucher orreceipt having been asked for,
nor was any given that I know of.
'bothemh None of the property was talken secretly; it wasall taken in the

':l‘ot.hem.h Gmﬂanhsarmywumcampad in and around Alexandria,
0 miles and an half from the place where the

the nearest cam;
was mnha.ﬂ.beenenm there about fifteen or
wen! adtharemauabou sixm-aigmwaeks. There
been no battle or before the taldng of the property. Iknew

of the army,
To the 15th: The corn had been harvested, was well ripened, and was inthe

condition. The sh were worth about
wo'rth & head. I have not

ce, de there was at least
sheep.

the
To the 20th and 2lst: He answers, he does not know.
Tot.hamd I thin k
To the 234: T think it was taken by order issuing from some officer prop-

arlyempovmmd.
D. W. SHAW.
Sworn before me December 8, 1871,
WM., GRANT,

Special Commissioner.
Adjourned to Saturday, the 30th of December, 1871.
Deposition of John Miller Martin, claimant, called and sworn for himself.
I, the claimant, am 47 years old, and reside in New Orleans, La. InMarch,
1864, I was residing on G. W. Compton’s plantation, which is situated in Bayou
ptd.es. about 5 miles from Alexandria. During ashortabse
in the lstt.sti;gm of sald month, and about a week su
the United States authorities of my eleven mules an some
the soldiers who were encamped in the hoodammdt.he place
and took from it about one thousand of one hundred head of
sheep, and between fifty or sixty head of hogs. Ineverreceived either receipt
or money for the property thus taken.
JOHN M. MARTIN.

Sworn to December 30, 1571,
WM. GRANT, Special Commissioner.
Deposition of John Miller Martin, claimant, called and mamfof himself.

The interro, &oﬂes ropoundedhimheanswamdnat llows
To the first mﬁldenoe was on the plantation of G.W. Compton
from the 1st of Aprﬂ.. 1,t0 the 23th of April, 1864, where I was ally
until about the 16th of March, 1864, when I off my serv-
ices to Admiral Porter; he ampmzed me as a pilot, and I was thus engaged
until about the 28th of April, 1 1 then went to New Orlaa.na, remained
there about one month, then went te Belmont Coun where I re-

mained until the 13th oz..é&a , 1865, when I returned to New Orieans On or

about the 25th of April, 1864, my entire place was burned.
" WasnHIxGTON, D. C., March 15, 1865

the defense of Al La., while held by the Army, for
the purpose of building a dam, b thin rifie-shot of the line of in-
trenchments might under any circumstances serve as a cover for the

enemy general orders, was indispensable to the safety
of the Army and the t. Whether the ¥ of Capt. Martin was within
this line, or whether his buildings were destroyed under this order, or were
within range of the fleet lying above the ra.plds. Ican not say; this can easily
be ascertained by measurement or by eviden

Capt. Martin is a loyal citizen, a man or mtegrlt and character, and de-
serves well of the Government on account of service as well as character.

N.P. BANKS, M. G.V.

(Indorsed:) Exhibit A. William Grant, special commissioner.

3. By order of Gen. N. P. Banks, from military necessity, as will be more
l‘n:.l!iy seen by reference to a copy of a certificate given to me by Gen. Banks,

ch I :ao offer as proof of my loyalty. Said copy is hereto annexed, and

marked
To the interrogatories from the 8d to the 14th, inclusive, he answers: No.
To the 15th: mmma!&mﬂ.lm&,llaﬂmﬁmaamtoNawOr
leans on the steamboat Meteor, & rt of Admiral Porter's fleet, and I
, the plantation upon which I re-
said absence I was not engaged in

To the Iﬂtgd an;lgﬁgl toihse date %fogl‘ieafm of the cltr of New Orleans I
was employed as a pilot on steam’ omer, said boat being engaged in
civil trade between New Orleans and Shreveport, La.
To the 17th and 18th he answers: No.
To the 18th: None, except that the Confederates tried to force me into their

To the 20th he says: No.

To the 2ist: No exmm my serviees, which I offered to
upon his arrival at
Capt. W. R. Hoel, oomman.der or the
tion in re| to the whereabouts of the so-called

To the 2d: No , except what I have stated m
As soon as the United States authorities arrived in

vious ANswers.
reg:lan of the country

I offered them m ch was all that I could do.

To the 23d Ihn.atm‘bro:.harsmtheﬂ army, but no relations in the
Confederate aa:"mgn f—I took one of my s
whown.asickint. hnsmtal at the to Ohio with my family where he
ramainad That 1
au‘lyoo[

the in from the 24th to the 3ist, inclusive, he answers: No.

terrogatories ve,
Ta the 32& Itook the bongaﬂ %ﬁNﬂ{%mgﬁtﬂJm gﬂ, in or-
ure permission to go 0. Ve no any office under
th‘f‘o Uvg States Government since the war.

sympathies, fee! unss,mguagn.mdinﬂnenna have alwa.ys
been with t.nehll:[!{ﬂon cause. I didnotvote atall, either at the

hostilities or d the war. Imhmwmvmnmmmmrme
adoption of the ce of pecession by my State.

To the 3ith: Idosolemnlyswaart.hatﬁ‘omtha of hostilities
against the United States to the end thereof my sym athies were wmr.anui
with the cause of the United States; that I never, with my own free wi.u!m

accord,didan or offered mht.. or attempted todo anyt.h.‘.ns&
ordeed to 1 d cause or its success, and that Iwas at

ready and , When called upon, to ald and t the cause of the Union,
or its supporters, so far as my means and power and the circumstances of

the case permitted.
Sworn to before me, December 3), 1871

JOHN M. MARTIN.

WM. GRANT, Special Com.
To the second series of interrogatories the claimant answers as follows:
Tothe 15t he saith: I was not. Iwas with Porter's fleet.
To the 2d4: No.
To the 6th: Not being present, I do not know.

To the 8th: My wife ter, who were both present upon the occa-
sion of the taking, told me that the soldiers drove the sheep hogs off, and
hauled the com off in

that all the property taken was carried to Alex-

andria.
To the 10th: I have heard and believe that the pmpertdr&t.a.km was used by
the army which was encamped in and around Alexan
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To the 11th and 12th: No complaint was made, nor was any receipt or
voucher asked for.
To the 13th: None of the property was taken secretly. I was told that it
was all taken about midday.
Totheléth: General Banks'sentire

gee or eisht dsys. rema.mod until about the 1st of April, N
n no battle nor skirmish near there before the property was faken. Idid
not know any of the officers of the army.
To the 15th: There was corn in wndiuon. well :ripened. dry, and un-
% ad, but stored in a crib. It could not have been ai 'the time
hen taken for less than two dollars and a half per ga.rral. The sheep and
hogs were all in good condition, and worth at :aaa ootfl? two and
a half dollars per head. Indeed, none of the articles ap:ug'liled havabeen
purchased anywhere in the nelghbor ood for the price 1 have charged in my

To the 16th: Ijuﬁie of guantity taken from what my wife and daughter
e

told me, and from the fact that I knew what I had left on the place just be-
fore I started up Red River with Porter’s fleet.
To the 18th: 1 do belleve that the property s ed was taken for the ac-

ulgg of the army, and not for the mere gratification of individual officers
Or 80

To the 20th: I believe the army at that time required fresh food.

To the 21st: I belleve the want for the articles taken was so urgent as to
Jus the soldiers in such taking.

To 22d: I think so.
To the 23d: I do believe that the property ified was taken by order of

some officer who was properly empowered to such order.
1 hereunto annex as proof of my koyalty document marked B.
JOHN M. MARTIN.

Sworn to before me, December 30, 1871.

‘WM. GRANT,
Commissionar.
I hereby certify that the fore n pages of de tions wers taken
in my preseneea.ndradncaﬁ togomﬁug bym:r ale:rk. and carefully read over

to the claimant and wi the time, place, and in the
manner stated in the capuon sheetr he‘reo
Given under my hand and official seal, at New Orleans, La., this 30th day of

1871,
! WILLIAM GRANT,
United States Commissioner and Special Commissioner,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 3, 1851,
Pursuant to section 882 of the Revised Statutes, I hereby certify that the
annexedlsatruew}) otmoﬂginalpaperonﬂleint.hisnepanm t.
In witness whereo hereunto set hand and caused the seal of the
Deparunem.to ba affixed, on the day and year first above written.
CHAS. J. FOLGER,
Secretary of the Treasury.

Extracts from the reports of Ofr. Azariah F. Wild, New Orleans, La., in matter

of Benjamin Weil,
SEPTEMBER 17, 1877.
Being detained here wnm.ng the return of the United States attorney, I im-
proved the o to commence writing my re in the case of Benja-
min Weil vs. Mexico for 500 bales of cotton which Weilclaims was taken from
him by the Mexican authorities in the year 1864, while en route to Matamoras,
Mexico, and for which an award has been allowed of about §500,000, and as I
am informed not yet paid but has been trmuiat to the notice of Congress,
and is now pen before a committee of the ¥

My connections with case were those of a clerlk, and commenced about.

the month of 1876, and so continued until about the time Jud,
Dooley left Lou.!s{ana to reside, and I became emp! by the Uni Smt.es
Treas: t, when I refused to have y(&m\q further f.o do with
i e side to

easury Departmen
‘the case, although have been both sides, on
continue in the case and take Daoley left ll’.. and by the
other side to give affidavit of w ut the case, to be used be-
fore a Congressional committee, both of which Ire

First. I could not work in any case except for the Government.

Seeonﬁ. I did not feel at 1 tomake an afidavit of what information I
erk of J Dooley’s, a sworn attorney,

b‘y be
mﬁusexpressedwﬂan. Slaughter caused him to say that, un-
lessuhe conld have my aMdavit, he would have me brought to W to

fy
Inow will state the case, and the way in which I became engaged in it,
and will forward copies of some twenty letters now under my control at an

eari
ﬁ Martin, an old steamboat captain, residing in New Orleans, met me

nl. t‘.lm corner of C and St. Charles st.mt.s in the month of May, 1876, and
asked me to introduce him to Col. Brooks (now chief of secret service di-
vision); I replied I conld not unless he had business. He (Martin) gaid he
had business; that he had the cotton rolls of ex-Confederate Agent Mc!:{ee,
of the tr: t, which would be of value to the Govern-
a&&h &dlg that he e wa.ntatz._Bw se:s ?Dl' 21‘301:5 and gl? and sell them

e Governme ough him (Brooks), an agreeabls to him would
have a time set when we eould meet and examine the rolls, ete.

I saw Col. Brooks; an am.mment wias made to be held at his (Brooks’)
room, No. 146 Cnmnﬂelet. street. Inotified Capt. Martin, and we met at place
di , and the rolls wu'e examined by Col. Brooks. Soon after Col
Brooks left for ‘Washington, and Martin says left him to understand he would

submit the matter to the m& and let him tin) know
if the Department wanted them. Col. had been gone but a rew days
when Capt. Martin made daily calls at the office of J uxlga Dooley, in whose

ad been he; 'from Col.

office I occupled a desk, and asked if anything h

After waiting several weeks he persuaded Judge Dooley to dictate a letter
to the Attorney-General, and I wrote it, to which Mr. 'Ia‘{ft re that the
Government had the rolls of which his lettetspoko, etc. Capt. tin, after
hearing his rolls were not wanted,

JI havea big case, in which thereissome money in. Will you take it judge?”

i

Martin started out he called me and asked me t.o put on m,y hat. We went
to Hugo Ralwitz's saloon, on Common street, when he made me pledge my-
self to keep the matter private, and he would show me the whole case, and
that he wonld give Judge Dooley and myself a chance to make “a file,” as he
called it. He commenced by it1 ever heard of the BenjaminW&ﬂ
for a large lot of cotton captured b l(ax:lsansint.hay

ls&l, and that the ciaiin was brought before the Commission, and that
they had made an award-amount: to over #00,000. I said no, I had never
haﬁmranws?lg oL 1IL 11 hi th; the claim is all a fraud,

S *1 tell you the tru a and Weil never
losta ﬁﬁl&ggtmd of cotton, and I can furnish the evidence to defeat the
claim, is what I want you a.nd Judge Dooley to do; thatis, I want you

to talk to the judge and see if he will take hold of the and if he will, I

will bring in some letters that have been written b; o H.lchel., of this

:t[:n .whem the answers to them written exican minister,
o

consulted with Judge Dooley, and he said, “If the case is as he (Martin|
rapremnf.edl.t.myuu.tobaarraud.nndit.canbaahawnassuuh,mthg
vernment will E

HexicnnGo pay, Iwill take hold of it.” I told Martin what

J Dooley said, and in one or two days Martin came in and ht

two letters writt.en, or to have been written, hyJolm £

of New Orleans, to the minister mumcio Mmdsm 1 I}W
e of New

with two letters from the Mexican minister to John
leans, La., in answer to those written by him hel)
e then took from Capt. Martin the four letters, and called u

The j
Mr. Av the Mexican consul at New Orleans, and showed them to
who, after re them, said he knew the claim to bea fraud, and hadso re-

ported it to his Government, witich was all that he counld do in the case; bm
would give Judge Dooley & letter recommending him to his minister, Mr.
Mariseal, if he desired, to which Judge Dooley cotusent-ed and left. Omne or
two days after, Mr. Avendano senta note wJudgeI)ooleythsthe had written
and mailed a letter recommending him and that he could then correspond
direct with his minister at W

On this information Judge Dooley commanced his correspondence in this

case by firat writing to the minister, who, in response, among other :m
)

said a confidential agent would soon call on him, in New Orleans, wh
show him (Dooley) copies of his ( Dooley’'s) letters, which would be evidence
t.hat. he was in good standing with his Goverermment, and was to be trusted,

In a few days, Gen. Slaughter, of Mobﬂe, Ala.,called and ted notonly
Judge Dooley's letters, but copies of the evidence in the case. It seems that
Gen. Sl:n;ghmr had made an agreement for a large
to get such evidence as would reverse the decision
ward Thornton, and that said Slaughter wanted Jud,
the information he had, or ‘ml§ht obtain, to him (
sldaratlon. to which J udga Doo!

Capt. Martin.

t now became clear that Capt. John M. Martin and George D, Hite, of New
Orleans, were the Eﬂ.ﬂ ipal witnesses in the case on which the award is based,
and when I came down on Martin with the direct question, *Did younot tes-
t.ls?'in the Weil case in support of the ciaim?’ he lied, “I I then
said: *You have placed yourself in a very badlightin the case; ™ that Jud
Dooley had got mad; thst. he did not fully exp the case at the start. He
then said he would gtve me the whole case, just as it was, from th begl.nnu.;ﬁ
to the end, and started out by saying that he knew Benjamm Weil; that Wi
wanted him in the case, and also get one or two other witnesses, it

D. Hite well, and that he ancl Hite made
‘Well to testify in the case and what to

to tes

he could; that he also knew Geo:
a verbal ent with Benj
swear to, and that if the clalm went through, as it must, they were each to
have the sum of 810,000 out of the award; that they all trusted 1o each other's
word in the matter and never had a written agreement; that about the time
the ciaim was allowed Benjamin Weil was taken erazy and sent to an insane

um in France. This frightened Martin and Hite, and they turned tail to
the cla.im:mt. and commenced to feel of the other side by writing the lettera
heretofore spoken of as those of John T. Michel.

George D. Hite has not been to see me, and I have refused to call on him
since the case has turned out as it has, but Martin tells me that he and Hite
are one in the transaction, and neither he or Hite could move without the
consent of the other. Since I have re: to act in the case for Martin and
Hite, I am rellably informed that Martin has got ? or caused to be written
two letters and their answers, purporting to be from him to the Mexican
minister at W m, and his :regly to them, ofl arge percentage
of the claim in case of clel'aalz for ench evidence as will itabout. These
letters are gotten up in New Orleans, sent to a friend or artin's at Wash-
ington, and then remailed at New Orleans with the Me minister's name
forged to those which Eurport to be in answer to Mar:.m. and he (Martin) is

to take these to one Kain (a Jew), who is now the principal owner in t.ha
c}n.im and say to him, “Come down, or I will expose the clal.m."

