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SENATE.
MoNDAY, January 8, 1894.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W, H. MILBURN, D. D,

The Viee-President being absent, the President pro iempore
took the chair.

RIcHARD F. PETTIGREW, & Senator from the State of South
Dakota, appeared in his seat to-day.

The Journal of the proceadings of Thursday last was read and
approved.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in
response to a resolution of December 7, 1893, a report from the
First Comptroller of the Treasury, containing two statements
of the amounts paid to the United States district attorney for
the southern district of New York from January 1,1873, to Octo-
ber 31, 1893, ete.; which, on motion of Mr. JONES of Arkansas,
was, with the accompanying paper, ordered to lie on the table,
and be Friu ted. 1

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec-
retary of the Interior, tfransmitting a report from the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs relative to the claim of Hon. JOEN T\
HEARD for services rendered the Western Cherokee Indians;
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com-
mittee on Indian Aflairs, and ordered to be printed.

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the
‘Postmaster-General, transmitting, in compliance with the act
of May 9, 1888, the claim of Dennis McIntyre, postmaster at
Mackinac Island, Mich., for crediton his postal and money-order
accounts by reason of losses resulting from the burglary of his
office September 17, 1893, stating the amount of such losses and
recommending that his accounts be credited with such amounts;
which was, on motion of Mr. PLATT, referred to the Commit-
tec on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed.

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the At-
torney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the
Senate of December 11, 1893, statements of the number of in-
dictments found for violations of election laws since 1870, etc.;
which was read.

. The PRESIDENT gpro tempore. This communication is in
answer toa resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hamp-
ghire [Mr. GALLINGER]. What disposition does he desire ]
of it?

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the communication,with the
accompanying papers, be E;'int-ad, and lie on the table.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: What became of the letter of
the Attorney-General which was just read?

The PRESIDENT pro temnpore. The letter of the Attorney-
General was in answer to a resolution submitted by the Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. Itwasordered printed
and goes to the table.

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose it should bereferred to the Committee
on Privilegesand Elections, but I will let it lie on the table until
the Senator comes in.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair called the atten-
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire to it, and he asked
that it be printed and laid on the fable.

Mr. HOAR. He is not in the Chamber at this moment.

PERMITS FOR OPENING STREETS AND ALLEYS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia,
transmitting, in response to a resolution of November 1, 1803,
certain information relative to the opening of streets and alleys,
for laying or repairing water pipes, sewers, etc.,since the 1st day
of November, 1892; which, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, was
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompa.u ing documents,
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate aletter from the Public Printer, which will be read.

Mr. HALE. Let it be referred.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter should be read
and referred to the Committee on Printing.

Mr. HALE. Ido not think it has been the practice to read
communications from any except heads of Departments.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is immaterial. The com-
munication is about five lines long.

Mr. CULLOM. We should like to know what the document
is before it isreferred.

Mr, HALE. If it is no longer than that I donotobject. Gen-
erally heretofore, my recollection is, the time of the Senate has
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not been taken up even by reading communications of any length
from the heads of Departments, but they have been printed and
referred, with all accompanying papers, to the proper commit-
tees. The Senate will very clearly see, as the Preslding Officer
will, that if all such communications are read the morning hour
will stretch out indefinitely. Nobody listens to the communi-
cations. They are printed, and are reached in that way.

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, it
seems to me the rule has been exactly the reverse. When we
get a report from a Department the letter of the head of the De-
partment is read, and then the documents accompanying it are
ordered to be I%rinted.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair remembers no in-
stance during the service of the Chair where the letter of the
head of a Department has not been read.

Mr. MANDERSON. The letter of transmittal.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of transmittal.
Thf[atdocumenta accompanying it are of course a totally different
matter.

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; and therefore the letier of trans-
mittal simply communicating the documents and indicating the
subject-matter may be read, but my recollection is that the only
communications of the kind read which are of length are from
the Fresident of the United States.

Mr. HOAR. Or a State Legislature.

Mr. HALE. Ora State Legislature. And long letterseven
from the heads of Departments are not read.

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The Chair would hold that a
letter from the head of any Department should be read, but the
readin%;}r an accompanying document depends upon the order
of the Senate.

Mr. MANDERSON. I think a consultation of the RECORD in
the morning will show that the communications which have
been read at the Secretary's desk this morning have been simply
the letters of transmittal.

The PRESIDENT ‘qpro te‘m?m. Always.

Mr. MANDERSON. So far as this particular document is
concerned, I apprehend it is the annual report of the Public
Printer.

The PRESIDEN’%pm tempore, That is true.

Mr. MANDERSON. The Public Printer is an official of the
Congress of the United States, and he makes his report direct
to Congress just as the head of one of the great Departments
makes his report.

Mr. HALE. Thenhe comes under the rule applying toheads
of Departments.

Mr. MANDERSON. Unquestionably. The letter of trans-
mittal should ba read, and if it is the annual report, it should
be referred to the Committee on Printing.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
letter of the Public Printer.

‘The Secretary read as follows:

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER,
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1894,

SIR: I have the honor to transmit herewith to Congress a report of the
condition and operations of this OMee for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893,

Very respectfully,
43 F. W.PALMER, Pudlic Printer.
Hon., A.E, STEVENSON,
President of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The letterof transmittal will
be printed, and, with the accompanying document, referred to the
Committee on Printing.

Mr. MANDERSON. I askunanimous consent that the annual
report of the Public Printer be printed, without a reference of
the question to the Committee on Printing, as that is the usual
course, and it is important to have it speedily in the considera-
tion of the general :Igrinting bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there
be no objection; that is, the letter of transmittal and the docu-
ment accompanying it will be printed and referred to the Com-
mittee on Printing.

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS.

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to give notice that on Wednesday next,
at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall move to take
from the table the resolution introduced on the 3d instant by the
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] respecting Hawaii, for the pur-
pose of submitting some remarks thereon.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT piro tempore presented a memorial of the
Legislature of Idaho; which was read, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Public Lands, as follows:

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary’s Office, State of Idaho.

1, James F'. Curtis, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transeript of house joint memorial

’
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No. 4, which was filed in this office the 4th day of March, A. D. 1893, and ad-
mitted to record.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great
seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 23d day of

. March, A. D, 1893.
J. F. CURTIS, Secretary of State.

[sEAL.]
House joint memorial No.+ (By Crane.)

To the Senate and House of Representatives
of United Slates in Congress assembled:

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Stateof Idaho, respectfully rep-

nt:

That the waters of Lake Cceur d'Alene near the mouths of the St. Marys
and Coeur d'Alene Rivers, inlets of said lake, cover large areasofland toa
depth of 5 feet and less.

at by reason of being so overflowed all of such land is rendered useless
and valueless.

That the Spokane River, the outlet of said lake, at and near said iake, is
very rapid and has an average fall of not less than 20 feet per mile.

That the dred, and cle of the channel of said S]iookann River at
and near said lake to a depth of b feet below its present level wonld reclaim
and render very valuable for agricultural purposes fully 50,000 acres of land
now valueless because submerged.

That guch dredging and clearing would not be expensive, but that the land
reclaimed would be of a valueof at least #500,00080 so0n as such dredging and
clearing should be done.

Wherefore your memorialists respectfully petition that an appropriation
be made suficient to defray the expense necessary to make surveys and es-
timates of the cost of lowering the mean level of said lake at least 5 feet.

The secret; of state is hereby requested to forward copies of this me-
morial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, to
the Smemrg(o{ War, and to our representatives in Congress.

Approved March 3, 1803.
- > W. J. MCCONNELL, Governor.

Mr. SHERMAN presented memorials of 450 farmers of Mont-
gomery County, Ind.; of 126 citizens of Adams Township, Sen-
eca County, Ohio; of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of Trade; of
25 employés of Dormer Bros., in Cinecinnati, Ohio; of 51 manu-
facturers of Anderson, Ind.; of 21 employésof the J oseph Turner
and Sons Manufacturing Company of Cleveland, Ohio; of 286 cit-
izens of Cardington, Ohio; of employés of Henry Fox & Co., of
Urbana, Ohio, and of 264 citizens of the Fourth ward of Akron,
Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Wilson
tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of
Cleveland, Ohio, praying that the tariff question may be speedily
settled; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Directors of the
Louisville (Ky.) Silvering and Beveling Company, remonstratin
against any change in the tariff on mirrors; which was refer
to the Committee on Finance. ;

He also presented a memorial of miners of lead ores in South-
ern Missouri and Southeast Kansas, remonstrating against a re-
duction of duty on lead ores; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of manufacturersof clothing and
cloaks of Cinecinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the duty on
imported clothing and cloaks as proposed in the so-called Wil-
son tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of the Cuyahoga Republican Club
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the annexationof Hawaii; which
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also Xresent.ed a petition of the Greenwich (Chio) Farmers’
Institute Association, praying that no appropriation be made by
Congress for the irrigation of arid landsin the West; which was
referred to the Committee on Irrigation.

He also presented petitions of 8 cigar manufacturers of Cin-
cinnati; of 24 cigar maunufacturers of Springfield, and the peti-
tion of Vincene Woboril of Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio,
praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on
unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Committee
on Finance.

He also presented a petition numerously signed by soldiers
and sailors of the late war, praying for an investigation of the
Pension Bureau; which was referred to the Committee on Pen-
s1l0ns.

He also presented petitions of soldiers of the late war of Ky-
ﬁer, Pioneer, Wilkesville, Centerburg, North Geor%‘etown, Cos-

octon County: Berlin Center, Mount Pleasant, Sullivan, Knox
County, of Hocking County, of Piqua and Miami Counties, of
Gahanna, Byhalia, Indigendence, Chesterville, and Defiance,
and of Fairfield County, all in the State of Ohio, praying for an
investigation of the Pension Bureau; which were referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented petitions of Typographical Union No. 99;
of Cigar-makers Local Union No. 173; of Mayflower Assembly
No. 460, Knights of Labor, of Zanesville; of Cincinnati Typo-
graghical Union, No. 3 and of 107 citizens of Youngstown, all
in the State of Ohio, praying for the governmental*control of
the telegraph service; which were referred to the Committee on
Post-Offices and Post-Roads

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of 44 citizens of Port Royal,
S. C., praying for the location of a custom-house at that place:
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. HOAR presented memorials of the Louisville (Ky.) Sil-
vering and Beveling ComFany; of sundry citizens of Roxbury,
Mass., and of John C, Tobin and 4 others, in behalf of 850 em-
ployés of the Roxbury (Mass,) Carpet Company, remonstratin
against the e of the so-called Wilson tariff bill; whic
were referres to the Committee on Finances,

He also presented a petition of the Boston (Mass.) Litho-
graphic Artists and Engravers’ Association, praying for an
amendment of the clause of the so-called Wilson tariff bill relat-
ing to lithographic work; which was referred to the Committee
on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of the Fatuneh Farmers’ Club
of Massachusetts, remonstrating against any change in the pres-
ent tariff rates as laid down in the so-called McKinley tanﬂp act;
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of 270 manufacturers of firearms
of Worcester, Mass., remonstrating against any reduction of
duty on firearms; which was referred to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

He also presented petitions of Typographical TJnion No. 13,
and of the Wood Carvers' Association, of Boston, Mass., praﬂinﬁ
for the governmental control of the telegraph service; whic
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. WASHBURN presented petitions of cigar manufacturers
of Northfield, Chaska, Minneapolis, and Glencoe, all in the State
of Minnesota, praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35
cents on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which were referred to the
Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ely, Minn.,
praying for the retention of the present duty on iron ore; which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a memorial of citizens of Enter-
prise, S. Dak., remonstrating against any reduction of the duty
on barley and its products, as proposed by the so-called Wilson
tariff bill; which was relerred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented petitions of citizens of Yankton and Huron,
8. Dak., praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per
cent on unstemmed leaf to ; which were referred to the
Committee on Finance.

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of D. I'. Bates and 65
other tobacco-growers of Canton, Conn., remonstrating against
any change in the present duty on leaf tobaccoand cigars; which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented the memorial of A. P. Whitehouse and 127
other employés of the Capewell Horse Nail Company, of Hart-
ford, Conn., remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on
horse nails; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of the Fur Hat Manufacturers,
of South Norwalk, Conn., remonstrating against any ch in
the present duties on materials used in the hat manufacturing
industlg‘ which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of cigar manufacturers of
Monmouth, Champaign, and Keithsburg, all in the State of
Illinois, praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per
cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco: which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

He also presented the memorial of Charles F. Hawk and other
citizens of Spri::gi(i’eld. Ill., remonstrating against the p: e of
the so-called Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

He also presented the memorial of Joseph Capps & Sons, Limi-
ted, of Jacksonville, Ill., manufacturers of woolen goods, re-
monstrating against the proposed changa of duty on such goods,
and urging that the duty shall not be less than 50 per cent ad
valorem; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the

.Chicago (I11.) Board of Trade, praying for the passage of House

bill No. 4182, for the establishment of an international confer-
ence for the better protection of animals in transit; which was
referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of the miners of the Menominee
iron district of Michigan, remonstrating against any change in
the duty on iron ore,as proposed by the so-called Wilson tariff
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of Cigar-makers’ Union, No. 114,
of Jacksonville, Ill., remonstrating agairst any increase of the
internal-revenue tax on cigars, as proposed by the so-called Wil-
son tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Illinois, re-
monstrating against any change in the duty on shirts, cuffs, col-
lars, and linen, as proposed by the so-called Wilson tariff bill;
which was referred fo the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Illinois, re-
monstrating against any reduction of the duty on wool; which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. STEWART presented a memorial of the California Jute
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Mill Company, remonstrating against any reduection of the du
on jute bags, as proposed by the so-called Wilson tari
bill; which was refe: to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of miners of lead ore in South-
west Missouri and Kansas, remonstrating against the dufy on
lead ore, as proposed in the so-called Wilson tariff bill; which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 6 cigar manufacturers of
Portland, Me., praying for the imposition of a uniform rate of
duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance. :

Mr. PROCTOR presented the memorial of C. A. Grinshaw
and other cotton-mill operatives of Springfield, Vt., remonstrat-
ing against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill; which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented the memorial of W. B. Fonda and W, I.
Harwood, of St. Albans, Vt., remonstrating against any reduc-
tion of the duty on lime,as by the so-called Wilson
tariff bill; whlcg was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petitionof 13 cigar manufacturers of Bur-
lington, Vt., praying for a uniform duty of 35 per cent on un-
stemmed leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Commitiee on
Finance.

He also Er:sentaﬂ the memorial of A. Jarvis and 68 other em-
ployés of the National Horse Nail Company, of Vergennes, Vt.,
remonstrating against any reduction in the duty upon horse
nails; which was referred to the Committee on ¥

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of employés of the
Devonshire Woolen Mills, of Goffs Falls, New Hampshire, re-
monstrating against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the petition of Henry Frankenstein
and othercitizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the imposition
of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented the memorial of Andrew Gulgren and 128
other citizens of Iron River, Mich.; the memorial of Alfred Kid-
der and 88 other citizens of Palmer, Mich.; and the memorial of
J. J. Anderson and 177 other citizens of Bessemer, Mich., re-
monstrating against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented memorials of lead ore and
mining companies of Missouri, Idaho, Indiana, Illinois, Nevada,
New Mexico, South Dakota, Utah, Kansas, Virginia, Washing-
ton, Wisconsin, Colorado, California, and Montana; and the
memorial of C. O. Frye and other miners of lead ores in South-
west Missouri and Southeast Kansas, remonstrating against the
duty on lead ore as proposed by the so-called Wilson fariff bill;
which were referred fo the Committee on Finance.

He also presented the memorial of F. O. Mills and 221 other
citizens of Ishpeming, Mich., and the memorial of Andrew Gul-
gren and other citizens of Iron River, Mich., remonstrating

nst placing iron ore on the free list; which were referred to
Committee on Finance.

He also presented the petition of G. F. Fand and 37 other cit-
izens of Tonia, Mich.; and the petition of A. J. Pierce and 18
other citizens of Coldwater, Mich., praying for the imposition
of a uniform duty of 35 per ceni on unstemmed leaf tobacco;
which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. CHANDLER presented the memorial of John A. B!
and 42 other employés of the Waumbek County Wilton Mills,
New Hampshire, remonstratlni against the passage of the so-
ealled Wilson tariff bill; which was referred fo the Committee
on Finance.

Mr. PLATT presented the memorial of 225 employés of hat
manufacturers of Bethel, Conn.,remonstrating against any re-
duction of the duty on fur felt hats, as pﬂ{,ﬁfm by theso-called
Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

He also presented the petitipns of Typographical Union No.
47, of New Haven, Conn., and of Typographical Union No. 252, of
of Bridgeport, Conn., praying for the governmental control of
the telgmph service: which were referred to the Committee on
Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented a memorial of 210 overseers and operatives
in the Ashland Cotton Mills, of Jewett City, Conn., remonstrat-
ing against the passage of the so-called Wi tariff bill; which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented the petition of Philip §. Wales, medical di-
rector United States Navy, praying that he be granted certain
relief by Congress; which was referred to the Committee on
Appropriations.

Y REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 870) authorizing the issue of a

tent to the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions for certain
ds on the Omaha Indian Reservation for school purposes, re-

ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon,

Mr. MARTIN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1305) to
amend “An act relating to the incorporation of certain corpo-
rations within the District of Columbia,” approved October 1,
1890, to report it with amendments, and to submit a report
thereon. I am also directed by the committee to ask the unani-
mous consent of the Senate for the immediate consideration of
the bill. I ask that the bill and the report be read.

Mr, ALLEN. I should like to know more about the bill be-
fore it is taken up, and would like to have it read at length.

Mr. MARTIN. I have asked to have the bill and the report

read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for in-
formation, subject to objection.

The Secretary read the bill.

Mr. SHERMAN. Itseems o me that is a measure too im-

rtant to be coneidered now. It involves a very large subject.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being objection, the
bill goes to the Calendar.

Mr. MARTIN. Do I understand fhe Senator from Ohio to
object to the consideration of the bill at the present time?

r. SHERMAN. I think the matter is too important to be
acted upon without having it before us in print at least.

Mr. MARTIN. I think if the Senator from Ohio will listen to
the rea.dialﬁ of the re%ort he will withdraw his objection.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will listen to it with pleasure. I will
listen to the Senator in explanation of the bill.

Mr. MARTIN. I should like to have the report read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas
asks unanimousconsent that the report prepared by the commit-
tee may be read. Is there objection?

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDENT ﬂo tempore. The request is objected to.
The report will be printed, and the bill goes to the Calendar.

Mr. BUTLER. Iwishtomakean inguiry in regard to the bill
which has just gone to the Calendar. Will the bill with the
amendments be printed?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Necessarily.

Mr. BATE. And the report?

The PRESIDENT gpro tempore. And the report.

Mr. BERRY, from the Commitiees on Public Lands, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 4830) for the relief of certain set-
tlers upon the Iowa Reservation, Oklahoma, reported it without
amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 683) for the relief of the heirs of Martha A. Dealy,
deceased, reported it without amendment.

WILLIAM HENDERSHOTT.

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public
Lands, I report favorably, without amendment, the bill (S.1377)
for the relief of William Hendershott, of Butteville, Oregon,
and I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill, asitisa
local and a private matter.

Mr. MANDERSON. Let the bill be read for information.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read subject
to objection.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 13 hereby,
directed, on a tion of William Hendershott, of Marion County, Or:?an.
and on proof being made by the sald Hendershott to the satisfaction of the
Secretary of thalInterior that the land hereinaftar described in Novems
ber, 1854, filed at the Oregon City land office, in the Stateof asa
donation land under the act of approved September 27, 1850,
by Louis Forcier; that heresided upon and cultivated the same for four con-
sective years: thatl hgﬁroﬂered final proof to said land office in 1858, and that
such proof was rejee for the reason that he could not establish the fact
that he was a citizen of the United States; and further, that he, William
Hendershott, was & it;mhmr in good falth of sald premises by mesne con-
veyances from saild Louis Forcler, and that he 15 in ion of and has
made valuable improvements thereon, to issue to him, the said William Hen-
dershott, his heirs and assigns, a patent for the following-described pieces and
parcels of land, to wit: Lois 1, 2, 3, and 4, in section 21, township 4 south, of
range 1 west of the Willamette meridian, containing 97 acres, in the
gon City land district, in the county of Marion and State of Oregon.

The PRESIDENT pro tem;mre Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of bill

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Commifttee of the
Whole, 1i:u-mmenaded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dat&ed to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
an .
Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the petition of the claimant be in-
serted in the RECORD. Iteomprises lessthan two pages of writ-
ten matter. -

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is theve objection to inserting
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{n the RECORD the petition of the claimant? The Chair hears

none.
The petition is as follows:

BUTTEVILLE, MARION CoUNTY, ORBGON, December 11, 1393.
To the honorableths Congress of the United States:
1 would most respectfally petition your honorable body for relief, as fol-

lows:

One Louls Forcier, who was born in Canada in the year 1801, and came to
the Northwest Territory 1825, in employ of the Hudson Bay Compa:ghin No-
vember, 1854, filed at the Oregon Clty land office a donawon land el upon
the fo -deseribed parcel of land, to wit:

Lots 1,2, 8 and 4, in section No. 21, township 4 south, of range 1 west of the
Willamette meridian, contain 97 acres.

On November 1, 1858, the said I"orcier appeared before the officersof the
said City land office to make final proof, but failed because he could
not establish proof of naturalization or ciii 1

Forcier resided in what is now county of Marion, State of Oregon, from
1842 nntil 18685, when he returned to Canada and has since died.

Since the organization of Oregon Territory there is nocourt record or any

. otheirieﬂdence to show that Forcier has ever acquired naturalization papers
or citizenship.

In the yeng of 1880 he, Forcier, transferred the above-described land by
warranty deed to one Robie, and in 186 Roble, by warranty deed, transferred
to one Arquetie, and in 1891 uette transferred by warranty to myself; all
of sald transfers being of record in this county and State.

The land cost me with improvements §1,200.

Improvements consist of one residence, storeroom, esllar, barn, all under
fence, 13 acres under cultivation, 2 acres of which are in orchard.

There has never been a patent issued for the land as described, and I now

pray %om' honorabl;m to grant relief.
? ! WILLIAM EENDERSHOTT.

TIMBER AND STONE LAND PURCHASES.

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands
I report back without amendment the bill (H. R. 71) for the re-
lief of purchasers of timber and stone lands under the act of
June 3, 1878. TUntil this morning I was under the impression
that the bill had already passed the Senate at this session. It
is-an exact copy of a bill which passed both branchesof Congress
during the last session of the last Congress, and I supposed it
was & law; but when the bill came from the other House I tele-
graphed to the Secretary of State and received a telegram which
explains the condition of the bill of the last Congress. Itis a
very simple bill. It merely authorizes affidavits to be made be-
fore the proper officer in purchases of timber and stone lands.

The PgESI DENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon
desire to have the telegram read?

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have the telegram read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as
requested.

he Secretary read as follows:
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, December 19, 1898

To Hon. J. N. DOLPH, United States Senate:

Senate "J}‘ mﬁ;ﬁ was recelved here December 30, 1802, bearing a note in the

“This bill was presented to me on the 15th day of December, 1892, Con-
g:s&. nant to & concurrentresolution adopted on the 215t day of Decem-
, 1882, adjourned from the 22d day of December, 1892, to January 4,1883. I
have not approved the bill.
“BENJ. HARRISON.

“ December 30, 1802."
W. Q GRESHAM.

Mr. DOLPH. The former bill was not approved simply be-
cause there was a recess of the Senate. I thinkthe bill is a law
without the President’s signature, but as that question can not
be raised very well and the House of Representatives has sent
us another bill, I report the bill favorably from the Senate com-
mittee and ask that it be acfed upon.

Mr. GORMAN. Let the bill be read.

Mr. DOLPH. Let the bill be read. Itisshort. It will be
seen there is nothing in it that will give rise to controversy.

Mr. GORMAN. Letit be read for information, subjeet to ob-

ection,

) The Secrefary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the
Senate, as in Committes of the Whole, proceeded to its consid-
eration. It provides that hereafter all n affidavits and
proofs required by law of any purchaser of lands under the pro-
visions of an act entitled **An act for the sale of timber lands in
the States of California, Oregon, Nevada, and Washington Ter-
ritory,” approved June 3, 1878, and the act amendatory thereof
approved Augbu:t 4, 1892, in order to perfect his title to the lands,
may be made before any officer qualified to take proof in home-
stead cases.

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

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1382) to se-
cure the vested rights of soldiersof the Union and their heirs and
legal representatives, and to remedy ceftain wrongs in the
administration of the Interior Department; which was read twice
by its title,and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill(S. 1383) granting a pension to Russel
N. Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions. g

He also introduced a bill (S. 1384) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Solomon E. Homan; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 1385) o restore Mary E. Tricke
and children of Hartwell M. Trickey t6 the pension rolls; whic
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 1336) to promote peace among na-
tions and for the creation of a tribunal of international arbitra-
tion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. .

He also introduced a bill (S. 1387) for the relief of Laura B.
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Select Committee on Ford Theater Disaster.

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1388) increasing the circu-
lating medium, and for other purposes; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (8. 1389{ for an
act to provide pensions for freedmen released from involuntary
servitude, and fo afford aid and assistance for certain persons
released, that they may be maintained inoldage; which wasread
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1390) providing
an additional cireuit judge in the eighth judicial cireuit ; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Mr. TURPIE introduoced a bill (S. 1391) granting a pension to
Mrs. Levenia D. Athon; which was read twice by its title, and,
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on
Pensions,

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1392) for the relief
of Walter S. Kimmel; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. HARRIS (by request, Mr.JONES of Arkansas in the chair),
introduced a bill (S. 1393) for the relief of N. C. Perkins, admin-
istrator; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Claims. :

He also (b, reunest] introduced a bill (S. 1394) authorizing the
Secre of the Treasury to purchase a place of deposit for the
recordsof the Executive Departmentsof the Government; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Publie Buildings and Grounds.

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1395) for the relief of George
P. Rowell & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Claims.

AMENDMENT TO A BILL.

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred _
tothe Committee on Naval ,andordered to be printed.

APPOINTMENT OF DIPLOMATIC AGENTS.

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution, which
was read: ¢
Regolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire and
report to the Senate their opinion as tothe casesin which the Pr nt may
constitutionally send to foreign countries agents, representatives, or com-
missioners, without the advice and consent of the Senate, and whether or
not there was constitutional authority for the appointment in March last,
without the advice and consent of the Senate, of Hon. James H. Blount as
er to the Hawalian Islands with the powers conferred upon him
E{mm letter of appointment and such other instructions as were given to

Mi-. CHANDLER. 1T ask lor the present consideration of the
resolution. =

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objectiontothe pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

Mr. GORMAN. Iobject. Let it go over, -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the
resolution goes over.

Mr. GORMAN. If goes over under the rule.

PAYMENTS TO COMMISSIONER BLOUNT.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Chair lays before the
%mt& a resolution coming over from aprevious day; which will

read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. HOAR on
the 4th instant, as follows:

Rezolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be dirpcted to inform the
Senate what sums have been paid from the Treasury to the Hon. James H.
Blount for salary. services, or other expenses, as a special commissioner to
Hawall, together with copies of all orders, vouchers, or receipts for such

; and also to inform the Senate from what fund and under or by vir-
ue of what appropriation or law the same have been paid.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the resolution which has been read.
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Mr. GORMAN. I move to refer the resolution to the Com-
mittce on Foreign Relations.

Mr. HOAR. Ithink the Senator musthave made that motion
under a misunderstanding of the scope of the resolution. It is
merely an inquiry as to how much money has been paid from the

Treasury for a certain purpose, which is well known to the Sen-
ate by the message of the President, and from what fund it has
been paid.

I have never known in my experience in the Senate that acom-
mittee could throw any light upon the question whether the
Senate should know how money in the Treasury had been spent,
and I never have heard of any delay or objection to such infor-
mation. 'I hope tha Senator will not press hismotion to refer.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I shall be compelled to insist
on my motion. I submit to the Senator from Massachusetts and
to the Senate that this is a very extraordinary inquiry as to the
expenditure from a fund which has been placed at the disposal
of the Department of State in the naturs of a secret fund. It is
a matter which ought not to be inquired into with great particu-
larity. I know there are some precedents for it.

Mr.HOR. Doesthe Senat or understand thismoney has been
paid from the secret fund?

Mr. GORMAN. I take it for granted that it has been.

Mr. HOAR. That is all T want to know.

Mr. GORMAN. I know nothing whatever about it, but 1 as-
sume that it has been paid from that fund. I know that in the
last Administration, and it has been so with all preceding Ad-
ministrations, Congress, without the slightest hesitation, have
placed at the disposal of the President of the United States a
sufficient amount of money to conduct the business of the De-
partment of State, and that that fund, being placed in hishands
at his discretion, has always been expended without further in-

uiry—I will not say ‘‘always,” for there have been probably a
ew exceptions; but the rule has been the other way.

Mr. HOAR. No. The statute settles that.

Mr. GORMAN. I shall be glad to hear the Senator.

Mr. HOAR. Allowme to read the statute. I donot ask that
the details of what money has been expended at the discretion
of the President in the secret service shall be furnished to the
Senate. All I askis whether this particular sum has been paid
from that fund or not. I will read the statute:

SEC. 201. Whenever any sum of money has been or shall be issued fromthe
Treasury for the purposes of intercourse or treaty with forelgn nations, in
gnrsuanee of any law, the President is anthorized to cause the same to be

uly settled annually with the proper accounting officers of the Treasury,
by causing the same to be accounted for, specifically, if the expenditure
may, in his judgment, be made public: and by making or causing the Sec-
retary of State to make a certificate of the amount of such erggnduu.ra as he
may think it advisable not to s fy: and every such certificate shall be
daeg::ai a suflicient voucher for the sum therein expressed to have been ex-
pended.

If the Senator will pardon me one word to explain my pur-
pose, if the sum of money is one which the President thought
the details of might be properly made public, then the ordinary
vouchers are in the Treasury,.and that will appear in answer
to the resolution. TI, on the other hand, it be a sum of money
the expenditure of which the President thought it was not
expedient to be made public, then there will be a simple voucher
from the Secretary of State in the Treasury showing that. They
are both public facts in the Treasury, which the Senate has a
right to know, and which I suppose any Senator would have a
right to go and ask for,and have shown to him as a matter of
course. They are the ordinary public records of the country.
All thisresolutionasks for—and I was surprised that the Senator
asked to have it go over the other day—is that that statement
may be furnished as part of the history of this transaction.
That is all.

Mr.GORMAN. The question which has been before the Sen-
ate and which is attracting some attention in the country, which
the Senator from Massachusetts himself has discussed, and which
is being examined by the Commitiee on Foreign Relations of
this body, ought to be settled and determined by this body with-
out reference to the amount of money which has been expended
durin,c{]t.his Administration or the preceding Administration. It
is too big a question, it is too great a question, to be brought
down to the mere amount of the expenditure of money.

I want to say to the Senator from Massachusetts that, as an
American Senator, I should consider it a great misfortune, under
the peculiar circumstances, if this body were to enter upon an
inguiry as to the amount of money which either the last or the
present Administration has expended in this matter. It wasa
question which two yearsago roseabove party. At the disposal
of the President was placed a fund so that he might protect the
interests of this great country. I have no doubt that President
Harrison discharged conscientiously, and as he thought best, his
duty for the interests of the entire country. No inquiry as to
his action was attempted then or is aittempted now, and if the
attempt were made upon this side of the Cga.mber I should take

the same position that I do about this resolution. That was a
matter which the honor of the country required that we should
not make inquiry about.

Isay to the Senator thatI t.houtﬁht. when he introduced the
resolution he did it without full thought and without having
considered to where it would lead; that this was a matter, at
least, which both sides of this Chamber would determine had
better be left with the executive branch of the Government, and
about which there should not be further inquiry on the part of
the Senate of the United States. We can not enter upon any
portion of this inquiry without extending it to the whole sub-
Ject. I believe that the best interests of all require that atleast
this branch of the question should bs passed over and not con-
sidered. Let us go on with the other question when we shall be
ready and when all the facts are before us, and determine it in
t?e hi;:lterests of our country and in the interests of honor and of
right.

But, Mr. President, if this particular fund, which has always
been a large one since I have had the honor of being a member
of this body, placed in the hands of the Secretary of State tobe
expended by the direction of the President of the United States,
is to be inquired into, we shall hereafter, I think, embarrass the
executive branch of the Government and prevent that activity
in our affairs which has heretofore obtained.

As suggested by my friend on my right [Mr. VEsT], the pas-
sage of a resolution of this character destroys the very object
which Congress has in placing these large amounts at the dis-
posal of the Executive.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland and
the Senator whose suggestion he has quoted strangely misunder-
stand the object and effect of the pending resolution. The prec-
edent is well settled from the time of the inquiry in the Admin-
istration succeeding President Tyler’s, and it is this, that the
fact that a cerfain amount has been placed at the discretion of
the President is a public fact; it is contained in the appropri-
ation bills from year to year.

The President is required to determine whether the expendi-
ture is to be treated as confidential or to be treated as an ordi-
nary expenditure, and its vouchers put upon the files of the
Treasury Department; and that is a public fact.

I presume it will turn out—though I know nothing abount it—
that the vouchers for Mr. Blount's expenditures will be found
in the Treasury Department in the ordinary wa{. If, however,
for any reason the President desires not to disclose the details
of an expenditure, he directs the Secretary of State to put on
record a certificate that such a sum has been expended, the de-
tail of which it is not expedient to make known, and if that is
put upon the records it is a public fact,not the detail of the ex-
penditure, but the fact that suchan expenditure has been made,
the details of which the President thinks it isnotfor the public
interest to be made known. But it has been the universal prac-
tice, and there never was heard, I will venture to say, a sugges-
tion of an objection to it that'either House of Congress should
know how much money has been expended. If it were expended
without secrecy, the vouchers themselves are in the Treasary
Department, and that should be known. Alltheresolutionasks .-
for is a statement of what a%):ars on the public records of the
Treasury, and not for a disclosure of the method by which the
President has made the expenditure. i

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
from Massachusetts what object he has in view in asking for
information in regard to the amountof money that this special
commissioner sent out by the President has expended in de-
{::ayén% t?ha ordinary and necessary expenses in the discharge of

is du

Mr. HOAR. I will tell the Senator very frankly.

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to know.

Mr. HOAR. I want to know, and I want the Senate to know,
and I want the country to know whether this gentleman, whose
mission was conferred upon him, who exercised his authority and
reported his action without the consent or advice of the Senate,
was treated in all other respects as a public minister of the
United States; I want to throw light upon the question whether
he was in fact a private agent of the President within the prec-
edents which have been cited here, or whether he was treated
as a public agent, and the tiluest-ion of the method in which his
compensation was paid to him bears very strongly, as it seems to
me, upon that subject. That is why I desire the information.

Mr. GRAY. Ido not feel at all disposed on any occasion to
throw anything in the way of obtaining light on all govern-
mental functions and exposing to the most absolute publicity all
the transactions of this Government. It is a government of the
people, and they have a right to know just what is being done
and how it is being done. But a government of the people, Mr.
President, is a decent government. God forbid that it should
be anything else. I believe that this resolution, unusual and




1894.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

521

out of the ordinary course, without any precedent so far as I
know, would be, if , & directreflection upon the estimable
and honorable gentleman who has filled to the best of his ability
and conscientiously, whatever may be our judgment as to his
conclusions, the trust which has been reposed in him by the
President of the United States, and I have no doubt that there
has not been one cent of public money expended by him and de-
frayed out of the Treasury that was noi reasonably necessar

a.m{ reasonably just and pertinent to the matter he had in hand.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I agree with him.

Mr. GRAY. Ido notcare to sit here in the Senate and add
up the items of Mr. Blount's board bill, or how much hack hire
he paid, or whether he stayed at a first-class hotel or a cheap
boarding-house. I am willing to trust both the President of the
United States and the Secretary of State, and also Mr. Blount,
to have acted within the bounds of propriety in that matter.

Mr. HOAR. SoamI.

Mr. GRAY. And I do not believe that the Senate of the
United States is at all curious in that regard. I do not believe
the vouchers and items of these expenditures will throw light
upon any side or phase of the great plublic question #o which the
Senator from Maryland has just alluded, which now occupies
the Senate, and which the Senate has committed o one of its
standing committees to investigate.

I do not feel inclined, and I do not believe the Senate feel in-
clined, to make a departure in this case from what seems to me
to have been the proper and honorable usage of the Senate in
this regard unless there is some foundation of suspicion or some
allegation as to irregularity which will justify and demand in-
vestigation on the part of the Senate.

Mr. President, the pending resolution ought not to be so
framed as to compel the President of the United States to say
that this is a matter within his discretion as to the disbursement
of this fund, which was put at his disposal. It ought not to be
put upon him to decline a request of that kind unless there is
some real ground for it. This request is:

That the Secratary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate what
sums have been paid from the Treasury to the Hon. James H. Blount for
nlar{. services, or other expenses, as a special commissioner to Hawali,
together with coples of all orders, vouchers, or receipts for such payment;
and also to inform the Senate from what fund and under or by virtue of what
appropriation or law the samsa have been paid.

To the latter part of the resolution there might be no objee-
tion; but the resolution requires, if it ispassed, that there should
be produced here a1l the items of expense and of disbursement
hygir. Blount in the prosecution of that mission. I certainly
should never have consented that a similar resolution should
have been passed when Mr. Bate was sent fo Samoa on a pre-
cisely similar errand without the consent of the Senate and with-
out its advice baing asked, or when Mr. Babcock was sent down
to San Domingo, or when Mr. Trescot wassent to Peru, or when
Mr. Trist years ago was sent to Mexico. I think we had some-
thing else to do then, and ‘that we have something else to do
now, unless there is some allegation of irregularity about this
matter, than to sit here as an auditing committee upon the
amount paid by Mr. Blount for board, hack hire, and possibly
cigars.

I therefore move, if it hasnotalready been done, that the reso-
lution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I am very much
su?rised both at the objection and at the argument which is
made by the Senator from Delaware In its behalf. I donot think
it ever was heard before, from the beginning of the Government
down, that when there was arequestfor accounts which appeared
on the public records of the Treasury there was an objection
made, or thatany Senators or the representatives of any political
party were afraid of such an inquiry.

These accounts are all spread upon the public records of the
Treasury, now open to any citizen who goes there and asks in a
respectiul mannerto see them. They areprovided by thestatute
to be put there in order that the two Houses of Congress who
legislate and the people who wish to know may know what is
going on and what the expenditures are.

I am very happy to say that it never occurred tome thatthere
had been any irregularity in the expenditure. I suppose Mr.
Blount is a person who could be trusted with five or ten thou-
sand dollars. What I want to know is whether this fund was
expended in the ordinary way, with vouchers, as a public trans-
action, and if so what is the record of it; or whether the other
alternative sef forth in the statutes of the United States was
pursued, to wit, that it was expended on the voucher of the
President. :

If my friends on the other side are afraid to have the country
know how this was done; if they are afraid to have any light
thrown on the public character of Mr. Blount; if theyare afraid
that the public shall understand that while he was performing
the duties of a foreign minister abroad of the highest character,

he was not paid as are foreign ministers abroad, but was paid
under a fund committed fo the Presidentto be expended insecret
and on an emergency, I will not resist their at.temlpt, but will let
the resolution go tothe Committee on Foreign Relations and let
the Committee on Foreign Relations tell us what they think of
that proposition,

Mr. GORMAN. Mr, President,if the Senator from Massachu-
setts is through——

Mr. HOAR. I was about to add that if I had any hostile pur-
pose in this matter towards the Administration, or any political
purpose in the matter, it has been ten thousand times more sub-
served by what has fallen from the lips of the Senator from Del-
awareand the Senator from Maryland than it would be by any
answer o the resolution.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator
from Massachusetts that there is not any expenditure made by
this Administration to which the Democratic I:ga.rt.y is not con-
tent to have the greatest publicity given; but the Senator from
Massachusetts, an experienced Senator in this body, knows per-
fectly well that the compensation allowed to this envoy or agent,
appointed by the President of the United States, could not be
paid out of any other fund except the secret-service fund of the
State Department. He is aware that every dollar appropriated
for ministers and other agents of the United States which are
E{ovided for by law isappropriated for specifically by Congress.

e is also aware that in this very case the last Congress, with-
out any objection on the part of the minority of this body and
with the full concurrence of a Democratic House of Representa-
tives, gave to the then President of the United States a very
large sum of money to look after our interests to the south of
us and in the Pacific Ocean. That Senator knows perfectly well
that an inquiry as to the amount of the expenditure and the
vouchers of Mr. Blount would- necessarily lead to an inquiry as
to the expanditure under a former Administration of bri
about results which some of the people of this country regret;
but that is a matter entirely apart from this kind of an inquiry.
As a member of the majority of this body, I should regard it as
a most unfortunate thing if it were proposed here to investigate
the action of a former President of the United States and taunt
the Republicans and the Senatorson the other side with the fact
that they were afraid to have these matters exposed.

Mr. President, nobody is afraid of it; nobody doubts the in-
tegrity of ex-President Harrison in the expenditure of a large
amount of money; nobody doubts the integrity of the present
President of the United States; and no man, whether he be a
Republican or a Democrat, would be afraid to have it exposed
to public view; but, like the consideration of the subject of a
treaty, this isa matter which necessarily must be kept within the
precinets of the State Department. Suchaninguiryasissought
to be made now, though it has been attempted belore, has always
been rejected and resented, and the only responss to such anin-

niry that I have found, upon reaching the Secretary of the
%.‘raaaury of the United States was the return, ‘'I furnished so
much money upon the order of the Secretary of State.”