I asked Martin which story the Commission were to believe, the one he had
already sworn to, or the one which he wanted toswear to for a consideration.
He replied: “Neither George D. Hite nor myself were anywhere near the place
we swore to in that testimony at the time we swore we were, and in case the
parties will come down handsomely will produce documents to show it."”

SEPTEMBER 26, 1877.

Please find inclosed herewith copies of correspondence in the case of Ben-
jamin Weil ve, Mexico, which I mentioned in my of September 17, 1877.

1. Letter from John T. Michel to Ignacius Mariscal, Mexican minister, dated
New Orleans, Janunary 26, 18706,
ng Lcn-era' from Mexican minister to John T. Michel, dated at Washington,

‘ebruary

3. Letter trnm John T. Michel to Mexican minister, dated New Orleans,

February 9,
4. Letter rrom Mexican minister to John T. Michel, dated Washington,

February 21
5. Letter rrom L. W. Avonduno, Mexican consul at New Orleans, dated
Jlmas 1876, to M, A. Dooley.
6. Letter from M. A. Dooie}' to Sgn. Mariscal, dated New Orleans, June 4,

7 Letter from %En_ Mariscal to M. A, Dooley, dated New York. June 8. 1876,
B.&Lett,er from A, Dooley to Sgn. Mariscal, dated New Orleans, Juna 13,

ig!l;. Letter from M. A. Dooley to Sgn. Mariscal, dated New Orleans, June 19,
18'%%: Letter from Sgn. Mariscal to M. A. Dooley, dated New York, June 22,
!l.m]'getter from M. A. Dooley to Sgn. Mariscal, dated New Orleans, June
l%rIé?twr from M. A. Dooley to Sgn. Mariscal, dated New Orleans, June
13, Letter from M. A. Dooley to Zamacona, dated New Orleans, August 5,
4. Letter from M. A. Dooley_' to E. Aveta, dated New Orleans, August 24,
15, Lett«er from M. A. Dooley to E. Aveta, dated New Orleans, September
118. B?I“;ei.tael:‘ from James E. Slaughter to M. A. Dooley, dated Mobile, August

¥y
Dooley to give up all
anghter) without con-
ey would not consent after consultation with

al

17. Copy of afidavit made by John M. Martin, alias Michel, in of
Benja: Weil's claim against Mexico, dated New Orleans, J u.lg%

I would tfully state that these wpies are all in my han tin
were p under tha direction of Judge M. A. Dooley, late of New Or

(now San Saba County, Tex.), to forward to the President of Mexico, but

owing to the distur’ cond.lt.ian of the Mexican Government they were not

mnt.. and when Judge Dooley left Louisians he left themn here. Those tten

J udge Dooley,or p rting to have come from him, to the Mexican ofi-

als are in their possession, but those received here by Judge Dooley from

mﬂmsuu here in Louisiana, and can be got, if they are wanted, by little
u
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JANUARY 28,

OCTOBER 10, 1877,
I met Capt. John M. Martin to-day. and learn from him he is quite uneasy
matter of the claim of Benjamin Weil vs. Mexico, He has written
ha them copied by some party here in New Orl
and then sends them to the third party in Washington, where they are mail
Martin. exican

back here to These letters Tt to come from the min-
ister at W; n, D. C. Ernest F, He , ex-senator, then takes these
letters to a rich Jew, who owns most of tl c.l.nl.m,an&whof.a ent
of the Bank of New Orleans, an receives

to the best of my
and George D. Hite from
the which they have commit There is no
o b woRIa Deapect{sly Foqaest (hat AhoUI! ANYURIAE TAORS be wanted
wan ut would respectfully reques o more be wan!
to wmglet.a evidence to show the case a complete fraud, that I be instructed
on what points, and it will be forwarded at dnce.,

Martin has offered to make an affidavit setting forth that he and George D.
Hite committed E‘e ury, and were not in Texas at the time they alleged in
thelr testimon e case, for a consideration con nt on defeating the
claim. Iwonld respectfully state that Lambert B. Cain (or sometimes spelled
) and Decrastro, the attorney, are now away from New Orleans, and are
£aid to be in Washington City.

I would state that since returning to headquarters from Arkansas I have
found the original letter written by Judge Dooley to the Mexican minister,

in eil from which I wrote the first original letter, which I
FEBRUARY 23, 1878,

will forward should 1 be wanted.
Iwill tfully state that Capt. John M. Martin, whom I reported as be-
with the claim of amin Weil vs. Mexico, met me to-day
a wishto seeGen. Slaughter and see if he could not make some

m for Martin, as they pretend, to keep
fraud and

E

money by going before the officer and swear to the con to what
he swore to in support of the claim. He states whatever he does rge D.
Hite will also do in the matter.

APRIL 25, 1878,
I met Capt. John M. Martin, whom I have méntioned in a provious report
as be one of the parties who gave evidence in the claim of Benjamin Weil
v, Me and hel; to pass the claim through. He (Martin) states that
‘Weil 1ssued to es who assisted him in the certificates of indebted-
ness on condition that if the claim wasallowed that he would pay them. He
(Martin) further stated to me that at the time of gi said deposition or
soon after, Weil gave him §50 and him five thousand more incase he
uccessful in the aim.

Was s in P

He further states that one L. B. Cain, of New Orleans, La., has bought u
all, or nearly all, the certificates of indebtedness issued by Weil, and now
the monied man who is working the claim and who owns nearly all of it.

MAY 18, 1878,

From 8 o’clock a. m. to 10 a.m. I was at Levy's stable, on Baronne
street, making some inquiries into the case of Benjamin Weil #s. Mexico. Mr.
Levy was a partner for twenty years with Benjamin Weil, and says he (Weil)
had no money or cotton at the for which heis from the Mexican
Government. He further states that the elaimisafrand got up by Weiland a
few others to swindle the Government of Mexico. He informs me while
the elaim is brought in the name of Weilhe believes there are a large number
whose names do not appear that would receive a pro rata had the claim been
allowed. Mr. Levy gave me a of writing, which I inclose herein; the

isnow in the hands of Jules Aroni, attorney at law, who has an office
at 140 Gravier street, New Orleans. Iam informed by Mr. he that this is
& sample of a large amount now out and issued by Benjamin Weil to those
who assisted him in getting up the claim and those who are partners to the
transaction.

I am Informed that a man named E. Lardner had in his possession $15,000
of this paper, but as Mr. Lardner resides in Mississippi, and is engaged in
running a schooner, it is quite inconvenient for me to see him.

JUNE 22, 1878.

Capt. John M. Martin met meon the street to-day and opened conversation
about the claim of ‘Weil vs. Mexico. e I know Capt. Martin to
beageﬂnmdmnndre , and a very dangerous man, I will give for what it is
worth what he said tome in this conversation. He ( ) said, “I bave
been to see Geo. D. Hite about this Weil claim, and we have made up our
minds to come out and show up the whole claim to be a fraud and put-up job
and the testimony given by each of us to have been false (in support of the
claim), on the condition that you will negotiate with the Mexican Govern-
ment or agent on the following terms: For Geo. D. Hite, $15,000; for John M.

£5,000.
Martin said it was proposed to pay me for my trouble as follows:
I O D AN - i it Sas e Fmaie et B S AL o o e B e U e i £3, 000
AR RO Dy N e S e e S S e S s e e R e 1, 000

4,000

They are very anxious I should make the negotiations, and I have put
them off, saying I would see what can be done.

, SEPTEMBER 4, 1878,

Capt. John M. Martin, who swore in the cotton case of Benjamin Weil vs,
co, nm approached me and offered to place his deposition Lumytgos-
session. t he would procure a r one from George D. Hite,
another witness in the case, setting forth that the testimony given by
them was false, provided I would take the matter in hand and get a certain
sum of money from the Mexican Government, and would pay me one-third
of the amount so received. Ileft Capt. Martin with the impression that I
would consider the matter and give him an early answer. The Mexican Gov-
ernment can get the evidence in this city to show this case up provided they
exert themselves. I do not understand it to be my duty to specially work on
this case further than to report what comes under my notice while working
other cases in which the United States Government is interested. Capt.

Martin is now so poor and destitute that now is a good time to work him.
Mr. MORGAN. The secretagent of the Government, as I say,
got trail of thismatter and found this man Martin, besides others,
and Martin, not knowing of his agency for the Government,
failing to get out of Weil and Mrs. Weil's assignee, Cain, all that
he had expected to get, concluded he would turn around and turn
State's evidence through this detective and see what the Mexi-
can minister would pay him for his information. He then went
on to detail what a lot of lies he had sworn to himself and what
others had done in getting up this claim of Mr. Weil. I have
not time to read that testimony., I am merely reading a record
so that the world will see that the committee have not gone
through this matter without the strictest and severest attention

to all the facts in this cause. /

A Mexican minister, I think it was Mr. Marescal while he was

here, happened to be acquainted with Gen. Slau,
a Confederate officer down on the Mexican border during the
war, and was there at the time of the surrender. Slaughter was
a gallant man and had a very important command on the Rio
Grande River under Gen. Kirby Smith, and was there at the close
of the operations of the war. e had a good deal to do, I think,
with assisting the Mexicans in their difficulties with Maximilian.
He spoke Spanish very well, had been in the Mexican country a
great deal, and immediately after the surrender he went to
Mexico and remained there for two or three years. He wanted
to go there and make it his home.

inally he returned to the United States and became employed
as an engineer—he was a civil engineer and graduated at West
Point—on the public works down in the Gulf of Mexico. Bein
acquainted with the Spanish language and, of course,with Mexi-
cans and Spaniards, when he would find them they would natu-
rally have a conversation. Mr. Marescal, or else the consul at
New Orlerns, came in contact with Gen. Slaughter. The fact
that this enormous amount of money had been awarded to this
little man Weil by Sir Edward Thornton had gone out to the
world. It aro the immediate attention of every Jew in all
the Southern States. It turned out that Weil, according to the
articles of agreement which are here, was a member during the
Confederate war of five or six firms of Jews who lived in Louisi-
ana and Texas, and who were engaged in shipping cotton out of
the country and in bringing in supplies. Some went through Mex-
ico and some through Texas Forts, and supplies were brought in.
He was in the employment of the governor of Louisiana.

In order to conduct the business satisfactorily all around these
different firms formed a united arrangement amongst themselves
that they would share in all the gains and all the losses of their
business, that they would pool everthing they had. They were
all engaged in this kind of operation. So they kepf up with each
other and each of these four or five firms was entitled to a part
of all that was earned. Weil was a member of the firm, one of
the active agents going about buying up cotton and shipping it
out of the country, getting up wool and everything of that kind.
So when this enormous award was published through the news-
Espers in favor of Weil all of these parties wanted to know how

e got so much money out of this transacsion and they were not
included. He takes particular pains in his affidavit and so does
Mr. Cain, who swore that Weil was alone interested in this mat-
ter, that nobody was concerned with him atall, soas to shut every-
bod¥ else off. %

OI course these men resented that, and began at once to talk
about it and to go back and look up Weil’s corr ndence and
com his whereabouts and other things with allegations
in his affidavit, and they unhesitatingly come out and state, and
here are the affidavits, and swear that there is not a particle of
justice in his claim, that he never had a pound of cotton; that he

ad no caravan; that he had nothing, and they exposed him.

Slaughter being there, of course heard of it, as everybody elss
did, and in conversation with Spaniards and Mexicans about the
city of New Orleans naturally he talked about it and said, “'1
was down on that frontier allduring the war, remained there after-
wards, and went over to Mexico, and am perfectly familiar with
the Mexican officers of any rank, and I know this thing can not
be so. Iknow that this man could not have carried that caravan
of 1,900 bales of cotton on his wagons through that part of the
country without my knowing it; he could not have assembled
the cotton; it would have been a matter of impossibility, and I
know it is not so0.”

Gen. Slaughter’s statements were sent to Washington to the
Mexican minister, and he at once authorized an engagement to
be made for Gen. élaught,er’s services to look this matter up.
He went around and he looked it up, and here is what he got:
He got 234 letters of Weil and other original papers, every oae
bearing upon-the point and every one contradicting Weil. He

t hold of the original papers and correspondence of Weil with

is different firms, which utterly disproved the whole business,
and those original letters are here now in the custody of our Statq
Department. Here are cogiea of each one of them, and here is
a list of these 234 letters which I'willincorporate in my remarks,
from page 124 to page 127, inclusive.

The list referred to is as follows:
ist ra transmitted to the Secreta
T e e tatm of Bonjarmin .

hter, who was

of State in

roof af the fraudulent
against the fr Mezico.

overnment o

No. Date. Contents.

Mar. 11,1863
Dec. 19,1865
Bloch &

July 30,1877 | AMdavis of Marx Levy.
Aug. 4,1876 | Amdavit of Firnberg.
Aug. 7,1876 | Amdavit of S. E. Loeb.
Auﬁ. 5,1876 | AMdavitof E. W. H !
S RS Afmdavit of Louis Sh

m;c&m copy of articles of copartnership of Levy, Bloch
Certified agment for the dissolution of the firm of Levy,

ook W =
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List of papers transmitled to the Secretary of Stale, efe.—Continued. List of papers transmitted to the Secretary of Stale, ete.—Continued.
No. Date. Contents. No. Date. Contents.
8 | Aug. 14,1878 | Afidavit of J. C. Ransom. 109 | Sept. 20,1864 | Weil to Tenny (telegram).
g I i sl Amdavit of J. C. Evins. v b R T R T. Levy to F:lmgberg.
10 | A 7,1876 | Affidavit of B. C. Brent. 111 Segt. 29, 1864 to Firnberg.
7 b G Pt P e S Affidavit of R. F. Britton. 112 = Barrett to Loeb.
12 | Sept. 27,1877 | AfMidavit of John I. Hope. 113 | Oct. 1 M. Levy to Loeb.
13 | Aug. 17,1876 | AfMdavit of W. R. Boggs. 3 ¢ SIS Tl Governor Allen to Loeb (telegram).
14 | Sept. 28,1877 | Letter of T. C. Wise, 115 | Oct.  7,1864 Do.
15 | Ang. 7,1 Afdavit of Jacque Levy. 116 | Oct. 11,1864 | T\ Levy to Bloch, F. & Co.
16 | Aug. 83,1878 Amdsvib of L. G, Aldrich. Tenny to Loeb (telegram).
17 | Oct. 13,1877 o{T W. Patton. Marx Levy to Loeb.
18 [ Oct. 22,1877 | AMdavit of Jas. E. Slaughter. 84 | Clapp to b.
19 | Dec. 7,1875 | Afidavit of Miguel de la Puiia. .| Governor Allen to Loeb.
20 | Nov. 5,1875 | Certified og}:y of agreement between the parties interested Do,
in the claim of Benj Weil. 2 Do.
21 | Mar. 17,1863 | Letter of Weil to B Barrett to Loeb,
22 | Mar. 19,1863 Do. Statement of Well with Halsey's afidavit.
23 | Mar. 27,1863 Do. Clapp to Loeb.
24 | Mar. 30,1863 Do. Weil to Loeb.
25 | May 5,1863 | Letter of Weil to Levy. ‘Weil & Tenny to Loeb.
26 |May 6,1863| W. G. Thompwn to Levy, Bloch & Co., receipt for cotton. Glap to Loeb,
27 | May 17,1863 {toBloch&Firnber
28 | May 29,1863 Weil and T. Levy to Bloch. .do Wei & 'I‘anmr to Governor-H. A. Allen.
29 |July 4,1863| W. G. Thompson to T. Levy & Co., receipt for freight | 131 Nov. 3, 1864 to Loeb.
charges. 133 | Nov. 11,1864 Clapp Loeb
30 | Ang. 8,1863 | Weil to Loeb. 132 |._do....__.. Schr's Lehman & Delfina in account with B, Weil.
31 | Aug. 13,1863 Do. = R e Levy, Bloch & Co.
32 | Ang. 17,1863 Do. 134 | Nov. 13,1864 | T. Levy to Bloch, Fernberg & Co.
23 | Aug. SD 1863 Do. 135 | Nov. 16,1884 | T. Levy to Weil & Loeb.
34 | Sept. I. 1863 Gen.. B t%s' Gen. Magruder, copy certified to by notary ga Tierlm to [mLoeb
Septem nie
35 | Sept. 4,1863 GovmoruoomtoWall&.LeVy M. vyt.o'l‘os Wai] B. Weil & Loeb.
36 | Sept. 4,1863 | Well to Loeb and M. Levy. VE:oWeil Loeb.
37 | Sept. 8,1863 Do. 1sey, Erlvat.e secretary to Loeb, with aMdavit of
Bl..do........ Certificate of C. Russell, Q. M., of impressment of cotton. Halsey attached.
% &p& }g’ }ﬁ l‘ge[l}ew to It:oe‘b f attor 'IH‘:lseytt;) Le b'Bloch & Co., receipt of $12,000.
pt. 16, 1863 vy , power of attorney. nny VY,
41 t. 29,1863 | Weil to Loeb. Weil to Loeb.
42 | Sept. 30,1863 | Weil to Bloch. il
43 | Oct. 1,1863 | Weil to Loeb. Dec. Bmat.t. t.oLoeb.
44 | Oct. 7,1863 Do. Dec. Weil to Loeb.
45 | Oct. 13,1863 Do. Dec. Barrett to Loeb.
46 |._.do........| Weil to F. Levy. Dec. 12,1864 | Weil to Loeb.
47 | Oct. 19,1863 | Weil to Loeb 148 | Dec. 15 1884 | Maj. Leudswlrlnj Willie, with amdavit of Halsey
48 | Oct. 23,1863 b to Weil 149 | Dec. 17,1864 | Barrett to Loeb.
49 | Oct. 20,1883 | Weil to Loeb. 150 | Dec. 19,1864 | Weil to Loeb.
50 | Nov. 2,1863 Do. 151 | Dec. 19,1864 | Baldwin & Co. to Loeb.
Nov. 13, 1864 152 | Dec. 1864 | G. Tenny to Loeb.
51 [sFeb. 23,1864, Alex. Valderas, receipts for cotton and freight charges. 153 | Dec. 26,1864 | Well to b.
Mar. 4,1864 o175 NIOMI e s 5 2 Baldw’in&Oo.toLoe‘b
52 | Nov. 17,1 Wedl and m to Loeb. 155 | Dec. 27,1864 | Barrett to Loeb.
53 | Dec. 2,1863 Weil to Loe! 156 | Dec. 28,1864 | Baldwin & Co. to Loeb,
54 .4,1863 157 | Dee. 11,1864 | Account schooner Delfina.
55 | Dec. 17,1863 Do. 158 |__.............| Bill against schooner Delfina.
56 | Dec. 1863 Do. 158]| Jan. 6,1865 | Governor Allen to Loeb (telegram).
57 | Dec. 27,1863 Do. 158 | Jan. 9,1865 | B. Weil to Loeb. "
58 | Jan. B,1863 | Barrett to Loeb. 160 | Jan. 11,1865 | George D. Hite to Loeb.
59 |Jan. 17,1863 | Lieut. Col. Hutchins, permit to Leob to ship cotton. 161 | Jan. 12,1865 | B. Weil to Loeb,
60 | Jan. 11,1863 | Y. Rosenfield & Son to Loeb. 162 | Jan. 18,1865 | Barrett to Loeb.
61 | Jan. 19,1864| Bloch to Loeb. ) (oo B et [ St Baldwin & Co. to Loeb.
62 | Jan. 22,1864 | T.C.Turchell, agent cotton bureau, permit to Loeb toship | 164 | Jan. 17,1885 | Willie to Lue
cotton_ 165 | Jan. 18,1865 | Tenny to Loe
63 | Feb. 3,1 to Loeb. 166 | Jan. 1865 Baldwln&co 10 Loeb.
64 | Fleb. 13,1864 ‘1‘ C.Baldwin&.()o t.oLoeb.bﬂl for handling cot 167 | Jan. 29,1806 | Maj. Willie to Loeb.
65 | Feb. 18,1864 | Bloch to Loeb or W, Levy, also Bloch to St, A. 'I\axlure. A. | 168 | Jan. 80,1865 | Baldwin & Co. to Loeb.
AQM. 160 | Feb. 31865 | George D. Hite to Loeb.
66 | Mar. 2,184 | M. Levy to Loeb. 170 | Feb. 5,1865 | T. Levy to Loeb.
67 | Mar. 17,1864 | Scherch to Loeb. 171 | Feb. 6,1865 | Bald & Co. to Loeb,
g iﬁa:r 29, }% Ela.ldw‘ir.:lg: Co. tfloLOe 5, § 70k Prelgns 172 | Feb. 31865 %dwﬁa’& Cc‘;’ to Loeb.
pr. 9, ex. eras to Loeb, receipt for charges. nny to Loe
70 | Apr. 11,1864 | Weil to Loeb, T. Tenny to Loeb.
71 | Apr. 14,1864 | E. Meineres to I..oeb,rﬁcaipl‘r for export duties. to Loeb.
72 | Apr. 18,1884 | Baldwin & Co.to T. Levy wLoeb
73 ¥y 2,1864 | Loeb to Weil &, M. Levy "ranmr to Loeb iwlegra.m}
o ) EEes g Lisi:l’ hospital stores to be bought for the State of Lon }rfance & Iﬁ?:b to Loeb.
'enny to
i} 18,1864 | Weil to Loeb. Baldwin & Co. to Loeb.
76 | May 21,1864 | Bloch to Loeb. Hite to
e ;o st Bl adiee T M- ¢ to Loeb. Bloch to Loeb.
78 | May _ 30,1864 | Weil to b. Weil to Loeb.
79 | May 31,1884 | Te to Loeb. Baldwin & Co to Loeb.
B0 | June 2, ¥ Oswald & Co. to Loeb.
- iy DS, ¥, PR Weil to Loeb. Tenny t,oLoeb
g glm 13'}% Dﬁl h&Le to Loeb. 188 Md 18, 1865 ?‘elegcr}lyt Bl h(tl ).
une 17, oc vy 5 ar 0 Bloch (telegram
84 | July 90,1864 Blocf: 189 | Mar. 15,1865 | Hite to Loeb.
B5 | July 14,1864 | Weil & T Levy to Bloch. 190 | Mar. 2,1865 | Weil to Loeb.
86 | July 21,1864 Do. 191 | Mar. 22,1865 | Tenny to Loeb.
foall (s L YR Do. 192 | Mar. 24,1865 | Baldwin & Co. to Loeb.
88 | July 23,1864 | M. Levy to Weil. 193 | Mar. 27, G. Tenny to T. Bloch, receipt for §7.60.
89 | July 26,1884 | G. Tenny to Loeb. 194 | do.. ... Bloch to Loeb.
90 |Aug. 9,1864 | T. Levy to Weil. 195 | Mar. 28,1865 | Bloch w Loeh (telegrm:r.\)
01 | Aug. 19,1864 Do. 2 ol P Lo pRate s Barrett
92 | Aug. 20,1864 | Weil to Loeb. 107 [ Jan. 30,1864 | Weil & 'I‘anny i.n account with T. C. Baldwin & Co.
93 | Aug. 29,1864 | Wil to Bloch. 198 | Apr. 21885 | Weil to Loeb.
| e e R# pulations of cotton bureau. 109 o o i, T. Levy to Loeb.
95 | Sept. 5,1864 | B. Well & T. Levy to M, Borme (translation from the | 200 | Apr. 9,1865 | Weil to Loeb.
nch). 201 [.__.do........| T. Levy to Loeb.
06 | Sept. 7,1884 | T. Lavy to Loeb. 202 | Apr. 31,1865 | Alb. Urbalm to Hite,
97 | Sept. IU. 1864 Do. 203 ﬁp‘r 27,1865 | Weil to Loeb.
98l __do........ Weil to Loeb. - 24 | May 4,1865 | Governor Allen to Tenny.
99 | Sept. 12,1864 | Weil to Tenny. 205 | May 10,1865 | Hite to Tenny.
100 | __.d0........ Governor Allen to Loeb (telegram). 206 | May 13,1865 | T. Levy to Lﬂeb
101 Sept,. 13,1864 Dao. 207 | May 15,1865 | Well & Tenny to Loeb.
102 | Sept. 15 1864 Do. 208 | May 18,1865 | Governor Al an to Clapp (telegram), certified by Beard.
103 |.___do.. B. Weil to General E. Kirby Smith. 209 | May 22,1865 | Weil to Loeb.
104 | Sept. 17, 1864 | Governor Allen to Loeb ( ). 210 | May 25,1865 Do.
105 20,1864 | Weil to Loeb. 211 | May 27,1885 | Account current of Loeb with Weil & Terry.
106 22,1864 | Weil to Tenny. 212 | June 2,1865 | T. Levy to Loeb,
107 t. 23,1864 | Weil to Firnberg and T. Levy. 213 | June 1865 | Loeb to Well &
108 Sept.. 24,1864 | Governor Allen to Loeb (telegram). 214 | June 7,1865 | Levy to Bloch.
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List of papers transmitted to the Secrelary of State, ete.—Continued. Tostall
ments. How distributed. Amount.| Total.
No. Date. Contents.
Check 288, February 14, 1881, Charles T.
--------------- Weil b. s o Sopicn o g
1865 | T. Bloch and to Loeb, sent to them, u a-
"‘.namzyy 13’, 1885 g Iﬁea tth.oe . by elghia. February 17, 1881) _______._____... 81,257, 20
July 24,1865 to Loeb. - 285, February 14, 1881, Sumner Stow
Aug. 16,188 | J. Levy to Bloch. Ely, attorney for La Abra Silver
Aug. 26,1865 | Weil to Loeb. Company (delivered to Mr. Ely inperson).| 3,142.80
Tenny to Loeb $48,858.77
A 31, 1865 Power of allj;?}rn? art;?lm La Ag.al ?nflfg
“Sept. 12,1885 ooy 6 Tod Sumner Stow Ely to collect fonrth install
Sopt 118 (B by St B iy, ASel e o
Oct. 17,1865 | Rosenfleld & Son to Loe L )
Sept. 27, 1865 to Theo. Mohr. Gecrﬁ H. Willlams admits ha Te-
Nov. 2,185 | Weil to Loeb. ceived $3,326.50 from Sumner Stow Ely, the
Nov. 18,1865 Do. amount due him out of the first and second
Nov. 20,1885 | G. Tenny to Loeb. installments. (See his letter of August 4,
Nov. 29,1865 | Bloch to Loeb. 18?})
Mar. 9,1868 | G. and C. T, Tenny to Loeb. ower of attorney from Sumner Stow
Mar, 19,1886 | G, Tenny to Loeb. ) Ely (dated Aungust17, 1879), to Samuel Shel-
............... Extracts from Weil & Tenny's cash accountkept by S. E. labarger, to collect fourth installment.
Loeb, Houston, Tex. 1(?.;101] by Samuel Shellabarger, Angust 18,

WASHINGTON, February 20, 18&!4.

There is in another part of the reportasummarized statement
of what is proven by each of these letters, but I think it would
only swell the RECORD, perhaps without its ever being exam-
ined or read, if I should put that in. The reports which are on
file here, however, show a copy ofeach one of these letters, and
they are all proven, all authenticated.

'I'Ywn there is a numberof affidavits of different people utterly
overturning and controverting in every possible way the state-
ments of those four orfive fellows who put in affidavits to prove
this claim.

Now the Senate will see that this claim was retarded, it was
kept back, it was not presented through any government, but it
was run in here after Mr. Weil had gone around and got his

kets stuffed with four or five affidavits. The claim was run
f::o that commission with the affidavit of his attorney, Judge
Key, who perhaps had never seen one of these papers, and then
afterwards these papers were brought in for the purpose of act-
ing as depositions, er parte statements, without any opportunity
of cross examination, and some of them made apparently by men
whom nobody has ever been able to hear of.

Mr. GEORGE. Made by what?

Mr. MORGAN. Made by men whom nobody has ever been
able to trace or hear of.

Mr. GEORGE. Sham men.

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly, Sampeyreac and such men, whose
existence was assumed when there was nothing of it.

Now, I will turn to the La Abra case. After havin%eput this
very brief and unsatisfactory summary of the evidence before the
Senate on the subject of the Weil claim, let us see who got the
money for this.

Sumner Stow Ely, out of the first and second installments, got
$94,106.75, that he distributed according to his own judgment of
what was the right disposition to make of it. Then comes the
third installment. That was paid to Sumner Stow Ely.

Install-
ments.

How distributed. Amount.| Total.

T o e s b o Ep v e
Check 263, September 17, 1878, Sumner Stow
Ely, attorney for La Abra Silver
Company (delivered to George H. Wil-
liams, attorney, in person)
ent between Sumner Stow Ely,
A. W. Adams, and Gaorg: H. Williams
m October 9, 1879), whereby Mr. Wil-
is to receive $16,000; 83, out of
first and second ents and balance
orata. (See letter from George H. Wil-

P t rtﬁs' -y H C. Hep-

'ower of attorne m Henry

burn (dated November 20, 1879) t0 Sumner

Stow Ely, to collect his entire interest in

thisaward. (Seeletter from Sumner Stow

Ely, December 2, 1879,

Check 267, December 6, 1879, Henry C. Hep-
burn, oo (delivered to Summner
Stow Ely, attorney, in person
No further ﬁyment to be made to Mr.

Hepburn, he having been settled with in

See letter from Sumner Stow Ely,

December 2, 1879.)

Check 208, January 20, 1880, Sumner Stow
Ely, attorney for La Abra Silver M!mng
Gampa%! (sent to Mr. Ely, 39 West Tent
street, New York, January 22, 1830)

(&.::eg hm: 1%3]1‘;9!;0]1“195

J Hopkinson of i

out O?Pha third install-
each of the succeed:

848,858, 77

2,000.94

2, 600,08

Com

The fourth installment commences to be divided out on a
broader basis.

Fourth.... 48, 858,77

Check 559, August 18, 1880, Sumner Stow
Ely, attorney for La Abra Silver Mine
Company (delivered to Samuel Shella~
barger, attorney, in ?erson)
Check 560, August 1
Yams (delivered to him in person)........
Decree of sug;enu‘e court of the District
of Columbia (dated January 21, 1881) that
there shall be paid out of this installment

as follows:

To Frederick P. Stanton

To Miller & Lewis for ThomasW.
Bartle

ToW.W.Boyee. . ____.__......

To Shellabarger & Wilson, for
Alonzo W. Adams_.._._____.___. 5, 000. 00
(Filed by Shellabarger & Wilson, Janu-

ary 25, 1881,

Check 569, January 26, 1881, Frederick P.
Stanton (delivered to himin person).....

Check 570, Jan 26, 1881, Miller & Lewis,
for Thomas . Bartley (delivered to
them in Derson) .. ... cieiaa it 3,333.33

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me a
moment?

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly.

Mr. DOLPH. Can he tell me who George H. Williams is?

Mr. MORGAN. No, I can not inform the Senator. I do not
remember whether he was one of the attorneys or not. I think
he was, though I am not sure of that.

32,706, 64
1,152.13

3,333.34

(delivered to him in Person) ............. 3,333.33
Check 572, January 26, 1881, Shellabarger &
for Alonzo W. Adams (delivered
to Mr. éhellabtu'ger in person).......c.... 5, 000. 00
——| 48,858,77

Alonzo W. Adams was the man employed to get the La Abra
case up before it went before the Commission, and he has been
paid very large sums of money.

Shellabarger & Wilson, for Alonzo W.

Adams, ewh ..... R T B, 000. 00
Asgignmen [ver hu:ui:g
Company (dated May 6, 1880) to e

Camp, as executor of estate of Herman
Camp, deceased, the sum of §1 wob to be
taken in eleven payments of l‘a’fm each,
(See letter from Sumner Stow Ely, Sep-
¥ tember 14, 1880.) ~

Receipt of C. Camp to the com-
pany for the sum due on the fourth install-
ment.