Mr. HOAR. That is all the information I ask forin thiscase.

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, the Senator asks only for that in this
case; but why does he ask it? His remark a few moments ago
indicates what his object is, that it may go to the country that
the Administration, or its friends upon this floor, are afraid to
expose the details of a transaction which I regret to say hasnow
become somewhat political, but which ought to be settled upon
its merits and without regard to the aisle that divides thi
Chamber. I regret, in a case which is so important for the fu-
ture interests of our country, where I believe the future com-
merce of the country so much depends upon its proper settle-
ment, that it should have drifted down toa mere inquiry which,
as the Senator from Massachusetts knew when he offered the
resolution, was anattack upon the expenditure of a secret-servy-
ice fund which has always been regarded sacred and to be dis-
posed of by the President of the United States.

* Mg. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Maryland one ques-
on?

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure.

Mr, HOAR. Has he any information or will he give the Sen-
ate any reason to think that this was made as a secret expendi-
ture under the statute and not by the other alternative where
the vouchers are putin the Treasury Department? Has heany
reason to suppose that such was the case?

Mr. GORMAN. TIknow nothing more of the Administration
and its conduet in this matter than the Senator from Massachu-
setts. I know of no information that has come to the members
of this body except in a public way. If it has come I have not
had it myself. ButI do know, as the Senator from Massachu-
setts is himself aware of the fact, that every dollar expended
for the ministers, consuls, and other diplomatic agents fixed b
law is appropriated for annually by the Congress of the Unites
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States; and in addition to that we place at times in the handsof
the Secretary of State, under the control of the President of the
United States, very large amounts of money, out of which he
may employ agents and transact business which in its nature is
secret; and out of those funds it has always been understood and
known that in every Administration expenditures of this kind
have been made. Now, from the law, and that is all I know,
there can not be any other way in which this gentleman could
have been compensated; and the mover of the pending resolu-
tion must have known it as well as I do.

Mr. HOAR. Then will the honorable Senator answer my
uestion? -Has he any reason to believe,and if go, will he state
t, that it was a secret expenditure which was made by Mr,

Blount? Thatis what I should like to have understood.

Mr. GORMAN. I have stated to the Senator from Massachu-
setts that of this transaction and every other connected with
that branch of this subject I have no more knowledge than the
Senator has, from the public documents and the statements
which have been made in the public press.

Mr, HOAR. Will the Senutor answer in this form, then?
Does the Senator believe that it was a secret transaction?

Mr. GORMAN. As]Isaid a momentago,I have never known
a case where any Secretary of State—the present Secretary of
State, or a preceding one—ecould employ agents of this kind and
compensate them in any other way except-from the fund which
Congress had given. There is no other way to do it—none
known to the law.

I wish to state to the Senator from Massachusetts that it is not
an unusual thing for the President of the United States to use
the fund for such purposes and to employ whoever he sees

per. That practice is generally understood. We in

hands of President Harrison within the period of a year the
large sum of $250,000. We in the hands of that President
in the early part of his A istration $500,000. We did the
same in Mr. Cleveland’s former Administration. No inguiry
has been made here of the expenditure, and none can properly
bemade. AsT said tothe Senator from Massachusetts amoment
ago, it is not the purpose to conceal the amount that has been
ded. If the resolution were to be followed, as it probably
would be, by an inquiry as to what became of the fund placed in
the hands of President i I as & Senator, with greater in-
terest in the honor of my country and the promotion of its inter-
ests than I have inmere partisan advantage, would say thatsuch
an inquiry was wrong, and it onght not to be made.

Mr, President, 1 voted with great pleasure to give the former
President of the United States all that he thought was ns
to care for our interests in the Pacific and south of us. If the
present President were 1o say to Congress or to one of its com-
mittees, ** I want a like amourt,” having as much faith in his in-
tegrity and honesty of purpose as I have had in his predecessor,
I eﬁlo d vote to grant it again, and I would know when it was

granted that if afterward I were to inguire into the detail of the
expenditure it would be discrediting him and, as I believe, im-
ring the best interests of the country.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in dealing with this question
about Hawaii, which ssems to produce & great deal of feeling
and friction whenever it is touched u
the Senate ought to be consistent with itself and it ought to pre-
serve its dignity in the examination and further conduct of its

_action in re to the whole matter. The Senate has referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations an inguiry of a very
broad character. Itincludesthe whole subject of irregularities,
if any have occurred, in the conduct of our diplomatic and other
affairs with Hawaii, and the committee has organized a sub-
committee, which has been industriously engaged in the inves-

ation of the matter.
e point referred to in the resolution of the Senator from

Massachusetts raises the question of an irregularity in expendi-
ture. That tgxest'wn, of course, depends upon two facts: First,
whether the President of the United States had the right to ap-

int Mr. Blount as an agent, or as a diplomatic authority to
waii, I will call it; and, secondly, whether he has been paid, if
paid at all, out of the contingentfund voted for the secret service
of the State Department or under some other appropriation.
The Committes on Foreign Relations, in the inquiry which has
been addressed to it and which it is trying to execute, mustneces-
sarily ascertain and report to this body whether the President
of the United States hﬂgo:uthorityto send Mr. Blount to Hawaii,
and whether he had authority to commission him to the extent
he was commissioned, and, therefore, whether his action in
Hawaii was regular or irregular. That question carries with it
necessarily the question of any expenditure made out of the
Treasury of the United States, whether from the secret fund or
any other appropriation, for the payment of his expenses while

he was anfaged in that service.
I think it is quite unnecessary, and it is an unhappy fact, too,

in this body, I think

that so much agitation is being produced in the Senate of the
United States by this and warious other resolutions which seem
intended to anticipate the uction of the committee. Either the
subject ought to be withdrawn from the committee and taken
up in the Senate and disposed of entirely here by direct action,
or else the Senate ought to wait until the committee shall have
discharged its duty and brought before this body and before the
country all the facts relating to these questions.

I therefore think that the reference of this matter to the Com-
mittes on Foreign Relations ought to be rather in the nature of
an instruction to it, if the Senate wishes to take anyactionabont
it, that it should inquire and report what fund this gentleman
has been paid from and whether that was regular or irregular.
The whole subject of the inquiry, and every inquiry thatis pre-
sented to this now except the one oifered by the Senator
from Maine [Mr. FRYE], has been included in the instructions
already given to that committee, and which, asI have observed,
it is trying faithfully, and diligently also, to execute.

I do not desire to express any opinion upon what would be my
judgment as to the irregularity of this expenditure, whether out
of the secret-service fund or out of any other fund, inasmuch as
the subject seems to be referred to a committee of which I am a
member. Ishould rather withhold my judgment until I have
had an opportunity to investigate that question. But I think
all of this agitation in the Senate is premafure and unnecessary,
and that any inquiry touching this subject which Senators ma;
deem-it necessary to address to the Senate ought to be refe
to that committee as an instruction to the committee to make
i.n?ui? and report.

will not comment at all upon the motives which gentlemen
may have for these inquiries. At the same time I take
the liberty to say that I think this proceeding is very unusual,
It is hardly justified by anything we know or have heard of in re-
spect to the conduct of the Administration in the expenditure of
public funds.

Mr.HOAR. Afterthe statement by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations that the ascertainment of these
facts, so far as they may properly be made public under the stat-
ute, is within the scope of the duties of the committee, I consent
that the resclution may go to the committee.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if that be the construction, I shall
vote against the reference of the resolution to the committee.
If the Senator from Massachusetts puts a proper construction
upon what has been said by the Senator from Alabama then it
gives away the entire question at issue. I should infinitely pre-
fer for myself to put my vote on record against the resolution,
because 1 have never been clearer as to0 any question in my life
than thet the Senate has no power at all to ask the President of
the United States either ss to the amount of the expenditure
from the secret-service fund which we have put at his disposal
or the purpose for which he has expended if.

‘We have a general provision in the statutes of the United
States which makes it a penal offense for any officer of the Gov-
ernment fo expend the money in the Treasury or that may be
under the control of the Secretary of the Treasury without an
appropriation by Congress, except in this instance, where we
have put under the discretion of the President a secret-service
fund, to be used by him without accounting to Congress in re-
gard either to the amount or the purposes. To admit that Con-
gress has a right to call upon the ident of the United States
to give us an account of how he has expended that money is an
absolute destruction of the idea of having any secret-service fund
at all; and, as the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from
Delaware have properly stated, it is areflection upon the people
of the United States, who are represented by their President,
notasan individual, but as an execntive officer, tosay that we are
now unwilling to frust him either as to the amount or the pur-
pose of the expenditure.

Mr. HOAR. MayI ask the Senator from Missouria question?

Mr. VEST. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. What does he understand is the purpose of the
statute, which says unless the President desire to keep it secret
he shall cause the vouchers to bs put in the Treasury? This is
merely a request to the Secretary of the Treasuryand not to the
President for the vouchers which the Presidentin his discretion
nﬂy have put in the Treasury Department. That is all there is
of it.

Mr. VEST. Tt is useless to fence about this matter. We un-
derstand what is the real purpose of the resolution, and every

intelligent man in the United States will understand it. Here

is a pending controversy in regard to the Hawaiian question.
The position of the Senator from Massachusetts is very well

understood, or else the English language is a complete failure.

Heisopposed to the policy of the Administration. Heisattacki

it constantly and persistently; and he now seeis o obtain an ad-

ion either by forcing Senators npon this

vantage in this
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gide of the Chamber, as he has openly avowed here, to decline
to take any action because they are afraid—to use his parlia-
mentary expression—or he wants to force the President to give
an account even as to the amount of this expenditure, in order
that it may be used for the further purposes of hisar, ent.
That is the whole of it. I say the idea of asecret-service fund
implies distinetly and logically and beyond question thaf the
President is to dispose of it, as to the amount and the purpose,
without any account to Congress at any time or in any way.

The PREESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN| to refer the reso-
lution to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

The motion was agreed to.

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS.

Mr. TURPIE submitted the following resolution, which was

read:

and other soureas it is nnwise. inexpedient, and not in accordance with the
character and dignity of the United States to consider further at this time
elther the treaty or project of annexation of the Hawalian territory to this
country; that the Provisional Government therein having been duly recog-
nized, the highest international interests require that it shall pursue its
own line of polity. Foreign intervention in the political affairs of these
!S:alanﬁs will be regarded as an act unfriendly to the Government of the United
tates.

Mr. TURPIE. I desire that the resolution maygoover under
the rule. I give notice that on nextThursday morning, imme-
diately after the conclusionof the morning business of that day,
I shall ask the courtesy of the Senate to submit some remar!
upon the subject-matter of the resolution. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed
and lie upon the table for the present.

Mr. FRYE. A few days since I offered a resolution and re-
quested that it might lie upon the table, giving information that
my nltimate motion would be torefer the resolution to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. I ask that the resolution be laid
before the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will
be read.

The Secretary read the resolution (submitted by Mr. FRYE
January 3, 1804), as follows: .

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate, pending the investigation or-
dered by resclution of ber 21, direc the ttee on Fo!
Relations to inguire into our relations with Hawail, there should be no in-
terference on the part of this Government, by moral influence or physical
force, for the restoration of Liliuokalani or the maintenance of the Pro-
visional Government in the Hawaiian Islands, and that our naval forces
should be used in said islands only for the protection of the lives and prop-
erty of American citizens.

Mr. FRYE. In the light of therumors of the last day or two
it seems to me it becomes necessary (if not necessary, highly
proper) that the Senate should give expression to its 1_j:ﬁinion,
and I ask unanimous consent that a vote may now be taken on
the resolution. A

Mr, BUTLER. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. FRYE. I will ask unanimous consent for a vote.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks
the nnanimous consent of the Senate that the resolution which
has been reﬁort-ed be considered at this time.

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection to the consideration of
the resolution, but I understood the Senator from Maine to ask
for a vote on it now.

Mr. FRYE. Ido. I do nofmyself wish to make any remarks
upon the resolution.

Mr. BUTLER. Iobject tothe considerationof the resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, coming over
from a former day, is now before the Senate. The gquestion is
upon ing to the resolution.

Mr. BUTLER. Then, if the motion is in order, I move that
ﬁ:e resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-

ons.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is in order.

Mr. FRYE. I do notdesire to have the resolution referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations now. If it can not be con-
sidered I prefer that it shounld lie over uniil Wednesday morn-
ing, when the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. DAvVIS] will call it
up for the 'FW of submitting some remarks upon it.
iliMr. BU I have no objection to that course, Mr. Pres-

ent.

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over.

Mr. BUTLER. Let it go over then.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered, if there be
no objection.

Resolved, That from the facts m:igpﬂﬂa laid before us by the Executive

WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE.

Mr.GORMAN. Some daysago, when Senate bill 418, reported
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], from the Com-

mittee on Patents, was under consideration, I asked vhat the bill
might go over for the time being. I have looked at it since. I
have no earthly objection to the bill. Asitwas on my objection
that the bill went over, I ask unanimous consent that it may be
taken up out of order.

Mr. PLATT. Ishould be glad to have the bill considered at
this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Arkansas in the
chair). The bill having been passed over informally and not
having lost its place on the Calendar, it will be read as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill (S. 418) referring to the Court of Ciaims the claim of
William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the
United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which
letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852, was
read and considered as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. VEST. Ishould like tounderstand the nature of the bill,
I could not catch it distinetly from the reading. The Senator
who reported it may be able to explain it.

Mr, PLATT. A similar bill has passed the Senate twice, and
I think three times heretofore on full explanation. Mr. Wood-
bridge claims to bas the inventor of a shell, for use in rified ord-
nance., His patent was ordered to issue, and, according to the
rulesof the Ig:t-ent Office, it was then placed by him in the secret
archives of the Patent Office subject to be issued at his order.
Before he asked to have it issued the Patent Office changed its
rules, and held that an application for issue must be made within
six months; it would not issue it; and so he never obtained the

atent. The present committee and former committees that

ave considered the matter, as well as the Senate in former Con-
gresses, thought that the Government ought not take any ad-
vantage of thataction. I have here the original letter of Mr.
Ewbank, who was then the Commissioner of Patents, directed to
Mr. Woodbridge, which is as follows:

UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE, April 15, 1852,
Your favor of the 13th instant is received. Your application for letters
patent for rifled ordnance has been examined, and on the 25th March, ultimo,
a patent was ordered to issue thereon, and in accordance with your reguest
the papers were filed among the secret archives of the office subject to your
direction as to the time of issning the same

All there is in the question whether he is entitled to compen-
sation is whether the Government ought to avail itself of the
change of the rules of the Patent Office after having told him
that the patent was subject to his direction as to the time of
issue. There is a question about whether he was the first in-
ventor. Other parties have claimed to be the first inventor.
All that is left to the court to determine. As I said, this meas-
ure has received the sanction of the committees and of the Sen-
ate heretofore.

The bill was reporfed to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

WHEELOCK SIMMONS AND WIFE.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first case onthe Calendar
will be stated.

The bill (S. 79) to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for
the donation land eclaim of Wheelock Simmons and wife, was an-
nonnced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in
Commitfee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration.

- Mr. VEST. Let the report be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read.

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr.
DoLPH September 4, 1893, and read as follows:

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom wasreferred Senate bill 79, hav-
ing considered the same, repors the bill favorably and recommend its
sage. The committee adopts the report of the committee on a similar at
the last session cf Congress as follows:

[Senate Report No. 1121, Fifty-Second Congress, second sesslon.)

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred Senate bill 8382,
having considered the same, report the bill favorably, with amendments,
and recommend its msage

The object of the is simply to correct a patent heretofore issued to
Wheelock Simmons and wife for a donation in the State of Oregon.

The facts sufficlently appear in the correspondence attached and made &
part of this report.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, D, (., August 4, 1892,
Sim: I am inreceipt, by reference from you, of Senate bill No. 3382 entitled
“A bill to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for the donation land
claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife," with a request for an expression of

the views of this De ent thereon.
I herewith transmita copy of the report of the Commissioner of the General
Land Office on said bill, ther with the accompanying papers.
mIs sagn 1o objection to. bill, after it has been properly corrected, becoms=
alaw.
Very respectfully,

Joux W. NOBLE, Secreta=y.
Hon. J. N. DOLPH,
Chairman Comaniliee on Public Lands, United Statez Senale,
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! DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, D, C., July 22, 1592,
S1r: Iam in receipt, by reference from the Department of the 13th instant,
for rsQort in duplicate, of S. 3382, Fifty-second %nmrmr first session, en-

titled “A bill to auth a corrected patent to for the donation
land claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife.”

to by Hon. J. N. DOLPH, chairman of the Com-
mittee on Public Lands, United States Senate.

The facts in this case and the views of this office upon the legislation pro-
posed by sald bill are as follows:

Lucinda Simmons, the wife of Wheelock Simmons, was formerly the wife
of a man by the name of Hill. Mr. Hill died before the passage of the dona-
tion act of Congress of September 27, 1830 (9 Stats., 406), and shortly after his
death his widow married Simmons.

After the pust:ge of sald donation law Mrs. Simmons, as the late widow
of Hill, attempted to claim a donation of land for the heirs of Hill, deceased.
She applied for and got a survey of the land claimed. As Mrs. Simmons
could not complete her claim to land under the law, her husband, Whee-
lock Simmons, filed his notice therefor with a slight difference as to the ex-
terior lines, and procured a survey of the same.

The surveyor-general in platting the claim made his plat from the field
notes of the survey of the Hill claim, and the Tegister and receiver, when
they issued their certificate ad the basis of a patent, evidently described the
lan fonib;. patented according to the description given in the survey for the
Hill he.

The patent issued did not agree with the lines of survey as stated in the
certificate. Ome of the courses, south 25° west 19.98 chalns, was inserted
in the patent as having been run north 25° east 19.88 chains. This error re-
moved all the remaining lines of the survey quite a distance away from the
ggper location and included some of the lands intended to be patented and

not include other tracts, and caused the patent to include lands belong-

to other parties.

at No. 1, inclosed herein, has been prepared by this office to show what
lands would be included in the existing ﬁmt according to the metes and
boundsgiven therein. I also inclose herein Plat No. 2, constructed from the
fleld notes of the survey of the claim of Simmons. I notice that the in-
closed bill does not describe the second course according to the fleld notes

+ of the Simmons survey.

The fleld notes ‘glve this second course as having been run south 58° west
24 chains, while the bill, in line 14, gives this course as south 39° west 24

The course in lines 21 and 22 of said bill gives the course as running west
39.98chains, while thefield notes give this course as running west 33.93 chains,
m&m I?! th&‘ record of the outstanding patent, dated April 20, 1886, 1= also

ere

The exterior lines of this donation as described in the on:.standlng gat,ent-
(see Plat No. 1) include tracts of land in sections 6, 31, and 26, which do not
belong to the Simmons donation.

All these tracts of land which lie outside of this donation as surveyed for
Simmons were disposed of and patented to other parties prior to the issn-
ance of the Simmons patent.

The honorable Secretary of the Interior, in his decision dated March 22,
1883, copy inclosed herein, in the case of Simmons vs. Eastham, holds that
the issuance, dalm. and acceptance of sald patent for the Simmons claim
exhausted the j ction of the Land Department over the matters in-

volved.
In view of thiscondition of affairs I can see no objection to the proposed

leﬂdauon when the corrections herein suggested are made,
bill No. 3382 i3 herewith returned. _

Very respectfull :
7 4 W. M. STONE, Aeting Commissioner.
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Transcript of field notes of the surm of the Wheelock Simumnons donation land

Mr. VEST. It is not necessary to read the remainder of the

report. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon one ques-
tion. A former Secretary of the Interior speaks of an amend-
ment to the bill. Isthatamendmentincorporated in the present
bill?
Mr. DOLPH. I think so. I will compare the bill and report
and answer in a moment. Itis anold donation claim. The title
has passed out of the Government for many years; but in grant-
ing the patent the line was run east instead of west. So they
do not inclose any land unless they evidence their title; and they
can not do it, the Land Office holds, without this legislation.
The title has not been in the Governmentfor many years.

Mr, VEST. I understand that it is an old donation claim. I
have no doubt the general object of the bill is right, but I want
t0 know whether the amendment suggested ll:ﬂ the Secretary of
the Interior is incorporated in the pending bill.

Mr. DOLPH. Let the bill be passed over informally and I will
run over the re{vort and see, A

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over in-
formally.

Mr. DYOLPH subsequently said. Ihave examined the bill that
was under consideration. 1 find that the amendments proposed
by the Secretary of the Interior are in the bill. The bill is cor-
rect as it is printed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill having been inform-
ally 1aid aside, it is again beforethe Senate as in Committee of
the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment.

Mr. HARRIS. Was the bill taken up in its order?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was taken up in order and
passed over informally a few minutes ago.

Mr. DOLPH. It has been read.

Mr. HARRIS. The hour of 2 o'clock ha.vinf arrived, under
the rules the Senate would proceed to the consideration of biils
under Rule IX, but I ask unanimous consent that for the re-
mainder of to-day’s session we shall proceed under Rule VIII.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee

asks unanimous consent that during the remainder of to-day’s
session the Senate shall proceed under Rule VIII. Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none. The pending bill is in the
Senate and open to amendment.

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

The preamble was agreed to.

PUBLIC PARK RESERVATION IN OREGON.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar
will be proceeded with under Rule VIII.

The bill (8. 69) to grant to the State of Oregon townships 27,
28, 29, 30, and 31 south, in ranges 5 and 6 east of Willaumette
meridian, in the State of Oregon, for a public park, was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. DOLPH. All this land isembraced in the forest reserva~
tion now. A similar bill has several times passed Congress. It
would not affect that question. It simply continues the reser-
vation, but puts the burden on the State of protecting the park
from being despoiled or trespassed upon. All the land has been
withdrawn from settlement for several years.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to bs engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,

and passed.
EXECUTIVE SESSION.

The bill (S. 355) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned
Fort Maginnis military reservation, in Montana, under the min-
ing and homestead laws, for educational and other purposes, was
announcedas next in order on the Calendar.

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After filty minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock
and 53 minutes p. m.) the Senite adjourned until to-morrow,
Tuesday, January 9, 1894, at 12 o'clock m.

NOMINATIONS. .
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate Janury 8, 1894.
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL.

John M. B. Sill, of Michigan, to be minister resident and con-
sul-general of the United States to Korea, vice Augustine Heard,
resigned.

CHIEF JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF UTAH.

Samuel A. Merritt, of Utah Territory, to be chief justice of
the supreme court of the Territory of Utah, vice Charles S. Zane,
whose term expired Junuary 7, 1894,

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF OKLAHOMA.

A. G, Curtin Bierer, of Oklahoma Territory, to be associate
justice of* the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, as
provided for by act approved December 21, 1893,

UNITED STATES MARSHALS.

Albert A. Wilson, of the District of Columbia, to be marshal
of the United States for the District of Columbia, vice Daniel M.
Ransdell, resigned.

Shaw F. Neely, of Kansas, to be marshal of the United States
for the district of Kansas, vice Richard L. Walker, resigned.

J. V. Guillotte, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States
for theeastern districtof Louisiana, vice John B. Donnally, whose
term will expire January 20, 1894.

0. J. Carroll, of North Carolina, to be marshal of the United
States for the eastern distriet of North Carolina, vice Joshua B.
Hill, resigned.

Joseph E.Cronan, of North Dakota, to be marshal of the United
S't.a.t.e?i for the district of North Dakota, vice Albert F. Price, re-
signed.

J. Shelby Williams, of Texas, to be marshal of the United
Sit;t.gg for the eastern district of Texas, vice J. J. Dickerson, re-
signed.

J. N. McKenzie, of Tennessee, to be marshal of the United
States for the middle district of Tennessee, vice Carter B, Har-
rison, whose term will expire January 20, 1894,

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS.

Cato Sells, of Towa, to be attorney of the United States for the
northern district of Iowa, vice Maurice D. O'Connell, whose term
will expire January 27, 1894,

William M. Smith, of Kentucky, to be attorney of the United
States for the district of Kentucky, vice George W. Jolly, whose
term will expire January 27, 1864,

Charles Allen Jones, of Nevada, to be attorney of the United
Statzs for the district of Nevada, vice John W. Whitcher, whose
term will expire sznar;r 27, 1894,

John H. Senter, of Vermont, to be attorney of the United
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States for the district of Vermont, vice Frank Plumley, resigned,
to take effect January 10, 1894,

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE.

Waverly Stairley, of California, to be collector of internal
revenue for the fourth distriet of California, to succeed H. W.
Byington, resigned.

George W. Wilson, of Florida, to be collector of internal reve-
nlua eféir the district of Florida, fo succeed Dennis Eagan, re-
signed.

Mellville E. Carter, of North Carolina, to be collector of in-
ternal revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina, in place
of Kope Elias, nominated to succeed William W. Rollins, re-
si . The nomination of Mr, Elias is withdrawn.

%enry Blackman, of Oregon, to be collector of internal reve-
nue for the district of Oregon, to succeed Milton Weidler, re-
signed. -

%{aymond E. Shearer, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of in-
ternal revenue for the ninth distriet of Pennsylvania, to sue-
ceed Sam M. Fridy, resigned.

Grant Herring, of Pennsylvania, to ba collector of internal
revenue for the twelfth district of Pennsylvania, to succeed
Thomas F. Penman, removed.

Samuel A. Townes, of South Carolina, to be collector of inter-
nal revenue for the district of South Carolina, to succeed Eu-
gene A. Webster, resigned.

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS.

James R. Johnston, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for
the port of Rock Island, in the State of Illinois, to succeed Wal-
ter Johnson, removed. : X

W. B. Humphrey, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the
%m-t. of Sioux City, in the State of Iowa, to succeed Jonas M.

leland, resigned.

APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE.

Alfred S. Kimball, of Maine, to be appraiser of merchandise
in the district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine,
to succeed Eben E. Rand, removed.

Simon C. Karrer, of Michigan, to be appraiser of merchandise
in the district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan, to succeed
Charles F'. Kimball, removed.

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS.

John B. Malony, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for
the distriet of Detroit, in the State of Michigan, to succeed
George H. Hopkins, whose term of office will expire by limita-
tion January 19, 1804,

John T. Lesley, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the
district of Tampa, in the State of Florida, to succeed Edward R.
Gunby, whose term of office has expired by limitation.

Enoch A. Higbee, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs
for the district of Great Egg Harbor, in the State of New Jersey,
to succeed John Price, whose term of office will expire by limi-
tation January 14, 1894,

Benjamin M. Price, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs
for the district of Perth Amboy, in the State of New Jersey, fo
succeed William T. Hopper, whose term of office has expired by
limitation.

Frank N. Potter, of New York, to be collector of customs for
the district of Cape Vincent, in the State of New York, to suc-
ceed G. Harrison Smith, removed.

Stephen H. Lane, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs
for the district of Pamlico, in the State of North Carolina, to
succeed Robert Hancock, jr., resigned.

Wesley G. Andrews, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for
the district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia, to succeed
;[". Jefferson Jarratt, whose term of office has expired by limita-

ion,
MEMBER MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION.

Maj. CharlesJ. Allen, Corpsof Engineers, United States Army,
tobea member of the Missouri River Commission provided for
by the act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, entitled ““An act
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preser-
vation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for
other purposes,” vice Ernst, resigned.

MEMBER MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION.

Lieut. Col. Amos Stickney, Corps of Engineers, United States
Army, tobe a member of the commission provided for in the act of
Congress approved June 28, 1870, entitled ‘*An act to provide
for the appointment of a Mississippi River Commission for the
improvement of said river from the Head of the Passes, nearits
mouth, to its headwaters,” vice Ernst, resigned.

SURVEYOR-GENERAL.

Richard B. Hughes, of Rapid City, S. Dak., to be surveyor-

general of South Dakota, vice Boetious H., Sullivan,to be removed.

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES.

Sylvester Hull, of Redding, Cal., to be register of the land
office at Redding, Cal., vice Adolph Dobrowsky, to be removed.

James N. Fike, of Colby, Kans., to be register of the land office
at Colby, Kans., a newly established office biy consolidation of
Kirwin with Oberlin land office and removal from Oberlin, vice
Cyrus Anderson, whose term of office will expire Jan 8, 1804,

John I. Lee, of Ashland, Kans., to be register of the land office
at Dodge City, Kans.,a newlf( established office by consolidation
of Larned with Garden City land office and removal from Garden
City, vice Daniel M. Frost, whose term of office will expire Jan-
nary 8, 1894, .

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS.

Lalayette S. Barnes, of Redding, Cal., to be receiver of publie
moneys at Redding, Cal., vice John V. Scott, whose term of
office will expire January 8, 1894.

James F. hom;lnson, of Eureka, Cal., to be receiver of public
moneys at Humboldt, Cal., vice Augustus J. Wiley, whose term
of office will expire January 26, 1894.

Thomas J. McCue, of Norton, Kans., to be receiver of publie
moneys at Colby, Kans., a newly established office by consolida-
tion of Kirwin with Oberlin land office and removal from Ober-
lin, vice James B. McGonigal, resigned.

George T. Crist, of Santa Fe, Kans., to be receiver of public
moneys at Dodge City, Kans., a newly established office by con-
solidation of Larned with Garden City land office and removal
from Garden City, vice Jesse Taylor, whose term of office will
expire January 8, 1894.

lin F'. Macdonald, of St. Cloud, Minn., to be receiver of public
niongys at St. Clond, Minn., vice William Westerman, term ex-
red.
? Marvin E. Mathews, of Marshall, Minn., to be receiver of
public moneys at Marshall, Minn., vice Everett P. Freeman,
term expired.

Frank Harris, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be receiver of pub-
lic moneys at Salt Lake City, Utah, vice Hoyt Sherman, jr.,
whose term of office will expire January 21, 1894,

PENSION AGENT.

Harrison H. Wheeler, of Ludingfon, Mich., to be pension
agent at Detroit, Mich., vice Edward H. Harvey, to be removed.
INDIAN AGENT.

Joseph Clements, of Dakota City, Nebr., to be agent for the
Indiansof the Santee Agency in Nebraska, vice James E. Helms,
to be removed.

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY.

To be post chaplain.

The Rev. James Wilson Hillman, of New York, January 4,
1894, vice Tully, resigned.

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
Artillery arm.

First Lieut. Henry J. Reilly, Fifth Artillery, to be captain,
January 3, 1804, vice Fessenden, Fifth Artillery, refired from
active service.

Second Lieut. Oscar I, Straub, First Art-illery to be first lieu-
tenant, January 3, 1894, vice Reilly, Fifth Artﬂjery, promoted.
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS,

Second Lieut. Lawrence H. Moses, United States Marine Corps,
to be a first lieutenant in said corps, vice First Lieut. James A.
Turner, retired. :
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

o) James H. Glennon, to be a lieutenant in

Lieut. (junior
camber 26, 1893, vice Lieut. Charles A. Stone,

the Navy, from
retired.

Ensign Robert B. Dashiell, to be a lieutenant (junior grade)
in the Navy, from December 26, 1893, vice Lieut. (junior grade)
James H. Glennon, promoted.

Lieut. (junior grade) William R. Rush, to be a lieutenant in
the Navy, from December 26, 1893, vice Lieut, 8. L. Graham, re-
tired [subject to the examinations required by law].

Ensign Edward E. Capehart, to be a lieutenant (junior grade
in the Navy, from December 26, 1803, vice Lieut. (junior grade
William R. Rush, promoted [subject to the examinations re-
quired by law].

) POSTMASTERS.

Thomas R. Wilcockson, to be postmaster at Paragould, in the
county of Greene and State of Arkansas, in the place of John S.
Barker, whose commission expired December 19, 1893.

Jacob L. Argabrite, to be postmaster at Ventura, in the count,
of Ventura and State of California, in the place of Nathan H.
Shaw, whose commission expired December 20, 1893.

John A. Monaghan, to be postmaster at Nokomis, in the county
of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in the place of R. Gelly,
whose commission expired December 21, 1893.
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John C. MeGrath, to be postmaster at Jerseyville, in the count;
of Jersey and State of Illinois, in the placeof A. H. Rue, resigned.

Samuel W. Chapman, to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county
of Kane and State of Tllinois, in the placeof W. %‘. Hunter, whose
commission expired December 21, 1893.

Jacob Marx, tobe postmaster at Aurora, in the county of Kane
and State of Illinois, in the place of John H. Hodder, whose com-
mission expired December 19, 1893.

George K. Young, to be postmaster at Amboy, in the county
of Lee and State of Illinois, in the place of J. E. Lewis, whose
commission m%pired December 21, 1893.

Thomas K. Fleming, to be postmaster at Petersburg, in the
county of Pike and State of Indiana, in the place of W, C. Adams,
removed.

Emanuel B. Thumma, to be tmaster at Garrett, in the
county of Dekalb and State of Indiana, in the g:la.ca of Henry M.
Bicknell, whose commission expires January 8, 1894,

Parley Sheldon, to be postmaster at Ames, in the county of
Story and State of Iowa, in the place of J. E. Duncan, whose
commission expires January 9, 1894.

Tred A. Lischer, to ba postmaster at Davenport, in the county
of Scott and State of Towa, in the placs of Henry iflgbert-, whose
commission expires January 8, 1894,

‘William N. Hood, to be postmaster at Washington, in the
county of Washington and Stateof Iowa, in the place of William
‘Wilscn, jr., whose commission expired December 19, 1893.

‘William S. MeChesney, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the
county of Fayette and State of Kentucky, in the place of James
R. Howard, removed.

Alverdo M. Glover, to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county
of Hamilton and State of Nebraska,in the place of John Tweedy,
whose commission expired December 19, 1893.

Frank G. Tower, to be postmaster at Bloom£eld, in the county
of Essex and State of New Jerzey, in the place of T. E. Hayes,
whose commission expired December 20, 1883,

Samuel S. Bowne, to be postmaster at Cooperstown, in the
county of Otsego and State of New York, in the place of F. L.
Gilbert, whose commission expired December 19, 1893,

Nicholas Conzet, jr., to be postmaster at College Point, in the
county of Queens and State of New York, in the place of H.
Herbig, whose commission expired December 21, 1893,

J. Horatio Earll, to be postmaster at Skaneateles, in the county
of Onondaga and State of New York, in the place of Edson D.
Gillett, whose commission expired December 21, 1893.

David S. Haines, to be postmaster at Sandy Hill, in the count,
of Washington and State of New York, in the piace of G. W.
Clarke, whose commission expired December 21, 1893,

Josiah J. Hasbrouck, to be postmaster at New Paltz, in the
county of Ulster and State of New York, in the place of Jesse
Elting, whose commission expired December 21,1893,

Leander B. Lent, to be postmaster at Brewster, in the county
of Putnam and State of New York, in the place of E. W. Addis,
whose commission expired December 21, 1503.

Daniel O’Leary, jr., to be postmaster at Glens Falls, in the
county of Warren and State of New York, in the place of Wil-
liam W. Rockwell, whose commission expired December 21, 1803,

Stephen J. Lonergsn, to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, in
the county of Onondaga and State of New York, in the place of
Lucian C. Smith, whose commission expired December El, 1843,

Elijah W. Rawls, to be postmaster at Tarboro, in the county
of Fdgecombe and State of North Carolina, in the place of Jo-
gepl: J. Martin, whose commission expired December 20, 1803,

rederick Gerth, to be postmaster at Millersville,in the county
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in
the President on and after January 1, 1894, .

Carroll M. Lovell, to be postmaster at Dickson, in the county
of Dickson and State of Tennessee, the appointment of a post-

master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the

President on and after January 1, 15804,

Oliver P. Basford, to be postmaster at Flatonia, in the county
of Fayette and State of Texas, in the place of Julius Laux, whose
commission expired December 20, 1893.

John Topp, to be Foatm.ast,er at Columbus, in the county of
Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in the Splaca of John R. Decker,
whose commission expires January 9, 1894, i

Samuel M. Sinead, to be ter at Fond du Lac, in the
county of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin, in the place of
James T. Green, removed.

WITHDRAWALS.
Ezecutive nominations withdrawn from the Benate January 8, 1894.
Frank W, Roberts, of whose nomination was delivered
to the Senate December 5, 1893, to be consul of the United States
at Barcelona, Spain.

John H. Stauffer, whose nomination was sent to the Senate
on the 4th of January, 1884, to be tmaster at Millersville,
county of Lancaster, in the State of Pennsylvania.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ereaudive nominations confirmed by the Senate Junuary 8, 1894.
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS.

Terence Martin, of Fargo, N. Dak., to be receiver of publie
monzys at Fargo, N. Dak.

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS.

John D, Stocker, of Georgia, to be surveyor of customs for the

port of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia.
POSTMASTERS.

Edmund B. McClanahan, to be postmaster at Waukegan, in
the county of Lake and State of Illinois.

F. Charles Donchue, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the
county of Stephenson and State of Illinois.

John D. Waterman, to be postmaster at Rockford, in the
county of Winnebago and State of Illinois

Lowis MeCoy, to be postmaster at Golconda, in the county of
Pore and State of Illinois.

Charles N. Smith, to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the county
of Boone and Stats of 1ilinois. .

John W. I'. King, to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the county
of Alachua and State of Erl?rida..

E. H. Taylor, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the county
of Haywood and State of Tennessee.

Frank G, Wood, to be postmaster at Gerard, in the county of -
Macoupin and State of Illinois.

William H. O'Connell, to be postmaster at Audubon, in the
county of Audubon and State of Iowa.

Execulive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 8, 1895.

CONSULTING ENGINEER.

Frank H. Dabnaey, of Louisiana, to be consulting engineer of
the United States on the International Boundary Commission
provided for in the convention with Mexico, of March 1, 1889.

COLLECTOR OF INTERENAL REVENUE.

Waverly Stairley, of California, to be collector of internal rev-
enue for the fourth distriet of California.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxpay, January 8, 1894,

The House metat 12o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
E. B. BAGBY.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read, cor-
rected, and approved.

Mr. CATCHINGS. I call up the report from the Committee
on Rules, the pending question.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call up the privileged question that I
have raised

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
CaTcHINGS] calls up the pending resolution.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call up the question of privilege that
I have raised, and thatI claim to be pending.

The SPEAKER (continuing). The gentleman from Missis-
sippi calls up the report irom the Co ttee on Rules.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the question of

rivilege—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has called
up & question of the highest privilege.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order, if the Speaker
pleases, that the action of the Speaker in giving precedence, or
attempting to give precedence, to a report of the Committee on
Rules at this time over & question involving the highest privi-
leges of the House, is * in violation of the honor, dignity, and
privileges of the House,” under the rulings of this House as
shown by the Journal of the Forty-ninth Congress, first session.
I demand that the question shall be submitted to the House for
its determination,as otherwise the privileges of the House mi;iht
be absolutely abrogated in every contingency thatcould possibly
arise.

In the Forty-ninth Congress, first session, page 2548 of the
Journal, this rule was laid down by Speaker Carlisle, in accord-
ance with the uniform practice of the House:

“Whenever a point of order is made that any matter or ing is in
violation of the honor, dignity, or privileges of the House, it is not a ques-
tion for the Chair but for the House itself to determine.

Under this ruling, Mr. Speaker, I make the pointof order that
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it is absolutely incumbent on the Speaker of the House to sub-
mit to the House, itself to decide, the question whether the
privileges of the House, in determining the inteilnty of its own
rights, proceedings, and functions, which are alleged to have
been invaded, overthrown, or usurped by the Executive, pre-
sents a question of higher privilege than a mere rule as to the
number of hours the House shall devote to the discussion or con-
sideration of any bill. . / :

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this is a question of which

the House itself must take cognizance, for there is not a courtin
the United Statessitting onany case thatisnot, under the rulings
and precedents of the common law, required to take cognizance
of notorious facts and matters of public information. Certainly
nothing is more notorious than the facts proclaimed in every
Portion of the public press that the acts and circumstanceswhich
form the basis of this question of privilege that I have brought
before the House, and the House's action on which I think tobe
absolutely essential to the maintenance of the dignity, the rights,
and the capacity to act of acobrdinate branch of the Govern-
ment have become ﬂagrantrgf reason of what has transpired
abroad, to which I need not refer in detail. - ]
- Every member of this House knows that the situation which I
have deprecated, and to which this resolution refers, has culmi-
nated already in acecordance with the prediction that I made
when I introduced the resolution.

Mr, MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker—— :

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, the Houseof Representatives
can not afford, for any mere temporary political exigency—itcan
not afford, under any passion or prejudice, to ignore a funda-
mental question which goes to the ht of existence of this
House itself, which I claim has been invaded and usurped. I
make the point of order, under the rules of the House, that the
question sﬁould be submitted to this House. I makethe pointef
order that these proceedings, the Speaker’s refusing to enter-
tain a question of the highest privilege and insisting upon the
consideration of a rule involving only an order of legislative
procedure, thus barring out every otherquestion, would bar out
a President's message, would exclude an impeachment of the
President, would refuse consideration of the fact even that a
President might have seni a message to this House declaring
that he had usurped imperial power and assumed to dissolve the
Congress. According to the rulings of the Speaker, the House
stands here manacled and unable to assert its own dignity or to
protect its own rights. I insist that the point of order shall be
submitted to the House for its own decision.

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if the House will indulge him
for a moment, will make a statement. The Constitution pro-
vides that each House shall establish rules for its own govern-
menta This House,in the execution of that power, hasestablished
rules. Among the rules so established is one prescribing the
rights of the members as to questions of personal privilege, and
the rights of members in the aggregate as to questions respect-
ing the honor and dignity of the House. The House has also
provided, in the same rules, the manner and method by which
the rules may be changed or altered; and in order thatforce and
effect may be given to any intention and purpose of the House to
alter its own rules, provision has been made that when a report
is brought in for their alteration no motion shall be in order ex-
cept the motion to adjourn, or, using the language of the rule—

No other dilatory motion.

There is now pending before the House an order tochange the
rules of the House. If the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou-
TELLE] could invoke an existing rule to prevent the action of
the House upon a propesed change of the rules, then you would
be in that condition where you would have tied yourselves hand
and foot, and could not change the rules that were once estab-
lished. Suppose this report from the Committee on Rules was
simply to repeal the very rule which the gentleman from Maine
now invokes. Suppose if was a resolution to change the rules
as to questions of privilege. Could it be contended for a mo-
ment that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] could
defeat the wish of the House to change that rule by a resort to
that rule itself; that he could say, ** You shall not consider a
proposition to change that rule, because I propose to ask you to
act under that rule, although you now desire io change it?"

The propoesition reported from the Committee on Rules is one
which, if adopted, defines exactly what the House shall do from
day to until and including the 25th day of the month. And
whilst it is true that there is a rule providing for matters of

rivilege, it is also true that this House has reserved the right
gu change that rule, to nd or abrogate that rule; and the

rule that is now before the House for its consideration has forits
object the suspension of the operation of the very rule itil;oked
are in con-

the ﬁnﬂamm, as well as any other rules w
t with the express terms of the order itself. Therefore it is
a question thatis really for the House. If the Housedeems that
its honor and dignity have been assailed by any activn, either

of the Speaker or any department of the Government, then if
the House desires to proceed at once to consider that question
the House can vote down this rule and proceed to consider it.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no—

The SPEAKER. But the House has never delegated to one

entleman the exclusive right to take care of its honor and i
ﬁignity. [I}IPEhuse on the Democratic side.]

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ah! but, Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER. That is a matter to be determined by a ma~
jority of.the House.

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly what T am demanding.
[Cries of “ Regular order!” on the Democratic side.]

The SPEAKER. If a majority of the House desire to proceed
with the question called up by the gentleman from Maine, if the
House shall vote down the pending proposition from the Com-
mittee on Rules, then the gentleman from Maine will be recog-
nized to call up his question of privilege, and if the question of
consideration is not raised against it—or, if raised againstit, is
not sustained—then the House would prcceed to consider that
Eroposit.ion. So that there is no such thing as any individual

inding the House. If the House declines now to proceed as in-
dicated by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], it is be-
cause the majority of the House do not wish so to proceed at

Mr. BOUTELLE. That has net been determined.

The SPEAKER. That question can be decided by the vote
upon the report from the Committee on Rules.

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the Spsaker please, I call hisattention
to the fact—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] This is the *‘ reg-
ular order.” 1 eall the Chair's attention to the fact that I am
not arrogating to myself uny sgecial power. Speaker Carlisle,
in the ruling to which I refer, held:

Whenever a t of order is made that a proceed -
lation of the honor, ity, or privileges :{ ﬁ?ﬁ”g&, it is né?g ?ﬂ?ﬁ%&
for the Chair, but for the House itself to determine.

Imake the point of order that it is a question which, whensver
raised—and I am raising the question of order as to the ruling
of the Chair—must be determined by the House. I make the
point of order that the Speaker in his ruling, substituting
his own intar;i:tat.ion as fo his duties under the rules at this
i‘uneture, in place of the will of the House, is violating tha priv-

lege of this House to determine the question of order for itself.
On that question Speaker Carlisle's ruling is perfectly clear—
that ** it is not a question for the Chair, but for the House itself
to determine.”

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is merely the organ of the
House. The rules of the House direct the Speaker, when a re-
portis pending from the Committee on Rules, that he shall enter-
tain no motion exceptone motion foadjourn, norshall heentertain
any other dilatory motion; and the Chair holds that in the dis-
charge of his duty as the executive officer of the House he must
execute this rule, The House hasmade the rules. The present
occupant of the Chair knows of no rule of action prescribed for
himexceptsuchasis graacribed by the majority, embodied in the
code of rules which they adopt.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Permit me to call the Chair's attention to
this fact, which is very importanthere, that this can not be held
in any sense to be a ‘*‘ dilatory motion.” Thisresolution of mine
was pending before the report of the Commitiee on Rules was
brought in, and was recognized by the Speaker as a question of
the highest privilege. I am simply asserting and urging the
privilege which that resolution had acquired before the House.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has on two previous days de-
termined the question, and the question now is—

Mr, BOUTELLE. Let us have it understood—

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recognize the gentle-
man to make the motion.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwant to know the meaning of the ruling.

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recognize the gentle-
man to make the motion at this time.

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the Chair has recognized me, and has
made a ruling; and I appeal from that ruling of the Chair, and
say if the rules and the privileges of this House collectively are
less imgortamt than the question of a rule of procedure——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please be in order.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I appeal from the decision of the Chair,

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enfertain an appeal on a
question of recognition.

Mr. BOUTELLE. 1 ng:gea.l from the Chair’s refusal to enter-

‘this time.

tain an a . [Cries of ** Regular order!"”

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous
question—

Mr. REED. A parliamentary inqui ﬁ

The SPEAKER. The tleman will state it.

Mr. REED. Does the (ﬁmu- rule out the ap&)enl of the gentle-
man from Maine, my colleague, on the ground that it is a dila~
tory motion?
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The SPEAKER. The Chair had stated to the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE] that under the rules the Chair was not
permitted to recognize the gentleman to make the motion.

Mr. REED. But the Chair had recognized him—

The SPEAKER. The Chair had heard the gentleman,

Mr. REED. And had roled.

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled practically on the same
question two days ago, on Friday and Saturday, and to-day had
heard the gentleman, supposing that he might have some author-
ity to offer.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I raised the point of order—

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that he could not recog-
nize the gentleman tomake amotion, because the rulesexpressly
say that he shall not recognize anymotion except a motion to
adjourn.

Mr. REED. A further parliamenta:ﬁ inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, REED. The Chair has stated to the House that it would
be in the power of the House to control this matter by directac-
tion; namely, by opposing the adoption of the rule now pre-
sented. Would it be in order to raise the question of considera-
tion against this in order test this very question? That the
House should have control of its own proceedings would seem to
be beyond dispute; but it can not have control of its own pro-
ceedings under the rules, as gentlemen upon the Democratic
side are called upon to vote against a rule which otherwise they
might desire. S .

They might be willing to vote against consideration upon the

und that as soon as they had disposed of this Hawaiian mat-
ter, either by laying it on the table or refusing to consider if,
they could then proceed upon this proposed rule. Butif they
defeat the rule they deprive themsalves of that right; andI take
this occasion to suggest to the Chair that perhaps there ought
to be arevision of the former ruling of the Chair, that the House
could not raise the question of consideration against a report of
the Committee on Rules. This is one of the bad consequences
to which that ruling has led. That roling, I think, was made
under a mistaken idea that there was some analogy between the
present situation and a motion for the suspension of the rules.

Of course, if the Chair believed that my coll e [Mr. Bou-
TELLE] was presenting this matter for purposes of delay,or any-
thing of that sort, then, under the general parliamentary law of
every civilized body, the Chair would have the right to rule it
out, subject to future corrective action by the House if there
were any abuse; but surely we ought not to be put in a posi-
tion where the House may not take up a question relating to its
own dignity by disposing temporarily of a proposition to change
the rules without being obliged to dispose of it permanently.
Allpow me in this connection, in order fo show the importance of
this situation, and of the course of action that ought to be taken
in regard to it, to suggest to the Chair a possibility. Suppose
it were within the knowledge of any member of the Houseat this
moment that somebody, some band of undiseiplined or of disci-
plined people, were marching upon this House, and the House
might desire to eall for properaid in order to preserve its exist-
ence. Suppose a member should rise in his place and say that
he desired to present that as a question of the highest privilege,
and to ask for action on the part of the House in order to pre-
serve itsown existence. Nobody would foran instantdispute the
superior right of that question over the present proposition
which the Speaker is about to lay before the House. The Chair
will please observe that this point does not depend upon the im-
portance of the question presented. I putan extreme case, be-
cause it is only by putting an extreme case that we can see the
full extent of the ruling. The principle is precisely the same
whenever any question of privilege is presented to the House,
and the House alone can determine whether the question is of
sufficient importance to justify the interruption of its present
business.

Now let me say that & question of privilege is not dependent
upon a rule of this House. Without any rule it is inherent in

e nature of a legislative body that it must have the right to
interrupt temporary business for the purpose of preserving its
own existence; and what is necessary in orvder to preserve its
own existence can only be determined by the House itself. I
think that possibly the Speaker may have been led into error in
regard to tg‘fs—if e is in error. I mean to speak with perfect
respect upon this subject, because I understand somewhat of the
difficulties of ruling upon questions which spring up suddenly,
and even of ruling upon gquestions as to which one has plenty of
time for deliberation. ut the question, I say, must be deter-
mined by the House, either primarily by the Speaker, with an
appeal from his decizion, or by submission to the House itself.

ow, this being the case, ought there not to be a series of
rulings which allow the House to remain in thaf position?
It is perfectly true that the House has a right to change its
rules, not merely under the Constitution, for in my judgment

the Constitution is only declaratory of an inherentpower which
exists in every parliamentary body. It undoubtedly has the
right to change its rules, and if this were a direct proposition to
change this rule alone in order to get rid of this question as the
House might desire, why then the intimation of the Speaker
would seem to be entirely correct.

But here is a general proposition, and I do not believe that by
any rulings which have been heretofore made this order, either
in its inception or in its execution, could be saved from inter-
ruption when any matter of privilege concerning the House itself
was uF. In other words, I mean to assert that if this rule were
actua liv adopted it would not abrogate the other rule to which
my colleague [Mr., BOUTELLE] has appealed. If, in the midst of
the discussion which is to take place under this rule, and which
is limited and prescribed by the rule, any member should rise in
his place and present a question of privilege relating to the ex-
istence of the House—which of course would be a question of
privilege of the highest kind—my judgment is that the Chair
would be obliged to rule that that question of privilege had
precedence and to call upon the House to dispose of it.

Of course the thing which the Chair really has in mind, per-
haps, although he may not be conscious of it, because thisisa
question of feeling—the feeling may be that this is for purposes
of delay. Upon that question I have nothing to say except that
the Chair has a perfect right, subject to the animadversion of
the House afterward in proper form—the Chair has a perfect
right, on his responsibility as Speaker of the House. to rule that
motion out. ButIinterpose here—my colleague [Mr. BOUTELLE]
knows thatI have had nothing to do whatever with the proceed-
ings with re to this matter heretofore——

ir. BOUTELLE. I cheerfully relieve my colleague from all
responsibility for my action in this matter.

&r. REED. I have had nothing todo with it; but I do desire
that this matter shall be put upon a basis where the rule would
be such that we can transact business in orderly fashion, and it
seems to me that if the Chair would give consideration to the
whole condition of affairs he would either change the intimation
which has already been made or else permit the question of con-
sideration to be raised.

am %ult,e well aware that the Chair has been justified by the
action of the House. Iam quite well aware that the action of
the House sustaining an appeal from the decision of the Chair is
conclusive evidence, in a way, of what parliamentary law is for
the time being. That I fully admit. But at the same time we
all know that a Speaker is sustained ordinarily by his side of the
House, and it is advantageous for the dignity and honor of the
House that that should be so. Yet there have been instances
where Speakers, upon examining the matter, have seen fit to
submit the whole situation to the House. ’

I have discharged my duty in presenting this matter as it
seems to my mind.

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. [Cries of *‘ Regular order!"]

Mr. BOUTELLE. T desire to say—

The SPEAKER. One moment.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to emphasize, Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. One moment, please. On the suggestion of
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] as to the propriety of
recognizing the right to raise the question of consideration ona
report from the Committee on Rules, the Chair will say, it has
always been held in this body that the question of consideration
could not be raised against what is known and defined as the
order of business. For instance, a gentleman makes a motion
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to
consider a certain bill. The question of consideration can not
be raised against that. The question of consideration is deter-
mined on that motion by voting it up or voting it down. Now,
the Chair, in making the ruling in respect to a report from the
Committee on Rules, regarded it as in the nature of a motion
relating to the order of business, and therefore held that the
question of consideration could not be raised, because the House
could determine that order of business by voting the proposed
rule up or voting it down, and the effect wounld the same as
though the question of consideration were recognized. The
Chair so held in the last Congress and again in this; and the
decision was sustained by the House,

Of course the Chair is aware, painfull
gested by the gentleman from ne, that very often the occu-
pant of the chair isforeed to make decisions withoutsuch inves-
tigation as he would like to give, and doubtlessis often in error.
But in regard to the present decision the Chair does not see
that any harm can come from it, because it is within the power
of the éousa at any time fo dispose of the question presented.
Take the present case. Suppose there were a great emergency,
as suggested by the gentleman from Maine; it would be in the
power of the House to dispose of the report from the Committee
on Rules in forty minutes—to get it out of the way; a majority
could get it out of the way in forty minutes. There are thirty

aware, of the fact sug-
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minutes allowed for debate; and then in ten minutes more the
majority of the House could get thequestion out of the way. So
that there could be no hardship as the effect of this ruling.

Of course, if there were no quorum present, or if members

resent failed to vote, so that no quorum appeared, there might
some embarrassment; but if a majority of the House should
desire to dispose of the pending matter, so as to reach another
matter, some great privileged question, it could do so. Thisis
not like a lingering matter; it could be disposed of certainly in
an hour, so as to reach any business that the House mightdesire
to reach.

The Chair has thus, in response to the suggestion of the gen-
tleman from Maine, given expression to the views that governed
him in originally holding that the question of consideration
could not be raised against a report of the Committee on Rules.
The question is now upon the demand for the previous question.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Has the Speaker ruled upon the question
of precedence now presented. If the Chair has—

e SPEAKER. The Chair declines torecognize the gentle-
man to make the motion.

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair stated a moment ago that this

resented a question of order—he recognized it as a question of

‘ the order of business.” Icall the attention of the Chair to the
fact that a question of privilege takes precedence of every
question of the order of business, according to the specific lan-
guage of the rule and precedent I have quoted.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has endeavored to express his
views in regard to thequestion presented by the gentleman from
Maine.

ﬁg BOUTELLE. Does the Chair decline to entertain an ap-
lmThe SPEAKER. The Chair declines to recognize the gentle-
man again.

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair declines to entertain an ap-

peal?
. The SPEAKER. Noappeal can be entertained upon a ques-

tion of recognition. :

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isimply Erot-est against this proceeding as
a usurpation on the part of the Speaker, only equaled by the
usurpation on the part of the Executive.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will take his

t.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I shall do so.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will resume his seat.

Mr. BOUTELLE. T shall do so under duress.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will do so at once. The
Sergeant-at-Arms will request the gentleman to resume his seat.

Mr. BOUTELLE. It will not be necessary. I understand
what force and duress are—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat.

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). And that they do not fore-
close any constitutional right.

Mr. BOUTELLE resumed his seat.
cratic side.]

_The SPEAKER. The questionisonthe demandof the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] for the previous ques-
tion.

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. BURROWS. Simply to make a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stata it.

Mr.BURROWS. There has been some delayin the adoption
of this ?!'Oposed rule presented by the Committee on Rules——
_ Mr. CATCHINGS. Let us have order, Mr. Speaker. It is
im

[Applause on the Demo-

ssible to hear the gentleman.
he SPEAKER. The Chairhasendeavored topreserve order
upon the floor, and will request gentlemen to resume theirseats
and cease conversation.

Mr. BURROWS. Iwassaying that therehasbeensome delay
in the adoption of the report from the Committee on Rules, and
I query whether the language of the rule itself ought not to be
changed. It provides now as it stands that ‘‘next Monday,” in
the lunguage of the rule, the House shall take a recess until 8
o'clock, the evening session commencing at that time to be for
general debate only. If that is the intention of the rule it will
be well to have it understood now. That is, however, its lan-

uage, and of course the rule does not become operative until it

adopted by the House, although introduced several days ago.
To pass the rule in its present form would require that on next
Monday, a week from to-day, there shall be an evening session,
commencing at 8 o'clock, for general debate.

The SPEAKER. To what part of the rule does the gentle-
man from Michigan refer?

Mr. BURROWS. To the last clause of the rule.

The SPEAKER. That refers to the general debate only.

XXVI—34

Mr. BURROWS. Yes. If itisthe intention o have the de-
bate begin next Monday it ought to be understood now.

The SPEAKER. It provides for this week also. It may be
necessary, however, to bring in another rule to correct that.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is impossible to hear
the ruling of the Chair in the confusion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan rose to ask
whether, as the order was not adopted when presented—and we
all, of course, understand the reason why the difficulty arises—
the construction would be that the general debate at the even-
ing session should begin on next Monday.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the Chair to
make some ruling as to the question of debate.

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggested that this rvefers to
night sessionsonly, not to the day sessions. The Chairstated that
it was the intention of the order that beginning with to-night
evening sessions should be held for debate only: and if there was
gytpoubt about it the rule could be made to conform to that in-

ntion, : 3

The gentleman from Mississippi demands the previous ques-
tion on the adoption of the resolution from the Committee on
Rules, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

Mr. BURROWS. Before that, Mr. Speaker, I wizh to ask if
the previous question bs voted down whether it would be in
order to amend the resolution by extending the time for debate
a day or two?

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That would not benecessary. The rule
itself provides that we may bring in another rule to extend the
time if necessary.

The SPEAKER. The %estion is on ordering the previous
question, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 190, nays 0,
not voting 161; as follows:

YEAS—180.
Abbott, Covert, Ikirt, Pendleton, Tex.
Alderson, Cox, Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, W. Va.
Alexander, Crain, Jones, Pi§ott,
Allen, Crawford, Kilgore, - Price,
Arnold, Culberson, Kribbs, Reilly,
Bailley, Cummings, Kyle, Richards, Ohio
Baldwin, Davey, Lane, Richardson, Mich,
Bankhead, De Armond, Lapham, Richardson, Tenn.
Bartlett, De Forest, Latimer, Ritchie,
Barwig, Denson, Layton, Robbins,
Bell, Tex. . Dinsmore, Lester, Robertson, La.
Beltzhoover, Dockery, Lisle, Russell, Ga.
Berrz. Donovan, Livingston, Ryan,
Black, Ga. Dunn, Lockwood, Sayers,
Black, Il1. Dunphy, ﬁynch. Schermerhorn,
B‘;ian::lhard. Dur rgw. Haddax, Shghl,

and, Edmunds, agner, nodgrass,
Boatner, Ellis, Ky, Maguire, Somers,
Bower,N. C. English, Mallory, Springer,
Branch, Enloe, Marshall, Stallings,
Brawley, Epes, Martin, Ind. Stevens
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, McAleer, Stons, Iiy.
Breckinridge, Ky. Everett, McCreary. Ky. Stralt,

Bretz, Fielder, MeCulloch, Swanson,
Brookshire, Fithian, McDannold, Talbert, S. C.
Brown, Forman, MceDearmon, Talbott, Md.
Bryan, Fyan, MeEutrick, Tarsney,
Bynum, Geary, McGann, Tate,

Caba Geissenhainer, McKaig, Taylor, Ind.
Caminett], Goldzier, McLaurin, Terry,
Cannon, Cal night, MeMillin, Tracey,
Capehart, Grady, McNagny, Tucker,

Tuth, Gres i McRae, Turner,
Catchings, Griffin, Meredith, Turpin,
Causey, Hall, Minn. Money, Tyler,

Clancy, Hall, Mo. Montgomery, Warner,
Clark, Mo. Hammond, Morgan, Wa.shln.ﬁwn.
Clarke, Ala Hare, Moses, Weadock,
Cobb, Mo, Harter, Mutchler, Wells,
Cockran, Hayes, Neill, Wheeler, Ala.
Cockrell, Heard, Oates, Whiting,
Coffeen, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Williams, 1.
Compton, Hendrix, Outhwaite, ‘Williams, Miss,
Conn, Holman, Page, Wilson, W.Va.
Coombs, Hooker, Miss. Paschal, Wise,
Cooper, Fla. Houk, Ohio Patterson, - Woodard,
Cooper, Ind Hunter, Paynter,
Cornish Hutcheson, Pearson,
NAYS—0.

NOT VOTING—161.
Adams, Ky Bowers, Cal. Cooper, Tex. Gear,

TS, Brattan, Cooper, Wis. Gillet, N, Y.
Aitken, Brickner, Cousins, Gillett, Mass.
Aldrich, Broderick, Curtis, Kans, Gorman,
Apsley, Brosius, Curtis, N. Y. Graham,
Avery, Bundy, Dalzell, Grosvenor,
Babcock Bunn, Daniels, Grout,

Baker, Kans. Burnes, Davis, Hager,
twaker, N. H, Burrows, Dingley, Hainer,
Barnes, Cadmus, Dolliver, Haines,
Bartholdt, Caldwell, Doolittle, Harmer,
Belden, Campbeil, Draper, Harris,
Bell, Colo Cannon, 111 Ellis, Oregon Ha
Bingham, Chickering, Fletcher, Hatch,
Blair, Childs, Funi, Haugen,
Boen, Cobb, Ala. Heiner,
Boutelle, Gardner, ender;
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Henderson, Iowa Loudenslager, Powers, Strong,
Hepburn, Lucas, Sweet,
Hermann, Mahon, 2 Tawney,
Hicks, Marsh, Rayner, Taylor, Tenn.
Hilborn, ﬁmm. NNy m. ‘Tjhpgmas.
Hines, cCall, yburn, egmﬂ‘.
Hitt, McCleary, Minn. Robinsonm, Pa. Van Voorhis, N. Y.
Hooker,N. Y. MeDowell, Rusk, Van Voorhis,Ohio
Hopkins, I11. McKeighan, Russell, Conn Wadsworth,
Hopkins, Pa. Meililejohn, tom, Walker,
Houlk, Tenn. Mercer, Settle, ‘Wanger,
Hudson, Meyer, Shaw, Waugh,
Haulick, Miiliken, Sherman, Wever,

Hull, Moon, Sibley, ‘Wheeler, Il
Johnson, Ind. Morse, Sivkies, ‘White,
Johnson, N. Dak., Murray, Simpson, Wilson, Ohin
Joy, Newlands, Sipe, ‘Wilson. Wash.
Kem, Northway, Smith, Walverton,
Kiefer, Payne, Sperry, Woomer,
Lacey, Pence, Stephenson, Wright, Mass.
Lawson, Perkins, Stockdale, Wright, Pa.
Lefever, Phillips,” Stone, C. W.

Linton, Pickler, Stone, W. A.

Loud, Post, StOTer,

So the previous question was ordered.

The [ollowing pairs were announced:

Until further notice:

Mr. HATCH with Mr. GEAR.

Mr. CoBB of Alabama with Mr, GILLETT of Massachusetts.

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN.

For this day:

Mr. BARNES with Mr, LEFEVER.

Mr. BUNN with Mr. PERKINS, :

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee.

Mr. BURNES with Mr. LAcEY.

Mr. WOLVERTON with Mr. HEPBURN.

Mpr. SICELES with Mr. SCRANTON.

Mr. COOPER of Texus with Mr. BINGHAM.

Mr, BRATTAN with Mr, RAY.

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. PosT.

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. WEVER,

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. S%eaker, I desire to ask
leave of absence for my colleague Gen. BINGHAM. T called to
see him yesterdsy and found him sick in bed.

There being no objection, Mr. BINGHAM was excused.

During the roll cill the following proceedings took place:

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, before the roll call pro-
ceeds further I ask the Clerk fo read clause 7 of Rule XIV.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule at the request
of the gentleman from Ohio.

“The Clerk read as follows:

7. While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House no

member shall walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when a member is speak-
the session of the House

ing, pass between him and the Chair; and d
no member shall wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk's desk during the call
of the roll or the counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House;
and the Serfeaut-at-Arms and Doorkeeper are charged with the strict en-
forcement of this clause.

Mr. DALZELL. My, Speaker, I hope that rule will be en-
forced thoroughly in all of its particulars as well as in one.

The roll call was then resumed and concluded as above.

Mr. REED. T desire to cill the attention of the Chair to a
fact just stated to me, that is, that there are aconsiderable num-
ber gr members under arrest. Would they have a right to
vote:

The SPEAKER. That is a question the gentleman from
Maine may recollect which came up in the last Congress, and it
was then held that they might vote on any question except on
their own cases; thé idea being that there was no power on the
part of the House to deprive a member of his right to vote.

Mr. REED. The Supreme Court of the United States has de-
cided—or, has given utterance to a dictum I should say to be
more accurate—that the House might imprison a member. If
the House may imprison a member, of course it may deprive
him of his vote. I can hardly conceive of a member being al-
lowed to vote while he was actually under arrest and in contempt
of the House.

I should have ecalled the attention of the Chair to it had it
been called to my attention earlier; but I did it assoon as I was
informed. I think it is a matter of very great importance for
the House to know precisely what the situation is.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, no member has been brought
before the bar of the House for contempf.

Mr. REED. No members have been brought before the bar
of the House, but the Sergeant-at-Arms can not neglect his
duty——

2 r. SPRINGER. There is no evidence of the fact before the
ouse.

Mr. REED. Iam informed that the Sergeant-at-Arms has
arrested some thirty members. If he has done so, and is neg-
lecting his duty to report the matter to the House, then we

bt to know that. -
. MCMILLIN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. McMILLIN. Whether any report has been made to the
Chair of the arrest of any members?

‘The SPEAKER. No report has been made.

fM r. MCMILLIN. That is all upon which the House will act,
of course,

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that, as a matter of
fact, the Sergeant-at-Arms said to him just before the House
met that he was preparing his report, but thatit would take him
some little time to get it in order. =

Mr. REED. I understand le has some thirty members of the
House under arrest.

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Sergeant-at-Arms so informed me.

Mr. SPRINGER. Thegentleman{rom Maine[Mr. BOUTELLE]
is not the person to-whom the report of the Sergeant-at- Armsis
to be made.

The SPEAKER.
that—

When a motion has been made to discharge from custody several mem-
bers at the same time, the members thus in custody are not entitled to vote
on the guestion; but when several members are present in custody under
the same order, and a motion is made to discharge one, it is competent for
the otlier members in custody to vote on the question.

Mr, SPRINGER, This is not a question of custody at all.

The SPEAKER. That simply shows that although a gentle-
man is in custody, yet he has the right to vote.

Mr. CAMPBELL. We haveno official knowledge of anybody
being in custody.

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I understand a quorum is
present.

TheSPEAKER. There is a gquorum present.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am paired with the gentleman from New
York [Mr. BELDEN]. I ask leave to withdraw my vote.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. CAMP-
BELL| asks to withdraw his vote, stating that he is paired with
his colleague [Mr. BELDEN].

Mr. REED. My object in intervening in this matter is simply
that we shall arvive at a proper conclusion. I ask that the Chair
cause to be read the authority which I send to the Clerk’s desk.
I have not had an opportunity to look at it, have not read it my-
self, but T am told that it bears on the subject.

The Clerk read as follows:

|From the Congressional Globe, July 13, 1848, page 928.]

Mr. Borrs moved the gmvlous question—in order, he remarked, that they
might. get to the public business.

The SPEAKER. The gertleman from mm being one of the gentlemen

%;xcugbt:;uj' of the Sergeant-at-Arms, the cannotrecognize him. [Great

o r, LINCOLN, remarking that he believed he was still a member, moved
T

maui question. ok
@ Speaker announced the question upon dispensing with further pro-
ceedings in the case and remitting the !iuegoimposgfl yesterday.

The previous question was seconded and the main guestion ordered,

Mr. VENABLE inquired of the Chair whether the gentlemen in custody
were entitled to vote upon this question®
The SPEAKER. The Chairis of the o&ilna}gu thatthey are not entitled to vole.

Mr, Pettit rose and add the
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman from Indiana.

[General langhter.]
Mr. HousTox of Alabama. I was here, sir. [A lau%h‘l I desire to know,
ees 1s to be paid to the

if this motion should grﬂevnﬂ. whether the amount of
Sergeant-of-Arms? [Cries of *Yes!" “Yes!"] And if the fines of gentle-
men are remitted then are the fees to be paid out of the Treasury?

The Speaker replied in the aflrmative.

Mr. REED. There is a distinct declarationon the part of the
Speaker at that time,

The SPEAKER. The motion was to excuse the members in
the aggregate.

Mr. REED. I think the Chair will see that the motion which
was pending was simply to dispense with further proceedings,

The SPEAKER. The effect of which would be to discharge
the members in custody.

Mr. REED. The effect might be that; but the ruling was
that they could not vote.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was upon the theory that they
were interested in the vote.

Mr. REED. I do not think that isit. It seems to me thata
member of the House cannot vote when he is in custody. The
House may dispose of the question and put him out of custody.
I want to suggest to the Speaker that perhaps the principle may
be this: The House has ordered the arrest of members; how can
it proceed to business until it disposes of that question? Other-
wise we should have the very singular spectacle of men under
arrest and in charge of the House voting, although not free
members.

The SPEAKER. Of course the reply to that would be that
we have no official information thatany gentleman who is under
arrest has voted.

Mr. REED. It does not matter whether the Chair has official
information or not, when a member states that such is the fact,

The ruling has been made heretofore
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on his information, and the Speaker confirms it by stating that
the Sergeant-at-Arms so informs him.

I think the fact is befrond dispute; I think we ought not to
hasten about this until we understand exactly what the rights
and proprieties of the case are. It certainly would be a singu-
lar spectacle if men were to vote and the House were to pro-
ceed to business with members under arrest and their cases not
disposed of.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield fora question?

Mr. REED. I should think thut the proper course would be
now to procced with the members, dispose of their cases, and
then have them vote or not vote as the punishment of the House
might indicate. That might be done without abrogating any-
thing that has taken place. ;

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how it would be in
the power of the House, even if it were disposed to do it, topre-
vent a member voting unless it expelled him. You might put
him in jail, and of course if you take his body away he can not
vote; but if he were in the House under any circumstances I do
notsze how it isin the power of the House to prevent his voting.

Mr. REED. Who was the Speaker at that Congress, may I
ask?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine and find out.

Mr. REED. That decision was certainly made: but I recog-
nize the fact that it must have been made in the call of the
House, when considerable confusion reigned

Mr. BOUTELLE. This simply emphasizes the necessity of
first determining what are the privileges of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and whether we have a free and unshackled and
unarrested House of Representatives to act upon a question.

Mr. BOATNER. I rise to a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The Chaircan not hear the gentleman until
the announcement is made. These statements have been made
during a roll call. On this question the yeas are 189; the noes
are none [applause on the Democratic side]: the ayes have if, and
the 1j:n'ewwus question is ordered. The Chair rccognizes the
gentlemsn from Mississippi.

Mr, CATCHINGS. I move to reconsider the vote by which
the previous question was ordered, and move to lay that motion
on the table.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Mississippi to control the fifteen minutes in favor of the
proposition and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] the fif-
teen minutes in opposition,

Mr. REED. 1 geaira to present this point again—that there
are now members of the House under arrest, that they are nec-
essarily, as it stands now, in contempt of the House, and I think
that that matter ought to be settled. Idonotask thatthe matter
pe determined now, but [ simply want topresent it, so that when
the question comes up for a vote the Chair may be able to find
authorities and dispose of the question one way or the other. I
do not ecare which way it is disposed of. ;

Mr. CATCHINGS. In what form do fou call it ug?

Mr. REED. I simply call the attention of the Chair to the
{act that the same question will arise when we come to a vote on
the main question. That is all. [Cries of **Vote!"]

The SPEKAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the
gentleman from Maine if he desires to submit any remarks upon
this question?

Mr. REED. I purpose to do so.

Mr. CATCHINGS. As some days have elapsed since this
order was presented to the House, it may be well, perhaps, to
restate distinetly just what the terms and conditions of the order
are,

The purpose of this order is to so amend the rules of this
House that up to and including a finzl vote on the e of the
bill only such business as is specifically named in this order shall
be transacted. That business is asfollows: Ifisallowable under
the order to receive conference reports and reports from the
Committee on Rules. It is allowable under the order to dispose
of business on the Speaker’s table. [tisallowablefor the Speaker
to call committees forreports. When business of that character,
if there shall be any such, has been disposed of, then, by the
terms of this order, the House must proceed to the consideration
of the bill. As the order is written what is known as *‘ general
debate” will expire with the adjournment of the House on
‘Wednesday, the 10th of this month.

Beginning on Thursday morning, aftersuch business as Thave
mentioned has been disvosed of, the House is to enter upon the
consideration of the bill under what is commonly-known as the
“five-minute rule,” and its consideration under that rule is to
proceed until the 25th, when it is hoped and expected that afinal
vote will be had. The rule also contemplated that, beginning
with this night, there should be night sessions, the House be-
ing required to takea recess from the usual hour of adjournment

until 8 o'clock for the purpose of having night sessions, such

sessions to be devoted entirely to general debate. It was ex-

l)ect.ed. of course, that this rule would be adopted on the day of
ts presentation.

So far as these night sessions are concerned, the rule reads
that ** beginning with Monday next,” which is this Monday, * at
the hour of 5:30 o'clock on each day the House shall take a recess
until 8 o’clock, the evening session to be devoted to general de-
bate on said bill only.” As the order now stands, adopted liter-
ally, Monday of next week would be ‘*next Monday;” but it is
the purpose of the Committee on Rules to supplement this with
another report, so that if the House chooses to do so it can begin
with this general debate at evening sessions to-night. That is
a trouble which springs from the fact I have stated, that the
order was not adopted when it was expected it would be.

I wish to state. as a matter of general information, that when
the MeKinley bill was under discussion four days were allowed
for general debate. This order had contemplated setting apart
five days for general debate. On the McKinley bill eight days
were given for discussion under the five-minute rule. OneSun-
day having intervened, the effect was that on the 14th day from
the beginning of the consideration of that bill the final vote was
Rad. Under the tesms of this rule seventeen days are allowed
{for the discussion and consideration of the bill, including gen-
eral debate and debate under the five-minute rule. The Com-
mittee on Rules, or the majority of the committee, had no desire
to curtail debate upon this bill; but it wasof the opinion that the
condition of the business of the country was such that speedy
action was more desired than discussion. - We believed that we
could not act too promptly in disposing finally of this measure.

Every man must appreciate that, so long as there is uncer-
tainty as to what the action of the House upon this measure is
to be, so long will there be an unnecessary amount of suspense
and uncertainty in the conduct of the great business enterprises
of this country. I have myself received communications from
several managers of business industries, including some who are
utterly opposed to this bill, stating that it is very much to be de-
sired that whatever action isto be takenshall be taken speedily,
and the Committee on Rules believed, Mr. Speaker, that in pro-
viding for a shortandlimited debate they were fairly represent-
in% the views of gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber.

"his is the first time for many years that the Democratic party
has had the opportunity of putting in the shape of legisla-
tion its views on the question of tariff taxation. We believe
that the Wilson bill may be taken fairly as a great stride in the
direction of the inanguration of the Democratic theory of taxa-
tion. Of course it is not understood that it is claimed, even by
those who framed the bill, that it is perfect in all respects, for
no human work can be perfect; but it is at all events a long step
taken toward theestablishment as a part of our system of the
Democratic theory of levying tariff taxes for revenue only.

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that we will subserve bast the interests
of this country by adopting this order and by speedilyacting and
voting upon the Wilson bill. There will undoubtedly be an op-
portunity given for votes upon important amendments that
gentlemen may desire to offer, because there can be no wish on
the part of anybody to force through a bill which is not accept-
able at least to gentlemen on this side of the Chamber, or a ma-
jority of them. .

1 do not know, Mr. Speaker, that it is necessary or proper for
me to add anything to what I have already said. I will state
that it is my intention to yield now to my friend from Maine
[Mr. REED], that he may occupy the fifteen minutes placed by the
Speaker under his control, and after that I will yvield such time
as may remain of my fifteen minutes to the gentleman from West
Vii?inia [Mr. WiLsON]. S

. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman takes his seat I wish
to make one inquiry. He has stated that a rule would be intro-
duced later amendatory of this with reference fo the evening
sessions; is there any intention to introduce an amendment so as
30 givaomore than the three partsof daysthatremain for general

ebate: : ’

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is a matter that we will take into
consideration. My friend from Maine must remember that if
two of the days which were intended to be devoted to general
debate have been lost it hasnot bean the faultof the overwhelm-
infima'orit_y of members on this side of the Chamber.

r. DINGLEY. Oh, entirely their fault.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Overwhelming majority!

- Mr.CATCHINGS. Yes, sir; I mean exactly what I say.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, it didn’t “‘overwhelm” until a few
minutes ago. [Laughter.]

Mr. CATCHINGS. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BoU-
TELLE]| has been overwhelmed so miny times during the past
week that I should think he could afford to be guiet upon an
occasion like this. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic
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gide.] I hope that my friend from Maine [Mr. REED] will now
oceupy his fifteen minutes.

Mr. REED. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the proposition pre-
sented to the House is entirely unjustifiable. bill has been
brought in here which has so many different aspects that it
needs more discussion than any bill that was ever submitted to
the House. The House is not under the necessity, in any way,
of crowding this measure. The majority of the party in con-
trol of this House is very large, and whatever it chooses to do it
can do not only at the particular moment, but at any time when
it sees fit. With a margin of 40 or 50 above a quorum and a
majority over all of 80, there is not the slightest occasion for
anything but perfectly liberal and open treatment of the other
side. Nor has there been, prior to this, any system of hos-
tility inaugurated. The only ground upon which it is even
attempted to justify this course would seem to be the action
which was taken upon the act of 1890. That action was then
taken because the majority was not large, and also because a
system of opposition from day to day had taken place to such an
extent as rendered it essential that the majority should use its
utmost power.

That bill, however, had been presented to the country for an-
entire month in completed condition: and the country had an
opportunity to examine it. It had bzen prepared openly, not
secretly. Everybody had had a hearing; everybody of either
party had had an opportunity to Erasent his views without stint
and without limit. Moreover, the bill was nof the establish-
ment of any new principle, nor did it claim to establish any new
principle. It was simply a revision of existing laws under the
same principles which had governed those laws. Hence there
was no such nec2ssity for thorough discussion as there is at pres-
ent,

You will notice thatI donotbring up against thisproposed rule
the fact that the party which now presents it made the air vocalat
that time with their declarations against any such rule. Thatl
do not think is an argument; or if it is one, it is an argument
which could so often have been repeated in this Congress and in
the last that it loses its force on account of repetition. The
spectacle of seeing the Democratic party repeat the actions
which they condemned in the Congress when they were in a
minority has been so common as not even to excite comment;
and I suppose there is hardly a Democrat in this House who re-
called, when the Speaker was presenting the right of the House
to change its rules this very morning, that thatbittle wasfought
against the written protest of every Democrat in the House ex-
cept Samuel S. Cox, who had too much sense to put himself on
record in that way. [Laughter.]

The agument against the method of proceeding which is pre-
sented here is very simple and very concise. It does notallow
sufficient time for the general discussion; it does not permit a
thorough examination of the bill. The gentleman from Missis-
sippi, with that keenness of insight which distinguishes him, at-
tempted to break the force of thissuggestion by saying that it was
necessary that haste should be taken with the bill. Undoubtedly
it is the duty of Congress in most thorough fashion to go over
the bill and go over it as rapidly as possible. But haste in this
House is not haste with regard to the bill. Sofar as we leave it
wrong, so far as we leave it undiscussed, it will have to be dis-
cussed in the other legislative body: and the Constitution of the
United States does not contemplate that the main discussion of a
revenus bill shall take place in the Senate of the United States.

We are the representatives of the &)eople, their direct repre-
sentatives; and in our hands is placed the initiative with regard
to all bills raising revenue. Upon us rests the first duty to con-
sider carefully this measure; upon us rests the necessity of
framing a ‘bﬂfwhich shall be satisfactory to the people before
it is sent up to be ratified by the ambassadors of the sovereign
States. [Laughter.] Yet that duty under the Constitution is
the duty we propose to neglect; that is the duty which we pro-
pose to turnover to somebody else; and we are to do this becausa
the gentleman from Mississippi has received some letters urging
haste in the disposal of this matter. Right it is that there
should be haste, but not haste in the tribunal which represents
the people.

Further than that, to show the tendency of Democratic con-
centration and control, it is provided—the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi will correct me if I am wrong—it is provided in the

nding order that this bill shall not ba considered under the

ve-minute rule—shall not be considered under the rule which
enables members to offer amendments to each section. On the
contrary (am I right?), the bill is to be read as a whole and is
then to be open to amendment in all its parts.

Mr. CATCHINGS. I was going to suggest that.

Mr. REED. It is to be read as a whole and then fo be open for
amendment in all its parts. -

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. That wasthe provision of the
order in reference to the McKinley bill,

Mr. REED. Precisely; but you are no more in favor of that
now than you ever were; are you?

Mr, CATCHINGS. I am no more in favor of the McKinley
bill than I ever was.