(g]aa letter from Sumner Stow Ely,
O%’Q'i;rnﬁ t by La Abra Sil Mining
en a 'a Silver
Compan (&a Febru 4, 1881) to Shella-
barger rilson of #5,2606 of this award
,m,eg to be paid out of the fifth and $2,633
to be paid out of the sixth ins ta,
Agreement between A. W. Adams and
Sumner Stow Ely on the one part, and Shel-
labarger & Wilson on the other (dated Octo-
ber 4, 1879) inre tothe fees of the latter.
hella) & Wilson, February

ent by La Abra Silver mm';f
companyéga February 5, 1881) to Wil-
liam W. Boyce of $8,606.66 to be
rata. (Seeletter from ThomasW. ay,
February 8, 1881.)

Assignment by La Abra Silver Mining
Gompan:;v (ga&ad B‘ebru.ag 8, 1881) to

Thomas artley of 86,165.68 to be paid
B;t; rata. (See letter from Thomas W.
tley, February B, 1881.)

1881,
Assigmn{gt “Lﬁ Ahras’sligﬁrw
erick P. g&&ntonol‘ $6,160.68 to be
rata. (Filed by FrederickP. Stan b-
ruary 8, 1881.)
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Install-
ments. How distributed.

Power C?or attorne t’r.‘::e‘t;:n:z La Ahm&??s;lar
Mpany Febrm
to Sumner Stow Ely to collect -
ment, with full power of substitution.
Power of substitution from Sumner Stow
Ely (dated February 4, 1881) to Samuel
Shellal to collect fifth installment.
&Fllégli)by amuel Shellabarger, February

That was the fourth installment. The fifth installment was
divided as follows:

$48,898.77

Check 836, March 5, 1881, Sumner Stow Ely,
attorney for La Abra Kiiver Mining Com- hadvas o
1837, March 51881, Thomas W. Bartiey, |

Check 840, March 5, 1881, Shellabarger &
AR L o e ot s b e—ee] 2,033.00
All foregoing checks delivered to Samueln|

Shellabarger, attorney, in person.

m}eo.ksg,n 5,18&1,Chaa.T.Pan'ytluug

0sep) kinson, assignees (sen
them 727 %ahmt. street, Phﬂsgi.elphia.
MEAC Y, I8 . e T 314.23

Check842, Marchb, 1881, Gecrf:ﬂ.wmmms.

delivered to him in person)...... 1,152.13

Check 843, ch 5, 1881, Cyrus C. Camp,

.............................. 809. 10

Mining
Com; (B November 23, 1881) to
Thomas W. Bartley of 2,500 out of the fifth
installment, and %83 out of each of the
t . installments, that is to
say the sixth,seventh, eighth, ninth, ten
eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth,
$208.33 out of the fourteenth. zg‘l‘ilad by
Thomas W. Iiatl;t.yl .Nm&r 1881.
Assignmen ver
Company to Frederick P. Stanton, of the
same date as above, for like amount and
Baymmtwbemmlmemner. (Filed
&Il)?'mdm P. Stanton, November 25,

Memorandum of settlement by Bartley &
Stanton (dated November 25, 1881) of all
oummdingqrheuestluns as their fees
in this case. above s are in
full satisfaction of their ¢ (Filed
Baruey; Stanton, November 25, 13313
. atiornay for Ia Abra Stiver Mining

3 & 'or ver

Domp:t%y(dalig;mwsjamuelsnﬂhbw— 2 00C18

attorney,inperson).. oo
CE:rd: 898, Novem 25, 1881, Thomas W.

Bartley, assignee (delivered to
Chp'g;on November 25, 1881, Frederick P.

Stanton, assignee (delivered to him in

T e R S 2,500,00 | 48,858.77

2,500.00

The assignments that are made as set forth here in brief show
the different installments of this fund running down to the very
last one, out of which the various agents and attorneys are to
receive the moneglas it is realized, so that their claim in respect
of this fund now in the hands of the Secretary of State of the
United States is a continuing demand and includes every install-
ment to be hereafter made.

Mr. President, I will now close my remarks upon both cases,
feeling that I have done very inadequate justice to myself in my
&ttam%b to lay before the Senate in a succinet form, and in an in-
telligible narrative form, the pith and kernel of the great mass
of matter included in the reports upon both the.cases.

I have merely to address this consideration to the attention of
the Senate. The Committee on Foreign Relations have sought
dﬂjgentlE aamestljy, sincerely og%fet atevery factin this case and
every principle of law which d affect it, because it is a case
that not merely involves the rights of private citizens, but, ac-
cording to all accounts and according to all admissions of four
Presidents and four Secretaries of State and various committees
of Congress, this matter involves the honor of our country.

We can not afford to be inattentive to considerations of this
kind, and the committee have not been inattentive to them.
They have labored—I have and other gentlemen of the commit-
tee who have passed out of the Senate, many of them heretofore,
have labored with me—until I happen to have the good fortune
of\having my friend from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] associated with
me in these hard labors For years and years and years we have
been at it and resorted fo every possible agency that could be
obtained to get at the truth, heard arguments freely on all sides
and on all occasions, and have permitied a great many things to

be said and to be done and to be proven that did not appear to

be relative in the technical legal sense of the word, and we have
presented this report.

I am very grateful, Mr. President, that I am about to be re-
lieved from & labor which has caused me so much anxiety and so
much distress, for a large number of persons, as we see here, are
directly interested in this fund. The old La Abra Compng}r is
broken all into shreds and nobody will get anything out of it.
Although there are judgment creditors stan there to the
amount of thousands of dollars in New York, they will never get
a cent. Everything has passed out of its reach by assignment
of these decrees. Weil, the poor, wicked man became insane, I

suppose through the burdens of his own wickedness, and left his -

widow, and she got not over four or five hundred dollars, whils
over $100,000 have been paid into the hands of these thieves and
marauders, and she will never get another cent. She is not en-
titled to it of course, but she would never get it if she were. .
This fund has all been planted in the hands of ‘men who have
earned if, if men can so earn money simply by violating an oath
to Almighty God in respect to the truth they profess to tell in
the creation of this fund. I regret, Mr. President, that I have
had to say so much about it, that I have been thrown in contact

so intimately with a subject that is in itself unpleasant. I leave®

this Bubj;:ct now in the hope that I shall never again have to
recur to it.

Mg. HAWLEY. Isavote desired this afternoon on thisgques-
tion?

Mr. DOLPH. If a vote can be had without a call of the yeas
and nays I should not object, but I desire to suggest to the Sena-
tor from Alabama . MORGAN], who has just concluded his re-
marks, whether, if everybody has spoken now who desires to do
so, it would not be practicable to have an agreement to take u
and vote on the bill under consideration and the one in raga.rg
to the Weil claim immediately after the morning business is con-
cluded on Monday next, when the Senate again convenes.

I should like, em{)oibl.e, toarriveatanagreementby which we
can get to the of the discussion and come to a vote, and I
should like to have it in a full Senate. I therefore ask unani-
mous consent that that course be pursued on the bill under con-
sideration and the other bill before the Senate, as the legal qu
tions are the samein both cases,and asI think nobody in the he.n—
ate will have the temerity to disgut.e the facts in the case, it seems
to me the Senate ought to be able to dispose of them by voting.

Mr. MORGAN. 1 will ask unanimous consent of the Sena
that the Weil case shall be taken up and voted on without further
discussion, unless some Senator desires to discuss it, in which
event I shall be perfectly willing to yield, immediately succeed-
ing the vote on the present bill, so that we can get rid of this
whole question. Then I am willing to say that we shall take a
vote on this at 3 o’clock on Monday by unanimous consent.

Mr. DOLPH. Or earlier, if no one wishes to discus it.

Mr. MORGAN. Yes.

Mr. DOLPH. It will come up at2 o’clock on Monday as the
unfinished business.

Mr. MORGAN. Itwould come up then,butSenators generally
have some demands on them about 2 o’clock that would not make
it very convenient for all to be then present. -

Mr. DOLPH. I will submit to the suggestion of the Senator.

Mr. MORGAN. I will say 3 o’clock. .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
made by the Senator from Alabama? ;

Mr. AS. Mr. President,Idesiretogive notice thatI shall
offer some amendments to the bill when the proper time arrives
for the introduction of amendments.

I have no pu to make any discussion upon the bill in addi-
tion to that which has been presented, but from having had occa-
sion some time since in another place to become acquainted in a
general way with the circumstances which have been so abun-

antly exhibited to the Senate, I have felt reawakened toa very
earnest desire to see this bill , and in such a form as to
avoid every objection which might reasonably be urged to if,
technically or otherwise.

Indeed, I think no Senator who has listened to the account
given by the distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]
of the struggles which the public conscience hasundergone during
sixteen years but must sympathize with the effort for ifs relief;
somewhat like the famous im up in Mr. Bunyan's veritable
history, heavy laden with the burdens upon him, the moral sense
of the country, the public conscience, has been seeking some av-
enue for relief, and we have heard an interesting account of how,

groping, as it were, to elimb over a mountain range of objection
B dilluglty and o st

Yeposition, here it has been met by one in-
surmountable obstacle and there by another, until atlast it would
seem that a defile has been discovered through which this re-
morse-struck conscience can at last penetrate the light and cast
off the burden which has oppressed 1t.
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Objection is made now—and it is to that to which I wish to ad-
dress a mere observation with reference to these amendments—
that this submission of the question for determination is not judi-
cial or is not the proper invocation of the judicial power of the
United States. That the question which this bill proposes to
submit to the courts of the United States is in its nature judicial
seems to find no objection, but it is said that this question is not

udicial or does not invoke judicial power because it does not

ve it to the courts to tll)ronounoe a final judgment which will
be binding by virtue of the decree of the court upon the parties
to the suit to be instituted.

I conceive that that objection has considerable weight as the
bill stands, but it seems to me that it is easy to remove it, and
that it is desirable to remove it, because it can not but be thought
desirable to invoke thesuperintending judgment of the Supreme
Court 1}l.t-lpon such a question as this by the appeal provided for in
thig bill. In the case to which reference has been made wehave
an easy example and illustration of what is necessary to com-
Etate, as it seems to me, the bill which has been prepared. It

ies merely in this, that the submission to the Court of Claims

with the right of appeal to the Supreme Court shall be a sub-
mission to resulf in a final judgment, which shall be obligatory
upon the parties. :

That judgment will spring or follow naturally,as it seems to
me, from the consideration to be %iven by the court under this
bill to the case to be submitted. 1t isa simple case in equity.
An officer of the United States holds in his hands a fund. The
United States has the custody and care of that fund. Mexicohas
no claim to it. The treaty made its payment a finality, but by
virtue of the statute of the United States previously enacted and
by virtue of the nature of the award itself and the fact that cer-
tain claimants invoked the judgment of the Mixed Commission
for the United States there is an equity of claim in Weil and his
representatives or assigns in the one case and in the La Abra
MEling Company, its legal representatives and assigns, in the
other. The Attorney-General is therefore directed to bring a
suit in the name of the United States for what? Practically to
bar and foreclose as by a strict foreclosure the rights, whether
legal or equitable, of these claimants to that fund.

ow, that is a perfectly recognizable subject of equitable juris-
diction, entirely competent for the court to proceed with, and it
remains only, as it would seem to me, to add to this bill that the
suit which shall be so instituted in the Court of Qlaims, and sub-
ject to appeal, shall result in a final and conclusive judgment.

80, we are then within the exact precedents which the Supreme
Court of the United States has esjablished with reference to the
Court of Claims.

All there was which caused the decision in the case of Gordon
vs, The United States wassimply that the fourteenth section of the
actof 1863provided thatafter the judgment of the Court of Claims
should be rendered, the money should not be paid until the Sec-
retary of the Treasury submitted an estimate to Congress and
that estimate was approved.

That was held by the late Chief Justice Taney, with the assent
of his associates upon the bench, to be such an interference with
the finality of the decision of the court as to shear the court of
its judicial power. That difficulty in the case of the Court of
Claims was removed simply ggian act which repealed the four-
teenth section of the act of 1863, and thus left noright in the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to pass any further judgmant on the ques-
tion. Does not that point the way to amend this bill so as to
bring it unquestionably within that decision ?

I purpose, therefore, to submit to the consideration of the Sen-
ate an amendment which shall alter the first section of the bill,

- go that it shall read: That the case shall be brought—

To determine whether the award made by the United States and Mexican
Mixed Commission in respect to the claim of the said La Abra Silver Mining
Company was obtained, as to the whole sum included therein or as to any

part thereof, by frand, eﬂoctuau;lg means of false swearing or other false
and fraudulent practices on the of the sald La Abra Silver Mining Com-
pany, or its agents, attorneys, or assigns, and, in case it be so determined,
to bar and foreclose all claim in law or equity on the part of said La Abra
Silver Mining Company, its legal representatives or ass to the money,
or any such thereof, received from the Republic of Mexico for or on ac-
&?\amt. of such award as was made by sald Mexican Mixed Commission npon

In case the United States prevails in that suit that will then
be a final judgment against the claimants. On the other hand,
I suggest to amend section 4 of the bill so as to provide:

That in case it shall be finally adjund, in said cause that the award made
sald Mixed Commission, so far as it relates to the claim of the La Abra
ver Mining Company, was obtained through fraud effectuated by means of

false swearing or other false and fraudulent practices of said company or its
assi or by their procurement, the said La Abra Silver Mining Com ¥s
its representatives or assigns, be barred and foreclosed of all cl o

the money or any part thereof so by the Republic of Mexico for or on
account of such award as was made upon the claim of said company.

Then the President of the United Statesis authorized torelease
the Government of Mexico from the further payment thereof,
ete.

Correspondingly with that theory of the suit I suggest also to
amend section 5 of the bill by striking out the last words:

And in case sald court shall decide in sald suit that said La Abra Silver

Company, or its successors and assigns, are, in justice and equity en-
titled to any part of said award that shall remain to be paid or distributed,
the Secretary of State shall proceed to distribute the same to the persons en-
titled thereto. .

And make the language conform there fo the language in the
first section of the bill that in case it shall bedetﬁrmgne thatthe
award was not obtained by fraud as aforesaid, then that the
money shall be paid to the parties entitled thereto under the
order of distribution.

That makes the judgment of the court a final and conclusive
judgment upon the two parties to the suit, the United States on
the one hand, and the claimants on the other.

Let me observe also that that removes from the bill the objec-
tion which was suggested by the learned Senator from Missis-
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] that another than a legal rule of disposition
was provided for; that the court was asked to consider moral con-
siderations, obviouslg an objection if weleave it simply that the
court is invested with full jurisdiction to consider a simple action
orsuitin equity, based upon afamiliar ground of equitable juris-
diction, to foreclose and cut off all the rights of claimant to a
}%arucm fund to which there are two or more claimants.

hereupon the judicial power invoked is complete, and, having
been exercised, a result follows, a determin a.nd’. final result,
such a result as is necessary to the full investiture of a court with
judiecial power, properly apeakh;i :

Then comes in the residue of this bill, and, as it seems to me,
a very proper bill in that respect. If the judicial tribunals shall
g0 exereise judicial power as to leave no claimant to the fund in
the hands of the United States, then the legislative power, so far
as that is necessary to be exercised in order to the exertion of the
political power of the Government, legislates to commit the dis-
position of the fund as between the United States and Mexico to
the Presidentof the United States. Thus here is in that case in
this bill the simple, ordinary illustration of legislation to be
operative upon a contingency, a contingency which is not a dele-
gation of legislative power, a proper contingency, the contin-
gency of a result in the exercise of a proper judicia.i power.

I make these suggestions, as I said, without any purpose to de-
bate this bill, but merely to present the view I entertain in re-
sgect. to it, and in the hope that it may thus be so perfected as to
obviate objections before it is determined that the honor of the
United States, so far engaged, at least, as to have challenged the
judgment of a majority of the committee, ought to be made the
subject of such an inquiry as shall enable it to be at rest.

1 ask that the proposed amendments may be printed.

Mr. DOLPH. I will ask the Senator if his amendments are so
preparved that they show what parts are to be stricken out and
what parts to be inserted in the original bill.

Mr. VILAS. Yes, sir. I ask that the amendments may be

rinted.

E The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be made, in
the absence of objection.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the second section of this bill
provides:

That full jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the Court of Claims to hear
and determine such suit and to make all interlocutory and final decrees
therein, as the evidence may warrant, according to the prineiples of equity
and justice.