Mr. REED. Of course not. Why, sir, I can remember when
Mr. Blount, then ** paramount® among the Democracy of the
House, as he has since been ‘‘paramount” in foreign parts
[laughter], rifted the atmosphere with his representative cries
upon that subject. But that is not argument. That is a very
pleasant reproach; but it is no argument. I purpose to address
myself to the merits of the matter and to show why this is an
unsuitable method of proceeding upon such a bill as this. This,
being a bill that is new in every detail, is precisely the bill for
which the rules of the House, withoutchange eversince it began
to do business, requires consideration by paragraphs. Now,why
has this been so? Why was a member allowed o offer amend-
ments to each paragraph? Simply because the Committee of
the Whole was the most democratic part of the democratic as-
sembly. Each member was to have his right, and nobody could
abridgeit; and under our rules nobody canabridge it. The mem-
ber’'s right to debate may be taken away from him, but hisright
to offer an amendment to each paragraph as it comesupisa
right of which he can not be deprived and never has been.

Mr. CATCHINGS. May I ask the gentleman one question?

Mr. REED. ‘Surely.

Mr. CATCHINGS. Did every man who had an amendment
which he desired to have voted on have an opportunity to offer
itand have it voted on when the McKinley bill was under con-
sideration?

Mr. REED. He did not: and the lesson to be drawn from that
example is precisely what I am presenting to the House to-day.-

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwould like {o ask the gentleman another
question: whether about two hundred prorosed amendmentsdid
Enﬁ. remain unacted on when we voted finally on the McKinley

ill?

Mr. REED. Precisely. Iam glad to have the gentleman af-
ford that information; for it enables us to see what we are com-
ing to. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman for showing
how such a proceeding works in practice.

Mr. CATCHINGS. You are now criticising the proceeding?

Mr. REED. Iam now eriticising a procedure by which you
are {rying to imitate what when the }chinley bill was up you
condemned. I had hoped to hear you get up and apologize for
what you have been doing, or at leist that you would, as you
have been doing in this Congressand the last, apologize silentiy.

Mr. CATCHINGS. We have not apologized at all.

Mr. REED. Noj; I know you have not got up and said so: but
then imitation, my friend, is the sincerest form of flattery.
[Laughter.]

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to ask my friend another
question.

Mr. REED. Let me resume my argument, as I have but five
minutes, But I yield to my friend from Mississippi, of course.

Mr. CATCHINGS. By no means; I will not ta[:e the gentie-
man’s time,

Mr. REED. The point I make is that now you have the
whole bill in front of you. What are you to expect? Iave you
any right, as a member of this House, to offer an amendment to
that bill? Not at all. You are, each and every one of you,
going to be dependent for recognition on whomsoever the
Speaker shall put into the chair to preside in committee.

There is not a single one going to get an opportunity to offer
an amendment except by the consent of the gentleman who isto
preside over the Committeeof the Whole. Youare putting your-
selves in his power absolutely, entirely, completely; and, yet me-
thinks, thisis the body, this is the set of men who are earnestand
anxious for *‘debate,” for ‘‘opportunities for discussion;” who
were against having people ** crowded out,” as they were in the
bad old times. [Langhter.] And here youare. Now, do you
want to do it?

I do not ap to you to stand by a.n¥ former position which
you took. That is optional with you. If you are satisfied from
your own reasoning that you were then wrong it is a hundsome
thing not only for you to imitate us, but to say so openly, as the
gentleman from Mississippi has deeclined to co.

But are you satisfied you were wrong? Are you satisfied that
this is the right method for disposing of your power? TFor let
me say to you, Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the House of Rep-
Eresent.at.ives, youare the depositories cf power. The right you

ave to act as members of this House arises from the Constitu-
tion of the United States, and the duties which are entailed
upon you come from the same source. Among those duties is
the duty of preparing such a revenue bill as will be satisfactory
to the people whom you represent.

Unless you do that you do notperform your duty; and the Con-
stitution has so strenuously imposed that duty upon you alone
that, until you act, the Senate of the United States can not so
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much as stir a finger. If this House intends to be jealous of its
honor and of its prerogatives it will fake such care, not as any-
body else took, but as commends itself to the wisdom and the
judgment and the sense of the members, who are responsible
%or theiractions. [Applause on the Republican side.]

I reserve the remainder of my time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has two min-
utes of his time remaining.

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I hope the gentleman from
Maine will occupy the remainder of his time so that I may close
the debate. I prefer that.

My, REED. I think I will retain my two minutes. If neces-
sary to say anything I will close the discussion.

hg 5 ON of West Virginia. I prefer thatthe gentleman
should exhaust his time now. I have a right to close.

Mr. REED. Well,Ido notsuppose the gentleman has actually
the right, for I may retain my two minutes and use it or not, as
I see proper.

But I will take the two minutes to add simply this: That I
trust if this thing is adopted the right of recognition may sa-
credly depend upon the judgment of the Chair, and may not be
the subject of—ah—anything else. [Laughter and applause on
the Re%lb].icau side.]

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I agree with
the gentleman from Maine, who has just sgoken, that whatever
was done in the Fifty-first Congress in the consideration and

age of the McKinley bill is not necessarily persuasive, and
oes not necessarily excuse similar action by this House in the
consideration of the bill now to be brought before us. Itisour
duty tohave the bill brought before the House in such way that
it shall have sufficient consideration under the rule for general
debate, and that it shall have sufficient consideration under the
rule for five-minutes debate, and that the members of the House
who desire to do =0 shall have ample opportunity to present their
amendmentisand have those amendmentsacted upon in the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The rule proposed does not take away or abridge any of these
necessary and gropar rights. No men can be more inferested
in having this bill properly considered by the House, both under
the general and the five-minutes debate, or in having the mem-
bers of this body granted full opportunity to have their amend-
ments offered and acted upon by the committee than those who
have been charged with the duty of the preparation of the bill.

It did seem to us, after consultation with a very large number
of our fellow-members, that the rule as originally presented by
the Committee on Rules secured all of those rights. It pro-
posed to give five days for general debate; it proposed to give
twelve days for debate on the items of the bill; it proposed to
begin the present week with night sessions for general debate,
so that there could be no part of the bill and no item in it that
might not have sufficient and instructive discussion in this House
and before the country.

If two days of that time have been lost, the responsibility for
that loss does not rest with those who were seeking to bring
this bill before the House. But, sir, I do not propose, so far as
I am concerned, that we shall throw even upon those who are
responsible for it the loss of this time. I co not propose, so far
as | am concerned, that there shall be any abridgment of the
time to be given to general debate because of this loss, and 1
shall ask the House. before it takes the final vote upon this rule,
to adopt, by unanimous consent, the amendments which I shall
propose, first, that all of the present week, six days instead of
five, as proposed in the original rule, shall be given to general
debate; that beginning with to-night there may be, and if the
members desire it there shall be, regular night sessions for gen-
eral debate; that after the lapse of the present week, beginning
with Mon morning of next week, debate shall begin upon the
bill under the five-minute rule, and that the bill shall be put
forward two weeks from that time, the 29th instead of the 25th,
as proposed in the rule. [Aﬂflplause.] And I shall also ask that
the proposition of the rule allowing the privilege to print shall
be incorporated also; provided, however, that the privilege shall
end with the termination of the debate.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I askunanimousconsentfor

an agreement to these amendments.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr.
WiILsON| asks unanimous consent that the order be modified so
that the whole of this week may be given to general debate;
that there be night sessions, beginning with to-night, and that
the two weeks following shall be given to debate under the five-
minute rule, with evening sessions for general debate, and that
the vote be taken on Monday, the 29th, instead of Thursday, the
25th. Is there objection?

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to any enlargement
of debate, but T do not want, by my consent, to be supposed to
admit that that leaves the thing in the proper shape, because

we do not assent to it with any such proposition. We simply
find ourselves in a minority at last.

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. We do not ask the gentle-
man’s assent to the rule, but that gentlemen assent to these pro-
posed amendments to the rule.

Mr. REED. Whatever rule you gentlemen make up, you
make up on your own responsibility. I am going to ask the
House to recommit with instructions, if we are to be allowed
that opportunity. \

The SPEAKER. Before that, then, is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from West Virginia? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. Is there objection to the further re-
quest suggdsted by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr.
‘WILSON], that this leave to print be construed to extend only
up to and includinf- the day of the passage of the bill, if it is
passed; that it shall not extend indefinitely, but that gentlemen
desiring to avail themselves of the leave to print must do so
before or by the time the bill passes the House, should it pass?

Mr. SPRINGER.. I think that might be extended to one
month after the passage of the bill, [Criesof ** Oh, no!”] Itwill
necessitate a great deal of labor on the part of members to pre-
pare remarks for printing, when they will naturally desire to
devote their time to attendance upon the debate.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER].

Mr. REED. Belore that consent is given I want tosuggestto
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]—does the
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] purpose to occupy
an hour after the previous question is ordered, to close the de-
bate on the bill?

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That will depend entirely
Epot?l dfvalopmenta during the debate. I reserve the right to

o that.

Mr. REED. I desire, if that is the case, that we may be al-
lowed an hour and a half prior to that.

Mr, WILSON of West Virginia. I understand that there is
always an arrangement of that kind, by which the minority and
the maﬂ'lorit can close the debate.

Mr. REED. If that is the understanding, it is satisfactory.

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I would not make any un-
derstanding——

The SPEAKER, The Chair will suggest that it might be
agreed that on the 29th, before the vote is taken, each side shall
have one hour for debate in the House. That would cover it.

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I shall not object to that.

Mr. REED. Thatcovers the right of the gentleman to close.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, that will be the
understanding, that there shall be one hour of debate on each
side in the House on Monday, the 29th, before the vote is taken.
The Chair understands the modification of the order to have
been agreed to. The %entleman from Maine[Mr. REED] desires
to make a motion, as the Chair understands.

Mr. SPRINGER. The agreement just made does not include
my proposition with reference to extending the leave to print.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the proposition of
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER} that leave to print
Re Ngx}}ended thirty days after the passage of the bill. [Cries of

ol” :

The éPEAKER. Objection is made.

Mr. SPRINGER. I will say ten days.
know the shape the bill is in on its passage.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman modifies his proposition so
as to make it ten days.

Mr. CALDWELL and others. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine desires to sub-
mit a motion.

Mr. REED. I desire to submita motion at the proper time
to recommit this order.

Mr, COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to hear what
is {)roceeding.

‘he SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House.

Mr. BOATNER. I rose to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman.

Mr. BOATNER. A number of gentlemen desire to know
whether this bill is to be considered in Committee of the Whole
under the five-minute rule, read by sections, in order that amend-
ments may be offered when the section is considered?

_The SPEAKER. Under the order, on the first day of its con-
sideration under the five-minute rule, the bill is to be read
through, and then for two weeks amendments are in order to
any p raph of the bill.

Mr. BOATNER. There is nothing in the rule that will guar-
antee a vote on any amendment oTered to any paragraph in the

bill.

The SPEAKER. There is nothing to prevent the committee
from coming toa vote whenever it desires to do so.

Mr. REED. We saw that when the act of 189) was reported

Members will not
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to the House there were two hundred amendments, upon none
of which eould a vote be taken.

Mr. OATES. 1 desire further information. I desire to know
if the bill will be read by sections in the usual way, and amend-
ments offered and disposed of and thg sections not recurred to,
or will it be in order to ofler amendments to any part of the bill?

The SPEAKER. It will be in order to offer amendments to
any part of the bill.

A MEMBER. At any time?

The SPEAKER. Atanytimewhenagentleman isrecognized.

Mr. BURROWS. That was not my understanding of the mat-
ter. Do I understand that the bill is not going to be taken up
b{lpamgmphs and considered open to amendments, but that the
whole bill is to be read and then anyone can ofer any amend-
ortion of it and consume the whole time on that?

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the order that provides
for consuming the whole time on any amendment. The order
provides that when general debate has expired, which, under
the order as it has been amended will be on next Monday, on
that day the bill shall be read through entirely.

Mr. BURROWS. Before any amendments are offered.

The SPEAKER. Before any amendments are offered; and
then that any amendment is in order to any part of the bill, and

-not to the paragraphs as read in the usual order.

Mr. BURROWS. Then we could take up any part of the bill,
such as ths administration features of the bill, and spand all the
time on it.

The SPEAKER. Any part.

Mr. BURROWS. Anyamendment offered will be debated
for five minutes for or against; and then, no matter what it m
be, for inst wnce, it may be the administrative portion of the bill,
which comes last, and any amendment can be offered: at the very
first opportunity a gentleman may rise and such time as the
House finds necessary or the committee finds necessary to con-
sume in it can be occupied, and then another section of the
administration billean be taken up, and so on, according to rec-
ognition of the Chair.

The SPEAKER. That is right.

Mr. REED. It is to correct that that I desire to offer this
proposition.

- Mr.PICXLER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. PICKLER. Sippose that twenty amendments accumu-
late on the Clerk's desk.

The SPEAKER. Theycannot. Under the rulesof the House
but four amendments can be pending at one time. An amend-
ment, an amendment to that amendment, an amendment in the
nature of a substitute, and an amendment to the substitute.

Mr. PICKLER. And by this means the whole two weekscan
be occupied.

The SPEAKER. Of course, if the committee does not vote
them out of the way; but the committee can vote them out of
the way, and, under the rule, ought to vote them out of the
way. When five minutes' debate has been had for and against
them it is the rule of the House that they shall bs voted upon.
The practice has extended it furthur, but the rule does not au-
thorize it.

Mr. REED. These amendments can be offered in detail, and
when one lot is disposed of another series can be offered.

The SPEAKER. Certainly.

Mr. REED. I want tomake another suggestion. Would not
the Committee on Rules have the right of way at all times, un-
der the practice of the House.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the practice of the
House is to consider first the amendments offered to the bill by
the committea reporting the bill.

Mr. REED. That is the practice of the House, as they did in
the case of the act of 1800.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They asked the consent of the commit-
tee, and that consent was granted.

Mr. REED. They would have control by general law.

Mr, OUTHWAITE. No; the Committee of the Whole would
have coatrol. . Gentlemen are arguing the question as if the
Comumit.m of the Whole can not be trusted to take care of
itself.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has a motion.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is so much confusion that we can
not hear what is going on.

The SPEAKER. The Housewillbeinorder. [Aftera pause.]
D:s?Js thge gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] desire to submit a
mouion:

Mr. REED. The proposition which I desire to submit, Mr.
Speaker, if this is the proper time, is to recommit with instruc-
tions to report an order for consideration which will give more
time for general debate or more time for debate, bzcause I do
not care to make general debate the principal question; I only

ments to any

think that there ought to be some fime for debate. I will there-
fore move that the order be recommitted with instructions to .
reﬁrt an order for consideration which will give more days for
debate and reserve the right to amend each paragraph as it is
reached in reading,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his motion.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order to move to recommit a prop-
osition to amend the rules? Under the rule the Chair is to
entertain but one dilatory motion, the motion to adjourn, and it
seems to me that the proposition of the gentleman from Maine is
not in order. The pending proposition is in the nature of amo-
tion to suspend the rules; it is u suspension of certain rules and
the adoption of another rule in their place, and I hold that a
motion to recommit with instructions is not allowable upon a
proposition of this kind. I do not remember any case where a
motion to amend the rules, or to suspend the rules—and this, I
repeat, is in the nature of a motion to suspend the rules—has
bzen held to be subject to a motion to recommit with instrue-
tions. A bill is subject to that motion on its final passage, but
not a proposition like this.

Mr. REED. It is subject to every motion. It is a proceeding
of the House.

Mr. SPRINGER. It issubject to all the motions that are al-
lowed under the rules, but under the rule the Chair is to enter-
tain but one motion—a motion to adjourn.

Mr. REED. But the Chair has already entertained a motion
for the previous question.

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course. That is in order.

Mr. REED. Of course.
ba]:lr. SPRINGER. Of coursa. That is a motion to cut off de-

9.
Mr. REED. The gentleman from Illinois will see atonce that
saying ‘“ Of course” does not answer the point. [Laughter.]

r. SPRINGER. Wall, the motion for the previous question
is a motion that is allowed for the purpose of eutting oif debate.
There would be no end of debate unless the previous question
could be ordered. Buf, upon a proposition to suspend the rules
or to change the rules, as in this case, which is the same thing
as suspending the rules, only one motion can be entertained,
which is a motion to adjourn.
blMlt:;.e REED. The gentleman will see that that can not possi-

y D6 80— .

The SPEAKER (interposing). The Chairwould not hold this
moti ‘n to be dilatory. The rule provides that but one motion
to adjourn shall be entertained, and no other dilatory motion,
but the Chair would not hold this to be a dilatory motion.

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chairenfertained two motions to ad-
journ yesterdﬁy.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion of the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]

The Clerk read as follows: C

Mr. REED moves to recommit with intructions to report an oraer of con-
sideration. which will give more days for debate, and reserve the right to
amend each paragraph as it is reached in reading.

The question being taken on the motion to recommit, the
Speaker declared thut the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. REED. I ask for a division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 174.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. .

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken: and there were—yeas 6, nays 184, not
voting 161; as follows:

YEAS—86.
Blair, Daniels, Newlands, Wanger.
Bpndy, Hopkins, Pa.
NAYS—I184
Abbott, Bynum, Commings, G
- Ca De Armond, Grimn,

Alexander, Caminetti, DeForest, Hall, Minn.
Allen, Cannon, Cal. nson, Hall, Mo.
Arnold, Ca; Dinsmore, Hammond,
Bailey, Caruth, ery, Hare,
Ba}ﬂw}.n, Catchings, Donovan, Harter,
Bankhead, Clancy, Dunn. Hayes,
Bartlett, Clark, Mo. Dunphy, Heard,
Barwig, Clarke. Ala. Durborow, Henderson, N. Q.
Bell, Cobb, Mo. Edmunds, drix,
Berry, Cockran, Ellis, Ky Holman,
Black, Ga. Cockrell, English, Hooker, Miss.
Black, 111, Coffeen, Enloe, Houk, Ohio
Blanchard Compton, Epes, Hudson,
Bland, Gunn.ml g:r e Eunwbgr.
Boatuer, Coom! vere utcheson,
Branch, Cooper, Fla. Fithian, Ikirt,
Brawley, per, Ind. orman, Johnson, Ohlo
Breckinridge, Ark. Cornish, = Jones,
Breckinridge, Ky. Covert, Gelssenhainer, Kilgore,

2, Cox, Goldzier, Krib
Brookshire, Crain, ght, Kyle,
Brown, Crawford, Srman, Lane,
Bryan, Culberson, Grady, Lapham,




Latimer, McMillin, Reilly, Talbert, S. C. Netll, Richards. Ohlo  Springer, Turner,
Layton, McNagny, Richards, Ohio  Talbott, Md, AL hardson, Mich, Stal Turp
Lester, McRae, Richardson, Mich. Tarsney, O'N Tenn. 8 Tyler,
Lisle, Meredith, Richardson, Tenn. 1'ata. Outhwaite, Ritchie, Stone, l’.’y. Warner,
Livingston, Money, Ritchie, Taylor, Ind. Page, Robbins, Strait, ‘Washi
Lockwood, Montgomery, Robbins, 3 Paschal, Robertson, La. Sw Weadoc
Lynch, Morgan, Robertson, Tracey, Paiterson, usk, Talbert, S. C. Wells,
Ma.dox, Moses, X, Tucker, Paynter, Russell, Ga. Talbott, Md, Wheeler, Ala.
Maguire, Mutchler, Rusell, Ga. Turner, Pearson, Ryan, Tarsney, Whiting,
Mallory, Neill, yan, Turpin, Pendleton, Tex. Saiyla Tate, Williams, IlL
Marshall, Ostuﬂ er's, 1er, .Pendleton, W. Va. Schermerhorn, Taylor,Ind. illiams.
Martin, Ind. O'Nell, Se.ermerhom, arner, 51?3;‘,"’ heth o i YV
cAleer, Onth ell, ETass, o »
- , Ky. thal'te. Sn Weadock, \ IMers, Tucker, ‘Woodard.
McOnll Patterson, Somers, Wells, NAYS_1
M Paynter, Springer, 0 3
Mobsirion ™ Peatioton, T e g Williams, 1L e
e eton, Tex. vens, :
McGann, | Pendloton, W. Va. Stone, Ky. illiams, Miss. NOT VOTING—166.
McKaig, Pigott, Strait,. Wilson, W. Va Adams, Ky, Daniels, Hudson, Reed,
McLa Plgee. Swanson, ij &:ﬁ{, Euﬁf:k. %%bu.‘m, Pa.
OTIN t.en, u inson,
Adams, Ky Davey. SEGLE ng;ztlnﬂ- Rob Pa. ildmh' g?lﬁley’ g-.-mn, N. Dak. gc e
Ky, avey, ey, ver, o ; A ranto
Adams, Pa. Davis, Jommson, N. Dak: Russell, Conn. Agfry{ Doolittle, Joy, < Settle, -
Adftken, Dingley, Joy, Scrantom, Ba Draper, Kem, Shaw,
Aldrich, Dolliver, Kem, Settle, Baker, Kans, Dunn, Kiefer, Sherman,
Apsley, Doolittle, Kiefer, Shaw, Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon Lacey, Sibley,
Avery, Draper, Lacey, She; s, Fielder, Lawson, Sickies,
Babco. k, Ellis, Oregon Lawson, Sibley, Bartholdt, Fletcher, Lefever, Simpson,
Baker, Kans. Fielder, Lelever, Sickles, lden, Funk, Linton, Sipe,
Baker, N. H. Fletcher, Linton, Simpson, Bell, Colo. Funston, Lond, Smith,
es, Funk, Loud, Sipe, Beltzhoover, Gardner, Loudenslager, Sperry,
Bartholdt, Fanston, Loudenslager, Smith, Bingham, Gear, Lueas, Stephenson,
Belden. Gardner, Lucas, Sperry, Bladr, Geary, Mahon, Stocirdale,
Bell, Colo. Gear, Magner, Stephenson, Boen, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Stone, C, W.
Beltzhoover, Geary, Mahon, Stockdale, Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A.
Bing Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Stone, C. W. Buwen, N. C. Graham, McCall, torer,
Boen, @Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A. Bowers, Cal. Grosvenor, MecCleary, Minn, - Strong,
Boutells, Graham, MeCall, Storer, rattan, Grout, McDowell, Sweet,
Bower, N. C. Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. Sirong, Brickner, H: , McKeighan, Tawnsy,
Bowers, Cal Gront, McDowell, - Sweet, Broderick, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn.
Brattan, Hager, Eﬂﬁm?hﬂn' Tawney, Brosius, Haines, Mercer, Thomas,
Brickner, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. Bundy, Harmer, Meyer, Updegraf!,
Broderick, Haines, Mercer, Thomas, Bunn, Harrls, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N. Y.
Brosius, Harmer, Meyer, Updegrafl, Burnes, Hartman, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohic
Bunn, Harris, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N. Y. | Burrows, Hatch, Morse, Wadsworth, .
Burnes, Hartman, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio Haugen, Murray, Walker,
Burrows, Hatch, Morse, Wadsworth, Cald Heiner, Muxchier, ‘Wanger,

m Haugen, Murray, Walker, Campbell, Henderson, Ill.  Newlands, Wangh,
Caldwell, Heiuer, Northway, Waugh, Cannon, 111 Henderson, Iowa Northway, Wever,
Campbell, Henderson, Il. ~ Page, Wever, Chickering, Hepburn, yue, Wheeler, I11,
Cannon, 111 Henderson, Iowa Payne,. Wheeler, Tl Childs, Hermann, Pence, White,
Causey, Heplurn, Peice, White, Cobb. Ala, Hicks. Perkins, ‘Wilson, Ohio
Chickering, Hermann, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio Cogswell, Hilborn, Phillips, Wilson, Wash.

ds. Hicks, Phillips, Wilson, Wash. Cooper, Tex. Hines, Pickler, Wolverton,
Cobb, Ala. Hilborn, Pickler, Wolverton, Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Post, Woomer,
Gotper Tex, i Fovars Woomer. Coritfcans.  Hopkina B Ranaa Wi o

% 3 3 - s, Kans. £ P
Cooper, Wis, ooker. N. Y. Randall, Wright, Mass. Curtis, N. Y, nogkm Pa. Ray.
Cousins, opkins, TIL Ray, ‘Wright, Pa. Dalzell, Houk, Tenn. Rayner,
Curiis, Kans. Houk, Penn. Rayner, =
Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, Reed, So the resolution was adopted.
Dalzell, Hull, Reyburn,

So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. ,

The SPEAKER. The gquestion now recurs on agreeing to the
resolution reported by the Committee on Rules.

The question having been put,

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it.

Mr. REED. I call for a division.

The question being taken, there were—ayes 126, noes 55.

Mr. REED. I call for tellers.

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let us have the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas=184, nays 1, not
voting 166; as follows: ]

YEAS—184,
Abbott, Causey, Epes, Lane,
Alderson, Clancy, Lapham,
ilnexmdar. Clm-!l:. J!ici. Everett, jml.mm,
en, Clarke, Ala. thian, Layton,
T Cobb, Mo. g Lester,
Bailey Fyan, Lisle,
Baldw Cockrell, Geissenhainer,  Livingston,
ﬁklhmd %ﬂeen, goldzlerh‘ Lockwood,
tlet mpton,
Barwi ?' Com;;: Gorman, addox,
Bell, Tex. Coombs, Grady, er,
Berry, Cooper, Fla. M
Black, Ga. Cooper, Ind. Mallory,
Black, Il Cornish, Hail, Minn. Marshall,
Blanchard, Covert, Hall, Mo.
Bland, Cox, Hammi McAleer,
Boatner, Crain, Hare, McCreary, Ky.
gmtim 5 gr“?aford, Harter, McCulloe!
rawley, rsom, Hayes, 0
Ark. Cummings, Heard, eDearmon,
Breckinridge, Ky. De Armond, Henderson, N. C. McEttrick,
Bretz, De Forest, Hendrix, cGann,
Brookshire, Denson, Holman, McHalig,
Brown, Dinsmore, Hooker, Miss. McLaucin,
Bryan, Dockery, Houk, Ohio MceMillin,
Bynum, Donovan, Hunter, McNagny;
Cabaniss, Dunphy, Hutcheson,
Caminatti, Durborow, Tkirt, Meredith,
Cannon, Cal Edmunds, Jonnson, Ohio Monsy,
Capehart, Ellis. Ky. Jones, on 3
Catchings, o8, Kyle, Moses,

On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

WYLIE BAILEY.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from
the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of the
court in the case Wylie Bailey against the United Stites; which
was reéerred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered tobe
printed.

DENNIS M'INTYRE.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
Postmaster-General, transmitting the papers in the claim of
Dennis McIntyre, postmaster at Mackinac Island, Mich., for
losses sustained by burglary; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

. ~ SAMUEL CODAY, SR. >

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of
the court in the case of Samuel Coday, sr., against the United
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims,

‘and ordered to be printed.

ADMINISTEATION OF JUSTICE IN THE ARMY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter f[rom the
Secretary of War, fransmitting a draft of a bill to promote the
administration of justice in the Army, submitted by the Acting
Judge-Advocate-General of she Army; which was referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

EMPLOYES OF WAR DEPARTMENT.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
Secretary of War, transmitting a list of the names of the clerks
and other employés of the War Depirtment and its offices from
December, 1892, to November 30, 1893, and showing the time
each was employed and the sums paid to each: which
was referred to Committee on Expenditures in the War De-

partment, and ordered to be printed.
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JOHN T. HEARD.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a report from
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and accompanying papers,
relative to the claimof JOEN T. HEARD for services rendered to
Western Cherokee Indians in their claim against the United
States: which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and
ordered to be printed.

LAWS AND JOURNALS OF NEW MEXICO LEGISLATURE.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting two copies of the lawsand
journals of the Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of the Territory
of N aw;i Mexico; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be
printed.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct, if there be no objec-
tion, that the books accompanying this paper be filed in the
library of the Hall of the House.

There was no objection.

R. S. PERKINS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of
the court in the case of R.S. Perkins vs. The United States;
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims.

FORD THEATER BUILDING.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
Secretary of War, transmitting sundry resolutions on the con-
dition of the Ford Theater building,and calling attention to the
necessity of providing quarters for the Record and Pension Div-
ision of the War Department; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY BRIDGE COMPANIES.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following con-
current resolution of the Senate:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That line 22,
w 2 of the bill (H. R. 3289), entitled **An act to authorize the New York

ew Jersey Bridge Com esto construct and maintain a bridge across
the Hudson River between New York City and the State of New Jersey,” as
enrolled by the Clerk of the House of Representatives, consistingof the fol-
lowing words, namely, “ and, provided I&!rm That no in this act,”
which words were included in said bill by error in the conference re'pollga
be, and the same are hereby, stricken from said bill, and said billis direc
10 be enrolled without said line and words.

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this a correction simply in accordance
with the agreement of the conference committee?

The SPEAKER. Itseems that some surplus language found
its way into the bill. The Clerk will report the words proposed
to be stricken out.

The Clerk read as follows:

And provided further, That nothing in this act.

The SPEAKER. These wordsseem to have been erroneously
inserted.

Mr. DINGLEY, On the part of the enrolling clerks?

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinksnot. The resolution shows
that it was by an error in the conference committee.

‘Without objection, the resolution will be concurred in.

There was no objection.

DISQUALIFICATION OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2796) relating to the disqualification
of registers and receivers of the United States land offices, and
making grovision in ecase of such disqualification.

The SPEAKER. This bill is reported from the Senate with
an amendment., -

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House concur in the Senate
amendment.

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be reported.
The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the bill from the House of Representatives (H.R. 2794) en-
titled * An act relaung to thedisqualification of registers and receivers of
the United States land offices, and making provision in case of such disqual-
ifications " do with the following amandment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

“That no register or receiver shall receive evidence in, hear or determine
any cause pending in any district land office in which cause he is interested
directly or indirectly, or has been of counsel, or where he is related to any
of the parties in interest by consan, ty or afinity within the fourth de-
gree, computing by the ruies adopted by the common law.

“SEC. 2. That it shall be the duty of every ter or receiver so disquali-
fied to report the fact of his disgualification to the Commissioner of the
General Land OfMce as soon as he shall ascertain it and before the hearing
of such cause, who therenpon, with the approval of the Secretary of the In-
terior, shall designate some other register, receiver, or ial agent of the
Land Department to act in the glwe of the disqua.liﬂed officer, and the same
authority is conferred on the officer so designated which such register or re-

¢ eeiver would otherwise have possessed as to any such canse.”

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House concur in the Senate
amendment. A
Mr. DINGLEY. 1 notice that this is an entirely new bill.

Will the gentleman please explain the changes made in the
House bill?

Mr. MCRAE. While it would appear to be an entirely new
bill, in fact it isnot. -

The only difference between the House bill and the Senato
amendment is this: That in section 1 of the House bill it was
provided that parties in interest might waive this diaq'ualiﬁcar-
tion. That is not allowed by the Senate amendment. The sec-
ond section of the bill as it passed the House provided for the
pay of the actual expense of the officer designed toact. The Sen-
ate have reported these changes in the shape of one amendment,
I suppose forconvenience; but thisisthe only difference between
the two Houses on this question.

The question being taken onconcurring in the Senate amend-
ment, it was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion toreconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.

UMATILLA IRRIGATION COMPANY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 738) ex-
tending the time allowed the Umatilla Irrigation Company for
the construction of its ditch across the Umatilla Indian Reser-
vation, in the State of Oregon.

Mr, ELLIS of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent that the bill
lie on the Speaker’s table for the present, as a similar bill is
about to be reported from the House committee.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

JOHN W. LEWIS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S.71) for
the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon; which was referred to
the Committee on Claims.

DAVID B. GOTTWALS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 439) for
the relief of David B. Gottwals.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, as this bill is simply to cure a de-
fect in the title of property here, I will ask unanimous consent
that it be now put upon its passage.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which
the Chair will ask if there be objection to its consideration.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it éenacled, etc., That all real estate lg;n in the District of Columbia,
heretofore purchased by and conveyed to vgd B. Gottwals, of sald District,
Frior to the passage of this act, relieved and exempted from all for-
eitures heretofore incurred by the operation of an act entitled “ An act to
restrict the ownershég of real estate in the Territories to American citizens,*
approved March 3, 1857,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
%ili?gt for unanimous consent for the present consideration of the

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered fo a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time, and passed.

JOHN W. LEWIS.

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, just a moment ago a bill for
the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon, was reported and no re-

-

‘| sponse made. T ask that it be permitted to lie upon the Speak-

er's table Pending a report from the Committee on Claims on a
similar bill,
The SPEAKER. It was referred tothe Committee on Claims,
Mr. HERMANN. Iask that it be allowed to lie upon the

Speaker's table.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title.
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (S.71) for the relief of John W, Lewis, of Oregon.

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Oregon[M. HERMANN]
asks that this bill may lie upon the Speaker’s table temporarily,
stating that a similar bill is before the Committee on Claims.
Without objection the bill will temporarily lie upon the Speak-
er’s table.

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. BRICKNER, for ten days, on account of serious illness
in his family.

To Mr. HATCH, indefinitely, on acecount of serious illness.

T(izrl Mr. HARRIS, for two weeks, on account of a death in his
family.

To Mr. PENCE, indefinitely, on account of a death in his fam-

y.

To Mr. GRAHAM, indefinitely, on account of sickness.

To Mr. WOLVERTON, for this day, on aceount of sickness.

To Mr. CORNISH, until Wednesday, on account of important
busineegs.

To Mr. GARDNER, for four days, on account of important busi-
ness.
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To Mr. CADMUS, for one day, on account of important busi-

ness.

To Mr. CoBB of Alabama, for five days, on account of impor-
tant business.

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS.

On motion of Mr. MEREDITH, by unanimous consent, leave
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without
leaving copies, the papers in the case of Martha F. Dickinson,
there geing no adverse report thereon.

REPRINT OF A BILL.

The SPEAKER. A reprint is asked of the bill (H. R. 4568)
to revive and amend an act to provide for the collection of aban-
doned property and the prevention of fraud in insurrectionary
districts within the United States. and acts amendatory thereof.
It is stated that the print of this bill has been exhausted. With-
out objection a reprint will be ordered.

There was no objection.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MARSHALL, one of its
clorks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend-
ment the bill (H. R. 71) for the ralief of purchasers of timber
and stone lands under the act of June 3, 1878.

COMMITTEE REPORTS.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re-
ris.
po'I‘he committees were called for reports; when bills of the fol-
lowing titles were severally reported, read a first and second
time, referred to the Calendars named below, and, with the ac-
companying documents, ordered to be printed.

RECOGNIZANCES, ETC.

By Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE: A bill (H. R. 4954) relative to
recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to al-
_low cartain corporations to be accepted as surety thereon—to the
House Calendar.
CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY.

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: The views of the minority of the
Judiciary Committee to accompany the regort. of the committee
on the bill (H. R. 4568) to revive and amend an act to provide for
the collection of abandoned proﬁ:ty and the prevention of fraud
in insurrectionary districts within the United States, and acts
amendatory thereof—ordered to be printed.

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE,

Mr. CARUTH, from the Committee on Interstate and Fore
Commerce, reported back favorably, with amendment, the bill
(H. R. 2795) to amend section b of the actapproved June 18, 1878,
entitled ¢ Anacttoorganize the Life-Saving Service;” which was
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

SWAMP-LAND GRANTS.

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 118) to finally adjust the
swamp-land grants, and for other purposes; which was referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.
RESERVATION OF CERTAIN LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY.

Mr. MCRAR, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re-
ported the bill H. R. 5065 asa substitute for the bill H, R. 3610, to
ratify the reservation of certain lands made for the benefit of
Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes; which wasreferred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

The original bill (H. R. 3610) was ordered to lie on the table.
EXTENDING TIME FORFINAL PROOF AND PAYMENT UNDER THE
PUBLIC LAND LAWS.

Mr, WANGER, [rom the Committee on the Public Lands, re-
ported back favorably, with amendment, the bill (H. R. 3458)ex-
tending the time for final proof and payment on lands claimed
under the public land laws of the United States; which was re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered tobe printed.

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for
reports. In accordance with the rule just adopted, the House
will now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 4864,

THE TARIFF.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. RICHARDSON of
Tennessee in the chair).

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 4864) raising reve-
he Clerk will report the title.

nue,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R.4884) to reduce taxation and to provide revenue for the Gov-
ernment, and for other purposes.

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent to
dispense with the first reading of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks
unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill.
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair heirs none.

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from West Virginia desires
Eom than an hour, I hope the committee will grant him the

me.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from West Virginia be al-
lowed to proceed without limit. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

[Mr. WILSON of West Virginia addressed the Committee,
See Appendix.]

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from West
Virginia is very much fatigued by the exertionthat is necessary
in making so long an address, if he will yield I will move that
the committee rise, which will give him an opportunity to speak
under less adverse circumstances.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having.re-
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennes:see, Chairman of
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
reported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill (H. R. 4864) reducing taxation and toraise revenue, and had
come to no resolution thereon.

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at- Arms is ready to make a
report on the writ given him, the Chair understands.

HTha Sergeant-at-Arms [Mr. Snow] appeared at the bar of the
ouse.

Mr. SNow %the Sergeant-at-Arms). Mr. Speaker, by virtue
of the writ of the House, directed to me, I have to submita
written report, which I hand to the Clerk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report of the Ser-
geant-at-Arms in execution of the writ of the House.

The report was read, as follows:

OFFICE OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES,
Wdshington, D. C.,January 8, 1594,

SIir: I, H. W. Snow, Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives of
the United States, have executed the within writ by service on the follow-
members, and by acceptance of service as per telegrams herewith, to

b2

Hon. J. B. Brown, Hon. J. A. Geissenhainer, Hon. J. Lefever, Hon. J. F,
Magner, Hon. C. S. Randall, Hon. D. E. Sickles (sickness, askstobe excused),
Hon. L. E. Barnes, Hon. B. H. Bunn (sickness, asks to be excused), Hon.
W. Turpin, Hon. F. A. Woodard, Hon. J. J. Gardner, Hon. D. B. Heiner,
Hon. F. G. Newlands, Hon. E. M. Woomer, Hon. R. A. Childs, Hon. G. W.
Fithian, Hon. J. L. McLaurin, Hon. W. J, Talbert. Hon. J. S. Sherman, Hon.
G. B, Fielder, Hon. C. A. Cadmus, Hon. J. Cornish. Hon. T. J. Strait, Hon.
‘W. J. White, Hon. D. N. Lockwond, Hon. J. A. Pickler, Hon. R. C. Davey,
Hon. Silas Adams, Hon. C. J. Boatner.

The following members have not been personally served, but I return
kerewith the list with the information that I have from each:

Hon. 8. B. Cooper, telegram received that he is on his way to Washington;
Hon. A. A. Taylor, telegram receivad that he is on his way to Washington;
Hon. P. S. Post, telegram received that he ison hisway to Washington; Hon.
W. W. Grout, telegram received that he is on his way to Washington; Hon.
J. A. Scranton, sick, and asks to be excused: Hon. J. J. Belden, on the way
to Washington; Hon. J. E Cobb, on the way to Washington; Hon. George
‘W. Ray, on the way to Washington; Hon. J. A. Tawney, on the way ta
Washington; Hon. Adolph Meyer, on the way to Washington.

The follo members have not been found:

g I%Em.wﬂ. H. Bingham, Hon. T, R. Stockdale, Hon. H. C. Loudenslager, Hon.
. M. Wever.
All of which I return with the writ, as I am directed. NGW:

W.58 1
Sergeant-al- Arms, House of Representatives.
The SPEAKER of the House of Representatives.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODER-
ICcK | this morning stated that he waspresenton Saturday on the
roll eall, and the correction was made in theJournal; therefore
the gentleman’s name will bestricken from the writ, without ob-
jection. At ought not to have been placed there.

The Chair desires to state as toone or two of these gentlemen,
that perhaps the Chair has been at fault. The gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. CorNISH] on Friday evening requested that
the Chair present an application for a leave of absence for him
until Monday. It escaged the memory of the Chair entirely.
It was not the fault of the gentleman from New Jersce;ii but the
fault of the Chair. The gentleman from New Jersey[Mr. GEIS-
SENHAINER] telegraphed for a leave to attend the funeral of a
friend, and that was not presénted to the House through the
fault of the Chair. It was an oversight.

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], who is not
now in the House, being too unwell to remain, requested the
Chair to state that he was absent by leave of the House, and as
soon as he heard of the revocation of the leaves by the House,
last Thursday or Friday, whenever it was, he started back. He
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has gone out of the House now because he was too unwell to re-

main.

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the pointof order that under the
rule he would be excusable; he would have the right to come in.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, I insist that, inasmuch ashe
is under the writ, does not that require some action on the part
of the House? g

Mr. CATCHINGS. I was about to make a motion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr, BOAT-
NER] was here, and requested that the Chair male the statement
that he was too unwell to remain.

Mr. CATCHINGS. The object of the resolution having been
accomplished, if it is not objectionable I will move that all gen-
tlemen named by the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms be dis-
charged from custody and excused. -

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order can be
made. Without objention that order will be made. [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MCMTLLIN. I move that the House adjourn.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr.Speaker,I simply wish to state that I have
seen it in several newspapers that I was one of the delinquents.
I was absent with the leave of the House in the first place, and
1 was absent at home, detained by sickness in my tamil{%r As
soon as I could leave the sick bed in my family I came to Wash-

ton,

he SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from
Mississippi that the Journal discloses the fact that the gentle-
man hatF eave of absence on account of sickness in his family.
In first making out the list of absentees that excuse was not dis-
covered, but before the writ was issued it was discovered and
the gentleman’s name was not included.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa
question of privilege.

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before that is entertained I desire to with-
draw the motion to adjourn, as I understand there are several
gentlemen who dsire to speak to-night under the order made.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee withdraws
the motion to ad ourn.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, as I see that
my name has been published in several papers among the names
of members absent without leave, I desire to state that in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of December 21, page 458, there appears
an announcement that I was excused indefinitely on account of
gickness. Being excused, I left Washington before the House
took the holiday recess and went home. I returned as soon as
my condition would permit, and when I received the notification
of the Sergeant-at-Arms [ was already on my way back to this
city. I want to state further, that during the extra session I
came here on the 7th day of August and did not miss a single
roll call or a single vote during the whole of that session.

After the adjournment I went home and returned on the first
day of the regular session, and did not miss a single vote or asin-

le roll call until the day before the House took a recess for the
Eolidsys. when, as I have already stated, having obtained indefi-
nite leave of absence onaccount of sickness, I went home and re-
turned as soon as I was able, Let me add that { have never ab-
sented myself or refused to vote for the purpose of breaking a
quorum, that I am here to do all I can to help the Democratic
party to redeem the pledges they have made to the people, and
that I object to being published as an absentee when in fact I
was absent by leave of the House on account of sickness.’

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from
South Carolina that while his statement as to his leave of ab-
sence is correct, yet on last Thursday all leaves of absence were
revoked by the House.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I telegraphed to my col-
league [Mr. LATIMER] to have my leave of absence extended,
snn(f he put a written request to that effect upon the desk, but
for some reason it was not presented.

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS.
The SPEAKER announced the following appointments:

Mr. Houx of Ohio as a member of the Committee on the Elec-
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con-

S8,
Eer. JoNES of Virginia as a member of the Committee on

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER. The order adopted to-day provides that at
half past 5 o’clock the House shall take a recess until 8 p.m., the
eve session to be devoted to debate only upon the pending
bill; and also that during the operation of the order the House
shall meet daily at 11 a. m. The Chair understands that the
ﬁ:umm from West Virginia [Mr.WILsoN] has not concluded

remarks, and calls the attention of members to the fact that

the House will meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock, when the gentleman
from West Virginia will continue his speech.

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from West Virginia, then,
will not proceed this evening? >

The SPEAKER. Not this evening, The Chair is informed
by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole that arrange-
ments have been made for certain other gentlemen to speak at
the evening session.

Mr. BURRUOWS. The evening session is for debate only?

The SPEAKER. For debate only upon the pending bill; and
if there be no objection, instead of waiting until half past 5, the
Chair will now declare the House in recess until 8 o’clock p. m.

There wasno obiection, and the House accordingly (at5 o'clock)
took a recess until 8 p. m.

EVENING SESSION.

The House reassembled at 8 p. m., the Speaker in the chair.
THE TARIFF.

The SPEAKER. The House is in session for debate only on
the bill the title of which will be read,

The Clerk read the title, asfollows:

A Dbill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taXation, to provide revenue for the Govern-
ment, and for other puiposes.

The SPEAKER. The House will resolve itself into Commit-
tee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill, and the gen-
tleman from Tennes<ee [Mr. RICHARDSON | will take the chair.

The Houss accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
‘Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair.

Mr. LANE. Mr, Chairman, more than o year ago the Demo-
cratic party in itsnational lpint.fcx‘m, at Chicago, made thefollow-
ing declaration, which I selectas my texton the presentoccasion.
It reads as follows:

adenounce
OTILY OF (58 Amierican poOmIe, for the hebetis of the o We dotms ey
a fundamental prineiple of the Democratic pariy that the Federal Gov-

ernment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties ex-

cept for the of revenue only, and we demand that the colleetion of

such taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Government when hon-
estly and enconomically administered. We denounce the McKinley tarifl
law enacted by the Fifty-first Congress as the culminating atrocity of elass
leigslation. ® indorse the effort made by the Democrats of the nt Con-
gress to modify its most oppressivefeatures in the direction of free raw ma-
terials and cheaper manufactured goods that enter into general consumption,
and we promiseits repeal as one of the beneticent results that will follow
the action of t.hxe{g?lcple in intrusting power to the Democratie Y.

Since the Mc ey tarifl went into operation there have n ten re-
ductions of the wages of l&borlnf men 10 vne increase. We deny that there
has been any Increase of pros ty to the country since the tarifl went into
operation, and we t to dullness and distress, the wage reductions
and strikes in the fron trade, as positive evidence that no such prosperit;
has resulted from the McKinleyact. We call attention of thoughtful Amerl-
cans to the fact that after thirty years of restrictive taxes against the im-

tation of foreign wealth In exchange for our agricultural surpius the
omes of the farmers of the country have become burden d with real-estate
mort-ga.gx%ebt of over §2,600,000,000. exclusive of all other forms of indebted-
ness. in one of the chief agricultural States of the West there ap-
pears o real-estate mortgage debt averaging $165 per capita of the total
population, and that similar conditions and tendencies are shown to exist in
other agricultural exporting States. We denounce a policy which fosters
no industry so much as it does that of the sherifr.

In one of the most memorable campaigns ever conducted in
this country, after a full and exhaustive discussion last fall a
year ago, the foregoing sentiment and declaration of principles
were indorsed by 0,604,267 votes of American freemen, and the

resent Administration wentinto power pledged to thisdoctrine.

his Congress is now assembled for the purpose of crystallizing
this idea into law and to change a system that has for nearly
thirty years robbed the masses of the American people for the
benefit of the classes. The language used in the platform is
plain and unambiguous, and the people understood the effect of
their action. The five million and a half of voters who cast
their ballots for the Democratic party solemnly placed them-
selves on record in favor of the abandonment of this false doc-
trine of protection.

And now, Mr. Chairman, it seems almost useless to consume
the time of the House in going dver the ground again. But
the report of the minority of the Committee on Waysand Means
on the bill under consideration is filed, as it were, in the nature
of a motion for a new trial, and with the usual audacity of error
insists that the American people were mistiken in their action
on the great question and that the proposition be resubmitted
to them for their further consideration. The momentous issue
may safely be intrusted in their hands. We read in Holy Writ
that ‘‘The dog turned to his own vomit again, and the sow that
was washed to her wallowing in the mire,” butit can not be pre-
sumed that a people who have just beheld the * promised land”
and the dawn of industrial liberty will sgain return to Egyptian
bondage, ‘‘ to make bricks even without straw " for the million-
aires of this country. Republican protection is the great fraud
of this or any other age and the most pronounced misnomer of all
languages.
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Tt is a living falsehood now known and read by all intelligent
. laborers in this country from center to circumference. Trium-
phant wrong has never yet challenged the attention of mankind
withoutawakening aspiritthatultimately proved unconguerable.
Republican protection, which makes wrong a virtue and pro-
clatmﬂ iniguity as its highest and noblest aspiration, has de-
liberately led to its own destruction. The object and purposs
of all protective tariffs is the taxation of one man for the benefit
of another. Every intelligent voter now knows that this is
robbery, and why not call it robbery as is done in the platiorm?
This robbery is defended by its friends by the impudent state-
ment that it is beneficial to all, in this: that it raises the wages
of labor; that it preserves the home market to t e farmers; that
it restsonly on the foreigner; that it makes things cheap, and
by the worse than infamous blasphemy, that but for this pro-
tective system we would have no prosperity or hapcrl:mess inthis
country. Every voter knows that this is false, and at the elec-
tion in 1892 more than 5,000,000 of votes were so recorded with
the names and residence of the electors. This falsehood must
be battered down and its shameful injustice made known to the
world.

Under the tariff of 1883 the average rate was 47 per cent on
all imported goods, but in 190, a year of profound peace, and
no increased demand for a national increase of revenue, by the
McKinley bill the average duty was raised to 62 per cent, and
on some articles being entirely prohibitory. The total value of
imports into this country for the year 1802 was $827,402,462. Of
this amount $396,402,504 was dutiable, and the balance, $457,999,-
658, was on the free list. The amount of customs duty collected
for the year 1892 was $177,452,964.15, and from internal revenue
the amount collected was $153,971,072.52. The amount of ex-
poris from this country in 1893 was $1,015,732,011, of which
nearly 80 per ecent wus farm products. The amount of duty eol-
lected in 1893 was $203,355,016.73, and for internal revenue $161,-
027,623.93. Of this vast sum of $203,355,016.73, the farmers and
laborers paid the greater part as-the necessaries of life, and the
articles used by the poor are to-day taxed nearly double as much
as luxuries and articles used by the rich.

The McKinley bill was as cluimed by itsauthors to pro-
tect the American people from the importation of the cheap
pauper manufactured goods of foreign nations. For this osten-
gible purpose, therefore, the American people were compelled
to pay the import duty which T have mentioned of $203,355,016.73.
This vast sum was paid by the Americanpeople. It may atfirst
have been paid by the importers, but it wus finally paid by the
consumers, and in the final adjustment of accounts it was paid
by the farmers and laborers of this country, forin the endl.bor

ys all taxes. Nearly all this vast sum was a protective tax,
and the tax on articles consumed by the poor was naar;f double
the tax on articles used by the rich. In framing the McKinley
bill the duty was laid on such articles as could be or were manu-
factured in this country, and such as could not wers placed on
the free list, and in the case of sugar a bounty was given to the

roducers of domestic sugar. So I am warranted in the stite-
ment that this gigantic sum of 8203,355,016.73 was levied for the
purgose of protection—the revenue being simply an incident.

The purpose and e'fect of all protective tariifs is to raise the
price of goods imported so that they can not be sold in ecompeti-
tion with domestic manufactured articles. A tariff islaid for
revenue or protection, or it may be for both. A revenue tariff
would be a just tariff if luxuries were taxed higher than the
necessaries of life for the reason that the money would go into
the public Treasury to pay the expenses of the Government, and
it is supported by constitutional authority. A tariff for protec-
tion is laid upon the people for the benefit of a few and is with-
out constitutional authority and therefore void, as there is no
law to support it: hence it is robbe:q plain and simple. A pro-
tective tax is unjust because it is paid by the people, not for a

ublic pur .not to support the Governmentor to payitsdebts,
ut to enrich the manufacturers.

This was the crime that brought about the Reign of Terrorin
France, more than a hundred years ago, when French manufac-
turersand aristocracy scoffed at all warnings and drank, laughed
danced. and collected their robber tariff from the u’.\)fo le until
;mhlic indignation giathered like a voleano, and, finally bursting

orth, setting the guillotine at work upon the necks of the no-
bility. It was this nefarious protective policy that caused the
prayer of millions in England to ascend to Heaven in vain for so
many years for daily bread, and relief only eame when the torch
of the mob litup thelurid sky and the t;u'{1 of the multitude shook
the very foundation of the House of Parliament itself, and it was
then, and not till then, that Sir Robert Peel determined to give
England the cheap loaf, which s ¢t wasthe crowning glory of his
whole public career. As a matter of course, it is claimed by the
tariff robbers that they share their plunder with the farmers and

laborers of this country, but that falsehood has been exploded a
thousand times, and still the assertion is renewed.

The same claim was made in England and France when sue-
cessful turiff robbery was carried on for generations, but the peo-
ple finally unmasked the villainy and caused the oppressors to
apologize for their oppressions.

This protective tariff is the same everywhere the world over.
There-is but one fact about protection, and that fact is immuta- *
ble and certain,and it is that this form of protection isrobbery,
injustice, and oppression.

The root of the protective abomination is the taxation of the
one man for the benefit of another, and always the ‘taxation of
the r for the tenefit of the rich. Taxation reaches down to
the of society, and in the end labor pays all. The protec-
tive tariff stands as the most abhorrent work of class legislation,
and sooner or later the just sense of all nations must revolt
against it.

The robber tariff lives on lies and fattens onfalsehood. Itjus-
tifies plunder and stigmatizes the people who dare to enter a
protest against it asfree tradersand enemies of free government.
On itslying tongue words are made to change their meaning, and
it has made right a wrong and has branded truth as afalsehood.
Under its false assumption of protection it has driven hundreds
to starvation and thousands of honest laboring men to the poor-
house. Its teachings, that a people can bezome rich by taxing
themselves, are dishonest and pernicious. It isajustification to
every thief, robber, burglar, bandit. and freabooter in the coun-
try. If the tariff law jusiifies the rich in robbing the farmer,
why not also justify the poor in robbing the rich.

What a dreadful example this iniguitous protective system
setfs our young and rising generation. It taaches that it is bet-
ter to be dishonest so you are rich than to be honest and poor.
It sets aside the teachings of the fathers of the Republie, that
exact justice was always the best hope of mankind. ft sets aside
the principle that labor alone produces wealth, and teaches men
to come to Congress, as they have done, to secure the passage of
a law by which they secure a license to rob their neighbors.

The MeKinley bill was so framed. The ready-made clothing
business asked for atax, and they got what they asked, from 100
to 300 per cent. The iron industry asked ior a tax, and it was
given, from 50 £075 per cent; and so with the other industries of
the country. They made their own demand on Congress and it
was granted by McKinley and his eohorts, This is proven by
the renort of the hearings before the Ways and Means Commit-
tee and a comparison of the MeKinley bill. This wasallexplained
in the debate on the McKinley bill by gentlemen who were then
of the minority of the Committee of Ways and Means, and I see
it referred to now in the report of the majorityon the bill under
discussion. It was a deliberate plan to allow the manufacturers
to rob the people. -

When Caesar led his victorious army across the Rubicon and
finally destroyed the liberties of his country, in order to secure
the present and future support of hisleading generals he divided
a part of the plunder of war among them. And so the Repub-
lican party, in order to secure the support of millionaire man-

Lufacturers of this country in each returning election and to ob-
tain the money to corrupt the voters of the country gave them
permission to write the MeKinley bill that authorized them to
rob the farmers and laborers of this eountry in a single year of
more than a biliion of dollars—more than was ever divided
among any gang of thieves or robbers since the dawn of crea-
tion. There may be some legal differences between Cemsarism
and McKinleyism, but morally there is none at all. A tarif for
protection has always been a robber system. It derives its
name from the pirate Tarifa and a town and castle called after
him located at the Strait of Gibraltar, where the Moorish
pirates for 2 number of years in the eight centuries of the Mo-
hammedan sway in Spain exacted tribute from every vessel en-
tering or leaving the Mediterranean.

A certain part of the value of every cargo was taken by the
robbers (history does not inform us, however, whether the rob-
bery was ad valorem or specific), but the crime was tamely sub-
mitted to by the nations of Europe rather than be at the trouble
and expense of hanging the tariff robbers. History, however,
informs us that the owners of the cargoes of the ships so robbed
by tarif thieves lost nothing by the robbery, for they simply
added the value of the stolen goods to the value of the re-
mainder, and the consumer in purchasing the remaining goods

id the value of thearticles stolen as well as those he received.

t was then, as it is to-day, the consumer paid the tariff as well
as. the price of the goods.
It may not be just to hold the word tariff responsible for its
antecedents, and after all there may benothing in aname. * That
which we czll a rose by any other name would smell as sweet,”

but in this case the name has adhered to the thing with great
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pertinacity if there is no kinship between them. Whatever else
may be said of the tariff it is true to its history in one sensa at
least, that it always takes, but never gives; it always levies, but
never contributes. It had its origin in crime, and it is a erime
to-day. Any and every privateinterest ina public tax isa crime
against liberty and against organized society. Allof the collat-
eral tariff infamies hang upon this one offense. Put an end to
this feature of it and all danger will fade away, and it will then
deprive no honest man unlawfully of anything that belongs to
him.

The whole protection system is but a monstrous bribe. It is
a bribe paid to Massachusetts and Pennsylvania for their sup-
port of the Republican party, the money to pay the bribe being
stolen from the people of the West and South. The money is
used to buy corporations, individuals, and the entire votes of a
State. The system begins with bribery and is sustained by it,
and its most notable triumpbs are won by the use of money
wrung from honest labor. In the language of the Chicago plat-
form, ‘‘the McKinley bill is the culminating atrocity of class
legisf.s.tion and should be repealed.”

A protective turiff as manifested in McKinleyism is the direst
curse that ever damned the American people. It violates in-
ternational law, human and divine, by prohibiting trade amon
the families of men, thus denying the fatherhood of God an
the brotherhood of man. It has driven industry to want, beg-
gary, and starvation; it has forced virtue dressed in rags to in-
sanity; it has driven mothers with their infants at their breasts
from the cottage hearth starving into the winter's blast and de-
nied to the husband and father work necessary to support his
family; it has made thousands of millionaires and millions of
tramps—both a curse to society: it has filled prisons with erim-
inals and the churches with hypocrites; it has driven millions of
honest laborers to the soup houses to be fed in the name of charity
with the products of their own labor, out of which they were
robbed; it makes merchandise of men, slaves of women, begg:rs
of children, and outeastsof all, and then retains power by bribery
and fraud. It is the author of all the sweating systems in the
world, where women and children sweat blood to be coined into
money to satisfy the greed of Mammon, and itforges the promise
of God into a lie, and we do see the seed of the righteous ‘‘ bag-
ﬂng bread,” the divine promise to the contrary notwithstand-

Mr. Chairman, ‘this is the indictment which was presented
againstthe Republican party by the grand jury of the country and
upon which it has been fried and convicted.

The first point made is that there is

NO CONSTITUTIONAL POWER TO IMPOSE A PROTECTIVE TARIFF.

This proposition is asserted in our platform. The Constitu-
tion reads as follows:

SEC. 8. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes. duties, im-
and excises to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and
general welfare of the United States.

In the interpretation of this clause of the Constitution the em-
phases are to be pluced on the words “ to pay the debts,” and in
this way to provide for the common defcnse and general welfare.
If the ssction should receive any other interpretation fhan this
it would not be a government of limited powers, but Congress
would have unlimited power to levy a tax for anything that
Congress might consider for the general welfare; which is not
true.

The power of taxation is the greatest power exercised by any
government; for the power totax isthe power to destroy. Every
government must have the power of tixation, for without that

wer it can not exist. But in all free governments thers must

a limit on the taxing power. If not it would simply be a
monarchy. A tariff is a tax and therefore comes within the
meaning of the Constitution mentioned. What, then, are taxes?
Taxes are defined to be ** the enforced proportional contribution
from persons and property levied by the State by virtue of its
sovereignty for support of government and for all public needs.”
A tax can only be levied for public purposes. A protective tariff
being for the benefit of a certain industry which is private, is not
within the meaning of the law and is therefore null and void.
This being mainly a legal question, I wish to call the attention of
the House to the law on this point as announced by the writers
on elementary law as well as the adjudication of the courts of
last resort in this country, State and national. Burroughs on
Taxation, on page 6, states thelaw to be * that taxes can only be
imposed for a public purpose; they can not be imposed for a pri-
vate purpose.” .

Cooley on Taxation, page 55, states the law to be as follows:

It is the first requisite of lawful taxation that the purpose for which it is
laid shall be a public purpose.

The same author, on page 126 of his book, says:

However important it may be to the community that industrial citizens
should prosper in their industrial enterprises, it is not the business of gov-

ernment to ald them with its means. Enlightened states, while giving all
necessary tection to their ciiizene, will lsave everyone to depend for his
SUCCESS AN E!oaperity in business on his own exertions, in the belief that
by doing 8o own industry will be more certainly enlisted, and his pros-
perity and happiness more probably secured.

1t may therefore be safely asserted that taxation for the purpose of raising
money from the public to be given or even loaned to private parties in order
that they may use it in their individual business enterprises, is not recog-
nized as an employment of the power for a public use. [n contemplationof
law it would be taking the common property of the whole community and
handing it over to private Bﬂartlos for their private gain and consequentl
unlawful. Any incidental benefits to the pubiic that might flow from i
‘would not support it as legitimate taxation.

Hilliard on Taxation, page 12, affirms the law to be as follows:

Taxation is allowable only for public purposes.

The text-books all read one way, and I will now eall your at-
tention to the adjudication of the courts.

I find in a note to volume 16, American States Reports, a very
valuable compilation of the authorities on this point, which has
greatlf aided me and from which I have selected most of the
following cases,and I will now read them to the House. In 58
California Reports, 639, the court says:

To promote a public p by a tax levy upon the property in the State
is within the power of the Legislature; hu?thgo Legi.sla%urga hli no power to
impose taxes for the benefit of individuals connected with a private enter-
prise, even though the private enterprise might benefit the local publicin a
remote or collateral way.

In 27 Towa Reports, 46, the supreme court of that State say:

Taxes are burdens or charges im d by the Legisiature upon persons
or property to raise money for public purposes or to accomplish some gov-
ernmental end. A tax for a private purpose is a solecism in language.

In 9 Kansas Reports, 689, it is said:

Taxation to aid ordinary manufactures or the establishment of enter-
Ried to exist whless all Hmits v the SPPrODHANOn of private Property
to the power to tax be disregardad. oo REEEISPEpeERy, SN

The supreme court of iowa has held that no anthority or even
dictum can be found which asserts that there can be any legiti-
mate taxation, where the money to be raised does not go into
the public treasury, and that the uniform weight of public au-
thority is that taxes are to be imposed for the use of the people
and not for the benefit of individuals.

In 20 Michigan Reports, 474, the supreme court of that State
say in regard to taxation: {

It mustbs imposed fora public, not for a mere private p . Taxati
is a mode of raising mvem?e for public pu:poses%nly. nndu::rg::: itis proa‘:in-

tuted to objects in no way connected with public interest or welfare it ceases
to be taxation and becomes public plunder.

The supreme court of Maine has held:
mblic exigenc,

mlggrgd tuﬁiﬂé%eai&y can require private spoliation for the private benefit of

It is held in 60 Maine Reports, 124, that the Legislature of the
State has no Eower to pass a law to authorize a town to raise
money either by taxation or issuing its bonds and loan the same
to private parties fo enable them toerectmills and manufactories
in such town, thereby to increase its wealth and businessas well as
the accommodation of itsinhabitants. Such an object isentirely
a private one and in no sense entitled to be called a public use
of such a character as to justify the imposition of taxes upon the
inhabitants and property of a town by a vote of the majority of
such town.

The court say in the closing part of the opinion in this ease:

To take directly or indirectly the property of individuals to loan to others
{or the purpose of private gain and speculation against the consent of those
whose money is thus loaned would be to withdraw it from the protection of
the constitution and submit it to the will of an Irresponsible majority. It
would bethe robbery and spoliation of those whose estate is thus confiscated.
No surer or more effectual method could be devised to deter from accumu-
iggion. to diminish capital, to render property insecure, and thus to paralyze

ustry.

The Legislature of Massachusetts passed a statute to authorize
the city of Boston to issue bonds to the amount of $20,000,000 to
be loaned to the owners of land upon which buildings were de-
stroyed by fire. Commissioners were appointed to manage the
loan and took a first mortgage upon the land at less than three-
fourths its value to secure the payment of the money with in-
terest.

The supreme judicial court of thatState in 111 Massachusettts,
454, unanimously held that the statute wasnulland void and per-
ggt:éally enjoined all proceeding to collect taxes to pay such

nds.

A similar statute was passed by the Legislature of West Vir-
ginia authorizing the city of Wheeling to issue bonds and loan
the money for the purpose of encouraging the establishment of
manu‘acturing interests, and to take bonds and mortgages upon
property to secure its payment, and still the Supreme Court of
the United States, in 106 United States Reports, held that such
a statute was utterly void. The Supreme Court say in that
case:

Taxatlon to pay the bonds In question is not taxation for a public object.
It is taxation which taxes the private property of one person for the pri-
vate use of another.
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In 20 Michigan, 452, the supreme court of that State say:

It is not in the power of the State, in my opinion, under the name of a
bounty or under any other cover or subterfuge, to furnish the capital to set
private parties up in any kind of business or to subsidize their business
after they onters& n@n it. A bounty law of which this is the real nature is
void, whatever may be the pretense on which it may be enacted.

In 21 Pennsylvania State Reports, 168, the supreme court of
that State say:

Taxation 18 a mode of raising revenue for public purposes; when it is
prostituted to objects In no way connected with the public it ceases to be
taxation and becomes plunder.

In 24 Wisconsin Reports, 356, the supreme court of that State
say in regard to taxation:

It is conceded by all that a tax must be for a public and not for a private
purpose, If, therefore the Legislature attempts to take money from the
people by legal compuision for merely private purposes, that is not a tax
according to the essential meaning of the word, and, therefore, such a law
is not, strictly speaking, unconstitutional as being gmh!b!v&d by any posi-
tive provision of the Constitution, but is void for the reason that itis be-
yond the scope of legislation.

The Legislature of the State of Kansas passed a law in 1872
authorizing the city of Topeka, in order to develop and improve
said city, to appropriate from its general funds, or by the issu-
ance of bonds of said city to such an amountas the city council
might determine. Thae city issued bonds fo a certain corpora-
tion to the amount of $100,000 to enable the corporation to estab-
lish a manufactory of iron bridges in that city. In 20 Wallace,
664, the Supreme Court of the United States say of this case in
refusing to allow said bonds to be paid by taxation from the
property of the people of that eity:

01 all powers conferred on the Government that of taxation is most liable
to abuse. power can as readily be employed against one class of in-
dividuals ard in favor of another, s0 as to ruin the one class and give un-
limited wealth and pmsiperit. 1o the other, if there are no implied limita-
tions of the use for which the power may be exercised. To lay with one
hand the power of the Government on the property of the citizen and with
the other bastow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises and
build up private fortunes is none the less robbery because it is done under
the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation; it 1s a de-
cree under legislative forms. Nor is it taxation. Beyond a cavil there can
e no lawful taxation which is not laid for public purposes.

Mr. Chairman, many more decisions to the same effect could
be cited, but I deem it unnecessary. In my examination of this
question in the law library I found that the supreme court of
nearly every State in this Union has passed on this question,
and the consensus of judieial opinion is to the ellect that there
is no power under the Constitution, State or national, that au-
thorizes a tax to be levied to build up private industries. Iwish
to call the attention of the House to another fact in connection
with these decisions—that is, thata great many of these decisions
were written by Republican judges who vote the Republican
ticket and advocate a protective tariff on the stump. And yet
when the question comes before them as to whether the State or
nation can constitutionally levy a protective tariff or tax, under
their oath of office and confronted with thecrime of perjury they
hold that it can not be done. Gentlemen, if an examination of
the authorities I have cited does not convince you thata gro»
tective tarilf is unconstitutional, then vou are to be likened to
the five brothers mentioned in the Scriptures, of whom Abra-
ham said, “If they hear not Moses and the prophets, neither
will they be persuaded though one rose from the dead.”

There can be no legal doubt that under our Constitution a tax
can not be levied on the people Eolel‘y for the purpose of protec-
tion, and it should ever remain so. That power was not granted
by the Constitution by the American people when the Govern-
ment was formed nor has it been granted since. Such a law can
be legally passed in England or Germany where they have no
written constitution, but not in this country where our form of
Government is one of limited powers. But for the sake of the
s.rFument. grant the power to pass such a law; still it would be
iniquitous and unjust, for it would be the right to tax one man
for the benefit of another. If all the people ere benefited alike
then there is no benefit fo any one.

If the sugar-raiser of Louisiana, Vermont, and Kansas should
have a bounty from the public Treasury for the amount of sugar
ﬁroduced by them, then by parity of reason the corn-grower of

linois, Towa, and Indiana should have a bounty on corn. If the
ocean carrying trade should be subsidized, then railroads and
other inland modes of transportationshould be subsidized. Why
should ons man In one trade be protected by a tariff tax for
his encouragement and not another man in another occupation?
Why should one man be compelled to pay a bounty to his neigh-
bors when his neighbors pay no bounty to him? And if neigh-
bors pay equal bounty to each other, where is the benefit?

It is therefore perfectly obvious that a tax to be protective
must be unjust, for it must take from one class and give to an-
other with it recsiving anything in return; that is what pro-
tection mc: s and that is why it is called robbery. No man’s
rights can be based on another man's injury. Ifyou take money
from one man by law without his consent and give it to another

you are certainly doing the first one an injury. Law can not
make wrong right nor black white; you may pass a statute to
that effect, but the ethical principle implanted in every honest
human breast would revolf against if.

Protection contravenes the adage of the fathers of the Repub-
lic—that of “equal and exact justice to all and special privileges
to none.” It promises large rewards to labor but it never ful-
fills the contract; it teaches that our farmers are the proper ob-
jects to be plundered if it can be done under the formsand sanc-
tion of law. It makes its levy upon the innocent and the unsus-
pecting without their knowledge and then divides it among the
cunning and the unscrupulous. Every great fortune it creates
results from the legal oppression of the poor. Protectiondraws
its riches from the moans of the widow, the tears of the orphan,
and the sweating-room of oppression. It is a financial mon-
strosity.

We build railroads, construct shiPs, open harbors, span rivers,
tunnel mountains, appropriate millions for the improvement of
harbors, construct ocean steamers, all for the benefit of free com-
meree in order to secure our Eart. of the trade of the world, and
then McKinleyism builds a Chinese wall around the country 62
feet high,and declares it would be a benefit to the American
people if the Atlantic Ocean were ** a seaf fire,” forgetting that
commerce is the golden girdle that binds the world together,
and that we are not only citizens of the Republic, but of the
world as well, and that even the love of country should not be
greater than the love of mankind, and that all politics that war
against the law of God are hurtiul to the race. Restriction be-
longs to the past and is contrary to the spirit of freedom.

Freedom is our greatest glory. Our soil is free, our thought
is free, our ballot is free, ourspeech is free, our press is free, our
laboring men should be free; and I sincerely hope that when the
measure under consideration is enacted into law it will secure
larger liberty to the toiling millionsof the world. Thatis what
the election in 1892 meant, the liberty of trade, industrial and

rsonal liberty. It was the mightiest revolution ever enacted
in thiscountry, and a solemn protest against the robbery of taxa-
tion. The wholesystem stood on two colossal falsehoods, the one
vhatit would secure ‘' better wages' to labor, and the other that
it would secure the ‘‘home market” to the American farmer.
Mr. Speaker, I desire briefly to examine these two propositions.

THE LABORING MAN AND THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF.

The Dsmocratic platform that I have read to the House de-
clares “ thatsince the McKinley bill becamea law there has been
ten reductions in the wages of labor to where there has been one
increase.” I maintain the truth of this proposition, and I am
prepared fo prove and maintain that a protective tariff never
raised the wages of labor in this or any other country in the
world, It was notintended by its authors that it should have
that effect, and in the very nature of things it could not accom-

lish that end. The manufacturersof this countryreceived the
nefit of the protective tariff. I will grantthatitenabled them
to pay better wages to their laborers if they saw proper, but the
question is, Did they do so? I insist they did not. The Carne-
gies, Rockwells, Scotts, and other tariff barons are able to pay
their laborers $20 per day and still have sufficientleft to support
themselvesand theirfamiliesin luxuryandidleness if they should
live to the age of Methuselah. Protected manufacturers never
showed any disposition to share their ‘* bonus ? with their work-
men except upon compulsion,

But what did theee protected millionaire capitalists pay their
laborers? Simply the ordinary market wages. Iam willing to
admit that wages are higher in America than they are in
Europe, but this is not due to the protective tariff. Wages
were higher in this country than in Kurope before McKinleyism
was in swaddling clothes. The high wages in this country, if
they may be called such, are due to other causes than a restrict-
ive tariff. The labor unions and Knights of Labor have done
more to secure reasonable wages for laboring men than all the
tariff laws passed by the Republican Eg.rty. There are, also, -
many other reasons why wages should be higher in this coun-
try than across the waters in foreign lands. England has a po
ulation of 400 to the square mile, and the average wages paid
were 97 cents per day.

New England has a population of 210 to the square mile, and
the average wages paid here were 1.02 per day. 5 cents more
than in England. The State of Ohio has a population of 80 to
the square mile and their wages average about $1.80. But while
the wages are nominally 5 cents per day higher in Massa-
chusetts than they are in England, yet this is more apparent
than real when you take into account the purchasing power of
mwoney in that State and England.

I insist that a protective tariff always reduces the wages of
labor, because it increases the price of consumption. When a
protective tax is placed on anything coming into this country
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from abroad. the price of that article to the consumer is in-
creased to the amount of such tax.

II a man s clothing costs him more because of a restrictive
tariff, then his wages will not purchase as much clothing. If
the tariff were on labor, then the wages of labor would raise in
accordance with the same rule that applies to goods; but the
tariff is not on the labor (that ison the free list) but on the prod-
ucts of labor, which is entirely a different thing. If, however,
the protective tariff should raise the price of wages at all, then
it could only apply to those engaged in the protected industries,
which only amount to less than Y per cent of our laboring pop-
ulation. Iwish to mentionanother fact that conclusively proves
that a protective tariff does not increase the wages of the laborer,
and that is that laborers in unprotective industries are as well
ﬂaid off, if not better, than those in the protective industries.

a protective tariff raises the price of wages, then the wages
in Germany and France should be higher than in free-trade
England, which is not the fact.

There is o greater difference in wages of labor in the differ-
ent States of the Union than there is between this countr
and Europe. Colorado pays wages three times as high as No
Carolina, Dakota twice as high as Alibama, California nearly
twice as high as Massachusetts, and Illinois higher than Vir-
ginia. At least this was the condition of things before the re-
ceut labor troubles in the West.

Put when me make a final analysis of wages we find that it is
not the dollars received, but the food and clothing that the
money will buy. Profit is not the money handled, but the sum
saved at the end of each year. But to prove conclusively, and
beyond cavil, that the laboring man does not get the benefit of
the protective tariff I will state the fact that the average labor
cost of production in America in all the protected industries is
but 18 per cent, or placed by the hest statistician at 21 per
cent, and the average duty by the McKinley bill is over 50 per

cent.

Now, who gets the tariff? The manufacturers, of course. If
the laborers got it whyshould there now be 3,000,000 laborers
out of employment willing to labor but no work to do? and in &
country where there is more than sufficient for all, they are
compelled to beg from placs to place for their daily bread.

For the last twenty years the American people have been out-
ragzously taxed *‘for the benefit of the laboring man.” Why,
then, manufacturers in robes and laborers in rags, millionaires
and paupers? The poor are the laborers for whom these tariff
laws were passed, for whose benefit the people have been taxed
overabillionof dollars annually, yet organized cunning despoiled
labor of it all. _

When the McKinley bill wasunder consideration in this House
Carnegie & Co. secured an increase of protection for their busi-
ness(of course for the banefitof the laboring man,asisusual insuch
cases), but after the McKinley tariff went into effect Carnegie &
Co. reduced the wages of their laborers;and in order to make the
reduction more effectual they called in the Pinkerton thugs and
knaves to shoot down the honestlabor off of which they had
grown rich. And finally the Republican recipe for all labor
troubles, the militia, was called in, and organized labor at Home-
stend was again forcaed under the galling yokeof slavery. Then

a committee of this House was sent to Homestead to investigate
the question of wages by that highly protected institution which
every man, woman, and child in United States was taxed
to support. And when the committee asked for information as
to the manner in which these taxes were used the committee was
informed that it was a private affair.

Not only did Carnegie & Co. reduce the IErica of wages in their
- factories, {mt since the passage of the McKinley tariff the wages
of labor were reduced in several thousand other protected in-
dustries. My colleague and seat matefrom New York [Mr, WAR-
NER] in the last Congress furnished a list of the reduction of
wages in the protected industries, which covers several pages of
the CONGRESSIONALRECORD. There is no doubt about the fact
that the Chicago platform is correct inits statementthat ' since
the passage of ia MecKinley bill there have been tenreductions in
the wages of labor to where there has been one increase.” The
following statement, which I take from the Philadelphia Press
of December 26, the very citadel of protection, as uttered by the
General Master Workman of the Knights of Labor, reads that—

Everywhere is starvation and death, while corporate greed and avaricious
money lords apply the arrogant lash with relentless fury, and Congress,
like a wonden gorf looks down in silent contempt on the miseries of the
most patriotic and industrions people the world ever knew. With these
conditions confronting the ple @ where, if we can not permeate
society with a healty public nion on t! subiecf- of labor ani force the
adoption of our principles we deserve defeat. In the city of Philadelphia
laboring men have been voting the Republican ticket so for the
twenty years.

“They have Sown the wind and they reap the Walriwind
THE FARMER AND THE HOME MARKET.
The Republican national committee of 1892 issued a pamphlet
to be the campaign, and on the first page of the book it

used in

is promised of the Me¢Kinley bill * To scatter plenty over a smil-
ing land;” and further on the statement is made that **It will
secure work for thousands of idle men and women. It will ma-
terially reduce the farmer’s expenses and greatly increase his
profits, but it will not raise the price to the American consumer
of one single article that can be termed a nacessary expense.’
The McK nle! bill is'ip force to-day and isscattering plenty over
asmiling lund. I wonder how the farmers of the country enjoy
that plenty this year. Whataroaring farce, this promise of the
Republican party! 1f any class deserves well of this country it
is the farming class.

The supreme rule of the Democratic party with reference
to taxation is that the taxation from the citizen must be limited
to the needs of the Government economically administered, and
that any taxation beyond this, from whatever pretext of public

licy, is an infringement upon Democratic freedom. In Amer-
lca the great burden of taxation falls upon the farmer. He be-
longs to a class which is first in number and economic impor-
tance to the country. It may be true that the question of num-
bers may not be of any particular consequence in consideri
the question of equal justice, for he wouflun::ll be entitled to eq
political rightif there were but one-half the number. It need
not rest exclusively on the principle of the greatest good to the
greatest number, but upon the theorythat everyman is entitled
to equal and exact justice,

With the farmer there is no combination or monopoly; he is
confronted with the necessity of selling to the world on a purely
competitive basis. The farmers’ burdens from year to year ars
gradually growing heavier. The tritesaying was, ** Young man
go West and grow up with the country.” But the plan now is
to organize corporations in the East for the special purpose of
giacing- mortgages all over the West upon farms at nearly

ouble the rate of interest prevailing in the East, and in thisway
the profits of farming are largely abstracted by the corporations
and their ally, the protective tariff. The farm mortgagesof the
counfry amount now to nearly £4,000,000,000, and, of course, no
sane person ever expects that this vast sum will ever be paid.
It cannot be paid; there is not money enough in the country to
pay this stupendous debt. The cunning money sharks of the
country have seen to it that there shall not be sufficient money
in the counfry to transact its business, for they have contracted
the currency nearly 50 percent for that very purpose. The pris-
oner is in jail and they have destroyed the prison keys. What
will the end be?

The Democraticplatform explains the situation—that is, * that
the protective sy stem fosters no industry so fully as it does that
of the sheriff.” Thess mortgages will be foreclosed and the
gresent occupants of the land will be turned out, as has been

one already in thousands of cases in Kansas and other Western
States, and these lands will be owned by the corporations which
have eaten up the borrower by their modern cannibalism usury.

‘What next? Why, the axiomatic truth that ** who owns the
soil owns the labor on the soil” will have full operation. This
is only another statement of the Divine truth that ‘‘the bor-
rower is the servant of the lender.” g

The necessity that makes one man toil for the benefit of an-
other man makes the first man the slave of the second whether
his skin is blick or white. This whole nefarious schems is the
work of plutocracy, aided by its natural guardian, the Repub-
lican party, and the special subject of attack is the farmer. He
is made their dupe and victim. I had the honor during the last
Presidential camp. to hear the distinguished Senator from
Tllinois [Mr. CULLOM], who is still serving in the other end of
the Capitol, make aspeech in my own town to the farmers. In
his remarks he ridiculed the statement that Democrats make;
that is, ““that the consumers pay the tariff.” He illustrated his
position by the statement that under the McKinley bill the tariff
duty on calico was 6 cents, and the price here was but 5 cents.
He wanted the farmers to tell him who paid that duty, and the
horny handed sons of toil laughed themselves almost sillyat the
pro‘ound wisdom of their Senator.

The Senator did not tell them, nor did they see proper to ask
him, what would be the effect if there were no duty on calico.
Clearly, if there were no duty at all on calico the domestic man-
ufaeturer would be compelled to sell for 4 cents, and if this is
true then calico is protected 25 percent. He used thesame state-
ment about a certain class of nails upon which the duty under
the McKinley bill is more than the market price here. In each
case he forgof, I suppose, to state what the effect would be if
there were no dutyon calico and nails. But he did not forget to
tell them how the farmers were protected by the Mc¢Kin!ey bill
by a tariff on wheat of 20 cents, and then we had three cheers
for the McKinley bill.

Isaw some of thesame farmers thissummer selling their wheat
for40cents per bushel, and I reminded them of the Senator’s state-
ment, and that I thought that if they would make out their bill
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and send it to him for the 20 cents protection; the Senator would
likely get it for them or give them a new chestnut.

Every intelligent person knew at the time that the pretended
protection of the farmers by the McKinley bill on wheat was a
fraud and a humbug. It could not be done in that way. Its
real purpose was to still further deceive the farmersof the coun-
try into supporting the Republican party. B

ut, thank God, the scales have falien from the eyes of the
farmers and laborers, and they will not be deceived longer.

The requiem of the protective tariff system was sung in this
country in 180Z and I know that it is dead, but I wish to punish
the robber after death by giving it a few more kicks and cuffs.
The Illinois farmer pays 50 per ceut more for his manufactured
goods than he would were there no tariff; therefors the Illinois
farmer to the extent of that per cent is impoverished. Massa-
chus:tts sells her manufactured goods 50 per cent higher than
she could sell them were there no tariff; therefore Massachu-
setts is enriched this per cent by reason of such protection. This
being so, does not the Illinois farmer pay the tax of Massachu-
setis, and in addition thereto give her a bonus for the privilege?
Labor creates all capital,and surely the laborer should at least
have a just and full share of that which he creates,

1f labor were allowed equal privilege with capital, then there
would be no conflict between them, But when the Government
steps in and by the exercise of power enters into parenershi
with capital and takes from labor the fruitsof its production an
gives it to capital, then labor becomes the slave of the master it
has created, and in this way every farmer in the land is made
the slave of eapital.