I suppose the term ‘‘ equity ” as used here has reference to that
legal equity which is recognized by the courts. So the court is
clothed with authority to render final decree, final upon the rights
of the parties, final surely with respect to the parties who are to
be made defendants in this proceeding, the claimants of this
fund. p

That full jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the Court of Claims to hear
and determine such suit and to make all interlocutory and final decrees
B e g e P e 4, I
:?f.ﬁl in all respects to proceed in said caunse Mo:]rkvlns to lawn.ngmu‘:;
rules of said court, so far as the same are applicable. .

Assuming that the Court of Claims will acquire complete juris-
diction over these parties by the methods prescribed by the pro-

osed act, I am at aloss to determine what language can be more
orcible than that employed in this section of the bill. Its au-
thority is to adjudge the rights of these parties finally, and its
authority is to issue injunction or other process so as to compel
obedience to its final orders. If, then, the rights of parties aro
adjudged finally, and if their obedience is compelled by process
adapted to that end, what more can be done ?

It has been suggested, however, that there are two parties to
this controversy, and the United States must be regarded here
under this bill as a mere litigant. It offers to submit its rights
tothiscourt. Thisadjudication would be final against the United
States as well as against the claimants, and thus, I understand,
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a final judicial determination or di g of the rights of parties
absolutely is to be reached by the Court of Claims. That being
so, I am utterly unable to understand the objection that the Su-
preme Court would not have final jurisdiction on appeal.

After the Court of Claims has finally adjudicated upon all the
questions made by the bill and submitted to its jurisdiction, it
is provided further that the United States, notin aid of the juris-
diction of the court at all, but to furnish a mode for the satis-
faction of the orders of the court, in the event of the decision of
the court in favor of these claimants, directs that then the decree
of the court shall be satisfied by the payment of money.

This proceeding, being a suit at law in respect to a question
made judicial by this b , and this court being empowered to
render a final decree, or, in other words, to bring parties into
court involuntarily, and to adjudge their rights finally, and to en-
force obedience by legitimate process, I am at aloss to know what
more can be done in respect to disposing of the rights of private
parties. That decision the United States consents shall be final
as to its rights, and then the bill makes provision for the satis-
faction of whatever orders may be made against the United States.

I conclude, therefore, that while it may be true (although I
confess I do not yet quite perceive how)—while the bill might in
some respects be made more formal, T am at a loss to know how
it can be made in substance more expressive than if is.

Mr, DOLPH. Now let the question be put on the request of
the %ﬁllzlator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] in regard to voting on
the bill.

. Mr. TELLER. Let us vote on the bill now.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Oregon re-
state the request?

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Alabama gM_r MORGAN] re-
quested unanimous consent that unless some Senator desired to
speak at that time, at 3 o’clock on Monday the Senate should vote
on the bill under consideration, and immediately following that
that the vote should be taken on the Weil bill.

Mr. PADDOCK. I thought the Senator from Alabama modi-
fied his proposition so as to make the hour 2 o’clock instead
of 3.

Mr. DOLPH. I understood 3 o'clock fo be the time named.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
made by the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none.

Mr. HOAR. Ido not rise to discuss at this time the question
which has been raised, whether this bill undertakes to impose
upon the Supreme Court a duty which it is not ible for Con-
gress to impose on it under the Constitution. I should like an
opportunity to look over the remarks of the Senator from Ala-
bama [Mr. MORGAN], whichI have not had an opportunity to do
and which I did not hear in full, before renewing that discussion
as far as I am concerned. ;

I wish to say, however, that I understand the principle of law
to be this: That, in the first place, we can not impose, under the
Constitution, upon the Supreme Court of the United States the
duty of ascertaining facts or of declarin%rules of law or eqtuity
merely for the sake of giving advice to other departments of the
Government or of furnishing them rules upon which they, in
their legal discretion, are to act. The Supreme Court must ren-
der, if anything, what is recognized as a final judgment between
parties, determining finally their rights according to principles
of law furnished by the lawmaking power.

In the next , what is involved in what I have just said,
the Supreme &urt can not be authorized to render such a final
decree which shall be binding and conclusive on the rights of

arties if that decree is to be founded not upon previously exist-
rules of law or uponarule of law prescribed by the lawmaking
power, by the statute-making power if it is to be astatute, butin
accordance with a rule adopted by the Supreme Court for the
es of the case in accordance with its view of what may be

ust and equitable.

Neither of those two things can we require the Supreme Court
to do, to find fact or law which is not to be the subject of its own
conclusive and final decree, in the first place, or to make a final
decree in the second place, which is to be founded not on a law

rescribed to it by another power, but on its own sense of what
s just or equitable, being formulated according to arule which
it creates itself for the case.

The objection to the ‘zgpeal provided in this bill to the Su-
reme Court of the United States is that it does not undertake to
o what, as T understand, the honorable Senator from Illinois

[Mr, PALMER] thinks it does—authorize the Supreme Court to
settle legal or ﬂtable rights now existing; but it authorizes
the Court of Claims and the Supreme Court on ap to do in
regard to this fund what they think equitable and just. The
word equity being known by 1ts associate, noscitur a sociis, the
term ‘! justice,” when they that in dealing with this fund,
consideri our relations with a foreign power and our rela-
tions to this corporation and to citizens who have succeeded to

its claims, it undertakes to refer to the Supreme Court what it
is reasonable and just for us to do.

I rose, however, at the present time fo call the attention of the
Senate and the Senator from Alabama to the statute of 1887, which
the Senator cited as a precedent for this bill. I am reported as
saying, when the Senator appealed to me and asked me whether
T was in the Senate at that time, ‘T have not had the opportu-
nity of refreshing my recollection in regard to that act, and I do
not remember thatI had any connection with it myself.” WhatI
said was that I had a connection with it myself, and in fact drew
one of the sections to amend that act.

The Senator from Alabama seems to me enfirely to misunder-
stand that act. He reads some of the sections providing for
suits against the United States either in the districtcourts or in
the Court of Claims, or in some cases of concurrent jurisdiction
in the district courtsof the United Statesand the Court of Claims,
and then for an appeal to the Supreme Court and afinal decree.
That, of course,isall right. Nobody ever questioned that where
a citizen had a claim against the United States founded upon a
tort of one of the agents of the Government, founded upon a col-
lision at sea with a Government vessel, where the managers of
the vessel were at fault, founded upon a Government bond or
other contract, founded on an implied obligation of the Govern-
ment, where the circumstances of the case would create a legal
obligation if the case had arisen bstween citizens which could
be enforced in the courts, where the claim against the United
States was only invalid because there was no provision for
suing the Government, nobody ever doubted, so far as I know
that we might lawfully and constitutionally give to any court of
the United States original jurisdiction of such claim and allow
a citizen to sue in that court, and give appellate jurisdiction to
the Supreme Court of the United States to make a final judg-
ment, although that final judgment would be enforced not by an
execution or other like process in the ordinary way, a writ of in-
junction, mandatory, or otherwise, but could only be enforced by
an appropriation by Congress. That is one thing. We did that
in the Bowman act.

In the first eight or nine sections we provided the mechanism
and gave the remedy. Then we provided for an appeal to the
Supreme Court of the United States. Then we went on and en-
acted the twelfth section, which the Senator from Alabama read
and said in reading it, that that is one of the sections which he
included in the bill, and the remedy by that section might be
further prosecuted by an appeal to the Supreme Court. There
is where I take issue with the honorable Senator in regard to the
twelfth section. That was a provision that where any Depart-
ment of the Government or either House of Congresshad before
it a matter requiring an investigation intofacts or involving dif-
ficult or doul?&ul questions of law, that matter mightbe referred
to the Court of Claims for its advice for two reasons: In the first
place, that the United States might be represented and there
might be a hearing upon the facts, and, secondly, that counsel,
who could not so conveniently appear before committees of Con-
gress, might make such suggestions as they had to make in re-
gard to the law.

But in both those cases there was no thought on the part of
the committee framing the statute or on the part of Congress
when it was enacted, that an appeal to the Supreme Court of the
United States should lie, but, on the contrary, the only provi-
sion is that in that case the Court of Claims shall report its con-
clusions to the Department of the Government or to the House
of Congress which had sent the case for its consideration. So
that statute is not only not an authority for the proceeding now
pro , butis, sofar as thelegislative precedents are concerned,
a direct authority the other way.

I have the profoundest deference for the judgment of the Sen-
ator from Alabama. I think the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions have shown great wisdom and are entitled to our gratitude
for having wrougﬁt out this method of getting rid of this com-
plicated and troublesome affair; but it does seem to me that it is
safer and better, that everybody will be satisfied and every right
will be preserved by leaving this to the decision of the Court of
Claims, on whom we may impose any duty of any kind and nof
embarrass it by an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United
States, which, in the first place, must occasion great delay, and,
in the next place, is of very doubtful constitutionality.

Mr. MORGAN. Ishouldlike to add just a word in reply to the
Senator from Massachusetts on the last branch of the proposition.

I see that section 12 of the act referred to does include those
determinations of law or fact by any court upon whom we confer
jurisdiction to which section 9 of this act applies.

Mr. HOAR. That was put after section 9.

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; that was put after section 9.

SEc, 9. That the tiff or the United States, in any suit ht under

broe
the provisions of thisact, shall have the same %ht.s of appeal or w‘;*ft of error
as are now reserved in the statutes of the United States, etc.
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Then the q{Eestinn, of course, is whether or not the provision
of section 12 includes the words *‘any suit.”

That when any claim or matter may be pending in any of the Executive
Departments—

Not before Congress, but a claim pending in an Executive De-
partment—
which involves controverted questions of fact or law, the head of such De-
partment, with the consent of the cl may transmit the same, with the
vonchers, pa; proofs, and documents thersto, to a&id’ Court of
Claims, and same shall be there proceeded in under such rules as the
court may adopt.

May take further testimony and reject testimony.

Mr. HOAR. Read on.

Mr. MORGAN. It continues:

When the facts and conclusions of law shall have been found, the court
shall report its findings to the Department by which it was transmitted.

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 228 i,

Mr. MORGAN. Verygood. That is a judicial proceadéﬁlf
through and through. It can not be denied that it is judicial,
because the court can take proof, they can hear and determine
questions of law and questions of fact, and that is all any court
can do, except that some courts can render final judgments in
certain cases and others can not in other cases.

Now we come to section 13, and that is the scction which ap-
plies to claims that are pandfng in Congress. .

SEQC. 13. That in every case which shall come before the Court of Claims or
S e ebint %0 Comipmss sy ths Jmaotiti ve Depa-NDATE hiiis
EISEPS o s e e,

ghall a 84 on of the court, u
estab) , that it has jurisdiction to render judgment or dopm?e thereon
under existing laws or under the provisions of this act, it shall proceed to do
rtunity for h as in its
roceedings therein to elther
ch the same was referred to

so: gl to either such
silﬁgs:::i:%ongreﬂ:gr ml?f‘émm by r.s

That is a final judgment, but it depends upon Co: to
make the appropriation. In the other case it does not depend
upon s to make the appropriation, because it is a claim
tg’:t the law authorized to be considered by and referred to the
executive department, and there it stops, and that is a fact,
that the money to pay the claim is supplied perhaps by a stand-
ing appropriation. Now we come to the next section:

SEC. 14. That whenever any bill, except for a pension, shall be pending in
either Igpgstga of uitavéio,mér ﬂ::gr the payggﬁt of aclal.imt“r ntgamsu the
United , legal or eq a gran or boun
m,mmmwmhmmmMgmynrﬂmmemm

of Claims—
That is not a suit by a party or by the consent of the party. It
is a proceeding on the part of the House on its own motion—

who shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provislons of the
act approved March 3, 1883, entitled ““An act to afford assistance and relief to
Congress and the Executive De ts in the in tion of claims and
demands the Government,” and re| to such House the facts in the
case and the amount, where the can liguidated, incl: any facts
%%m guestion whether there has been delay orlaches in present-

ora or such grant, gift, or bounty, and any facts bear-
ing upon the whether the bar of msmtuworlhmmnshou:mdbe
removed OF W shall be claimed to excuse the claimant for not having re-

sorted to any established legal remedy.
In that case no ju nt is rendered. That is mere advice
ven to the Houses of Congress in which they can recommend,
the court please to do so, that it is equitable in its character,
about which the circumstances are so peculiar that it would be
ggpei; in the (‘))lllinion of the court for Congress to remove the
]

lying, of course, that it would require new legislation to
aeeompflah what the court itself had recommended should be
done, and in these other cases it does not require new legislation.
In one of them it requires an appropriation to be made, and in
the other it is a direction to an executive officer that he shall
pay the money. It has been overlooked. I have not tried to
argue this part of the bill with any degree of accuracy, because
I am entirely satisfied that the Senate should take any course
on it that it pleases. Itis on]g a question of difference amongst
lawyers as to which is the best course. The Senate will observe
that this bill provides for a jurisdiction in behalf of the Court of
Claims, and of course the Supreme Court, to issue a final in-
iunction or any other form of injunction, interlocutory, for
, and that of itself implies the power to render a final
decree, for it very often happens that you can not render a
money decree or & froperty ecree, but you can enjoin a man
perpetually from setting up a claim or demand in equity, or
retending to do it, and cut him off from his remedy, and that
a final judgment in the most complete sense of the word.
Mr. HOAR. Could you enjoin him againsi;[)maenting a
ﬁon?to a Department or to Congress, which is all that can be
now
Mr. MORGAN. I do not know about that. That may be ac-
complished under the Constitution, and you can eertainly enjoin

ti-
one

him from bringing suit. There is no question about that. You
have got a receiver in your court. There is a man di to
harass him. The court can enjoin that party from that

receiver. ‘' Youshall not present your claim to him. You shall
not do anything to him. ‘ifou do, we will put you in jail.” It
is an inequitable demand and you must not press it. That is the
nature of the judgment,

I believe we are debating a matter here which is of no substan-
tial value. I think so, but I am satisfied with any form of words,
and I am pleased with the words which are indicated by the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin in the change of phraseology of the bill. I
think, perhaps, it makes the bill clearer, but we look at those
amendments when t.helﬁa.re printed and come to some }gra&ment
about them which will, I hope, satisfy everybody. have no
pride of opinion in what I have had to say about this matter.

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to
interrupt him to ask a question which seems pertinent to this
discussion?

Mr. MORGAN, Certainly.

Mr. CHILTON. AsIunderstand the proposition made by the
Senator from Massachusetts, it is that wgile the Courtof Claims
can undoubtedly be invested with the authority to determine
this matter, it is rather as a board of arbitration or agency of
Congress than as a of the judicial machinery of the country,
recognized by the Constitution. It has seemed to me that the
5 controverag ¥ or ** case ” of which the courts are given jurisdic-
tion by this bill was simply an issue as to the fraudulent char-
acter of the Weil and La Xbm awards. While perhaps techni-
cally no court could entertain a direct suit to set aside the award
of an international commission, yet the question as to whether
it was fraudulent or not might be constituted a subject for judi-
cial determination, and if so, the appellate juriadiction of the
Supreme Court could be provided for in the bill.

But the very fact that a lawyer of such distinction as the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts finds room for doubt in regard to the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court is enough to cause some fur-
ther consideration of the form of the measure, and it occurred to
me to propound this i.n%uirqﬂto the Senator from Alabama. Sup-
pose that the pending bill is passed, the litigation is instituted
in the Court of Claims, and upon its judgment being rendered an

a.gpeal is taken to the Supreme Court of the United States. If
that Court should then decide that an appeal did not lie, could
it be held under the phraseology of the bill that the appeal was

such an essential part of the remedy provided for that when the
?vl%}ﬁailt;ell to the ground the whole proposition or project fell

It seems to me, if such a resultispossible, it would be very de-
sirable thatsuch iang—ungeshauld be used in the law that its x;r'?]:u.ﬂ.e
vigor will not depend upon that section which anthorizes an ap-
peal, and that even if that jurisdiction should not be sustained
we would stillhave an end, by the judgment of the Court of Claims,
of this long-labored inquiry which has been so ably presented by
the Senator from Alabama and other Senators during this debate.

Mr. MORGAN. The appeal could not fall to the ground un-
der the judgment of the Supreme Court otherwise than by that
court declaring that it could not take jurisdiction. That isall
the reason there is for it. If we put a provision in the bill that
that court shall have jurisdiction and it decides that we can not
confer it, of course that ends the a , but it does not at all
affect the antecedent provisions w%ich make the judgment of
the Court of Claims final because the Supreme Court can not
entertain the appeal.

But that diffieulty isremoved by the case of Sampeyreac, which
the Senator must have had in his mind when he made such a
clear statement of the precise purpose of the bill, which was not
to open up an inquiry into the merits of these claims but anaked
inquiry into the question whether the awards had been obtained
by fraud or perjury or frandulent practice; that isall. That was
done exactly in that form in the case of Sampeyreac, which I
have read here from my desk. In that case there was not a bill
of review.

The Su})reme Court expressly said that it was not in the nature
of a bill of review, but it was the exercise of a jurisdiction by the
circuit court of Arkansas upon a special statute enacted for a
special case, after a decree had been passed in favor of Sampey-
reac, and after the time for appeal from that decree had exg y
and it was to all intents and purposes & final and irrevocable de-
cree so far as the power of the judiciary was concerned. Con-
gress came in and gave to the court jurisdiction to hear and de-
termine the question whether that decree had been obtained by
frand, and the court entertained the jurisdiction, and the Su-

reme Court entertained an ap under that very statute and
gecided the case, affirming the decision of the court below, which
it could not have done, of course, unless it had jurisdietion.

Mr. CHILTON. Before the Senator takes seat I wish to
state that I had in my mind a case or cases that I remember
to have read in some of the reports where certain inferior
courts had been invested with jurisdiction to determine election
contests and a right of appeal had been given to the supreme
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court. When a case in point went to the su court of the
State in which it arose, it was decided that the election contest
was a political question,and thaj jurisdiction to determine it by
ap alp:ould not be conferred upon the suprems court.

. MORGAN. That wasbecause there was another fribunal
under the constitution of that State, I suppose, which had the
right to determine upon the elections, return, and qualifications
of its members. r

Mr. CHILTON. No, sir; it was a political question—it was a
question of officers—and after it was decided that the right of
ap could not be exercised, it was held that the whole statute
fell to thgjround, because the section giving the appeal was such
an essential part of the remedy provided or created that it could
not be supposed that the law-making power would the statute
with that part of it omitted. That is the point I wish to make.

Mr. MORGAN. A similar decision was made twice in the
State of Alabama in our supreme court, in which they held that
the law was unconstitutional—these were criminal laws—which

undertook to make final disposition of an offense, & misdemeanor
I think it was, without giv an appeal,in fact cutting off an
apga&l to the supreme court. They held it was unconstitutional,
and why? Because our supreme court there had revisory power

over the inferior courts every matter. It being a constitu-
tional right, the legislature couid not take away from that court
or from the at privilege. But the Supreme Court of the
United States have that sort of a revisory power.

When the Congress of the United States gave the Supreme
Court of the United States the Powar to issue mandates, injunc-
tions, mandamuses, and writs of habeas corpus, it was decided
that because they did not expressly include writs of prohibition
that court could not issue a writ of prohibition except to a court
of adm:lra.lggc

Why? auge the jurisdiction in admiralty as it exisbed un-
der the English law was expressly taken up in the Constitution
and by terms conferred upon the Supreme Court, but the juris-
diction to issue writs of prohibition was not included in express
terms or by necessar{ ‘erence in the terms of the Constitution,
and the Congreés of the United States having provided that
they might issue writs of mandamus, writs of injunction, of quo
warranto, and habeas corpus—I believe those were the writs in-

—having included those it must be construed that that
was as far as Congress intended to go; and therefore,writsof pro-
hibition not being included they could not be granted. I have
been trying ever since I have been here fo get Co to
confer the power upon the Supreme Court of the United Stafes
to grant writs of prohibition.

ow, there is the difference in the two cases. The Constitu-
tion of the United States investing the judicial power in the Su-
preme Court and the inferior courts, attended thatinvestiture of
power in the next section with the provision that Cortfress should
regulate and provide what ap should be heard in the Su-
e Court. The jurisdiction, asIread to-day from the author-

{tiee, is conferred by the Constitution of the United States and
is plenary; there is nothing to interfere with it except the will
of Congress; and we admeasure to the Supreme Court from time
to time in our enactments the procedure and also the right to
exercise the jurisdiction in various classes of cases; I do notmean
the original but the appellate jurisdiction. There is the differ-

ence.

I was a little afraid of the proposition suggested by the Sena-
tor from Texas, that perhaps if we did not include the right of
appeal here the point might be made that we had violated the
O‘Ic)msﬂtut.ion of the United States by cutting it off, especially
after the debate which hasgone on here. Itis a very much safer
procedure, in my judgment, that we should put the right of ap-

A,

in the bill, and then if the Supreme Court of the United
tates should decide that after all we did not have authority to
gut it there, they can merely discard the case from their juris-
iction, and that leaves the judgment of the Court of Claims ab-
solutely final, particularly as this proposed act confers upon the
Court of Claims, as I have said before, the right to make injune-
tions final, and an injunction is really the final process contem-
plated in this measure, that a final injunction shall be imposed
upon these people from setting up this pretense any further,
upon the ground that they have an equity upon this fund, and
when that is done by a court, then the President of the United
Statesis instructed by the bill fo pay the money fo Mexico. That
is an appropriation; that is a different thing.
APPENDIX A.
[Fifty-second-Congress, first sesslon. Senate Ex. Doc. No. 20.]

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, TRANSMITTING A
REFPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, IN RESPONSE TO SENATE RESOLU-
TION OF JANUARY 12, REGARDING CERTAIN CLAIMS PROVIDED FOR BY A
CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND MEXICO.

January 19, 1802.—Read, laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed.
J'o the Senate of the United Slates:

I transmit herewith to the Senate a report of the Secret: of State, in an-
swer to the resolution of the Senate of the 12th instan inquiries re-
garding pa; ts of the awards of the Claims Co on under the con-
vention of July 4, 1868, between the United States and Mexico.

BENJ. HARRISON.

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Junuary 18, 1892,

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington January 14, 1592,

The Secretary of State has the honor to submit herewith a re in an-
swer to the resolution of the Senate of the United States of the 12th instant,
respecting the awards of the Mixed Claims Commission which sat at Wash-
Mingtﬂon under the convention of July 4, 1868, between the United States and

exico.

The awards of the Commission were rendered in Mexican gold, American

1d, and American currency. By the terms of the protocol between tha
goemtary of State and the Mexican minister, under date of Janna.rg 81, 1878,
the various currencies were reduced to the basis of American gold. bpon
this basis the net Indebtedness of Mexico to the United States Ey reason of
the awards was ascertained to be $3,865,408 42,
amount was paid in full to the United States by Mexico in fourteen
annual installments, in ect accordance with the terms of the convention,
the final payment ha been made January 21, 1800,

The ascertainment of the proportionate share of each of the awards, num-
bering in all 187, in the total sum of the indemnity, is set forth in detail in tha
annexed table, marked *A.”

Nearlyall of these awards have been paid in full to the awardees or their
assi the gﬂmﬂ 1 excgggons being the awards in favor of Benjamin
‘Weil and La Abra pany.

There is at present on deposit to the credit of the Secretary of State with
the assistant treasurer of the United States at New York, on accoumt of all
awards of the Commission, the sum of #700,968.57.

Of this amount the sums of #287,833.77 and $403,080.08 are withheld, reaxect—
ively, on account of the awards rendered in favor of Benjamin Weil and the
La Abra Silver Company. These sums aggregate $500,863.85, thus
leaving of the sum above stated as in the hands of the Secretary of
State only $10,104.72 yet to be distributed on account of outstanding interests
among the other 185 awards. Deaths of the cipals and failure of their
administrators or executors to t th claims for the balances due
them are the only causes why t sum of §10,104.72 re buted.
It is reasonable, however, to that the persons entitled to this re-
mainder will t themselves in the near future.

In gpecific answer to that portion of the resolution which inquires *the
amount of any award made under said convention that has been refused pay-
ment by the State Department, and what person or persons are now the claim-
ants of interests in said awards, the payment of which has been refused,” I
have the honor to state that payments have been refused only in the two cases
above referred to, namely, those of Benjamin Weil and the La Abra Mining
Company, and that the annexed transcripts, marked Band Cfrom the
ment’s docket, show in detail the dates and amounts of payment 8 on
these awards, respect-ival{. and the persons to whom paid, as well as briefs of
the instruments on file in the Department showing what persons are the
clalmants of interests in these awards.

In answer to the concluding inquiry of the resolution, I have the honor to
fgaw tt.g:t at no time has any part of the moneys received from Mexico been

vested.

Respectfully submitted.

; JAMES G. BLAINE,
To the PRESIDENT.

Awards of the Joint Olaims Commission in favor of United Stt::&s lct}iz_eﬂs, under the convention of July 4, 1868, between the United States
a

[In this table the equivalents of the awards in * Mexican

eLico.
gold " are carried into the column of * United States gold or curreney," the value of the Mexican

gold dollar being calculated at $0.9837%% United States gold.]

- \
o
= . Over: Expenses of
United States Commission, =
§ Clalmants. Mex:lgan Zold or appro%rla.- Total gross | -1 niaved af | MNet award.
8oid. currency. ton award. | 04933897 per

g Congress. otk

7 84, 000,00 20.50 84, 000. 50 §£169. 38 #3,831.21
8 ; 44,710,906 6. 61 44, 717.57 1,883.20 42 824,97
11 | William 'W. Snelling's administrator 5,100, 00 e 5,100. 75 215.94 4,884, 81
18 | Abel H. Halstead 1, 600, 00 .23 1, 600, 23 67.7 1,532, 48
24| J. P. Pu 5, 089, 48 .7 5, 090. 23 214.51 4,874.72
26 | Jose 7,800.00 1.12 7,601.12 821, 7,279.32
20 | W 5, 100. 00 .75 5,100,975 216,95 4,834, 80
83 | Lucian Ma 3,100.00 .46 3,100, 46 131. 2, 069, 20
34 lzabe . 23,028.27 4.54 23,920, 81 1,018.12 016. 69
42 | M 1,000, 00 .15 1,000, 15 42.34 957. 81
43 | Frederick V. W. Rathbone... e 1, 000. 00 .15 1,000.15 42. 34 957. 81
47 | Edgar W = e e o e e S A M S 2,000.00 .30 2,000, 30 807 1,915.63
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had in the second district courtof New Or-
lishing succession of Alice Weil to estate of

Certified eoivy of ings
leans (dated August9, 1877), estab
Benjamin Weil, and as tutrix of George Weil, and granting full anthority to

AW el A ROl ) s o e T L e bt st e
Net award (United States gold) .ooocceencenene.-

b (ael1
Boynton, assignee (delivered

y for Alice W

é:;

880, John J. Ke;

Check 598, Lambert B. Cain, attorne
Check 599, August 16, 1
Check 600, Angust 18, 1880, Sylvanus

Check 279, August 16, 1880, Lambert B.

Cain In person).........ccaeece.-

g.ﬁlgm.gnae (delivered to him in

K
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Install-
o How distributed. Amount. Total.
B TGRS R B S e i ve-a---| B34,803.68
“Check E&l, Au.g“u%t. 16, 1880, Lambert B. Cain, attorney Wol.l, administratrix and trix, ete. (delivered 522.736.19
Checie b mpﬁmugusu'iéﬁﬁ);‘jb‘lii‘:f'ﬁfé- " assignes (delivered £0 Bim I8 DOFSOR) - orommrorses e B 159539
Check 563, August 16, 1880, Sylvanus C. Boynton, assignee (delivered to him in person)......_... pes 4,512.10 2050808
Amlfn.mentb LambertB.Caln. attorney, ete. (dated Aungust19, 1880), to William W. B of 5 per cent of thisaward,
amount prevlomly g& Sylmus C. Boyn (See letter m% Boy January 29, 1881.)
enh Lambert (h.ln, attorney, etc. (dated Aungust 19, 1880), to Robert B. Ward cent of this
nwatﬂ &tlts 2 ‘v%gt&ms aAmonnta 2fmv'!.o)ma.lj\' a.asigned to Sylvanus C. Boy'nlo‘u, John J. Eey, and W ce. (See let-
tﬂl’ fro en,
s by Lambert B. Cain, attorney, ete. (dated August 19, 1880), to Sanders W. Johnston, of cent of this
award, Mtars v?.etfucﬂng atiounts %zie lmunly) assigned to Sylvanus (o3 Boynton, John J. Key, and W. W. Boyce. (See let-
t.er ir ugust
g &Eﬂmhﬂrt B. Cain, a.ttm-ney ete. (dated Febmm 23, 1881), to Henry E. Davis, administrator of estate
B Fo deceased, El T cent of this award, after deducting amount previously assigned to Sylvanus C. Boyn-
wn. { letter from Henry avis, February 23, lBSm&
ent by Lambert B. Cain, attomey, ete. (dated March 10, 1881), to Jacob O. De Castro, o a& per cent of this
: award. after deducting amount previously assigned to SylvannusC. Boymon (Seeletter from R. B.W en, March 10, 1881.) S
Check Bi4, March 1séi"s“1'vanus C. Boynton, assign 66 (delivered tO BiM 10 PETSOM) -~ -onnooomoomemomeememmoemeeeeon
Check&t;:l( % *‘ WBg]ﬁ::n'mgga d(anveredtohlmin
848, March B,IEL,Joth Ke% euvamdmm.min .
Check 851, March 8, 1881, Robert arden, a.aaignee (delivered to in Ersonj.
Check 852, March 8, 1381 Sanders W. Johnston, assignee (delivered to him pemo
A Check 854, Ma.rch&!&&l Jacob 0. De Castro, assignee (delivered to him in
Checkm 'Ma.rchﬁ. 1881, Henry E. Davis, administrator of estate of Philip
& Chetls 869, Maren b, 1661, armbert Fi. Gain, utiorney for Alice Well, dministrateis, eic, CWiri%, eic. (delvered io MF.
Y DT ) e o e e o e e o e L e e o 1 Bt e B I S

O&I'd.ﬁed £ y of 10!.&&!‘8 of tutorship (dated July 26, 1877) of George Weil, Assignment by George Weil to Buck, Dmkalsﬁiel & Hart (dated Sept,embar

srantad m‘ :sm) of 74 per cent of his interest, as h
coe!I o! let-ters D%P a.dsnﬁnisttation -(dated May 14, 1881) on estate of (See letter from Buck, Dinke‘is;del & Hart, :Im
Benjamin W ted to
Notarial co’ of power of attorney from P. S. Wiltz, administrator, ete. —_—
[(jdated June glsal;, to Cotton & Levy and Breaux & to collect entire
with power of substitution. C.
N tarial copy of power of substitution from Cotton & Levy and Breaux & No. 489,
Hall (dated h.!uneﬁ , 1881) toPhiui , Maury &Phﬂnggrt.ocollechenm award. i
(See letter from Phillips, Phillips, LA ABRA SILVER MININ MPANY.
ment between .B agg:Weﬂ,John J. Eey, and H. T. Hays (dated % Qo

in the claim of Benjamin
uary 8,1862).

September 10, 1579) wheraby Weil gives to Ke an Hays one-half of award Power of att.omay from La Abra Silver Mining Company (dated May 28
: claim (See letter John hrua.r{S. 1882.) 1870) to Robert Rose to E:osecuta claim and collect award, with mllpo];ver

Power of at.wrnheg rrom Elizabeth C. (dated bruary 4, 1852) to John | of substitution. (Filed

bureau of rolls, No. 3.