Wealth has accumulated in this country in the last twenty
years at a rate never before known, but it has been at a fearful
cost t0 the farmer. Theaccumulation has not been of a uniform
rate; hundreds have grown rich while millions have grown poor,
all tl;lr?u h the intervention of the Government that should pro-
tect ike.

In order to show how unfairly the protective tariff treats the
farmer, I will use some figures which I submitted to the House
when the: McKinley bill was under consideration, but they will
bear repeating.

These figures are taken from the census of 1880 and they show
the increase of wealth of the farmer under the Walker tariff,
and the decrease under the protective tariff:

1 G e B N oW LN Ll W R $8, 273, 460, 575 or 100 per cent.
IO I s s e 2,717, 768,854 or 41 per cent.
b R 934,202,015 0r 0 per cent.

It will be seen that there was an increase of 100 per cenffrom
1850 to 1860, and but 9 per cent from 1870 to 1880, when we had a
high tariff. : :

Now T will take from the census of 1880 (Compendium, page
926) the following figures, which show the advantage manufac-
turers have over farmers:

Amount Imvestad. .. i e e aann
Value of products.
Persons employed.._
Product per hand
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‘What a splendid margin in favor of the manufacturers. Now,
anofher lesson. How have farms increased as compared with
other values? In 1860 the farmers owned nearly one-half the
wealth of the nation, as appears from the census:

--- 97,888, 443 000

- B, 179,123,000

- 12,140,081, 000
31,587, 902, 000
4, 123, 683, 000
.-~ 23, 358,797, 000
Increase of farm values in twenty years of protection --~ bl per cent.
Increase in other values for the same tim 280 per cent.

Oh, for a name to call this infernal thing; robbery is too mild.
I would call it Devil or Hell if T were not afraid it might offend
his Satanic majesty.

As to the fallacy of the home market, I take some figures from
the Statistician of 1893 as to onur wheat product:
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Bushels,

Totabwheatorop IML . o o e s su.*:so,amo
wmption for food... - 302, 000,

................ ==~ D4, 508, 000

Burplugs e e e e e e e 255, 172, 000

.strong, noble, honest men,

Now, in order to consume the surplus so that the farmer would
have a home market, it would require us to import into this
country more than 50,000,000 persons to devour this wheat at 5
bushels per capita, or more immigrants than ever came to this
country. What a blessing this would bs for our labsring men.
But this is not all; our surplus wheat is less than one-third the
surplus of our farms that we ship and sell in foreign markets
annually. So, therefore, in order to find a home market for all
our farm surplus, we would be compelled to import three times
50,000,000 immigrants to consume it all.

‘What a ridiculous farce this would be. And yet Senator Cul-
lom and men of his cloth talk to the farmers about their home
market, and they swallow it as a Utopian dream and vote for a
protective tariff, which will in the end, as certain as day follows
night, result in driving the farmer from his homestead and his
children to the poorhouse. The abandoned farms of New Eng-
land tell more eloquently than words that the farmers have not
shared in the increased profit from protection, neither has that
home market of which they have heard so much materialized.

To sum the matter up,the census of 1880 showsthat the manu-
facturers made on their business a net profit of 36¢ per cent per
annum, and on investigntions ‘of the census of 1890 it is found
that the McKinley bill adds about 734 per cent, making it now
441 per cent, while the farms have not made over 2 per cent.
This is the effect of protection, and if this is justice I have no
conception of the meaning of that word. Mr. Chairman, Ispeak
for the farmer, and I represent on this floor an agrieultural dis-
triet the equal of any in this Union of States, and a constituency
as patriotic and generous-hearted as the world ever saw, and in
their names and by their authority I solemnly protest against
this inigquitous system that has clothed the toiler in rags and
the rascal in robes, that n.g-pln.nlis cunning and sneers at integ-
rity, that has driven the American flag from the seas and given
our carrying trade to England. It has filled the cottage of the
laberer with sorrow and sent his children supperless to bed: it
threatens the safety of our free institutions.

Mr. , the man who doesnot comprehend the iniquity
and injustice of the protective system is a fool; the man who
does and fails to denounce it is a coward; the man who compre-
hends it and favors it for party or personal ends is a knave, and
the man who understands its workings and has the courage to .
denounce it is worthy of being called an American freeman.

Gentlemen, do not deceive yourselves; the battle for tariff re-
form is on and “*he who halis is a coward, and he who doubts is
damned.”

Every consideration of justice, safety, and patriotism demands
prompt and decisive action in the passage of the bill under con-
sideration. It will reducs the average rate of duty 18.40 per
cent, and the taxes, as estimated. nearly $75,000,000, and leave
that sum in the pockets of the people: and mors than $300,000,000
will be saved to the farmers and laborers in the reduction of the
prices of things they must necessarily purchase and consume,

‘When this bill becomes a law it may reduce the income of
Carnegie so that he will not be able to build another wing to his
castle in the mountains of Scotfland this year, and he may have
to reduce the number of horses that he drives to his tallyho, but
it will bring comfort to thousinds of American homes, the cita-
del of American liberty. It will bring a glow of health to the
cheek of the farmer’s wife and bread to the children of labor.

The true grandeur and safety of this nation consist not in its
great cities, gorgeous capitols, great corporations where opulent
princes trade in money coined from the sweat of labor; but in
ure, free, and happy women, sweet
healthy children—in a word, in the well ordered homes of our
laboring peasantry.

Mr, Chairman, in these homes the indomitable and-uncon-
querable spirit of freedom had its birth, which gave life to the
American nation, and when the nation was in danger from these
homes came its defenders. The farmersare the founders of civ-
ilization and the protectors of liberty, and yet for the last quar-
ter of a century in this country our farmers have been manacled
and chained in worse than Egyptian bondage. But thanks to
their own good sense and intelligence, they have finally succeeded
in unbarring their prison door, and on the passage of this bill
they will be restored to their original industrial freedom, to
which they areentitled by nature and nature’s God. .[Applause.]

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I think the most absurd state-
ment that I have ever heard made on this floor since I have been
a member of this House was one made a few minutes ago by the
honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] who has just taken
hisseat. If I understood him correctly he said that when aman
went to a store and bought a dollar's worth of goods fifty cents of
that dollar was taxes. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that that is the
most absurd statement I have ever heard made upon this floor
since I have been a member of Congress.

Mr. Chairman,'I listened attentively this afternoon to the
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speech of the learned gentleman from West Virginia [Mr., WIL-
80N],and heard him rﬁg the changes for an hour on the charge
that the tariff was a tax.

And T heard him charge that the poor man of this country was,
in consequence, paying an awful, fearful, oppressive tax upon
his clothing, and the distinguished gentleman exhibited on this
floor samples of European woolen used by the middle classes of
men and women in the United States.

He told of the terrible per cent the American people had to
pay to get these goods with which to clothe themselves and their
children, and he almost put the Democratic side of the House in
tears over the wrongs of the poor working people who, I think
he said, had to work one day in three to pay their taxes in the
form of duty,

I believe it was Nasby who in deseribing the funeral of a dear
friend which he attended, and with whom he had enjoyed drink-
ing whisky and cocktails on numerous occasions, said that he was
unable to weep at his friend’s funeral because when he thought
of these occasions all the juices of his body went to his mouth
and he could not weep. [Laughter and applause onthe Repub-
lican side.]

So I was unable to weep at the argument of the gentleman
from West Virginia, because I know and everybody knows and
he ought to know that the middle classes in this country do not
buy the woolens or the clothing they wear in England, nor pay
the awful duty he spoke of for the very good reason that they
clothe themselyes in better goods of American manufacture, and
I affirm that the clothing worn by the great mass of the people
in this country is manufactured in America, and that clothing
in the United States is sold cheaper than in any other country
on the face of the earth, and our countrymen are indifferent to
the duty on European fabrics except as they protect American
mlanura.]cturere and give employment to American labor. [Ap-

ause.

P The argument of the gentleman from West Virginia that the
tariff is a tax has been so oftenexploded and refuted on this floor
and elsewhere that it seems a waste of words torepeat the argu-
ments.

Has the gentleman from West Virginia forgotten the delega-
tion of merchants who appeared before his committee from Ber-
muda, and denounced the McKinley act and asked forits repeal,
because they said they had to pay the duty in order to sell their
goods in the American market? Two familiar illustrations of
the fallacy of the tariff-tax argument suffice. I think that the
duty on a barrel of salt is about $2. Hundreds of thousands
of barrels are sold by the salt manufacturersof this country at
50 cents a barrel and the barrel thrown in.

Will not the gentleman from West Virginia tell me where the
tax comes in? %Applause.]

The watch business affords another illustration of the effect
of the duty to cheapen articles to the American consumer. The
effect of ing a duty on watches, which were formerly bought
principally in Europe, was to start twenty watch factories in
this country, and to-day, owing to American skill, invention,
and genius, the best watch made on the [ace of the earth is an
American watch, and can be bought for one-half what it could
when the duty was imposed.

THE EFFECTS OF FREE WOOL

The gentleman from West Virginia was quite correct in say-
ing that sheep-raising for wool—and he might have added for
any other purpose—had largely disappeared east of the Missis-
sippi: and that disappearance has moved with gigantic strides
since it was known that this Congress would insert a free-wool
provision in this bill. The truth is that the farmers of this
country, without a protective duty, can not compete at the price
of labor in this eountry with the foreign producers of thisarticle.

The truth is that the farmers are all killing their sheep and
going out of the business, which explains the present unheard
of low price of mutton, and I am told that not in seventy years
has wool been so low in this country as now, and that Canadian
manufacturers of woolens are paying duty and importing wool
from the United States into Canada. .

I think the learned professor from West Virginia has some-
thing yet to learn in regard to the woolen business and the cloth
and clothing trade and the costof the clothand clothing largely
and prinecipally worn by the people of this country, and learned
and scholarly as he is, he is not the only college professor who
has something to learn, I think it was Senator Hoar who said
that President Elliot could not pass examination as a freshman
in the matter of the construction, cost, and tariff on parts of a
wagon with which he illustrated a tariff speech. And I think
it was Senator Hawley of Connecticut who said *‘ the learned
gresidf,nt of Harvard was ignorant of anything that was out

oors.”

The

entleman from West Virginia denounced the duty on
coal an

iron as an unjust subsidy to the bloated bondholders

and the railroads of the country. And he would take this busi-
ness :ltwa_y from the American railroads and American coastwise
vessels.

Haus the gentleman seen a map of the railroads of the United
States that have gone into insolvency since this bill or its con-
tents have been known.

I do not charge that threatened free coal is entirely responsi-
ble for this unprecedented failure of railroads, but it is undoubt-
edly due to the business prostration incident to Democratic suc-
cess, and the threatened revolution in the economie and finan-
cial policy uuder which the country has enjoyed a wonderful
prosperity for thirty years. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to represent upon this floor
two hundred thousand people, largely engaged in the manufac-
turing business, and I think thatI can truthfully say that for
many years prior to one year ago last November, when it was
known that Grover Cleveland was elected and the Democratic

rty was in control ofall the Departmentsof the Government—

say prior to that time, and under the Ragublican policy of pro-
tection inaugurated by the Morrill tariff bill in 1860, my con-
stituents in the old Second and new Twelfth [eubstantialfy the
same) were as happy, contented, and prosperous as any people in
any State or country on the face of the earth,

The manufactaring cities and villages were filled with happy
and contented workingmen, many of them owning their own
homes. Many of the towns and cities were adding waterworks,
electric light plants were being married together by a network
of electric railroads, the benefit of which the rich and the poor,
the high and the low, all shared alike.

Educational institutions were thriving and prosperous. Ithink
every town and city in the district has a public library, and
many of them were erecting library buildings and establishing
reading rooms for the benefit of all classes. 1

Institutions of religion were well supported; the spire of the
house of God pointed toward Heaven in every village and ham-
let in my distriet.

The farmers in the agricultural sections of my distriet found
a ready and quick sale for their product in the manufacturing
towns and cities. And under the wise and far-reaching states-
manship of the McKinley tariff bill the farmer, the manufac-
turer, the workingmen and employés, indeed all classes of citi-
zens, and every occupation and business were enjoying a wonder-
ful development and prosperity.

And I presume in this regard the history of the districtI
represent was the history of Massachusetts and other great Com-
monwealths of the Union.

At the election in November, 1892, the
time in t-hirtﬂ years turned over the contro
ate, and all the Departments of the Government to the Demo-
cratic party, elected upon the principles of the Chicago plat-
form, which declared that all protection to American industries
was unconstitutional, and which declared in favor of a tariff for
revenue only, and which declared in favor of the repeal of the
;;!(1) l;:oer cent fax” and in favor of the revival of the old State

The effect of this political revolution began to be immediately
felt. The country was on the high tide of prosperity, and the
result was not seriously felt at first; but in the face of the Dem-
ocratic platform, manufacturers began to reduce their output;
merchants began to buy sparingly, anticipating the lower prices
promised by the Democratic speakers and ({mpers, which re-
sulted in the employment of less help and the discharge of many
employés; one business reacted upon another, the consuming
{:wer of our people was gradually but surely reduced, and has

en growing from bad to worse until the presenttime, until the
conditions of 1857, when we were undera tariff for revenue the last
time, are being repeated. In 1857, in the face of an abundant
harvest, one inhabitant in thirteen and one-half in New York
Stata was a Eauper, and soup houses were opened in every ward
in New York City to feed the starving poor.

So now in the face of the Wilson tariff bill, which threatens
destruction to many of our great manufacturing interesis, in the
face of the abundant harvest of last year, relief committees are
being organized in all the great centers of the country to feed
the worthy and deserving poor.

And distress and gaunthunger and want stares many an honest
workingman and family in the face. Instead of prosperity
we have adversity, instead of happy and contented workingmen
we have idle factories, or running on reduced time af reduced
wages.

Iiigl:usbemd of confidence we have distrust, and in consequence of
the change in the economic and financial policy of the country
from the Republican to the Democratic party it is believed that
every species of property in this country has shrunk from 25 to
40 &wr cent, describing a grand total of $15,000,000,000, and the
end is not yet.

1ped::ple; for the first
of the House. Sen-
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The Democratic speakers and newspapers attempted to charge
this terrible changed condition, which condition nobody could
deny, to the Sherman act, and to the purchase of silver under
that act.

After an agony of three months, the Democratic Senate re-
pealed the purchasing clause of that act. The Democratic
speakers andp ers predicted that business would immediately
brighten, and that prosperity would again return to our dis-
tressed country. And if their premises, as to the cause, were
correct, that Republican silver legislation was the cause of the
distress, their prophecy would prove to be true. Neither was
true.

The purchasing clause of the Sherman act should have been
repealed, as it was, but it was preposterous, false, and absurd to
charge the present situation to that act. The Government
could sink $3,000,000 a month in the ocean without producing
any such result, The threatened revision of the taviff on free-
trade lines, and as contemplated by the Wilson bill, now before
us, was the immediate, direct, and almost the only cause of the
appalling misfortune svhich has overtaken the country.

The Democrats are wont fo describe their party and thcy as
the party of Jefferson, Jackson, and the Constitution. Theymust,
mean Jefferson Davis, Stonewall Jackson, and the Confederate
constitution. Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson were pro-
tectionists. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.]

The Wilson bill is drawn on the line of the Confederate con-
stitution, which stood for absolute, unrestricted free trade. and
the Southern and Confederate end is at present the dominant
and controlling end of the Democratic pa.:-gl of the country, and
they demand the privilege o! exchanging their cotton, lumber,
tobaceo, rice, hemp, raised with cheap negro labor, for European
s also manufactured with cheap, poorly paid labor; and that
is the policy that dominates and controls the country now. That
is the policy which dictites our economic policy to the great
manufacturing and empire States of Ohio, Pennsylvania, New
York, and Massachusetts [applause], and also dictatesthat the
agricultural products of Canada and the lumber of that vast
region shall have the duty so reduced as focome in competition
with the products of the great States of Michigan, Indiana, Illi-
nois, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Minuesota.

The following quotation from the platform of Andrew Jackson
shows conclusively that the present Democratic party is not the
party of Jackson: 7

PLATFORM OF ANDREW JACKSON 1852

Resolved, That an adequate protection of industry is indispensable to the
prosperity of the country, and that an aband >nment of the %L{ at thispe-
riod would be attended with consequences serious to the t interests of
this nation,

. PLATFORM OF BENJAMIN HARRISON, 1502,
We reaflirm the American doctrine of protection. We call attention to its
owth abroad. We maintain that the prosperous condition of our country
8 largely due to the wise revenue legislation of the Republican Congress.
We believe that all articles which can not be produced in the United States,
except luxuries, shonld be admitted free of duty, and that on all imports
coming into competition with the products of American labor there should
be levied duties equal to the difference between wages abroad and at home.
PLATFORM OF GROVER CLEVELAND, 1602,

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud upon the labor of the great
majority of the American people for the benefit of a few. We declareit to
be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Gov-
ernnient has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties ex-
cept for the purpose of revenue only.

The Democrats of 1832 and the Republicans of 1892 seem to
agree. A ;

Since the development of the Democratic policy an election
was held last November, and the country condemned the Demo-
cracy in thunder tones that drowned the roar of Niagara in the
States where elections were held—in Massachusetts, New York,
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, and Towa. The Democratic party
was buried out of sight, and the people of those great States
commanded the Democratic party to halt; and surely, in the facs
of this verdict, there should be no economie legislation until the
country can be heard from again in the Congressional elections
of next fall." If the Wilson bill should be deferred until such
election it could never pass thisbody.

The pzople have already pronounced againstit; patriotismand
honesty demand that its considerationshall be deferred until the
voice of the people can again be heard. ;

And this is not all; incompetency marks the Democratic ad-
ministration in every department, if not something worse. Wit-
ness our humiliation in the eyes of the civilized world over the
foreign policy of President Cleveland and Secretary Gresham in
the affairs of the Sandwich Islands—in painful contrast to the
diplomacy and wise statesmanship of Benjamin Harrison and
James G. Blaine.

Incompetency marks the conductof the Secretary of the Treas-
ury; he undoubtedly preeipitated the panic and angmented the

-distress of the country, and brought back our securities from
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abroad by an authorized interview last summer, in which he said
it might be necessary to pay the Government’s oblsyations in
silver, and by his more recent utterances in favor of destroyin
the collateral behind the Treasury notes, issued for silver bul-
lion, by threats to coin the seigniorage.

Now, while towns and cities are attempting todevise ways and
means and to give public work to the unemployed, what a grand
chance there is for the Government to do something in the same
line by pushing public buildings and public works, already au-
thorized by Congress, which would give work to thousands of
the unemployed.

Instead of that wise policy on the part of the Secretary of the
Treasury, so far as I can learn, public buildingsand public works
are at a dead stand. Let me give an illustration or two: The
Fifty-first Congressvoted to erect a public post-office building at
anexpense of$75,000at the city of Taunton, in my distriet,upon the
condition that the city would donate the site: the grand old patri-
otic city of Taunton responded promptly and donated a baauti-
ful park in the center of the city to the Government of the
United States, and got the act legzlized by the Legislature of
Massachusetts: thislot when donated would have sold for $50,000
under the hammer; the title and all the preliminaries, survey,
etec., were fully complete when the present Administrationcame
into power nearly a year ago. In vain I have repeatedly urged
upon the Secretary of the Treasury and upon the Supervising
Architect the patriotic conduct of the city in donating the site,
the unemployed workmen in the city, towhom the work would be
a godsend, the fact that by the generous conduct of the city the
Government would obtain a property worth $125,000 for $75,000.
All my pleadings go for nothing. The grass in this beautiful
park, now owned by the Government, was knee deep last sum-
mer, disfiguring the eity, and not a blow was struck on this build-
ing, voted by Congress three years ago, and for which the money
has been set aside.

Once more. The Government voted to build a post-office build-
ing in the city of Washington at the same time. There are
thousands of unemployed mechanics in this city to whom this
work would be a godsend, and would relieve the charitable
people of Washington of a burden that they canill afford to bear.
A million dollars or more is to be expended for this building
and practically nothing is being done upon if; a half dozen iron
pillars have been stood up to show that the Secretary of the
Treasury has not forgotten it, and on yestarday I saw two or
three lonesome workmen pounding a bolt in one of these iron
beams. These are but illustrations of the Government work
which is so much needed all over the country.

A want of patriotismn marks the conduct of the Secretary of
the Interior, and these Halls have recently echoed with de-
nunciations of that officer of the Government, and his unpatri-
otic and unjust conduct of the Pension Bureau, and, thank God,
this denuneciation was not confined to Republicans. There were
found Democrats on this floor brave enough and manly enough
to join with the Republicans, like the gentleman from Indiana
Mr. MARTIN, and that scarred, maimed, and war-worn veteran
of the Union Army, Gen. SICKLES, of New York. [Applause.]

‘Well may the country cry out, ** How long: oh! how long?”

Now, I come to some specific items in the Wilson tariff bill
now before us. This bill is certainly neither fish, flesh, nor fowl.
It certainly is not drawn on the line of the Chicago platform.

While it rut.hlez?'iﬁ slaughters many of the great industries of
the country, and will either close these establishments or re-
duce the workmen to Euro level, it seems in other spots
to be drawn on protection lines, especially when the interest to
be protected is a Democratic one. On page 32 I find a high
specific duty on the products of Florida, oranges and lemons,
while apples raised in the Northern States are on the free list.

On page 30 I find a h specific duty on rice, a product of
South Carolina and Louisiana and other Southern States.

Then it has its likes and dislikes in the Northern States, and
there seems to be a method in this madness: To illustrate other
features of the bill:

Gen. Alger, of Michigan, is perhaps the mostextensive dealer
in lumber in the United States; he is also a large contributor to
the Republican campaign fund; his business is ruthlessly slaught-
ered by so low a duty or no duty as to bring him in direct com-
petition with Canadian lumber just across the line.

On the other hand, the most extensive chocolate manufacturer
in this country lives in Massachusetts. He is a very nice ,ﬂi;en-
tleman. He is a personal friend of mine. He makes the best
chocolate, bromo, cocoa, and cocoa butter in the world. I use
it in my.family in preference to any foreign product. By his
enterprise and skill, and thanks to the Republican policy of pro-
tection, he has built up an enormous business in these products.
And I am told that his output reaches the enormous figure of
30 tons per day when the countryis in its normal condition, and
gives employment to many American workmen. He isagener-
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ous employer of labor, and an open-handed, generous, publie-spir-
ited citizen.

But I am sorry to have to say that this gentleman has gone
astray upon the tariff, at least for other preducts than his own.
Heisa tariff reformer, and presides at their meetings; yes, more
than that, he is a free trader and a stanch Demoeraf, and
more than that he is thelargest contributor in Massachusetts to
- the Democraticcampaign fund; with that generosity which char-
acterizes him in other directions he contributes thousands fo the
State and national Democratic campaign.

Now turn to Qﬂa.ge 34 of this bill, and there you read thestrange
device, ** Chocolate, 2 cents per pound duty;” * Cocoa, 2cents per
pound duty;” ** Cocoa butter, 3% cents per pound duty.”

The majority of the committee in their report a.rtiue atlength
in favor of ad valorom and not specific duty; but there is no ad
valorem foolishness about the duty on chocolate and cocoa, but
here is aspecific duty of 2 cents perpound. NowIsuggesttothe
committee that they offer an amendment here and make it 4
cents per pound, and thus enable my friend to double his sub-
scription to the Democratic campaign fund, for they will need it
at the next election. [Applause.]

Surely here is a sight for gods and men. Ina bill drawn on
free-trade lines these two illustrations which I have given are
butillustrationsof othersimlarinconsistencies and acts of favor-
jtism: a lumber-dealer, a large Republican contributor, marked
for slaughter; a chocolate manufacturer, alarge Democratic con-
tributor, has m principle of the bill slaughtered and has his
business pro by a high specific duty.

There 1s a large factory in my district at old Plymouth, Mass.,
that manufactures binding-twine; the treasurer, Mr. Holmes, is
ared-hot Republican; binding-twine is put on the free list. They
make binding-twine in Hongkong, China; they have the most
improved American machinery; they pay the workmen 15 cents

r day. Therearel2,000 menemployed in the cordage industry

New England; it is needless fo describe the effect of this bill
upon these manufacturers and workmen.

Thereareextensive granite quarriesin Eastern Massachusetts,
particularly in , which was formerly in my distriet. Turn
to page 15, you will find the duty has been reduced to one-half
on finished granite; this would enable the manufacturerat Quincy
or Randolph to send granite blocks as ballast to Europeand have
them returned finished for buildings, capitals, and monuments,
and make a saving at the present price of wages, with the
duty in this b One of two things must happen if this bill
pa.sales, every granite quarry in this country must reduce wages
or close.

These are but illustrations of the slaughter of other industries
in my district by the ‘Wilson tariff bill.

Now, how is it pro to make good the large loss in reve-
nue which thisbill contemplates? Whg,hyanincometa.x, which
is a tax upon thrift and prosperity, and however fine it may be
in theory, it is well described by the gentleman from New York,
Mr. COCKRAN, when he says it should be styled a **bill fo fine
honest men and pay a premium on perjury.”

Under the McKialey tariff bill the foreigners who sent goods
to this country paid the tax,as was testified to by the merchants
of Bermuda who appeared before the Committee on Ways and

eans,

Under this bifl it is proposed to abandon that policy of having
the foreigners who import goods into our country support the
Government and pay the taxes. I say it isproposed to substitute
for this policy a revival of the odious war tax to be paid by our
own people, one of the most obnoxious and offensive of which is
the income fax, which is paid by truthful, honest men, and en-
tirely escaped by those that are dishonest. Of all the odious,
unjust systems of taxation that were ever devised the income
tal: is ti:.a most odious and most offensive and most unjust. [Ap-
plause. :

On my return to Washington after the holiday recess, I satin
aseat with the agent of a great manufacturing corporation that
employs thousands of workmen in the city of River. He
said to me, *“If the Wilson bill becomes a law, our concern will
have no alternative except to close our factory or reduce the
il;agtlm”of our employés 40 per cent, approximating the European

vel.

The talk about the benefit to manufacturers resulting from
free raw material, free coal, free iron ore, and free wool called
for by this bill will deceive no intelligent person.

The benefit to the manufacturers of my séction resulting from
the removal of 75cents per ton on bi ous coal will in no way
compensate forthe reduced dutyon the finished productof these
establishments.

‘When you take into the account that a ton of iron when man-
ufactured into tacks, rivets, prin ete.; is

ting presses,
worth from 8150 to 8500 per ton, a duty of 75 cents per ton on

coal and a small duty upon iron ore is not an important factor

of the cost, and, I repeat, is unimportant as compared with the
Erotection of thess finished products from the competition of
uropean manufacfurers and poorly paid workmen.

Mpr, Chairman, it does not take a statesman to see that if we
reduce the duty on American agricultural or mechanical prod-
ucts so that we are to buy any considerable quantity of our
goods in a foreign market, we can notat the same time manu-
facture these goods in our own country and give employment to
American capital and American labor.

This bill strikes a blow at the great tack industry of my dis-
frict and of Massachusetts by an ad valorem duty upon tacks
that is too low for protection, and which will expose American
manufacturers to injustice of undervaluation by foreign import-
ers,

This bill provides for the importation of coal free of duty into
the United States, and thus strikes a blow at American shipping
and coastwise industry, which is now prineipally maintained by
the coal interest.

And I have placed in my hand a memorial and resolutions

assed against this bill by the Vessel Qwners and Captains'
ational Association.

There is little doubt in my mind but that this bill, substan
tially as reported by the committee, will pass this Democratic
House and Senate and be signed by Grover Cleveland and be-
come & law, but I believe it is the duty of every Republican
member of Congress to resist its passage by every means in his
power. . :

There may be a slight improvement in business when the
worst is known, when the uncertainty is removed and the pol-
icy of the Government isdetermined, until another Presidential
election can'be had; but there can be no permanent prosperity of
the country while the present Democratic nightmare of free
trade sits upon the vitals of the nation.

The Wilson law, at thelongest, will be short lived; the baby’s
epitaph will fit this bill: *“If I was so soon done for, what was I
begun for?”’ _

he country will have had an object lesson in Democratic con-
trol that will last the country another thirty years, and the
friends of protection, the friends of the American agriculturist,
the friends of the American manufacturer and American work-
man will surely elect the next national House of Representa-
tives and the next President, and restore the country to the safe
and Republican economic and financial policy under which we
enjoyed for thirty years a marvelous growth and prosperity, un-
precedented in the history of States and nations.

The following letter is a specimen of hundreds and untold
thousands of letters that are being poured in upon members of
Congress:

HAVERHILL, MA8S., January 6, 1894,

DEAR Sir: Please do all you can to defeat the amendment or of
the Wilson bill. It seemsspecially designed toannihilate valueson all kinds
of prc})erty. to destroy American industries. and to make American condi-
tions for wage-earners impossible. The threat of its passage is shutting up
our mills and workshops, shortening our hours of labor, cutting down our
wages, and curtailing the farmers’' market.

Respectfully,

Would refer you to Gen. COGSWELL.

The following is a specimen of resolutions of boards of trade
and commerecial organizations all over the country being poured
in upon members of Congress denouncing and ?rotest.lug against
the passage of the Wilson bill, and undoubtedly speaks the sen-
timent of these great organizations representing the business
and commerce of the country: ;

PHILADELPHIA BOARD OF TBADE, DREXEL BUILDING,
Philadelphia, January 5, 1394,
To the honorable the Senale and House of Representatives
of the United States in Congress assembled:

At a quarterly meeting of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, held December
18, 1808, the following preamble and resolutions were unanimously adopted:

*Whereas the threatened radical modification by Congress of theexisting
tariff has caused and is causing widespread alarm and dismay among the
industrial masses of the country, and general anxiety and distrust by the
admission of woal, coal, iron ore, and other so-called raw materials to the
free list, and by the sweeping reduction in rates of duty, and by the large
substitution of ad valorem for specific duties; and et

“YWhereas the projected tariff billnow being prepared by the Committeeon
‘Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, known as the Wilson bill,
5o far as the provisions of this bill have been given to the public, is intensi-
fying alarm not only by its provisions, but by the uncertainty of the od
when this bﬂi, L!: enacted, shall take effect, is ﬁd&gtho%sgm t-ot!:‘:m . \g
greatarmy of the unem , Creating deprivation and distress, ch can
not be easily relieved EP ﬁ present depressed business condition of the
country; an

"Wmhereas under the tariff systen of the United States, which has existed
since 1860. the unexampled ty of the nation can not be denled, and
the threatened overthrow of such prosperity must not only be deplored, but
condemned as rash and unjust; and

“Whereas the majority of the Ways and Means Committee of the House
of Representatives, Egoeontinued and numerous amendments in the forma-
tion of the bill ngw ut to be presented to Congress, show it 1s unsatistac-

tory even to its anthors; and
- the a; ded Emm of this unsatisfactory bill is throwing
many thousands of the people out of employment, and compelling those

GEORGE W. RUSSELL.
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still employed to suffer great reduction in the wage received for thelr labor:
Therefore,

Resolved, That the Philadelphia Board of Trade is unalterably opposed to
the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill

Rezol That in the on of the Philadelphia Board of Trade the in-
tended radical modification of the existing tariff is injudicious and unwise
and must be condemned as tending to the destruction of industrial employ-
ment of vast bodies of the people, and so causing nsedlesadlstresa.anﬁglrd-

ship. 2
.Bgaolud, That the executive officers of this board are requested to send

the foregoing preamble and resolutions to Congress, and to urge our Sen-

ators and Represensatives to oppose the of the so-called Wilson

passage
tariff bill as a measure destruciive to the welfare of this nation.

LR FREDERICK FRALEY,
President Philadelphia Board of Trade
Attest:

W. R, TUCEER. 4

Harmony, consistency, or unity is not expected in the Demo-
cratic party. The student of political history has only to turn
back to the Congressional debates at the time the Republicans
found it necessary to im an income tax as a war measure to
get money to carry on the war and save us a nation among the
nations oky the earth.

He will find that the Democratic party in Congress at that
time denounced the income tax as inquisitorial, unconstitu-
tional, and an outrage upon the private right of citizens. .

It wasthen necessary as a war measure. There can be no justi-
fication of it in a time of profound peace. While one wing of
the Democratic party is demanding this tax there is another
m’.l[l‘% that still adhere to their former position in regard to it.

e [ollowing guotations from leading papers of New York
are fair illustrations, and undoubtedly voice the sentiment of
the people in all the great centers of business and trade:

A HIGH-HANDED OUTRAGE,
[New York Herald.]

The majority of the Ways and Means Committee has committed the reck-
less blunder of deciding in favor of a sweeping general income tax.

ainst such a monarchical, inquisitorial imposition American manhood
would rebel and condemn to ignominy the political party responsible for it.

There is no earthly excuse for the tax, since it is as unnecessary for needed
revenue as it is obnoxious. To inflict it upon the ple withont necessity
or excuse would be nothing short of a high-handed ontrage.

_ A FATAL MISTAKE.
. |New York Times.]

After protesting for twenty years against the continued imposition of war
taxes inm;?me of the Democratic party can not reimgoea the most
odious of the war taxes and escape general condemnation. make a per-
sonal income tax a feature of the Wilson tariff bill is to commit one of those
fatal mistakes of policy thatdrive a party from power or destroy it, juss as
some great indiscretion destroys a private reputation, or a wrong step
bri down a financial house.

T%%egln with, the income tax was decided upon in the Ways and Means
Committee against the judgment and votes of those members of the major-
ity who ﬂm}reaent the principles of the Democratic party that are vital,
sound, continuing: while the én'opos:ll;ion obtained 1ts support from
those members who, while no doubt perfectly sincere, are of them in
greater or less degree, and some of them altogether, imbued with those er-
rors of economic agd financial doctrine that have robbed the Democratic
party of the confldence and su t of thousands of men who, on other
grounds, wonld gladly act with it.

INDIVIDUAL OPINIONS ADVERSE TO THIS METHOD OF RAISING REVENUE.

Thomas G. Shearman: The last years of the American income tax werea
carnival of fraud, ury, and blackmail. -

Marshall Fleld: Such a tax is an inigmity itself, and has no place on the
statute books of such a country as.this,

Edward Atkinson: The adoption of an income tax will necessarily de-
stroy that ﬁrﬁy responsible for it, no matter what its merits in other re-
spects may be.

John Ch{ﬂln: An income tax in time of peace is a perfect outrage. Ihave
talked with many of the big wholesalers in the district, and
neither there nor elsewhere have I found a single man in favor of it.

David A. Wells: It seems hardly open to dispute thata general income
tax, with such inquisitorial features as are essential to make it effectiveas a
revenue measure, can not be successfully administered under a free and
popular form of government.

illlam BE. Gladstone: I believe it does more than any other tax to de-
moralize and corrupt the people. So long as you consent, without spec-
ial purpose, to levy the income tax as a t of the ordinary and perma-
mnent revenue of the country, so long it be vain to talk of .economy and
effective reduction of expenditure.
A PREMIUM QN PERJURY,
[New York Press.]

An income tax is class legislation of the worst sort. It assalls the funda-
mental doctrines of Americanism. It putsa premium on perjury. 1tne-
cessitates the employment of a vastarmy of spies and informers, commis-
sloned to pry into every man’s business and intrunde in matters with which
the Government has no right, under ordinary conditions, to interfere,

i ITS POLITICAL EFFECT.

[Brooklyn Eagle.]

If the Democratic ty tries to pass, or by a majority of its Representa-
tives and Senators st]%?ashington VOrs, an {mmma tax bill, 1t will probably
lose control of the next Congress and will certainly deserve to do so.

AD VALOREM V8. SPECIFIC DUTIES,

An examination of the tariff bill now before the House shows
that three hundred and fifty-four items of this bill are put un-
der ad valorem duties. The claim made by the majority of the
committee that it is impossible to make equitable specific duties,
is not borne out by the facts or experience, either in this coun-

. try or in other countries.

As has been so foreibly pointed out by others, the injustice to
our merchants and manufacturers from ad valorem duties grows
out of the fact that they open the door [or fraud in undervalua-
tion, and are thus another link in the free-trade evils to which
this bill Proposes to commit the country.

The following table confirms my statement above:

TARIFFS OF FOREIGN COUNTRIES.

The following shows the number of articles on which duties are imposed
by ten foreign countries:

England imposes duties on 38 articles.

Fraunce imposes duties on 619 articles.

Austria imposes duties on 857 articles.

Eussia Imposes duties on 440 articles.

Sweden imposes duties on more than 300articles.

Denmark imposes duties on 63 articles.

All the above dutles are s

c. r it
Germany's tariff makes 434 articles dutiable, and imposes specific dutieson
all but two.

Italy’'s tariff covers 837 articles, and on all but one the duties are specific.

Norway collects customs on more than 500 articles, and the duties are spe-
cific, except in six instances. |

) th 389 articles on its tariff imposes an ad valorem duty on but one.

The above shows that out'of more than 8057 duties only 10 are on an ad
valorem basis.

Thus it will be seen that this bill proposes to do indirectly,
through the medium of undervaluation, what a majority of the
committee have not the courage to do openly.

This bill by its extensive changes from specific duty—that is,
by a duty by the piece, by the dozen, by the pound, by the cubic
foot—to ad valorem duty, that isa percentage of the value fixed
upon the goods by the exﬁmrtar or importer, admitting of fraud
in undervaluation. While it appears to aford protection and
has the appearance of continuing something like the duty of
the McKinley bill, as a matter of fact it throws down protection
angi exposes our manufacturers to cruel and unjust foreign com-
petition.

Such a thing as consistency in the Democratic party is not
looked for or expected. For thirty years they have repeatedly
oceupied the camp of the Republican party of previous Admin-
istrations.

The following quotation from Secretary Manning's re
1886 shows the attitude of the Democratic party at that
hostile to ad valorem duties:

Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the
revenue by false involces, or undervaluations, or by any ovher means,
under an ad valorem system, will not cease even if the ad valorem rates

shall have been largely reduced. They are incontestably, they are even no-
toriously, inherent in that system.

And again, in 1888, Secretary Fairchild u and demanded
that when changes wera made in duties they should be in the
direction of auhstitutinq specific for ad valorem duties. This is
what Secretary Fairchild said in 1888:

The high ad valorem tariff of the last guarter of a century has been the
fruitful eause of devices to gain impro asdvantage at the custom-house.
1t is, therefore, desirable that in revis and reducing rates of duty they

should be made specific instead of ad orem, 80 far as the nature of the
merchandise will admit.

'That this bill is drawn in the interest of ioreig)n and English
manufacturers you have onlﬁ to examine the fiies of English
papers to discover. The Manchester (England) Courier says that
the Wilson bill is ** much more thorough than the most sangunine
pgggle on this side ventured to anticipate.” It certainlyis a
good bill for people on that side.

I will insert in my remarks as germane to this discussion a
letter from the author of the McKinley bill, giving his reason
for protective policy and the protective bill which it is now pro-
posed to repeal:

WHY M'EINLEY I8 A PROTECTIONIST—COMPARISON WITH A REVENUE TARIFF,

1 am a protectionist because I believe the protective system is best adapted
to our conditions and citizenship. It does everything which arevenue tariff
can do and vasily more. It supplies needed revenue—a revenue tariff can
dono more. It accomplishes end with equal if not greater certalnty
than a revenue tariff, and while d this it widely in favor
of the weltare of the American
otects our own products against those of the alien and the
stranger, while the domestic consumer is secured redsonable prices through
domestic competition. It diversifies the employments and multiplies t
opportunities of our people, secures an unri home market for agricul-
ture and unrivaled wages for labor. It encourages skill and genius to their
highest activity and under its operation we have reached the foremost rank
in mvention and mechanism and the widest individual and national pros-
perity. Itfgvors the United States and is the true friend of every Ameri-
can girl and boy struggling upward. It builds up; it v%mﬁr n:;[‘:}go;ni
. » B

To sum up, the purpose of the pending bill is to relieve for-
eigners from paying the duties upon goods which they import
into this country in competition with American goods, and to
im; new and odious taxes upon our own people to make up the
deficiency. And praywhat benefit will free wool,free coal, and
free iron ore be to the section of country which I represent, if
the same legislation which gives it destroys the home market
and deprives our manufacturers of an opportunity to dispose of
their finished products?

rt of
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The following anteconvention utterancesof distinguished Dem-
ocrats in 1892, in the light of the events of the past year, sound
like the voice of prophecy, and I commend these prophecies,
which are now history, to the thoughtful and serious considera-
tion of Congress and the country:

I have frequent misgivings as to the wisdom of again putting me in nomi-
nation.—Grover Clepeland.
Grover Oleveland is the only man that could have led us to disaster.—Sen-
" alor Blackburn.
Nominate Mr. Cleveland, and we march—through a slaughter house into
an open grave.—Henry Watterson.
Mr. Cieyeland by his message, for which I honor him, has chall the
protected industriesof the country to afight of extermination.—Senator Vest.
Mr.Chairman, if there is any doubt about the above utterances
of distinguished Democrats b2ing history that doubt will be en-
tirely removed to the country and the world at the next Con-
gressional and national election. [Laughter and applause.]’
And I bid my distressed countrymen who are now suffering
from Democratic rule, incompetency, and inefficiency to be of
courage.- The country has learned a lesson that will not
be forgotten by the living generation.
Weeping may endure for a night, but joy cometh in the morning.