‘Wadsworth Wadsworth of two twenty-fifths his interest

J. Key to collect interest in this aw: {See letter from John J. Key, Conditional assignment by Alonzo W. Adams sttad December 13, 1871
February 7, 1 (onﬂhi:ui

Lambert B,

Power of attorney
18. 1881) to Abraham & Mayer to collect entire interest of Lambert B. Cain in

this award,

of letters mwmentary (dated November 18, 1881) on estate of | this award, to secure his note of 2,000 and interest. Indorsed on this
granted to Caroline Cain and Adolf Marks. ment is a transfer of interest by Wadsworth toHenry C. Hepburn. (Filed

from Caroline Cain and Adolf Marks (dated November | D. W. C. Wheeler, January 25, 1879.)

tution. (Filed by Sumner Stow Ely, July 28,

Power of att.orney from La Abra Silver Mining Gomm?y (dnted .T !8.

with power of substitution. (Filed by Abraham & Mayer, March | 1879) to Sumner Stow Ely to collect entire award with power of ti-

Alice Weil (dated May 26,1888) to Braugher, Buck, Dinkel- Power of substitution from Sumner Ely d.abeds tember 12, 1879) to George
I&Hart.oi 5 cent of her interest in this award, together with a fur- Williams to collect award. (Filed by t(.} H‘.)
er sum of sl,mp&fSee their letter of May 26, 1888.) 13“‘9 ) 2 5 (

Williams, September 17,

Install-
ments.

How distributed.

Amount.

Total.

Fourth.__.

ward (Mexican gold)........

Bt et (Uni smaagom----

Check 587, ber 17, 1879, Sumner Stow Ely, attorney for La Abra Silver Mining Com; delivered to George H.
Williams, attorney, in person) - Y PRy oty i

SRR SRSy IO DITERIOILD o i o i ik i e e e e e i s oy e S e & o My A T SRS S o

Agreemena between Sumner Stow Ely, A. W. Adams, and H. Wuua.ms (dated October 9 :mg yWhereby Mr, Wil-
liams is to receive lilﬂ.i{ﬂ 53.;&6.50 out of first and second ins and balance pro rata. fSee etter from George

Power of attorney from Henry C. Hepburn (dated November 29, 1879) 1).0 Sumner Stow Ely, to collect his entire inter-

est in this award. (See letter from Sumner S Ely, December %
Check 267, December 6, 1879, Hanryc burn, assignee (deliv to Sumner Stow Ely, attorney. in person)............
beo letter from Sumner Stow

N?my runhmer pagq:t.t.obemade ﬂ::apbum. he having been settled with in full,
, Decem)
mﬁ%et, - . ISu.mnar g‘t?w])my attorney for La Abra Sliver Mining Company (sent to Mr. Ely, 30 West
ew O R B T G e e L b L G e il
Abra Silver Mining Co dated Febru 4, 1881) to Charles T. Parry and J Hopkins
o:u.%. w{ﬁr 5 t.obe'pa!d out of tha th.trg m;;nm. mi‘ugéﬁgom of t)mch of rfufsu Sen osrﬂ’fmagfs. oo
hla.F bnmry’i;'l Charles T. Parry and Joseph Hopkinson, assignees (sent to them, 727 Walnut street, Phila-
a
ﬁﬂ&ﬁ. February 14, LBB Sumner Stow Ely,

2,000. 04

2, 690. 08

1,257.30
3,142.80

Power of attorney from La Abra Silver Company (dated March 25, 1880) to Sumner Stow Ely to collect fourth
installment, with full power of sul:mil.uuo %3' led by Sumner Stow Ely, April 3, 1880.)

George H. Williams admits having rece from Sumner Stow Ely, the amount due him out of the first and
second installments. (See his letter orA t 4, 1380 )

Power of attorney from Sumner Stow (dawd August 17, 1879), to Samuel Shellabarger to collect fourth install-
ment. (Filed by Samuel Shellabarger, August 18, 1880.)
Check 559, August 16, 1880, Sumner Stow Ely, attorney for La Abra Siiver M.h].lng compnny (deli?ered to Samuel

Shellabarger, attor:ll&m D ) e T

Check 560, August 16, ‘Williams (delivered to him in person).. =

Decree of supreme court of District of Columbia (dated January 21, lﬁﬂl) “that there shall be pald ‘out of this in-
stallment the sum of 815,000, as follows:
To Frederick P. Stanton
To M:lﬂar & Lewls for Thomas W. Bartley
ToW.W.Boyee......-.ccou--
To Shella & 'Wilson, for Alonzo W. Adams

(Filed by Shellabarger & Wilson January 25, 1881.)

$083. 041, 32

643,713, 14

94,106, 75

94,108. 75
48,858, 77

48,838.77

48, 858,77
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LA ABRA SILVER MINING COMPANY—Continued. \

Install-
e How distributed. Amount. | Total.
Check 560, January 881, l!‘rad.erlck P. Stanton (delivered to him in person) ......_..___ $3,833.34
Check 570, Jan %1881 & Lewis, for Thomas aa?ievuautothemmparson) ......................... 3,333.33
Check 571, Jnnun.rysﬁ. SBIWW.Boyoe (deﬁmdtohiminwwn ..................... .| 8,833.83
Check 572, January 26, 1881, Shellabarger & Wilson, for Alonzo W. Adams (delivered to Mr. Shellabarger in person)...__ 5, 000.00 . 677
As t by La Abra Silver Mining Company (dated May 6, 1880) to Cyrus C. Camp, as executor of estate of Her-
man amp.deggained mmmorﬂuom,tobat.akan(melew payments of 110 each.  (See letter from Summner Stow
Ely, Septem.h&r
]{wc?im (gms C. csmp to the company for the sum due on the fourth installment. (See letter from Sumner Stow
Ely, ober
byLa Avra Silver npany (dated Pebruaty 4, 1881) o Shellabarger & Wilson, of £,206 of this
award, &,mmbepamout.ortheﬂrmmt& fg out of the sixth installm
Agreement between A, W. Adams and Sumner on the one part, and Sheuab & Wﬂsonouthe other
(dated October 4, 1879) in to the fees of the latter. Shel.labar%r & Wilson, Ieb 8, 1881,
Assignment by La Abra Silver Com: (da F‘ebru.ary 5, 1881) to William W. Boyce, of dﬁﬂ ea. t.obepa.id
pro rata. (See letter from Thomas W. Bartley, February 8, 188
Assignment by La Abra Silver w.nm§ pany( ted Febmry 8, 1881) to Thomas W. Bartley of $5,168.68, to be paid
prorata. (See letter from Thomas W. , Febeuary
Assignment by La Abra Silver Co. (dated February 8, 1331) to Frederick P. Stanton of 6,166.66 to be paid pro
rata. (Filed by !S‘radmck P, Stan 'Immry 881.)
Power of a Abu'a Sﬂver Mining Gca. (dated February 4, 1881) to Sumner Stow Ely to collect fifth install-
ment, with full of snhst:i
Po:‘v'er of sul Smner Stow Ely (dxbed February 4, 1851) to Samuel Shellabarger to collectfifth install-
e ment. (Filed by Samuel barger, February 8, 1851.) A
e N A T L S 55 MR SN S-S N, Yo r P S S A e T U 7
Checlk 836, March 5, 1881, Sumner Stow Ely, attorney for La Abra Silver Mining Company 85
Check 837, March 5, !ml, Thom 'W. Bartiey, asslgnes. oo oo e e - 66
Check SB. 1881 ederick P. Stanwn, s e T 66
Checlk 839, M:amh% 1, W W. Boyce, assignee......ccccauuea- —— e o4
Check 840, March b, 1881, Shellabarger & WilBon . oo 00
checks delivered to Samuel Shelia , attorney in person.
Ohacka-ﬂ March b, m';lgu ,Charles T. Parry and Joseph Hopkinson, assignees (sent to them, 727 Walnut street, Philadel- s
L e e e e e S IR N i S el e "
March 1881, G-eorge H a.asle{'nee delivered to him in 1 RS, 152,13
Check % March%. senl.(w him, Rouseville, Pa., March 11, 1881) ,1909. 10
ent by La Abra ﬂver pany (dated Novemher 23, 1881) to Thomas W. Bartley, of 2,500 out of the
ﬁf:.h tallment, and #8333, 33 out of es.ch ot the suooeedl% ai% installments, that is to say, the s th.. seventh, eighth,
n,tntlﬁétezg'm; saele)wenth, twelfth, and thirteenth, and £208.32 out of the fourteenth. (Filed Thomas W. Bartley, No-
vember
Assignment by LaAbra.SilvermmngC&xm to Frederick P. Stanton, of same date as above, for like amount and
payment to be made in like manner. (Filed by erick P. Stanton, November 25, 1881.)
Memorandum of settlement by Bartley & Shmt-on(da.t.ad November 25,1881) of all outstan questions asregards their
teeszﬁin g}is case. The above assignments are in full satisfaction of their claim. (Filed by Bartley & Stanton, Novem-
be 1
(,hl:eck 87, I]mvamber 25, 1881, Sumner Stow Ely, attorney for La Abra Silver Mining Company (delivered to Samuel
Shella , attorney 1@;9«3 .............................................................................................. 2,084. 15
Check 808, November 25, 1881, Thomas , assignee (delivered to him in 2,500, 00
Check 899, November 25, 1881, Frederick P. St.a.nton. assignee (delivered to him in person) . w2 2,500. 00 48, B58.77
-
Assignmen’ La Abra Silver Mining Company (dated April 24, 1884 John Hubert, clerk second district court, fees ..o oevonee
George Tickno%urtis of 8850, to be paid out of firstmoney distributed. H. P. Dart, appraisement -.....ccoecemceeeacanas

th
assignment is conditioned on the defaat of thenew convention in the Senate.
(Filed by T. W. Bartley, June 30, 1884.)

Contract between T. W. Bartley and H. S. Foote (dated 10, 1876) that
Foote is to havaone—hm of Bartley's fees. (See letter from Arrabella
F. Wood, July 25, 1

Assl t by La Abra Silver Company (dated January 10, 1883) to
John H. Rice of £3,857.15, payable i!:nm:f prognlons out of the sixth, seventh,
eighth, ninth, I.ent.h. eleventh, tw th, and fourteenth install-

ments; t.hg‘ is Satg. say, $428.57 out of each installment. (Filed by John H. Rice,

Febmary 1
ent by}La Abra Silver Mining Company (dated May 29, 1886) to
Ticknor Curtis of ¥1,650, ogﬁo game terms as hjm, dated

A %1834 for §850. (F‘:uadby ﬁckno&rGlIr‘ii&.Amﬂ 18886.
lgf::.cu ent by Alonzo W. Adams (aated May 12, 1634) 1o Shel-
i%.%z‘ﬁe{efﬁ‘mé‘&il“m&“ o Sopteraber 25, 1686)
et i a ilson,

Assignment La Abra Silver Mining a{’da.m; June 29, 1880) to
Eugene Jones of 34,000, t.o be paid in elaven annual ins ts of egual
amount; indorsed upon asmfnmant. are two receig from Mr. Jones for
33.09090mh leav ts-of like amount unpaid. (See letter
from Eugene Jones, archzs, 1887,

Ass ent by La Abra Silver M.lnmg Company (dated March 5, 13&7) to
Shallal & Wilson of §3,333.34, to be paid out of the next msm.nmm
tributed. (See letter from 1lab &Wilson Apri.! 1, 1B87.

Conditional assignment by Alonzo {m 1885) toCram-
mond Kennedy oti,ﬁ.g of h};; interest i.u t.his award (Sea etter from Cram-

mond Kennedy, A
ent by Cyrus C Camg executor, etc. (dated February 21, 1888), to
interest in this award. (See letter from

Asslgnm
Sterling B. Torrey of 8.000 of h
‘William C. Oates, March 12, 1888

NoTe.—In the assignment of Campto Torrey, Camp states how his inter-
est is to be distributed, viz: $3,000 to Torrey; &,127 to Daniel W. Adams, ex-
ecutor of estate of .Monzo W. Adams, , and 3,055 to himself.

Notification from J. G. Bald president, 10t to pay any one any mong
out of this award clnlmj.ng authority from him. (See letter from J.
Baldwin, February 7, 1801.)

APPENDIX B.
STATE OF LOUISIANA, Parish of Orleans:
City of New Orleans, civil district court for the Parish of Orleans.

Joseph C. Morris vs. Mrs. Caroline Cain and Adolph Marks, testamentary ex-
ecutor of L. B, Cain. No. 8127, Division B,

P. 8. Wiltz, public administrator of succession Benjamin Well 8. Carolins
m f?;]ﬂ olph Marks, testamentary executor of L. B. Cain. No. 3204,

Btalement a:pianatory of itemized account condensed, being document marked
“J.* filed December 12, 1851,
Statement explanatory of itemized account condensed.
Amount cash remitted to Benjamin Weil in W,
Amuunte id during the time he became Insane
his death to the follow

$100.00

John ¥. Coffey, notary pub! e $44.00
Prados & Gast, appraisers .. oo cocomoaoaan 20,00
Frank Pace, jr., clerk second district court, fees . 27.46
Paul Pace, appraisement .... A 20.00

J Ose‘pi‘l:[ Cohn,notary publie ... .. __...

Premium on his life policy of insurance

James L. Andem, stenographer.......

Amtmnts ald incidental expenses of traveling to Washing-
%zw.k (memorandum book)

Do.
Do.
Do .
Do.
Do .

Amount pald Mrs. AlicaWell. ........c.ocoocccmioaacundioniaa
Amount paid Mrs, Alice Weil (francs, 2,000) . eeeeeeennna.

Amonunt paid by L. B. Cain, incidental expenses, in matter
of awarded clalm of Benjamin Weil, as per his memo-
ram};:.m book, to wit.......

it

2dzpud
BE=B=3

$686. 14

£2

§,743.21

Bapusukz| EEEER
S8 | LREEBERZ [ SRR

716,75
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Incm%:omw as per memorandum book, continued. ‘ﬁl&ﬁ
Do 1,068, 37
Do A et 980. 26
Do. 556, 90
I s i 71.67
PN T warman < 1y HIG0T 0.5
Amount pald George D. Hite 1,%%
341,78
603. 63
340.00
262. 89
50. 00
50. 00
20.00
20,00
145, 50
102, 38
150. 00 -
110. 00
4,016.18
45, 689. 62
Amount paid Jacob O. De Castro, asper o%n account. ... 5, 558. 70
Amount paid Jacob O. De Castro extra ashington __._ 2,000, 00 e
3 i
Amonnt.palddrattsof.‘lacobo Do CABMEO.. sz cncrosovesas %g
300. 00
Do 500. 00
Amount paid drafts of Jacob O. DuCa.stro. printing ....... - 48.00
Amount paid drafts of Jacob O. De Castro.................. 250. 00
I G v i o ke gt B il e e ' ol e e 220. 00
e e G e R s e o o ol A e B o 850. 00
73 v s AN Sl N I T[] K= S W on by (] | M, (20 250, 00
I e e e e 181. 32
2,824.32
Amount paid !or tha following drafts, etc., matter of Weil
o8, Calhoun,
250. 00
250. 00
146,22
400. 00
750. 00
275,
2,002
............................................. 7, 500. 00
Amount 'pa.m P W Svlomon, demand note of Benjn.min
Wtk el By R s e e e e s e s 7,500, 00 T

Amount pald Middleton & Co., bankers, of Washington, de-
mand note for loan made

Amount for

Amount of interest as computed on

sent, received, and answered -~
itemized account. ......oo_.....

Amount of cred.it allowed for collections made of various
amounts in itemized account
Amount of interest on same allowed as computed..........

Actual total amount disbursed by Cain before he received
a gingle dollar of the installments as per Tableau, in

which same is shown how distributed. ... ..cocoecerccemececccae s 71,204, 61
Amount of Cain's one-half share of the #49,011.49 received
for the first, second, third, fourth, and fifth installments.......... 24,505.75
95, 800. 36
Less amount of credit in full for amount received for the
first, second, third, fourth, and fifth installments .___ - 49,011.49

Balance owing Cain, as established on account itemized . 46,788, 87

Baimwe Of account owing estate of L. B. Cain
Balance of award not yet paid, one-half share of same owing
to estate of L. B. Cain, as per tableau .....ocoocmeaoocoaas b7,561.43

°| ments, made on the 4th day of July, A. D. 1868, to wit, the case of Be

Pouwer of attorney (copy of)l,rrom B. Weil to Pkuth Fouke, document marked

CITY OF NEW Om.ms. &m afLoaiaiana. July 15, 1574
Know all men by these presenta, that I, Banjamin Well, of the city of New

Orleans and State of Louisiana, have m apprinted, and substituted,
and by these presents do num.lnat.e, appoint, tute Philip B. Fouke,
a{g City, Disbtgi Columbia, my true and lawlu actorney for.

purposes, to wit:
‘Whereas Messrs. Fouke & m;&wmm for the prosecution of a
the Join! United States of America
ted States of Mexico, which said claim hmw before said Joint
now in order to defray exmfem, ot.her MONeys ex-
?anded. l.&id om., or appropriated in and tion ot said claim,
rize and. em; said. Pmup li'onke tor

}““ saia ’;‘u?g;m’m“' wided o h"&"’“‘“’“""s }m,
or provi 'wever, the amoun! t.hus led or -
acatad, shall 1ot exceed the amount and sum of ) gad hy
tness whereof I have hereunto affixed my !umd a.mi seal at. the city of
New Orlea.ns, State of Louisiana, this 15th day of July, A
Interlineation of the word ‘‘claim," on the eleventh Ijne. WE%.?
[BEAL.]

Afidavit.
STATE OF LOUISIANA, PARISH OF ORLEANS,
City af Orleans, 8s:

Be it known that on this 15th day of Jnl 18? before me, George William

Christy, a notary public in and for the ¢ Orlom State of
Louis duly commissioned and qualifi Benjamin
‘Weil, to me personally known to be the who mdexeeutad the
foregw of attorney in favor of ? B. Fouke, who acknowledged
that he seal executed the same for the pttrposes therein stated.

In witness whereof I hereunto sign my name and afix my seal of office on
the day and date aforesaid.

GEO. W. CHRISTY, Notary Public.
WABSHINGTON, D. C., November 8, 1575,

I certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the orig'[nsl inm On.
[sEAL] JORN'S J.KEY.

Agreement between Foulke and Boynton, filed December 12. 1881,

This agreement, entered into this 5th day of January, A. D,
tween Benjamin Weil, of the city of New Orleans, State of Lm:.lsinn ¥ Phili
B. Fouke, his attorney in fact, for the purposes hereinafter men’ Dned Al

Philip B. Fouke and John J. Key, attorneys at law, of Washington City, D,
C., and attorneys of record in the case of said Well, hereinafter referred to
and mentioned, who with said ‘Well, are parties of the first pnrﬁmd Sylvanus
C. Boynton, of Wumwn City, D. C., the party of the part,

Witnesseth, that the said ot the first part., in consideration of
moneys advanced by, and of expenses paid g ggrsonal and professional
services rendered by, the party of the secon the t.ies of the first
part, for the pre tion and ?rosecn tionof a uemi.n case inafter stated,

ion of the covenant herelnartar mentioned of

and for the further considera:

the party of the sewnd do covenant and a%ree with the sald party of

the seoond part, R: the said party of the seco d part, the sum of

#70,000 o ward in a certaln case now before and to be adj by the

Jolnt Comm.lsaion of the United States of America a.nd the United States of
and which, ultimately, may be before and adjudged by the umpire

cur sai mmmslon, now in session under a treaty between the said Govern-

and be-

njamin

Well (ﬂda dockets, No. 447) of the city of New Orleans and State of Louisi-

sald claim is {or the sum of $335,850, with interest thereon from the 20th
of So mber, A, D. 1
And the said par&]go: the second part, in consideration of the covenants of
the sald parties of with the said par-

e first pm'tt dot.h covenant and agree

ties of the first part t.hat he will devote his time and attention to said case
and to the procuring of an a is personal and professional serv-
ices in aid and furtherance of saf case u to the time such award shall be
finally made or the decision finally be rendered. And the said ty of the
second part further a&‘ ees that, should the final award be m: for a less
sum than said sum of 950, with interest from said 20th September, A. D.
1864, then t.h“amrty of the second part shall only receive pro rata as to the
amount awarded as 0,000 bears to the whole amount claimed.

And the party of the second part agrees that he will not take any other
case or have any interest in any other case pending, or which may come be-
fore sald Commission or umpire thereof, but is to give his entire personal
and tl.legalad. to prosecuting to a sticcessful award in the case herein
mention

Itis by the parties hereto that the garty of the second part shall be
secured in the amount :Ereed upon to be paid, and for that purpose the party
of the second part shall have a lien on said award for the payment of the
same, and the amount herein secured to t.hapm&ot the seco pm is to be
paid from the prooeeds of said award whenever the same shall be paid.

agreement is to be in full force and effect from the date hereof, but to
be null andvotdunoﬂnslawm'disohtained

1. Showing amount remitted to B. Well ... .............. £100. 00
2. Showing amount of court expenses, etc., forsuccession. 686,14 5 BENJ. WEIL,
3. Showing amount tra expenses for several .._.... 9,743, 21 y P. B. FONKE, -3 25
4, Showing amount hotel bdlls____ ... __.__..__..__ ﬂmg.g ¥O & Attorney in Fact.
g gggwlm amount moaivedmtlwy Mrs. We:t.l'::::" 30, 000, 8 Al i “NKEL ol Atrér%gmrd.
% Showimig amount recel -~ 4,018.18 YLVESTER C. BO N
8. Showing amount received by Jacob O. De Castro. - 7,650.70 = Receipt of Thos. L. Young to anbm! B. Cain, document marked M, filsd De-
9 Showing amount drafts drawn by De Castro.._... - 2,B24.32 cember 12, 1851,
10 Showing amount drafts, etc., drawn b; vm‘ious 2,071.22 WASHINGTON, D. C., August 20. Iseo
11. Showing amount Emile Landner and 15, 000. 00 Received of Lambert B. Cain #3,265.(8, his proportion of foe char,
12. Showing amount Middleton & Co. 824.00 and which is due me now on the first four ins ents paid by the v.a‘,:gs
13. Showing amount telegrams. 250.00 of State of the United States in the case of Benjamin Weil t the Uni
14. Showing amount interests 10, 598. 68 States,
Less credit and interest allowed 151993 e i S L CHU N
Lt ki e S S P R SR LS A ey Agreement between Benjamin Weil and Emile Landner, filed Mareh 21, 15854,
Showim; disbursement of Cain long before the payment of install- The agreement made and entered into in the city of New Orleans, State of
................................................................. 71,204.61 | Louisiana, between Benjamin Weil, of the first part, and Emile Landner, of
Addlng to credit of Cain one-half share for net amount of install- the second part, both residents of the city and State before mentioned:
ments received, say 849,011,490 . o leiiiceaaiaa 24, 505.75 ‘Witnesseth, Benjamin Weil, of the first Imrt. does hereby agree, pledge, and
bind hi If, his heirs or assigns, to to Emile Landner, of the second
95, 800. 36 Emile Landner

Less amount received by installments which is creait.ed on ltamized
accoun:

e e S e e D cemmaaa- 40,011.49

Showing balance due estate of Cain on itemized account.........._ 46, 788, 87
And by adding one-half share for mrainu ent to be received

as per tableau of award of the total claim of #487,810.68 ______._.... 57,561.43
The estate of Benjamin Weil stands owing the estate of L. B. Cane,

T T e e e S e R e ...-m,mao

‘p:rl. (for and in eonmderm.lun of se ered by
the hereinafter-described claim), t.ha sum of §7,500 in United States cur-
rency out of the proceeds of the Mexican Claims Commission at Washington,

D, C.

This done in New Orleaus this 16th day of March, 1872, in the presence of
the two ersigned gewnb witnesses. If the amount collected by B.
Weil on the abo;}a clatg - stx% nﬁemsga: g{ gg ,000 the sald Emile
er agrees to acce @ Sum of ates ¢ .

B. WEIL.
‘Witness: E. LANDNER.
P, W, SOLOMON,
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[Indorsement.]

1 hereby transfer the within claim in consideration of value received, tothe
moé : May 26, 1576
RLEANS, May 26, 1576.
= < EMILE LANDNER.

Letter from John J. Key to L, B. Cain, filed March 21, 1854.

No. 459 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE,
Washington, D. C., September 28, 1875.
DEAR SIR: Immediat.e&nn receipt of letter August 30 ultimo I acknowl-
edge receipt of draft for 5; also wrote in full on the Wedil matter. The pro-
in New Orleans having legally constituted Mrs. Weil the n
of the lunatic, she is now empowered to make you her attorney to transact
any business connected with the estate of B. Weil. That power of appoint-
‘ment exists unless the letters of guardianship are revoked by the court or
‘Weil recovers his mind. Should an award be made I will inform you what
steps are necessary for you to take.
It can not be more a few weeks before the umpire will return his
o%l:ion in both yours and Weil's case. God grant he may do right and
what is so justly due. He has decided almost every case against the Ameri-
can claimants. All force loan and contract cases he has dismissed; so we
can not recover on the money taken fromus. Great indignation is felt here
against him, and some hard things will be said this winter about him in Con-
ess, but that won't help the unfortunate claimants who have been denied
gsuce. I shall telegraph good news and let the mail bad. \Weare all
absolutely starving; business is prostrated and the Government pays noth-
ing she can possible help from do?ng. I hope this letter will reach you.

FORERAY. 'JOHN J. KEY.
L. B. CAIN, Esq. : j

Latter from Messrs. John J. Key and P. B. Fonke, to Messrs, L. B, Cain and Gen.
A %:ys, Jiled March 21, 1584,

No. 459 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE,
Washington, D. C., October 8, 1875.

GENTLEMEN: Mr.Cainwasinformed bﬂ:ttﬁr from Mr. Key that an award
has been given in the Benj. Weil case of Mexico for 000 in gold Mexican
dollars, with interest from the 20th day of September, 1 to the close of the
labors of the Commission. It is important that Mr. Cain should come on as
early as possible, so as the attorney of Mrs. Weil, who is the conservator or
guardian of Weil, to arrange the various interests in the case as set forth in
wri . Mr. Key wishes this done as soon as possible, as attorney and
agreement are given to him individually. Gen. Hay’'s presence is wished, so
he and Fonke can arrange the interests of themselves; also asa in in-

terest. All mattersmay be done to the satisfaction of all. Mr. Key person-
ally wishes to have him here. The interests of all are large, and should at
m t;le Bg.t!tendad to. As early a day as possible the presence of both of you
or.
Gen. H will be able to inform all parties the extent of the powers in-
¥ested in Mr. Cain by the written authority of Mr. Weil
Very respectfully,

JOHN J. KEY.
P. B. FONKE.
L. B. CA1x, Esq., and Gen. H. P, HAYS.

Please answer tly. By the time Mr. Cain can get here his case will
be more than progahlyphgdeclded.

Letter from Jokn J. Key to L. B. Cain, filed March 21, 1554.

No. 450 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE,
Washington, D. C., October 18, 1575.
DEAR SIR: Your letter of October 11, 1875, was received this morning, and
it is so important I hasten to answer it.
I will first call your attention to the claim of certain in New Orleans,
who claim to have an interest in the claim of B. Weil. You ean not be too
t and cautious in yourintercourse with them. Permit me to say,
it I was o‘idm.gb;our relations with Weil that T would say that evamh“iﬁg
should be done by me that Well would have doneif he had continued in so
mind to the present time, and that yon know he (Weil) conversed with and
1. Fonke, and that Fonke will be able to instruct you and give

you information.
Make no issue with one and deal with them by general promises, not
, thateach and all will besatisfled with your action. Thisisnecessary,
asiWeil was compelled to promise certain that he would help them
if they would tell the truth. The award is returned to the office of the Com-
missioners, but can not be entered until next month, when the Commission
meets. Although every witness swore only to the truth, some of them t
make trouble if Weil promises, as t.hayclﬂ-‘jn,wam at this time refused. eil
is a good man and told me heintended todo ht. When I see you both Fonke
and myself will tell you all we know; until then deal with anyone who
comes tOyouass ested. Col. Fonke bids me say as to De Castro he and
Hays recognize the t, but both have advanced money to De Cas-
tro, and you had better wait for consultation with them; and he does not
wish you to advance to De Castro. Of this I know nothing and have no per-
agreement in

sonal interest. Ishall govern myself with all parties by the
writing signed by me.

As to the interest of all except those you refer to in your letter,
written ents are slgned, and so clearly sets forth the rights of all, you

agreem s
will have no difficulty in settling with each party.
There is a matter set forth in writing of party in interest that can only be

explained E{ a Personal interview. Itwill meet with your sanction and, al-
though perfectly proper, the lknowledge of the same, at rate for the
present, should be co; would answer

ed to you, Fonke, Hays, and myself.
your inguiry distinctly as to m“intares:. of all parties but it is at this time

UNNSCeSSATY.

You ask ifthe award can be sold. I answeryes; buttermsvary; thereisno
fixed market value for such, but d on many causes, such as ability of
parties to negotiate, etc. There is but little doubt that the award can be
sold. If all matters connected with transfer can be made satisfactory it will

60 cents at least in money of the United States.

Now the m;r)ormm.mm.teron the subject of transfer areyour under
your power ol attorney from Mrs. Well. Have authenticated coples of the
orders of court, her conservator or guardianof B. Well, as an insane

; also have your power of attorney recorded, and bring also a certi-
copy of the same; have the clerk's certified copy, also certified by the
Judge of the court.

Now, come on at once. Fonke has written to Hays in Virginia, and I shall
telegraph you if he comes here. Your case will soon be decided, and, as far
as I can see, must be favorable,

Yours, truly,

8. B. CAIN, Esq.
XXIIT—41

JOHN J. KEY.

STATE OF LOUISIANA, PARISH OF ORLEANS,
City of New Orleans:

1, A. Luminais, clerk of the civil distriet court for the parish of Or-
leans, do hereby certify that the foregoing eighteen pages do contain true
and correct copies of certain documents filed in the cases of Joseph C. Morris
vs. Mrs. Caroline Cain and Adolph Marks, testamentary executor of L. B.
Cain and P. S. Weltz, public administrator of the succession of Benjamin
‘Well v¢. Caroline Cain and Adolph Marks, testamentary executor of L. B.
g:z}i’rn, hast.it.uted in this court and in the records thereof, under the numbers

127 and 3304,

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and afixed the im
of the seal of said court at the city of New Orleans on this 11th day of A; in
the year of our Lord 1890, and in the one hundred and fourteenth year of the
Independence of the United States of America.

E. A. LUMINAIS, Clerk.

[SEAL.]
EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. HAWLEY. I am sorry to trouble the Senate at this
hour, but I should like a brief executive session. I move that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February
1, 1892, at 12 o'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senale January 28, 1892,
MEMBER BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATIONS.

Byron M. Cutcheon, of Michigan, for appointment as a civilian
member of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, to date
from July 1, 1891, the date of his temporary appointment as
such.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, January 28, 1892.

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
W. H. MILBURN, D. D.
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, and,
after correction, approved.
CHIPPEWA INDIANS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act-
ing Secretary of the Treaam?r, transmitting a copy of & communi-
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting amended
estimates to those submitted heretofore for the relief and eivil-
ization of the Chippewa Indians for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

PUBLIC BUILDING, EASTPORT, ME.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that an appropria-
tion be made for the United States custom-house and post-office
building at Eastport, Me.; that the same may be completed, and
said item included in the urgent deficiency estimates; wilich
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

PROPAGATION OF FOOD FISHES.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a com-
munication from the Secretary of State, submitting an estimate
for an appropriation to reimburse the spprojpriat.ion for the propa-
gation of food fishes for the fiscal year 1892; which was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations.

BUILDINGS AT MILITARY POSTS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
Actiu% Secretary of War, transmitting acopy of a letter from the
Second Comptroller, recommending the insertion in the sundry
civii bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, of a proviso in
connection with the appropriation for the construection of build-
ings at and the enlargement of such military posts as in the judg-
ment of the Secretary of War may be necessary; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations.

A. B. CRENSHAW ET AL. VS. THE UNITED STATES.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of the
findings of the court in the cases of the following-named per-
sons against the United States: A. B. Crenshaw, J. H. Hum-
phreys, and John Kannell; which was referred to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a copy of the findings of the court in the case of David
Lynch, deceased, against the United States; which was referred
to the Committee on War Claims. =

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. GORMAN fo
withdrawfrom the files of the House of the Forty-sixth Congress
papers in the case of Jacob H. Starke without leaving copies.
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