The country will surely again return to the economic and finan-
cial policy of the Ra]:tp:zblican party,and the greatest Republie of
all history, the Republic upon whose dominions the sun never
sets, because evening twilight in Alaska gilds the rock-bound
coastof Maine with the rays of the morning sun. Isay this great-
est Hepublic of all history, when the present Democratic night-
mare shall have passed away, will again under Republican rule
enter upon a history of glory, prosperily, and development un-
equalei in our past glorious history. [Applause].

And I conclude these remarks with the prayer of Daniel Web-
ster at the laying of the corner stone of this extension to the
Capitol, July 4, 1851, as foilows:

And all here assembled, whether belonglmtt to public or private life, with
hearts devoutly thankful to Almighty God for the preservation of the lib-
erty and happiness of the country, unite in sincersand fervent prayers that
this deposit and the walls and arches, the domes and towers, the columns
and entablatures now to ba erected over it may endure forever. God save
the United States of America.

ud applause onthe Republican side.]
Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. BELL of Texas said: Mr. Chairman, the effect of tariff
charges, or import duties, has probably been the theme of more
thorough, exhaustive, and able discussions than any economic
question which has engaged the attention of students, scholars,
or statesmen, and it is impossible that anﬂthing could be added
to the strength of the arguments with which the advocates of
the conflicting theories on that subject have supported their
respective positions; but the greatly improved methods of col-
lecting statistics and the valuable experience of various coun-
tries under the different systems in recent years has rendered it

ible to demonstrate the correctness of opinions which could
ormerly be upheld only by the force of reasoning.

In the remarks which I am about to sumbit I will not strpy
from the beaten paths, but I hope to be able to elucidate the
subject under consideration by referring to and commenting
upon certain facts and figures which wera not available in pre-
vious discussions. -

When individuals organized themselves into societies they
conferred upon their government the right to take such portion
of their property as might be necessary to enable it to execute
the p ses for which it was formed. Thisisthe power of tax-
ation. Itisan attribute of sovereignty, and one which is essen-
tial to the very existence of governments. Themethod of exer-
clsh;ﬁ this power by the imposition of imposts upon imports is
called a tariff. There is no doubt of the authority of our Gov-
ernment to resort to this meansof raising the revenue with which
to meet its legitimate expenses, and it is generally conceded
that no method has yet been devised by which the burdens of
taxation can in this country be more equitably distributed than
by a tariff when properly adjusted.

The question therefore naturally arises, in what way and for
what purpose should the duties upon the importation of com-
modities be levied? 3

There are two kinds of tariff: one for revenue, and the other
for protection. A tariff for revenue is one where the tolls are
sufficiently low to permit the sale of imported goods without a
loss. A tariff for protection is one where the tolls are so high
as to prevent, under ordinary circumstances, the sale of im-
ported goods without a loss.

If an article on which imposts are levied isimported, the duty
collected passes into the national Treasury, and tne consumer
contributes to that amount to the support of the Government.
This is a tax.

If an article on which an impost charge is levied is not im-
ported, no revenue is derived from it; and the increased price
which the consumer has to pay for it, in consequence of his not

being allowed to buy in a cheaper market on account of the duty,
is not a tax, but is & donation under the forms of law of the prop-
erty of the purchaser of the article to its original owner. This
is so abhorrent to our ideas of justice, and is so foreign to our
conceptions of the proper functions of legislation, that, stripped
of all collateral considerations, no one could be found to defend
ity but, say its advocates, **the good results which follow and
flow from a protective tariff more than compensite for its in-
herent injustice and admitted evils,” and they cite the enormous
accumulation of wealth in this country in support of their posi-
tion. If the wonderful development of our resources in the last
thirty years is attributable to the operation of the protective
system which has prevailed during that time, it affords a strong
argument in its favor; buf if it can b= shown that we havegrown
great in spite of that system, and that in consequence of it some
sections and classes had prospered at the expense of other sec-
tions and classes, then no excuse can be found for its continuance.

Let us, then, see what has been the effect of our tariff laws.
While legislation can not create property, it can transfer its
ownership. I will illustrate this gy taking, as an example, a
pair of shoes which if purchased in England would cost, landed
at New York, $1. The duty on them would be 25 cents. The
purchaser of the shoes would have to give $1.25 for them. If
he should buy the imported shoes, the Government has talken
25 cents of his money for its own purposes. If he should buy a
similar pair of domestic make at, say, $1.20, the laws have taken
20 cents of his earnings and given it to another. It is entirel
immaterial, so_far as this branch of my argument is concernedy,
whether the additional 20 cents which the purchaser has been
compelled to pay in consequence of the taviff charges inures to
the ultimate benefit of the manufacturer or his employés.

The point I make is that the ownership of the 20 cents has by
legislation been changed from the purchaser of the shoes to the
manufacturer. I have not been able to learn the value of the
boots and shoes which are consumed by the 65,000,000 people in
the United States; but, as shown by the census of 188), their
value for that year was $195,477,412, and at the presznt time it
certainly could not be less than $300,000,000 per annum. Of
course, the cost of these articles is not enhanced by the tariff

uite to the extent of the impost charges on them, for if so
they would be imported: but the Statistical Abstract shows that
the value of the boots and shoes imported for 1891 was $74,567.38;
for 1892, $90,578.89, and for 1893, $45,662.42.

The dutyon boots and shoes, as I havestated, is 25 per cent ad
valorem, and the manufacturers tell us thatthey cannot afford to
make them if the tariff is reduced. This indicatesthut the cost
of these articles is increased nearly to the amount of the duty by
it. But, to be perfectly conservative, let us assume that we onl
have to pay 5 per cent more on the first cost of our boots an
shoes than we would if it were not for the tariff. The people of
this country, then, pay $15,000,000 per annum+bounty on their
boots and shoes, and the Government receives from the tariff
which rerfders this necessary less than $25.000 in taxes.

It would not be practicable in the limited time which I amal-
lowed to consime under the rules to investigate many of the
items which are subjected to tariff charges; but at the risk of
being tedious, I wish to consider its eflect onafewmora articles,
and in doing so I will select those which are in the most com-
mon use. The duty on nails, spikes,and tacks ranges from1{ ta
4 cents per pound, being equivalent to an ad valorem charge of
from 30 to 107 per-cent, and the value of them imported during
1890 was $2,728.15; for 1891, $3,046.34; for 1892, $3,552.94. I am
informed by the officers of the Census Bureau that the value of
the nails manufactured by the establishments engaged in the
manufacture of iron and steel during the census year was 812,-
333,603, but that as many establishments make nails that do not
manufacture iron and steel, the actual output of nails in this
country will largely exceed that amount.

It may be, then, safely assumed that the value of the nails,
sg{i)kes, and tacks annually consumed in this country amounts to
$30,000,000. The average import charges on these items is 43
?er cent; but if the manufactuvers realized only 10 per cent more

or them than they would if it were not for the duty,they re-
ceived $3,000,000 bounty on the nails, spikes, and tacks used by
the people of the United States for the year 1592, while the Gov-
ernment obtained in taxes from the tariff on these articles
$1,316.

On common screws the duty ranged from 5 to 14 cenis per
pound, or from 46 to 110 per centad valorem, and yet, during the
year 1892 there was absolutely none imported. Ihave been un-
able to obtain any estimate of the value of the screws manu-
factured in this country, but for the year 1880 it was 32,184,804,
If there has been no increase in the output of this industry, and
if the cost of the screws was increased only 10 per cent by the
tariff charges on them, the manufacturers collected a bounty of
$218,480 from our peopie on thisitem, while the Government did
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not receive a cent of revenue from the tariff charges which ren-
dered this possible.

Of course the articles which I have been discussing present
extreme cases or there would be very little income obtained
from the tariff, while as a matter of fact most of our revenue is
derived from timt source. But it is a notable fact that on al-
most all the articles which the necessities of the people compel
them to have, the tariff charges are at present so high as to be
prohibitory, but to make the .injustice of the laws complete, on
those articles which people buy only because they feel able to
do so they are sufficiently low (as theyshould be on everything)
to render it profitable to import them, and hence the purchasers
are not deprived of the benefit of competition between home
and foreign producers,

For instance, during the year 1892, the customs collected on
wool hats amounted to $9,864.83; on silks, to $16,965,637.03; on
blankets, to $4,872.48; on wines, t0$5,058,661.71. Inother words,
the tariff on most of the necessaries of life is prohibitory, while
on the luxuries it is onarevenue basis.

By the census it was ascertained that the value of the manu-
factured goods of domestic make subject to duty consumed bg
the people of the United States was annually in 1870, in roun

numbers, $3,000,000,000; in 1880, $6,000,000,000, while it is sup-
posed that for 1890 the amount will exceed $8,000,000,000. If the
average annual consumption of the protected articles for the
past twenﬁ {;eaars has ;Jean $6,000,000,000, the total for that
riod would be $120,000,000,000. The average of the imposts
evied has during all that time exceeded 40 per cent ad valorem,
but if the first cost of the goods was enhanced by them only 10
per cent, the bounty which one class of our citizens—the manufac-
turers—have been able to collect under the forms of law in the
last twenty years, amounts to $12,000,000,000, and yet during the
same time the Government collected from the tariff which en-
abled them to do so only $3,746,173,761.09, and nearly all of this
{rom such luxuries as silks, wines, tobacco, diamonds, ete.

It will be observed that I have not been discussing the ques-
tion asto the additional amount the consumer has been compelled
to pay for the ?robected domestic produets in consequence of the
tariff charges, for that will be much more than the bounty which

. goes to the manufacturers. Every one who handles anything
until it reaches the person who buys it for actual use will expect
to make a profit on his entire investment which, in the cuse of

a protected article, will include what might properly be called

its legitimate cost and also the bounty paid on it. If, therefore,

the wholesale merchant has to give $110 for goods which he
could get for $100 but for the tariff, he will charge a profit on
the $100 and also on the $10, and the retail merchant will charge

a profit on the entire amount which he has gaid the wholesale

glerchant., which will include the bounty and the profit on the

ounty. =

I am not Buﬂicientlﬁ familiar with, and have not been able to
learn enough about the per cent which the merchants add to the
cost of the goods which they sell to enable me to form any satis-
factory estimate of the profit on the bounty on the $120,000,000,-
000 worth of goods of domestic make consumed by our people in
the last two decades, but it must be enormous.

If all of our citizens were engaged in avocations which ena-
bled them to receive equal advantages from the imposts levied
neither injury nor benefit would result from them; but a large
majority of the inhabitants of this country can not, in the very
nature of things, be profited by a tariff, because there is a sur-
plus of what they produce, which must be exported. While the
population, asshown by the censusof 1890, has bzen made known,
the number following the different pursuits has not yet been as-
certained; but it may be safely assumed that the proportion of
those engaged in the various callingsis about the same as in 1880.

At that time, of the 17,392,099 of our people who were engaged
in all kinds of business, 2,623,089 were employed in such manu-
facturing industries as it was claimed were benefited by a hich
tariff. Of the others 7,670,493 were employed in agriculture,
4,074,238 in professional and personal service, 1,800,258 in trade
and transportation, and the butchers, carpenters, blacksmiths,
tailors, masons, bakers, and persons in similar aveeations num-
bered 1,214,023. To put it in another form: one-seventh of the
laboring population of this country is engaged in industries
which are supposed to be benefited by a protective tariff, while
six-sevenths are em;loyed in those which can not receive any
advantage from tari charﬁ.

I will illustrate this by taking the case ofafarmer, though the
same thing is applicable to the lawyer, the doctor, the black-
smith, the carpenter, the railroad employé,and most others. It
is a familiar maxim of political economy that the surplus of a
commodity regulates its price. There is a duty of 20 cents a
bushel on wheat. If last year we had not produced as much
wheat as our necessities required, the growers could, and would,
have held their crops until the price advanced to a point nearly

equal to the value of the foreign article plus the transportation
charges and impost duties. The tariff on wheat would then
have benefited the wheat-raiser; but, as a matter of fact, we
produced over 150,000,000 bushels more wheat than we could
consume.

The owners of it were compelled to find a market for thissur-
glua in some other country or allow it to go to ruin on their

ands. When they sent it abroad they had to sell it in compe-
tition with the products of the foreign growers of similar pro-
duce. If the price obtuined for the wheat sent abroad had been
such as to realize to the shipper $1 per bushel, after deducti
the charges on it, competition amongst the home buyers woul.llg
have fixed the value of that which was consumed here as well as
that which was to be exported at 81 per bushel, but when the
consumers of wheatin foreign countries could obtain the supplies
they needed from other sources at such prices that after deduet-
ing the charges only 60 cents per bushel could be realized for
our wheat sent abroad, the price of that consumed in this coun-
try, as well as that exported, was correspondingly reduced.

This shows clearly that a tariff on an article can not enhance
its price aslong as there is more of if in the country levying the
tariff than is needed there: and this is the ease with nearl
everything the farmers produce, such as cheese, butter, beef,
bacon, lard, corn and other breadstufis, cotton, ete. The farmer,

then, must have the price of his products fixed in the foreign

market, where he mustcome incompetition with those who have
been permitted to buy in a cheap or unprotectzd market. That
ig, the farmers in this country have been compelled, by the
tariff, to pay, say, 10 per cent more than their competitors for all
the articles covered by it which they and their families use.

I presume it will be admitted that the farmers work harder,
live more economically,and utilize the services of their families
to a greater extent n do any other class, and they might,
therefore, reasonably expect that, at least, an equal proportion
of the accumulating capital of the country would fall to their
share; but as there has been for a number of years a protective
tariff on nearly everything which they buy, if the theories I
have been advancing are correct, this has not been the case.

The only benefits which it is elaimed that the farmers derive
from protection is that it is supposed to provide a market for
such things as will not bear long shipments, like milk, vegeta-
bles, fruits, ete., and that it saves them freights on their other
products. As most of the manufacturing establishments are lo-
cated in New England, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,
and Ohio, the farmers of that section would, if this is correct,
receive the E_reateat benefit from our tariff system. The statis-
tics collected under the census of 1890 have not yet been com-
piled, but I have been able to procure returns as to most of the
States, and they disclose some startling results. While the as-
sessed valuation of the property in the ten States which I have
just named increased from 1880, when it was $9,094,289,423 to
$12,403,167,633 in 1860, making an actual increase of $3,208,878,-
210, the value of the farm lands, including the fences and build-
ings on them, in the same States, decreased from $3,930,930,755
in 1880 to $3.585,938,744 in 1890, showing anefloss of $344,992,011.
4 The value of farms, like all other property, is regulated by
their productive capacity. If afarm could be made to yield a
revenue of 10 per cent per annum on the amount invested in it,
after deducting all expenses, it would be worth just twice as much
as if it could only be made to realize a net profit of 5 per cent.
So, when we find that the value of the farms in the States spoken
of have decreased as they have, we must look to the profits de-
rived from them to account for the loss in their value.

In 1880 the value of the productions on the farms in the ten
States that I have named was $597,557,645, while in 1890 their
value had decreased to $551,541,564, making a met decrease of
$46,016,081. And yet, during this time the value of the imple-
ments and machinery used on these farms had inereased from
$137,604,606 in 1880 to $146,343,598 in 1890, making a net in-
crease of $8,738,992, and the value of the live stock on them from
$389,848,579 in 1880 to $430,084,194 in 1890, making a net in-
crease of $40,135,615. It will be geen, then, that while the own-
ers of the farms in the section of the country upon the growth
of which I have been commenting have had $48,000,000 more in-
vested in machinery and live stock with which to make a profit
on their holdings in 1890 than they had in 1880, still they actu-
ally realized $46,000,000 less on them than they did in 1880.
There must be some reason for this deplorable state of affairs.
It can not be possible that such an avoecation zs that of farming
could grow less profitable each year without some cause.

It may be said that there was no possibility of an advance in
farm values in these States because the farm lands were thor-
oughly developed in 1880. This would prove a reasonable ex-
planation of the fact that there has beenno great increass in the
value of the farms, but it can not accountfor an actual decrease in
theirvalue. Itmustbe observed, too, thatIam notarguing here

549-
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simply that the farmers are not receiving a just proportion of
the increasing capital of the section of the country in which th,?f
are located, but I am showing that they have actually been suf-
fering a loss. What explanation can be offered for this? When
one class is less prosperous than another there must be some
discrimination against it; and when we find that the farmers in
the most favored region of the Union are not only notreceiving
any of the augmenting wealth of the country, but have been
- failing to keep what they had previously accumulated, we know
that they must be laboring under some unnatural disadvantage.
VWhat is this disadvantage? It can not be that the farmers, of
whom I have been speaking, have heen suffering from an insuffi-
cient volume of circulating medinm with which to fransact their
business, because everyone knows thit there is and has been an
absolute plethora of money in the States where they live, and,
besidess, if that was the trouble, it would have affected all of
those in the same section who are engaged in other productive
callings; but some of them have been wonderfully prosperous.
It can not be that the pension laws, the operation of which
80 heavily upon some other sections of our country, have caused
the misfortunes of those of whom I s , for they are to a
reater extent than any other class the beneficiaries of those
ws. It can not be that they are less industrious than their
neighbors, or that they are more extravagant in their habits or
mode of living, for it will not be questioned but thatthe farmers
are the most industrious and economical of our citizens.
The only diserimination against the farmer is that he is com-
lled under the tariff laws to buy-in a protected or high mar-
ot: while, from the nature of hiscalling, he is compelled tosell
in an unprotected or cheap market. hen, therefore, we rea-
son from cause to effect, we necessarily conclude that those of
the inhabitantsof our country who are the recipients of govern-
mental favors are prospering at the expense of those who are
not, and the correctness of this conclusion is substantiated not
only 13 & comparison of the accumulations of those engaged in
the different callings during the same periods, but of those in
the same callings at times when such discriminations did and
did not exist. From 1850 to 1860 the tariff was nearer on a
strictly revenue basis than at any time in our history, and dur-
ing that decade the value of the farms in the ten Stafes already
named increased from $1,813,767,398 to $2,800,081,466, & net in-
crease of 986,314,068, while all of the property in those States
increased in value from $3,635,715,971 to $6,785,505,845. This
shows that under that system each classraceived something like
?a. jtixst proportion of the aggregate earnings of the entire popu-
fion.

But, convincing as are the figures I have just eited as to the
injurious effects of our legislation upon a large class of our citi-
zens, they are not more so than are the same character of sta-
tistics when extended to the entire country. According to the
estimate of the Superintendent of the Censusthe wealth of the
United States increased from 1880 to 1890, $20,000,000,000; while
the value of the farms increased £3,080,000,000. During the
same decade the value of the farm produects increased $246,000,-
000, while the value of the farming implements and the live stock
used on the farms increased $1,577,000,000. When it is remems
bered that those engaged in agriculture constitute about one-
half of our population, it will be seen that there is for some rea-
son a very uneven distribution of the accumulations of the
wealth-producing lorces of the nation. This was notthe case for-
merly. Between 1850 and 1860 our country was notafflicted with
a protective tariff, and the value of the property in the United
States increased from £7,135,780,228 to 816,159,616,068, while the

. value of the farms increased from $3,271,575,426 to $6,645,045,007.

These well authenticated and undisputed statistics prove be-

" yond controversy that under a low or revenue tariff those to
whose energy and enterprise we are indebted for our marvelous
growth, received the just reward of their toil and frugality,
while undera high or preteetive tariff the fruits of their indus-
try and economy are transferred to others.
ut the protective system has not been more unjust or more
diseriminating in its operationuponindividuals and classes than
upon sections. From 1880 to 1390 the assessed valuation of
property in Pennsylvania and Massachusetts, the principal
manufacturing States of the Union, increased exclusive of farm-
ing properties $1,520,442,166, while the assessed valuations in
the agricultural states of Virginia, West Virginia, North Caro-
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, Tennessee,
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Wisconsin, Iowa,
Nebraska, and Kansas increased, including farm values, city
property, railroads, and everything else, only $1,428,969,834 dur-
ing the same time, and yet the population in the sixteen States
named increased 3,720,709, as agnliat 1,430,981 in the two States,

‘When it is remembered that the inhabitants of these different
sections are of similar intelligence, industry,and habits, it must
be ceuceded that there has been some unnatural cause for the

fearful disparity in their relative prosperity as shown by these
figures: hat can be this unnatural cause? I canimagine none
except that those living in one section have been receiving the
benefits of protection, while those living in the other have
suffering from its unjust and injurious operations.

I wish next to consider the effect of a. protective tariff upon
manufacturing enterprises, and in this connection I remind you
that the Anglo-Saxon inhabitants of America are preéminently
& manufacturing people. From the first settlement of the coun-
try, equally with the sister arts of agriculture and commerce,
our manufactures, without any adventitiousaids, advanced with
the inerease of %opulaﬁon. Asearlé as 1708 complaint was made
to the British Parliament by the English manufacturers that
three-fourths of the linens and woolens used in the provinee of
New York were made there, and similar complaints were subse-
quently preferred against the other colonies. It was the efforts
of the mother couutr{ago suppress their growing manufactories
more than anything else which caused our ancestors to withdraw
their allegiance from her.

For the decade beginnixﬁ- 1850, during which a strictly rev-
enue ’u_a.nﬂ! prevailed, the value of the products of our manufac-
tories increased from $353,000,000 to $1,009,000,000, orat the rate
of 90 per cent, while our population increased only 35 per cent,
So it appears that the development of our manufactories has
been continuousregardlessof tariff legislation, And why should
not this be the case? Our mechanics are confessedly the most
intelligent in the world. They use labor-saving machinery toa
greater extent than do the mechanics of any other country.
And, after all, the marvelous inventionsof recent years have re-
duced the issue of competifion to the question of who can utilize
o the greatest advantage the most labor-saving machinery.

A very small proportion of the inhabitants of the earth are
capable of using to any great extent the complicated machinery
which is being made to do the work formerly done by human
hands. It is for this reason that the artisans of the United
K_inidam ave able to supply with manufactured products the
markets of nations which have far greater natural advantages.

I de not question butthat protection enables manufacturers to
obtain better prices for their products, if they do not produce
more than euou%g. to supply the home market, but I do deny
that it promotes their permanent prosperity.

As I have already shown, if theve is less of a commodity, on
which there is a tariff, produced in a country than is consumed,
the owners of it can realize for it the cost of similar products in
other countries plus the transportation charges and nearly the
amount of the duty. If, however, the supply should exceed the
demand, oom&etition amongst ‘the owners of the commodity
would cause the price to decline until they could only obtain the
cost of their possessions and a reasonable compensation for the
use of their capital invested and for their personal services. It -
is, therefore, to the interest of the manufacturers of any article
which is subject to a duty to keep down such competition at
home as would prevent them from realizing the full benefit of
the tariff rather than to extend their business to the utmost
limit and secure foreign markets for the surplus productsof their
industry.

Hence it is that the manufacturers in so many lines have lim-
ited the output of their plants by the formation of trusts or the
organization-of combines. The effect of this on their employés
I will discuss later on, but its injurious effect upon manufacto-
ries will be perceived at once. Instead of cansing our manufac-
turers to strike out inmanful strife and defiantly demand a share
of the markets of the world it has caused them to content them-
selves with a monopoly of the marketsof one country.

But wo are told that our manufacturers can not compete with
the English, and that if the tariff is materially lowered, they
will be ruined. Let us see if their fears are well founded. The
reason assigned by our manufacturers for their inability to com-
pete with foreigners is because they pay higher wages to their
emplog;’as. It is undoubtedly a fact that laborers of all kinds re-
ceive better compensation in this country than elsewhere, if we
estimate it in money, by the week; butif we estimate their com-
Ee{;:at.ion_ by the results accomplished, then such isnot the case.

is is because of the greater intelligence and efficiency of our
laborers, the more extensive use of machinery in this country.
and the longer time which our mechanics work in a weelk. 1
will fry to make this plain by illustrating with the boot and shoe
int%ustry, though what I say of it will apply equally well fo
others. :

Ifind in r's Magazine a very well written article, in
which an intelligent writer makes a careful estimate of the
comparative labor cost in this country and in England of certain
articles. The results of his investigations show as follows:

American ladies’ shoes, wholesaling at §1.50 pair, costforlabor of mak- '
W&Mk}nm ladies’ shoes, wholesaling at 81.50 ger pair, cost
for of ; 34 cents; American-made men's shoes, wholesaling at
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60 per , cost for labor of , 83 cents; lish-made men's s
wnﬁolge at §2.60 per pair, cost for labor of mnkingm , B0 cents. RO

This corresponds with all the estimates I have seén on the
subject. Itshows that the American manufacturer actually ob-
tains his labor for less than his competitor, and that in that re-
spect he is prepared to successfully compete in the open markets
with his rival. For the year 1802 we exported to the United
Kingdom upper leather of the value of $3,379,659 and sole leather
of the value of 84,314,121, while for the same period we imported
from that country upper leather of the value of $9,927 and sole
leather of the value of 820,783. This proves that leather is more
costly in Great Britain than in the United States, for if it was
not it would not be shipped from this country to that.

Ag leather is the only material used in making boots and shoes
the costof which is worth considering, it follows that the Ameri-
ean manufacturer of those articles obtains his materials at least
as cheaply as do those engaged in the same industry in land,
and yet the value of the boots and shoes exported from the United
States for the year 1892 was only $914,974, and the total value of
all manufactures of leather $1,566,418, while there was exported
from the United .Kingdom for the year 1891 to Brazil alone
manufactures of leather of the value of $1,299,961.

Mr. MORSE. I would like to remark fo the gentleman that
there is a reason why American manufacturers sell goods abroad
cheaper than they do in this country, a reason which operates
for the benefit of American workingmen, by allowing the manu-
facturers to worlk off their surplus products, and thus to give
additional employment to their operatives, often upon newer
styles of Egoodﬂ :

Mr, BELL of Texas. The gentleman misunderstood me. I
was stating as a matterof fact that they do not send their goods

Mr. MORSE. Then I did misunderstand the gentleman.

Mr. BELL of Texas. I state thatas a matter of fact the value
of manufactures of leather sent abroad by the manufaeturers of
this country is only about a million and ahalf a year, while Eng-
];cnd sends to Brazil alone a million and a quarter of such manu-

tures.

Mr.MORSE. Well, Mr, Chairman,the argumentis frequently
made on the other side against protection that American manu-
facturers sell goods cheaper abroad than they do at home, and I
wanted to exp that.

Mr. BELL of Texas. I do notfcare to yield for that purpose
just now, because my time is so limited. I see that the gentle-
man has fallen into an error as to my line of argument.

‘When we consider that our manufacturers of leather have an
advantage of others in the cost of material and in the relative
labor cost, in what way ean we account for their surrender of the
valuable markets for their products except on the theory that
they are limiting the output of articles in that line so as to pre-
vent an oversupply in the home market? Inother words, it a
pears that they prefer making fewer articles at a larger Elm t
to makingmore ata less profit, even if the aggregate gainshould
be greater. -

What is true with reference to the one industry of which T
have been speaking is also true of mostothers. Formerly, when
a very large part of the work was done by hand, the labor cost of
the finished product represented a much larger proportion of
the cost of the article than at present., The variousitems which
go to make up the cost of the finished manufactured product is
discussed very fullyin the Reportof Statisticsof Laborfor Massa-
chusetts for the yeir 1890.

This is a very valuable work, and I expect to quote from it
frequently. So far as I can discover it deals fairly and candidly
with the subjects of which it treats. Itcertainly can notbesus-

ted of any prejudice against protection, for the arguments in

t are all in favor of a protective tariff, though,as I say, I think

the facts and figures given are correctly stated. According to

this report the labor cost of all the articles manufac in

Massachusetts at the time it was published was 24.87 per cent of
the value of the finished product.

The cost of material in some industries is enhanced by the
tariff while in others it is not, but the disastrous effects -
tection, so far as our foreign commerce is concerned, extends to
nearly every manufactured product. For instance, take the
item of cotton goods. As we are the greatest cotbon-ax;ﬁ:rnn’ z
country our manufacturerscan obtain their raw materialscheaper
than can others. If there is anyenterprise in which they ought
to outstrip sll competitors it is in this, and when they were not
hampe by restrictive laws, and when their enterprise was
not stunted by the unnatural advaniages conferred upon them,
they were rapidly doing so.

As I have frequently stated, between 1850 and 1860 we had a

low or revenue tariff, but between 1880 and 1890 we had a high-

orprotective tariff. The value of the manufactures ot cotton ex-
ported from the United States increased from $4,734,424 in 1850

to $10,934,796 in 1860, while it decreased from $10,467,651 in 1880
to $9,990,277 in 1890. Hence, it is clear that under a low tariff
we were rapidly becoming the great cotton manufacturing na-
tion, but under a high tariff we have been losing the prestige
we had gained. Why is this? Were the circumstances sur-
rounding the industries materially different during the two pe-
riods? Ateach time we had an advantage in the cost of raw
materials equal to the expense of shipping it across the ocean,
In the latter decade we had been paying higher wages than
did our competitors, but so we did in the former. Our mone-
tary standard was in each instance the same. So far as the
volume of money can contribute to the prosperity of a people
the advan was all in favor of the later period, for the great-
est circulation at any time from 1850 to 1560 was $12.85 per
capita, while from 1580 to 1890 the lowest was $19.41. We did

not suffer during either of the decades compared fromany gen- -

eral plague or pestilence and we were at peace with the world.

The friends of the protective system attribute much of the
growth of our manufactures between 1850 and 1860 to the fact
that the European nations were engaged in the Crimean war
during apart of thattime. TheCrimean war lasted from March,
1854, to April, 1856, while the growth of our manufactures and
the expansion of our foreign commerce preserved about the
same tgroportion each year for the entire decade, except that in
1858 they declined in consequence of the-monetary disturbance
of 1857. But it might be supposed that the other nations were
manufacturing trltllgr
of the falling off in our exports in that line. In order to show
that this is not the case, and also to show the extent of the mar-
kets we have surrendered, I will give the figures on the im-
portations of a few countries.

The value of the manufactures of cotton imported for the year
1891 was, into Mexico [rom the United States, $602,382; from
the United Kingdom, $2,772,506. Into Brazil from the United
States, $803,700; from the United Kingdom, $12,499,274. Into
the Argentines from the United States, $779,246; from the
United Kingdom, $8,216,730. And the proportion is about the
same when applied to the other importing nations. In what
way can we account for the abandonment of these markets by
our manufacturers except upon the theory that they find the
monopoly of the home market so satisfactory that they supinely
content themselves with it.

‘What is true of the two industries which I have used as illus-
trations is true of most others; but I think a comparison of
the growth of those I have mentioned under the different sys-
tems of tariff charges will suffice to refute the claim that our
manufactories have been in any way benefited by protection.

But there is one other industry to which I desire to call special
attention. There had been a tariff of 20 per centon quinine prior
to July, 1879, when it was placed on the free list. I have ]ireen
unable to obtain any information of the amount of quinine man-
ufactured in the United States at any time, because, in taking
the census, it is not separated from certain other medicines, but
it is manufactured from cincona and other barks, none of which
are found in this country, and since an accurate account is kept
of all importations, and since the barks to which I have referred
are not used for any other purpose except to convertinto quinine,
wecan calculate with reasonable certainty astotheamountof qui-
nine manufactured at different periods. There wasimpo of
the barks which I will designate under the general head of cin-
cona, in 1876, 5,230,150 pounds; in 1877, 1,760,445 pounds; in
1878, 4,826,290 pounds; in 1879, 6,387,378 pounds.

This will afford some idea of the extent of the industry we are
considering at the time of the repeal of the law imposing a tariff
on its products. While the bill to repeal the duty was pendin
the usualery of the beneficiariesof governmental favor wasraised,
and a doleful picture of the ruin which was about to be inflicted
upon them was drawn; buf, nevertheless, we find that about the
same oufput of guinine from the American factories has contin-
ued. The cinchona imported for 1880 was 6,013,877 pounds; for
1881, 4,219,403; for 1882, 5,010,547, and while for some years the
amount imported has been less, and for others more, the aver-
age has been greater since the tariff on gquinine was repealed
than before, which shows that the manufacturers of quinine in
this country have been, and are, able to compete with foreign
manufacturers. And they have been doing so in spite of the
most unjust diseriminations, for on the alcohol used by them in
the process of manufacturing they have had to pay an internal-
revenue tax equivalent to $1.70 per gallon, while their Europsan
competitors obtained their solvents free of any similar charge.

It is a familiar claim of the protectionists that the prices of
protected products are lower than they were formerly because
of protection. They arﬁue that because steel rails were selling
at $120 per ton when the law was passed which imposed a very
heavy duty on rails, and are now selling at $20 per ton, the re-
duction was caused by the stimulation in the production of the

cotton goods, and that that was the reason.
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rails oceasioned by the duty on them. If this theory ba correct
how are we to account for the decrease in the price of quinine?
As Tam informed by the Statistician of the Treasury Dapartment,
that in 1877, quinine commanded $4.50 an ounce; in 1578, 83.60;
in 1880, $2.50; while in 1890 it could be obtained for 44 cents an
ounce. As a matter of fact the decline in the price of &luinine
was oceasioned by the improved methodsof making it and by the
great decline in the cost of cincona, and was not affected by the
tariff. The same thing is true as to steel rails and other pro-
tected products.
But whatever may have been the cause of it, it is an undoubted
fact that the ability of the American people to 1.Ell'od'uoe;a has out-
wn their capacity to consums. V&e must, therefore, either
ﬁzft’i foreign markets for our manufactured goods, as we have for
.our agricultural produets, or we must be content to not only not
" extend our manufactures, but to abandon some of those we now
have. The suggestion that we ought to continue any %og.icy
which would retard our industrial development ought to be re-
ceived with no favor by a people whose energy, ingenuity, and
enterprise in peace has only been equaled by their valor and
patriotism in war.

It was to have been expected that the efforts to reduce the
tariff to a revenus basis would meet with opposition from those
who have been accustomed tolook to the Government instead of
to rely upon themselves to gromote their prosperity. And here
history but repeatsitself. Thereformsinher tariff whichenabled
the United Kingdom to become the unguestioned commercial
nation of the world were effected after the most stubborn con-
test, and yet no party which would suggest a return to the old
system could now obtain a following in that country. When the
low tariff of 1846 was proposed, thesame cries which now fill the
land were heard on every hand. It was said that the e of
that law meant the destruction of our manufactures, the debase-
ment of our labor, and the general ruin of our country. Every rep-
resentative of thefour principal manufacturing States of New
England voted against it. After the beneficial effects of the
change had been demonstrated when in 1857 a proposition was
made to reduce the duties still further, practically all the rep-
resentatives of those States favored it. Mr. Blaine, in his his-
tory, says:

This act (the tariff act of 1857) was well received by the people, and, in-
deed, was concurred in by a considerable portion of the Repun party.

May we not reasonably hope that when the beneficent results
which will flow from the adoption of the policy of the party now
in power manifest themselves we will have the earnest colpera-
tion of the bitterest opponents of the measure under discussion
in making the further reduction in our tariff rates which will
gurely follow?

I do not contend that protection inures to the advantage of
those engaged in all kinds of protected industries, for the expe-
rience of the past clearly demonstrates that it does not. Thisis
particularly the case with the wool-grower, as will be shown by
comparing the prices obtained for their clip in this country at
different times and the amount realized here and in England for
the same grades of wool at the same time.

Thissubject was thoroughly investigated by the Committee on
Ways and Means of the Fifty-second Congress, and the result
was embodied in a very interesting report. There had never
been a high tarifl on wool in this country prior to 1867, when the
duty was fixed at from 10 to 12cents per pound and at 10to 11 per
cent ad valorem, and while the rates have beenslightly changed
at different timessince, they have always been very great; yet,
as is shown in the report to which I refer, the average price re-
alized for fine washed clothing wool for the ten years ending
with 1860 was 50.8 cents per pound, and for coarse washed cloth-
ing wool was 38.2 cents per pound, while for the ten years ending
with 1890 the average price realized for fine washed clothing
wool was 34.1 and for coarse washed clothing wool 24.4 cents per
pound. }

Perhaps no better illustration could be given of the impracti-
cability of forcing peopleinto any calling by law than that which
sheep husbandry affords. In 1868, when the high tariff on wool
went into effect, there were in the United States east of the
Missisaigpi and Missouri Rivers 37,864,600 sheep, and this num-
ber has decreased year by year until in 1891 there were in these
States only 18,476,400. It willbe observed thatthe t.me selected
for making this comparison could not bs more favorable for the
sheep business, because the States referred to included those
which had suffered most from the ravages of war, and in 1868
they had not had time to recuperate and regain their normal
supply of sheep, and they accordingly show an increase, which,
lsiggvtzgar, is more than ogset by enormous decrease in the other

The showing in some of the States and Territories where they
could obtain the free use of Government land is much better,
For instance, in Montana the number of sheep increased from

A

2,000 in 1870 to 2,000,000 in 1891, and in Utah the increase for
that time was about the same. The total number of sheep in
the United States in 1868 was in round numbers 39,000,000, and
in 1891 41,000,000. In other words, while the population of this
country has about doubled in the last twenty-four years, the
number of sheep has increased only 4,000,000,

The theory on which protectionists formerly justified their
doctrine was that they were in favor of fostering infant industries
until they could meet foreign competition. The wool-growers
have had the benefit of the highest protection for twenty-four
years, and yet the price of their product has been growing lower
and the number of their sheep, except in a few favored localities,
has been growing less all the time. When we had no ora low
tariff on wool the increase in the number of sheep kept pace
with the increase of population. Since we have had protection
the number of sheep, in proportion to our population and the
price realized for wool, have both decreased. hyisthis? Like
every result there is a cause for it, which we can find if we will
investigate carefully.

The rePort of the committee to which I have referred shows
the relative price in thiscountryandin England of washed wool
of the grades grown in the United States from 1867 to 1891.
The average for the whole time was in England, where there
has been no duty on it, 41.08cents per pound; in America, where
there has been a high duty all that time, it was 41.48 cents per
pound; but most of the time the price in Philadelphia and Boston
wasg lessthanin London. Atfirstsight this would seem somewhat
singular, but the reason for it is susceptible of a satisfactory ex-
planation, We on.lg grow one grade of wool in the United States
and in order to render that suitable for manufacturing into mos
kinds of woolen goods it is necessary to mix it with certain
coarser grades of wool, which must be imported. The duty on
this is so great that the American manufacturer of woolen goods
is absolutely barred out of foreign markets.

There is, therefore,no demand here for more wool than enough
to make the product sufficient for our local wants, and since the
supply of the kinds of wool grown in thiseountry exceeds the de-
mand for it it follows that its price is fixed by the amount which
could be realized for it in a foreign country. That is, the seller
would not take less for it than he could obtain for it by shipping
itabroad,and the purchaser notbeing compelled to haveit not
give more. Of course thesame law of supply and demand which
regulates the price of everything else affects the price of wool,
and hence we find that sometimes when the supply is limited
and the demand great the wool-grower realizes an enhanced
price for his product in consequence of protection.

For instance, during the years 1871 and 1872, owing to the
temporarily increased demand occasioned by the tariff of 1867,
the average price of American wool in Boston was 10 cents Fer

und greater than was the price of the same grade of wool in

ndon; while if we except these two years the average price
for the remaining twenty-two years between 1867 and 1891 has
been greater in London than in Boston. If the wool-growers
could organize a trust and limit the quantity of wool produced,
or withhold it until the manufacturers were compelled to buy,
they could realize for it the price of the foreign article, plus the
transportation charges and nearly the amount of the dutﬁ on
similar wool; but, as it is impossible for them to do so, when-
ever they grow more wool of any kind than is needed in this
country, the competition between the sellers of it reduces the
price. This seems to be a sufficient explanation of the well-
established fact that wool commanded a better price in this
counfry under a low than under a high tariff, and that its aver-
age price has been about the same in Boston where we have had
a high tariff, as in London where they have had none.

But, it may be asked, why has not the consumption of wool
increased in proportion to the growth of our population? The
answer to this is very clear. In consequence of the high price
of woolens in comparison with other things the poorer class of
our people have been using other kinds of goods and our manu-
facturers have been using substitutes for wool. As an evidence
of this, look at the development of the shoddy industry, a busi-
ness which would perhapsnever have had an existence, and which
certainly could never have attained its present proportions but
for the exorbitant price which our manufacturershave obtained
ontheir woolen goods. The value of the manufacturesof shoddy
in the United States increased to $9,208,011 in 1890, from $1,767,-
592 in 1870. There was grown in the United Statesfor 1890 only
92,000,000 pounds of scoured wool, and there was used during the
same year in the manufacture of woolen goods in this country
61,626,261 poundsof shoddy. When it is considered that shoddy
is only one of the substitutes for wool which is used in the man-
ufscture of woolens the decreased demand for wool will be read-
ily understood.

ut there is another reason—and, in my judgment, a convine-
ing one—why protection can not permanently benefit the wool-
grower, Woolen goods are so indispensable not only to the
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comfort, but to the health of those living in the latitude cov-
ered by the United States, that there never can be a permanent
policy adopted which does not procure for our people the best

oods for the least money. If, therefore, the tariff on wool en-

anced its price there would be a continual agitation at each
election for the repeal of the duty on it which would keep the
industry in such a state of uncertainty that no wool-grower
could make a reasonably accuratecalculation on his income a year
in advance.

This applies to all kinds of protected avoeations, but to none
with so much force as to wool-growing; because, owing to the
absolute necessity for the use of woolens, the effort to have them
cheapened will be so great, and because from the nature of their
business the wool-growers can least of all guard againstanover-
supply of their products. If the manufacturers of woolens find
that there is about to be a surplus of their outputs they can and
do close down their mills until the stock on hand is reduced to
such proportions as they desire, and the only loss they sustain
in the meantime is the interest on their investment. On the
other hand, the expense of the wool-growers is the same, regard-
less of the price they obtain for their wool; and if they realize
that they are causing an overproduction of their product there
is no way in which they can check it except by exterminating
their flocks. If they attempt to do that there is an oversupply
of mutton,and they can not sell their sheep, For these reasons
I think it plain that protection has not and will not benefit the
wool-grower.

The next point to which I wish to invite attention is as to the
effect tariff chargeshave on the wages of those engaged in indus-
tries which are supposed to receive the benefitof protection. Of
course the more the manufacturers realize for their products,
the more they could afford to pag their employés; but manufac-
turers are like other people, and get whatever they have to buy
as cheaply as they can and sell whatever they have fo sell for as
much as possible. Itis conceded that wages are higher in the
United States than anywhere else, and the protectionists claim
that it is so because of protection. A completeanswer to thisis
found in the fact that wages were much higher here than in for-
eign countries before our protective system was adopted, and are
much higher in England, where they have free trade, than in
Germany or France, where they have protection: but the truth
is that wages are regulated by the supply of and demand for the
service of the laborers.

If there were not enough mechanics in this country to do the
necessary work in any particular trade, those who were here
could command almost any price for their services until their
high wages would cause their numbers to be increased by im-
migration or by others taking up their calling; but if a part of
the mechanics could do the work in their line, the competition
would cut down the price until the wages would become so low
that a portion of them would have toseek other fields of employ-
ment. In this way the equilibrium between the demand for and
supply of laborers is regulated. When it is considered thatover
one-half of the manual laborers in this country are engaged in
agricultural pursuits, it will be perceived that anything which
reduces the returns for agricultural services and diverts m 'ny
from that calling must necessarily produce competition which
will cause a reduction in the wages of those engaged in all the
other avocations.

If, therefore, the farmers of this country were relieved of all
unnecessary burdens, and allowed to buy their supplies where
they could be had the cheapest, the increased profit of agricul-
ture would enable laborers in all other callings to command bet-
ter wages, and would result in loss to none except to those manu-
facturers who in consequence of protection have curtailed com-
petition in the output of their products by the formation of
trusts..

This proposition is too clear to admit of dispute or doubt, but
I am prepared to support it, asI have all others that I have made,
by an appeal to authenticated facts of history. I will present
figures showing a comparison of the increase of wages durin
times when we had, and when we did not have, a high tariff, an
also the increase in wages at the same time in countries where
different tariff systems prevailed.

The report of the statisties of labor for Massachusetts for 1885
contains a comparison of the wagesreceived in the United States
at different periods in the various callings and brings the com-
parisonup to 1883. AsIhavefrequently stated, from 1850 to 1860
we had a low or revenue tariff, while from 1360 to 1883 we had a
high or protective tariff. No periods could be selected which
would have been more favorable for a comparison than those
named, for the war between the States had not become a disturb-
ing factor in 1860 and had ceased to b2 such in 1883. The in-

crease of w:ages in most avocations was greater in the ten years’

when we had a low than in the twenty-three yearswhen we had a

high tariff.

I will give a few examples:

1850. | 1860. | 1883,
81.37 | £2.03 (2.4
244 | 298| 2.01
1.62| 2.15| 2.2
1.47 | 1.85| 1.97
1.35| 8.65| 8.25
1L13| 1.67| 1.88
These will suffice to show that the increase of wages has

neither been dependent upon nor advanced by our protective
system.

The report from which I have obtained these statistics shows
that the wa.ges of workmen in only three industries in the United
States had declined in 1860 as compared with 1850, while the
wages of workmen in 118 industries had declined in 1883 as com-
pared with 1860. But it might be suggested that for some rea-
son there was an abnormal increase in wages during the decade
ending in 1860.

As a matter of fact, €8 have shown an upward tendency
from the earliest recorded time. The progress %88 been broken
at intervals by calamities which have checked the onward cur-
rent, but as soon as the financial embarrassments which seem
to visit all countries with periodical regularity have ceased to
exercise a depressing influence, the upward flow has continued.
This will be made to appear very clearly by comparing the in-
crease of wages in any one calling for a long periog. I will take
the wages of a blacksmith as an illustration. A blacksmith re-
ceived for a day’s work in 1820, 84 cents; in 1830, $1.12; in 1840,
$1.40; in 1850, $1.47; in 1860, 81.69; in 1883, $1.92,

The experience of our country alone is sufficient to establish
the correctness of the statement that wages have advanced,
not in consequence of, but in spite of legislation; but this posi-
tion can be fortified by comparing the increase of wages in other
countries where they have had a different tariff system. The
advance in wages in Great Britain, which had been continuous
while they adhered to the grotact.ive system, was not only not
checked but was accelerated when they embraced the more lib-
eral doctrines of free trade.

In order to form a comparison of the growt.h of wages here
and in Great Britain, the compilers of the excellent report to
which I have referred investigated the wages ga.id in a given
number of industries in the two countries from 1872 to 1883, and-
the result ascertained was that in 46.21 per centof the industries
investigated in Massachusetts there had been an increase of
wages, while in 53.79 per cent there had been a decrease. In
Great Britain in 44.42 %er cent there had been an advance, and
ih 55.58 per cent there had been a decrease, but the average of
all the wages in the callingsinvestigated for the time mentioned
showed an advance of 9.74 per cent in Great Britain, while in
Massachusetts it showed a loss of 5.41 per cent.

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

Mr. BELL of Texas. Yes, sir; if it is not too long.

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman's statement be true, how
does he account for the petitions from all the workingmen of
this country pouring in against this change in the tariff?

Mr. BELL of Texas. I do not concede that to be the fact at
all. I understand thatsome of the working people of this coun--
try, so far as they can be threatened and coerced and bulldozed
into it by the manufacturers, have sent in some such petitions.
[AI:FpIause on the Democratic side and in the galleries.ﬁ'

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind visitors in the
galleries that they are not at liberty to applaud. They are here
by the courtesy of the House and must observe order.

Mr. MORSE. I would like to remark to the gentleman from
Texas that I represented numerous petitions from workingmen
who were not bulldozed.

. Mr. BELL of Texas. Oh, I do not doubt that there may be
individual instances of that kind.

Mr. MORSE. Petitions from half a million workingmen.

Mr, BELL of Texas. Well, there may be half a million even
who have sent in such petitions: but, while that may be true, I
dare say, it is also a fact that there are hundreds and thousands
and millions of the workingﬂfeople of this country who have ex-
pressed themselves at the ballot box and elsewhere in favor of
the reversal of the system under which we have come so near to
ruin. The people of the country have expressed themselves in
that way by an overwhelming majority.

Mr. MORSE. Tastfall? |[Laughter on the Republican side.
Mr. BELL of Texas. Yes, last fall and the fall before, an
time and time again in the past, as they probably will do very
frequently hereafter, whenever an election is held presenting
the issue on which the members of this House were elected.

[Applause on the Democratic side.]
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Mr, Chairman, when it is remembered that in Great Britain
they had no new land to be opened up and no new channels of
employment into which their surplus labor could be diverted,
as we have had, it will be perceived that a stronger showing
than this could not be made against the restrictivesystem which
mam so long maintained, as is now claimed in the interest of

I.

As T have stated, weekly wages have always been much higher
in America than in England, but there are a number of differ-
encas in the economic conditions prevailing in the countries
which rendera comparisonon this lige very unsatisfactory. The
American mechanic works 12 per eent longer on an average in
a w-2ek than does his English rival, while he has much less steady
employment. These two items alone are sufficient to preventus
from being able to determine absolutely the relative earnings of
those engaged in the same lines of industry here and there, as
expressed in money, but after all, it is not the rate of money
wages which concerns the workmen so much, as what might be
terimed real wages. or the amount of subsistence obtainable fora
given amount of labor.

If tariff charges do not enhance the price of products, they
certainly do not benefit the manufacturer, and do notenable him
to pay his amgloyés better wages. If they doenhance the price
of the fini products, the laborer has to ‘fay more for the pro-
portion of them which he consumes than does his competitor,
and henece it is very doubiful if our mechanics do really receive
better wages than do foreigners of equal skill engaged in the
same callings. A strong evidence that they do not is found in
the fact that very few mechanies immigrate to the United States.
As our laws are much more liberal than those of other countries,
especially in the educational advantages afforded the poor, if we
were Eae}ying much better wages in mechanical pursuits than
could be obtained elsewhere, we would receive a large immigra-
tion of skilled workmen: but nearly all of our immigrants are
either farmers or laborers who engage in other avocations in
whaieh they ean realize no benefit from protection.

An:;hher qonai.dlzrrf.hion of the gmwat&e mpo&rtance to all per-
80D, particu te those whomustdepen uﬁﬂntheirw&goa
to maintain th ves, is the steadiness of their employment.
If a mechanie obtains a very high price for his work, but is idle
most of the time, he will soon consume all he has earned while
he was e . Manifestly the more extended the markef
the less likely it is to become oversupplied. There might be,
and doubtless has many times been, more of a certain article
-produced than the whole world eould consume; and in such case
theve is absolutely no remedy except to curtail production until
the stock in existence is uaag up. In the mean time, those en-
gaged in producing that eommodity would have to remain idle
or resortto someother employment. I have already shown how
an oversupply of anything will prevent the owner of it from ob-

ining the benefit of the tariff on similar articles.

In order thatthey may realize the highest possible price for
their products the msm:.{actm'ers must keep the supply solimited
that competition among themselves will not reduce it. When
our manufactories were in their infancy and could not make
as many goods as we needed, there was no occasion for our man-
ufecturers to guard against an oversapply. Now, however,
since they are able to turn out mere than our peolﬂe can use,
whenever the quantity of their commodities is too large, in-
stead of sending them to foreign markets, they close up their
factories and throw out of work their employés. This same
thing might happen if our markets were more extended, but it
would be less likely to when we have access to the markets of
the world for our manufactured produets than when we are re-
stricted to one market,

I think that I have shown very clearly that our protective sys-
tem has not resulted, and ean not result, in any advantage to the
employés engaged in those industries which are supposed to be
benefited by it. But if such was the case, and if every eent of
the enhanced cost of the products of our factories caused by pro-
tection was paiddirectly to the laborers who made them, I would
not abate one particle in my opposition to the system. If I should
my memory would revert to honest, patient, and laborious
cotton-growers, working in an almost tropical sun, and reguir-
ing the assistance of all the members of their families, in order
that they might overcome in the free markets of the world the
eompetition of the poorest paid labor known to man. It seems
as if the American meehanic would spurn the insinuation that
he is unable to successfully contend with foreign competitors
when his countrymen in other callings have under the most ad-
verse circumstances, and in spite of the most op ve gov-
ernmental burdens, demonstrated their ability to defy all oppo-
pition. Let me show how this has been done.

Twenty-eight years ago the inhabitants of the cotton-tfowing
section of the United States had just passed through the most
disastrous experience with whieh any people have been aflicted

in modern times. Their stock had been stolen or confiscated;
their buildings burned; their fences destroyed; their farms
turned into waste places. They had no supplies for the comin,
year and no credit with which to obtain them, Thousands an
tens of thousands, yea, hundreds of thousands, of the flower of
the land had perished on the battlefield or wasted away in Fed-
eral prisons. Those who by education, intelligence, and ex-
rience were alone prepared to direct public affairs were dis-
ranchised, and the most superstitions, ignorant, and easily
im}gasad upon of people were invested with the ballot. :

y & series of legislative enactments, the most eruel which
have ever disgraced the annals of civilization, the management
of their local concerns were turned over for years to unscrupu-
lous adventurers, whose interestin those they governed waslim-
ited by the amount they could steal from them and from whose
{)eculations more injury resulted than from the four years of re-
entless war. Thus handicapped the Southern people entered
the race for supremacy in the production of cotton, and for the
year 1868 grew 2,652,000 bales, while India, Egypt, and all other
countries furnished 2,564,000 bales. It will be seen that we then
supplied about one-half of the raw cotion for the world. Three
years later the proportion had been slightly changed, for in 1871
the United States furnished 3,241,000 as against 3,036,000 sup-
plied by all other countries. But the real struggle had hardl
begun. Like the athletes of old, the Southern people girdeg
up their loins for a renewed contest, and relying on their indi-
vidual manhood, and looking to the Government for nothing,
distanced all comers, L

In 1881 they produced 6,073,000 bales of cotton, while all the
other countries produced 2,500,000 bales, and still main taining
their lead in 1891 they furnished 10,800,000 out of a total supply
of 14,190,000 bales. d yet we are told that the American la-
borer can notcompete with foreigners. Pray, whoarethe Amer-
ican laborers if the cotton-growers are not? They have com-
peted with foreigners and have iaken from them their markets,
and while they were doing so have been subject to the most
grievous burdens. They have had to pay a bonus on the imple-
ments with which they cultivate their crops: on the machinery
with which they rendered their cotton available, and on the
very bagging and ties with which they prepared it for shipment.
They have had to pay a bmug}f on eve thgg worn or used by
them or their families; on ma.berla;fa used in building their
houses, their barns, and their fences; and yet the value of the
exports of gthe rgw cotton produced by them from 1866 to 1893
was . .

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. BELL of Texas. Certainly,

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to'ask the gentleman from Texas if
those workingmen of whom he is speaking now have been send-
ing up petitions against a change in the tariff?

r. of Texas. They! No,sir; they are only sending
such petitions as they have always sent, lust asking us to give
fhem a fair show and no favor. That is all in God's world they
hin(xivelever asked or ever will ask. [Applause onthe Democratic
side.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I would like to ask the gentleman what
rate of wages those men get who are employed in dpmducing the
cotton that competes with the cheap labor of India. And does
the gentleman desire to reduce the intelligent white labor of
this country to the same conditions that exist in India?

Mr: BELL of Texas. Iwill answer that. Itisthe intelligent
white laborer that is now competing successfully in the markets
of the world in the production of cotton.

Mr, DOOLITTLE. What rate of wages is paid to the labor
which produces in the gentleman’s State the cotton that comes
into ecompetition with the India cotton?

Mr. BELL of Texas. Of course, the wages paid there are
just whatever— - x

Mrm]gOOMTTLE ‘Whatrate of wages is paid per day or per
mon

Mr. BELL of Texas, Of course, the men working on those

farms get whatever——
l-‘.ﬁ;il‘3 OOLITTLE. How much do they get per day or per
month?

Mr, BELL of Texas. Of course, I am not prepared to answer
suchaquestion. Ido not know precisely whatthey get. ButI do
know as a matter of fact that they have to pay 25 per cent fax
on the shoes which they buy, a tax which goes not to the sup-
port of the Government, but fo the manufacturer.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the gentleman be kind enough to
answer my question?

Mr. BELL of Texas. I am not able to do so in exact terms.

Mr, DOOLITTLE. Does not the gentleman know it to be
true that this labor in his State to which he has referred is not

d per month or per day the wages that is paid for the same
d of labor performed in the North and West by white men?
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Mr. BELL of Texas. I suppose the wages are substantially
the same, or the laborers in other sections would come to our
country, .

Mr. ‘E)OOLITTLE. The same rate of wages?

Mr. BELL of Texas. Substantially. Of course, I do not’sup-

ze that farm laborers are paid so much anywhere in this coun-
try as skilled labor receives: but I suppose that farm labor
throughout the counfry is paid about the same thatis paid in the
State of Texas.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Isitmottruethat such labor in your State
is not paid morve than $10 or $12 a month?

Mr. BELL of Texas. I think that is about correct. -

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I have heard it so stated here frequently
by Representatives from your State,

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. May I put an inquiry to the
gentleman?

Mr. BELL of Texas. You may if you will be guick, for my
time is very limited.

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. Are the laboring men you
speak of represented on the floorof this House?

Mr. BELL of Texas. They are. I presume the gentleman
imagines that the laboring men who make cotton in Texas are
celorved people. If that is his supposition it is simply an illus-
tration of the want of information which gentlemen on the other
side have in regard to our affairs inthe South. Letmesay here
that the district which I have the honor to represent on this
floor has probably fewer colored voters in it than the district
represented by any gentleman on the other side of the House.
There i3 one county in my distriet which cast last year 3,500
votes, and which has not a single colored man in it, I do not
mean to say merely that a colored vote was not cast, but that
there is no colored man in the county; and that county ahiﬁged
last year 25,000 bales of cotton. In the county in which ] have
lived for the last eighteen yearsthere was onlyone colored man
residing at the last election, I do not mean only one colored
man voting, but only one living there. The ignorance of some
gentlemen on the other side in regard to thecondition of things
in the South is a constant source of surprise to us.

Mr. Chairman, almost as good a showing as thatwhich Thave
made for the cotton-grower can be made for the wheat-raiser of

the Northwest, while the products of those ed in these
pursuits have never been enhanced one particle by %:otect.ion.
But we are asked, Do not the farmers get what they have to

buy cheaper than they formerly did? Our reply is, oertair::ﬁ
they do: and if it is right that other people should receive
the benefits arising from the ohoapenﬁot products occasionad
by the inventions of labor-saving machinery they have no right
to complain; but the compet tors of our farmers not only get
their supplies for less than they formerly did, but as u.sxplied to
those things which are subject to a protective tariff for
our farmers can now obtain them, and certainly we ought not
to longer continue a system which places at a disadvantage and
renders harder the lot of those upon whom we all are ultimately
dependent. As the price of the farmer's products is fixed in
foreign markets we can not by legislation enhance it, but we
can assist him to overcome competition there, by lessening the
nse of production, and the only way we can do that is by
gzucing the-costof his supplies; buf of this I desire to say more
ter on,

The doetrine of protection proceeds on the erroneous theory
that every time people trade one party to the contract loses,
when in fact the more they trade the richer they get if each
receives from the othersomething he needs which it would have
taken him longer to produce than it did to produce the article
he parted with for it. When people are not hampered by re-
strictive legislation, and are permitted to trade where they can
buy the cheapest, experience soon demonstrates where the vari-
ous necessaries or luxuries of life can be produced with the
least expenditure of labor, and they adapt themselvesto thecon-
ditions prescribed by the laws of nature, Those I represent
could, by some hot-house process, raise all the coffee they use,
but since they can for less than one-tenth the cost raise other
things which they can exchange for the coffes they consume, it
would be foolish for them to do so.

It would be more absurd in detail, but not a particle different
in principle, for our Government to attempt to coerce her citi-
zens into growing their coffee than to try to force them to en-

in any of the other unprofitable businesses, An industry
which requires the assistance of Pmtaation is an unprofitable
one, and if we take ouf of profitable employment a part of our
citizens and put them at unprofitable work, those who remain
in the profitable employment must support them. Hence it is
that our agriculturists, being engaged in a business which is
profitable, as theirs is, not on account of the large returns they
receive, but on account of the economies they practice, are
compelled not only to maintain their own business, but to con-

ess than |

tribute enough from their savings to render profitable the call-
ing of others.” Such an unjust and unnatural condition as this
could not be productive of prosperity, and, unless my reasoning
is very much at fault, it will be found that the growth of our
country since we have had the protective system will not com-
pare favorably with its davelogment before we adopted it.

No periods could be found which would be more favorable for

a fair comparison of the effects of the different tariff systems
than the decades ending in 1860 and 1890. The low tariff of 1846
had time to be put into full operation at the baginning of the
former and the high tariff had been in operation for years at
the beginning of the latter. The economical conditions other-
wise than as to the customs laws were very similar, as has been
previously stated. I have already shown how under a low tariff
our agriculture flourished, our manufactures prospered, our com-
merce extended, our wages advanced, and how the wealth of the
counfry wassomewhat evenly divided amongst these who created
it. I have also shown how under a high tariff our agriculture
faded, our manufactures languished, our commerce dwindled, our
wages decreused, and how the wealth of the country became con-
centrated in the hands of the few.
_ Idesire now to make a few final comparisons, but, before do-
ing so, there is one other matter which ought to receive some
consideration. As I have already stated, the wealth of the coun-
try increased during the decade ending in 1890 to the enormous
amount of $20,000,000,000, and thisfact is by some regarded asan
eviderce of the beneficial effeots of protection, and we areasked
why there was such an increase if theoperation of a prohibitory
tarifl is as injurious as we contend thaf it is. Our reply is, that
our resources are so bountiful and the energies of our peopleare
so greaf that we have been prospering in spite of the difficulties
under which we have labored. Our condition has been aptly
likened to that of a spendthrift who has inherited a magnificent
estate which yields an income larger than he ean squander, and
which continues to accumulate in spite of his extravagance.
However, it is not the actual, but the relative increase which
affords the proper basis of comparison to enable us to determine
whether we have been augmenting our wealth mare rapidly
under the one systzm than the other.

Between 1850 and 1860 the a.gg}iegate wealth of the United
States increased 126 per cent, while the pepulation increased
35.58 per cent. Between 1880 and 1800, it increased 46 percent,
while the population increased 24.86 per cent. The value of the
exports from the United States between 1850 and 1860, increased
130 per cent; between, 1880 and 1890, 2¢ per cent. Thislaststate-
ment seems almost incredible, and would, at least, raise a ques-
tion as to whether there was not some unusual reason for so
slight-a gain in such an important item as that of our exports
to foreign countries.

I, theretore, wili extend the comparison. Between 1879 and
1889 the value of our exports increased 2.4 per cent, while be-
tween 1881 and 1801 it actually decreased 4.7 per cent. The value
of the imports into this country increased from 1850 to 1860, 104
per cant; from 1880 to 1890, 18 per cent. In 1860 of the totalim-
ports into and the exportsirom the United States, 66.5 parcent
was transported in our own vessels, whilein 1830 only 17.4 per cent
was, and in 1800 it decreased to 12.9 per cent, and in 1802 to 12.3

r cent, thus affording us abundant grounds for fearing that
if our laws are not modified the American merchant marine,
once the pride of every patriotic heart, will soon entirely disap-
pear from the high seas. >

Butconvincing as are these comparisonsof the injuriousresults
of the efforts of man to defy the laws of nature, they arenot more
s0 than was the condition in which our country was after a fair
trial of the different tariff systems for a sufficient time to afford
an opportunity for each to thoroughly demonstrate its effects.
After fourteen years’ experience under a strictly revenue tariff .
our people were fully and profitably employed, and the publie
countenance exhibited tranquillity, contentment, and happiness.
It was this period whieh Gen. Garﬁeld. in one of those speeches
delivered in this House which so much added to his fame, de-
scribed in this language:

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, the decada from 1830 to 1860 was one of peace
and general prosperity. 3

Senator MORRILL one of the ablestadvocates of protection,in
a speech delivered in 1867, deseribing the condition of our coun-
try in 1860, said:

And that was a year of as large production and as much general prosperity
as any perhaps in our history.

‘What a contrast does this picture present totheenforcedidle-
ness, misery, and suffering which we now see on every hand,
But some say that the stagnation prevailing inall kinds of busi-
ness in our country is caused by the apprehended change in
our tariff schedules, and much complaint is heard of those who
are attempting to lessen the burdens under which we have been
laboring so leng.
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If it be true that our disturbances are occasioned or aggra-
vated by threatened legislation, it would be as unreasonable to
blame those who are trying to make needed changes in our cus-
toms laws as it would be to blame the surgeon who applies the
probe, and to allow the assailant who inflicted the wound to go
without censure.

But are our troubles due to the causes assigned by those who
are trying to defeat the reforms for which the American people
have so overwhelmingly pronounced? From their statements
one wou'd imagine that until within the last ten months we had
been in the enjoyment of unbounded prosperity, when, as a mat-
ter of fact, our ills are merely the culmination of troubles begun
long before there was any reasonable prospect of early tariff
reform, and when, in truth, the possibi itf' of that reform was
hastened, if not occasioned, by the prevalence of the hardest
}imes and most universal suffering which had been experienced
or years.

The McKinley tariff bill, under which the already exorbitant
customs tolls were greatly increased, became alaw in 1890, and it
so stimulated the home industries thattheir ontputgreatly ex-
ceeded the capacity of our people to consume them. e inevi-
table result was that the factories closed down, strikes ensued,
riots followed, and the party to whose legislation this deplora-
ble state of affairs was Ero rly attributed met with the most
overwhelming rebuke which had been administered to any po-
litical organization within the memory of man. These occur-
rences are of such recent date that it is, perhaps, uzeless to sub-
stantiate the statement which I have just made; but I will sub-
mit some evidence fo establish its correctness. The extracts
which I will read are taken from reliable journals.

January 14, 1892:

The mills of the Oxford Nail and Iron Cempany, of Oxford, N. J., have
been shut down for over two months. It is a mystery how the people llvgi

In many houses there has not been a coal fire for weeks, If some
not done soon families are likely to starve to death.

, February 14, 1892:
Owing to continued d%pressinn in the iron trade the Chesapeake Nail
‘Works, and the puddling department of the Central Iron Works shut doyn
to-night, throwing between

March 17, 1893:

Twelve iron furnaces at Birmingham, Ala., reduced wages 10 per cent on
Tuesday, because of the low price of iron. The men accepted the inevitable.

The Trade Review says:

The one thing in order is curtailment. There are signs, too, that the work
has n. Five Valley furnaces will quit within a week we are assured.
That all that has been said within these past three months of the desperately
unwholesome conditicn of the market was founded on fact appears on the
one hand by the wholesale discharge of employés and the shutting down of

ddling mills, and on the other hand by the bad failure of a prominent
Eualley iron firm, which there can be but little doubt will be followed by the
blowing out of more than one stack.

April 13, 1893: g
I The Quaker Oatmeal Mills of Ravenna,Ohlo, employing 150 men, have shut
down indefinitely. Thisis part of the plan of the American Cereal Company,

“The oat-meal trust,” to limit production and force prices up, in order that
gome returns can be earned on its capital.
May 12, 1892:

The Iron Age reported that the manufacturers of the Mahoning and She-
na Valleys have agreed upon a scale of wages which they will present to
thgiomalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers in June, and that
it 1s understood that a thorough rearrangement of prices has been made
and that g'cm.e a material reduction in the price of puddling has been de-
manded.’

June 5, 1892:

At a mass meeting of the Cloth Hat and Cap Makers' Union in New York on
to-day over700 men, ragresemm 26 outof the 30shopsinthe citp,discussed the
grievance of wage reduction. It was said that during the last year ssveral
reductions in their wages at different times had made a total reduction of
70 per cent, and that during the best four months of the year the best men
have been unable to earn more than 30 a week. They make an effort to

et wages back above starvation point. Pitiable as is the lot of thess men

t isno worse than that of hat-makerselsewhere in this country since the Mc-
Kinley bill came their way. A few yearsago the hatfactoriesof Bloomfeld,
Watsessung, and East Orange, N. J., were prosperous and gave steady em-
ployment to hundreds of hands. The almost prohibitive duty on hatters’
raw materials hascaused the business todwindle until now no mill in Bloom-
field is ruaning on full time and many of the employés have sought work in
other business.

Similar evidence of the evil effects of the increased duties im-
posed by the act of 1890 could be added indefinitely, but these
will suffice to show the falsity of the claim that our business
paralysis has come upon us since there has been a prospect of a
speedy tariff reform, and much less has it been caused by it.

‘What, then, has been the cause of the depression which has be-
come 50 severe, so universal, and so long-continued? The ex-

lanation is to me perfectly clear. Everybody in this countr,

s dependent, directly or indirectly, upon theagriculturists. If,
therefore, the farmers are prosperous others will be, If they
are not, none can be.

I have already shown how, under the operation of the high
tariff, a portion of the earnings of the farmers, which ought to
have remained their property, has been for years diverted from

and 300 men out of employment.

them and donated to others. As prior to the adoption of the
protective system the property of the country was somewhat
evenly divided, the farmers had about their just proportion of
it. But gradua:ll y though surely, their possessions were drawn
from them; since after paying protection prices for what they
had to buy while realizing only free-trade prices for what they
had tosell, they could not, even with the strictest economy, earn
enough to supply themselves and their families with the com-
fortsand conveniences which modern civilization demands, their
original capital became impaired. To make good their losses
they were compelled to borrow. The Census Department has
compiled the figures showing the amount of the mortgage debt
on real estate, outside of the cities and towns. in all the States
and Territories, except Texas, Virginia, West Virginia, and
Washington, and the result is startling.

In 1891 it was $537,236,947, an increase since 1880 of 57.58 per
cent. In some of the a.gricuitum.l States the per cent of increase
largely exceeded the average. In Alabama it was 270 per cent;
in Georgia, 218 per cent; in Florida, 533 per cent; in Tennessee,
197 per cent; in Mississippi, 143 per cent; in Arkansas, 150 per
cent; in Missouri, 106 per cent; in Nebraska, 234 per cent. It
is claimed that the money borrowed has been devoted to the im-
provement of the farms, and that is doubtless so to a consider-
able extent in the new States, though it can not be the case-
with those east of the Mississippi River.

Buft there is a limit toall things. The money-lenders realized
that they had advanced all they could with safety on the farm-
ers’ property, and this source of obtaining ready money was cut
off. Our farmers, therefore, being unable to buy the merchants’

oods the merchants had no occasion to purchase from the manu-
acturers, and our manufacturers being restricted to the home
markets were compelled to close their establishments and de-
prive of work thousands of their employés. This, happening as
1t did at a time when values had been unduly inflated by wild
speculations conducted to a great extent on borrowed capital,
caused the collapse which has resulted in so much suffering,
misery, and loss.

It remains now to discuss the means by which we can check
the adverse tide, which seems to be about to engulf our country
in wreck and ruin.

The remedy proposed by the advocates of protection, repre-
sented on this floor by the Republicans, is to allow the existing
tariff laws to remain unaltered. Unless everything that I have
said is utterly fallacious, this suggestion should not be dignified
with controversy. It is as if the ghysician whose patient had
impaired his health and undermined his constitution by the con-
tinued use of alcohol should prescribe more excessive libations
of the same fluid as an antidote for that which had caused his
troubles. z

The remedg proposed by the advocates of inflation, represented
on this floor by the Populists, isto, in some manner, make money
more plentiful. Though the methods by which they have here-
tofore proposed to do this do not commend themselves to m:
judgment and will encounter my earnest opposition, still wit
the results they will seek toaccomplish, if they should ever make
an effort to expand our circulating medium, I will be in full sym-
pathy, and I am not only willing but anxious to vote for any
measure looking to an increase in the volume of our currency to
the very uttermost limit to which that can be done without im-
pairing its absolute and immediate convertibility into the coin
of the country.

But while I believe that it would be to dur interest to have
the very largest possible circulation, provided it is safe and
sound, still T do not with those who contend that an in-
sufficientquantity of money contributed to any material extent
to our present troubles. It must not be forgotten that we have
had a much larger circulation, aggregate and dpel:' capita, each
FM for the past ten years, while the vast body of our people

ave been growing poorer and poorer, than we had at any time
when-they were growing richer and richer. Nor should it be
forgotten that our circulation has been increasing every year
during the past fifteen years, and that as our circulation grew
larger the fimes grew harder. Inl878the money in the United
States in circulation, that is, outside of the Treasury,was $15.32
per capita. In 1890, when the acute stage of present troubles
struck us, it had grown to $22.82, in 1891 to $23.41, in 1892 to
$24.44, and in 1893 to $25.57.

Just at this time, when there is almost a complete stagnation
in all kinds of business enterprises, the banks all over the land
have the largest balances of cash on hand which has ever been
known. Money can be had in the finanecial centers at as low a
rate of interest as any reasonable man could desire. Business
has not been paralyzed because money can not be had at reason-
able rates of interest, but money can not be loaned at reasonable
rates of interest because business husbeen paralyzed. The cure
for this state of affairs must be found not so much in increasing
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our circulating medium as in adopting some policy which will
permit a more extensive and just circulation of the medium we
already have.

Another thing which must not be overlooked is that the price
of our agricultural products, as I haveshown, is fixed in foreign
markets. How, then, could the fact that we have a larger vol-
ume of money affect the price of our cotton, our wheat, or our
corn when we can not increase the volume of the money of the
country where their prices are fixed.

But, after all, if we had a per capita circulation of $50, the
causes which have drained practically all of the capital of the
country into one section of it and concentrated it in the handsof
acomparatively few people would affect the increased circulation
in the same way.

The remedy pm,?osed by the advocates of tariff reform, rep-
resented on this floor by the Democrats, is to abandon the sys-
t-m under the operation of which we have been brought to the
verge of ruin and to return to the one under which all will be
#free to regulate their own pursuits of industry and improve-
ment,” and which “ will not take from the mouth of labor the
bread it has earned,” and to restore the prosperity of all'by per-
mitting the prosperity of those upon whom all are dependent.

A bill by which we seek to accomplish this result has been
framed by the committes having the matter in charge, and is
now the subject of consideration. It is one which, with the ex-
ception of a single item, meets with my unqualified approval.
I can not agree that because the policy of paying abounty toone
class of our citizens (the sugar-growers) was inaugurated by
another party, we should undo that wrong fradually. Iamin
favor of an immediate repeal of the law which provides that a
part of the taxes which have been collected from all our people
should bs donated to a few of them. Otherwise I regard the

- measure under discussion as one which, in view of the depleted

condition of our Treasury, is as nearly up to the ideal tariff re-
form bill as could be reasonably hoped for.

If the changes proposed should be accomplished the present
duties on imported goods, which areeguivalent to an ad valorem
rate of 49.58 per cent, will be reduced to 30.66 per cent. If this
reduction applied in equal proportions to all imports it would
neither satisfy the just demands of our people nor be consistent
with our platform declaration, that *‘the Federal Government
has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties,
except for the purpose of revenue only.”

But, as I have shown, the tariff on many articles is already on
arevenue basis,and accordingly we find that, as to those things,
there has been but little and in some cases no reduction, while
as to a few there has b2en an increase. For instance, the rev-
enue derived from the duty on champagnes and wines imported
in 1892 amounted to $5,0568,661.71,and it is not Eroposed to change
the rates on these articles. The revenue paid on imported siliks
for 1892 was $16,965,637.03, and it is only proposed to reduce the
tariff charges on silks from 53.56 per cent to 45.13 per cent. On
the imports of tobacco the revenues collected was $10,265,067.98,
and it is only proposed to reduce the duty from 117.82 per cent
to 91.58 per cent. The duty on diamonds and pearls, which has
heretofore been 10 per cent, it is proposed to increase to 15 per
cent,.

In contrast to these, I will state the present and proposed rates
on a few of the arficles on which the duty is now prohibitory.
On wool hats the present dug ranges from 86 to 106 per cent;
the proposed duty from 25 to 35 per cent. On flannels the pres-
ent guty from 84 to 103 per cent; the proposed duty from 25 to
40 per cent. On blankets, present duty from =0 to 103 per cent;

roposed duty from 25 to 35 per cent. On shawls, present duty
})rom 88 to 150 per cent; proposed duty 40 per cent.

The average duty on metals and the manufactures thereof.
under the present law, is 58.91 per cent, under the proposed
law it woul(? be 35.50 per cent. In this, as in other lines, the
reductions which it is proposed to make do not apply to every-
thing in equal proportions, but is greatest on such articles as we
are wmpe?led to use. It is not proposed to make any change in
the duty of 35 per cent nowimposed on swords, sword blades, and
side arms; while cotton ties, now subject to a duty of from 40.03
to 50.23 per cent, are to be placed on the free list.

No change is recommended in the duty of 25 per cent now im-
posed on watches; but on serows it is proposed to reduce the

resent rate, which runs from 46 to 110 per cent, to 30 per cent.

he duty on dice, chessmen, and billiard balls is to remain 50
per cent, as at present. Salt, now subject to a duty of from 35.14
to 82.33 per cent, is to be put on the fres list. The duty on fire-
crackers, gunpowder, and percussion caps, which now ranges
from 25.81 per cent to 147.32 per cent, is to remain as at present;
coal, now subject to a duty ranging from 22.72 to 28.68 per cent,
is to be admitted free. No reduction is proposed in the present
tariff charges of 20 per cent on furs; lnmber, now subject to a duty
ranging from 8.33 per cent to 21.40 per cent, is to be placed on

the free list. The tariff of 25 per cent on the manufactures of
amb:r, asbestus, coral, and jet is to remain as at present; but
iron, which is now subject to a tariff ranging from 15 to 42,70
per cent, is to be admitted free.

8o, it will be seen that while the reductions of the duties on
necessaries is very considerable, the avera%f is not very great,
because the reductions on luxuries is so small.

What changes will place the tariff on a revenue basis as to an
article on which the duty has heretolore besn prohibitory can
only be determined by experiment. If,after the lapse of suffici-
ent time to test the matter,it isascartained that on some t
the rate is still prohibitory,further reductions can be and doubt-
less will be mm{e.

Representing, as I do, a constituency which is as essentially
agricultural perhaps as any represented on this floor, I can not
forbear to express my gratification atthe consideration the com-
mittee which framed the bill under discussion has accorded to
that most important of all industries.

Each change recommended by the committee will, if adopted,
lessen the disadvantages under which our farmers have labored,
and will enable them to retain a larger portion of the wealth
they create. While they will still be compelled to have the price
of their products fixed on a {ree-trade basis, they will be able to
obtain much of what they buy at free-trade prices.

This is particularly the case with the cotton-planter. If the rec-
ommendations of the committee are adopted,-he can obtain, with-
out h-.win% their cost enhanced by a tariff on them; the lumber
with which he builds his houses, his barns, and his fences; the
oil with which he lights and the fuels with which he heatshis
dwelling; the salt with which he seasons his food and preserves
his meats. the medicines with which he heals his sick, the im-
plements with which he cultivates his crop, the machinery with
which he renders his cotton available for market, the tiss with
which he prepares it for shipment, and when exported the bag-

ing with which he protects it. He canobtain the benefit of the
ower prices which will result from the competition between the
home and foreign producers of the hardware he uses; of the
clothes, the hats, and the shoes he wears, and of everything else
he consumes.

It is not strange that one who has been the recipient, as I
have, of continued favors from a constituency whose chief in-
dustry is the production of cotton, should hail with delight the
prospects of the adoption of a policy which will lessen the bur-
dens and render more prosperous the condition of those who
have contributed so much to the prosperity of, but who have re-
ceived such little consideration from their Government as
have the cotton-growers.

For this policy the American freemen have declared in no un-
certain tones. But the battle is not yet won. Sell-confident
from contirued triumphsand the possession of unlimited capital,
tenacious of old theories and honestly fearing the result of any
change, the beneficiaries of protection will contest every inch,
and, like the old guard, will to a man die in the last ditch.

With unfaltering faith the Democracy of the nation, never
elated in victory, never daunted in defeat, marches to the per-
formance of her mission, and will renew charge after charge un-
til she solves the people's problems and rights the people’s
wrongs. [A}gﬁlguse on the Democratic side.]

Mr. BOW of California. Mr. Chairman, in some remarks
made in the Filty-second Congress when a bill similar to this was
pending, which was intended te give some manufacturers a
bonus at the expense of the wool-grower, I said:

I have somstimes thougnt that if the people of these United States would
highly resolve to hang by the neck until he was dead the first citizen, and
every other citizen or alien, whether in Congress or out of Congress, who
roposed, within the next twenty years, any change whataver in the tariff
aws of the United States, it wo! conduee more tothe permanent prosper-
ity of the country than any resolution ever made and enforced by the Amer-
ican people. [Laughter.]

‘What this country wants, and must have, for its permanent prosperity, is
certainty and stability of its laws; not continual change and uncertainty.

I said then “‘I sometimes thought so;” I say now I think soall
the time; for the very threat of such change, coupled with the
power the Democratic party now has to put the threat into exe-
cution, has produced widespread disaster throughout the land.

‘We were told three or four months ago that the so-called
Sherman law caused all the trouble and distress that then
covered the land, and the President called the Congress together
to remove thatcause by repealing that law. It wasdone. The
law was repealed, but it is now seen that it had no more power
to allay the public distress than would the casting of a pebble to
still the mighty waves of the Atlantic. It is now patent to
everyone what a wicked fraud this hue and cry set on the Sher-
man law was. What a clumsy and futile attempt to divert at-
tention from the real cause of the distress that then hovered
over all our country and rests on it to-day, which was the attack
of the Democratic President and his managers upon the business
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interests and welfare of the American people for the benefit of
all Europe.

It is unpl?ortunate for all the people that the exigencies of the
Deimocratic party seem to requira it always to attack the busi-
ness interests of the country, and every industry in it, except
those clustered around Wall street, and of the foreigners doing
business within its shadows; but it is a party that is only demo-
cratic in nama. It is in fact the elose ally and servant of aris-
tocracy; witness its attempt to overthrow a republic and set up
a monarchy; the attorney for foreign money-lenders and do-
mestic stock gamblers and corporations.

"This bill is nothing more and nothing less than the ordinary
tarifl tinkers’ bill, which has made its appearance often in Con-
gress for years past; but owing to the fact that a Republican
Senate or a Republican President has heretofore stood between
the people and the threatened harm, no injury had been done.

The pending proposition is entitled ““A bill to reduce taxa-
tion, to provide revenue, and for other pnr%)sen.” But this
title does not express the true pw of the bill. To do that
it must be amended so as to read, ‘*A bill for the relief of the
Democratic party, at the expense of the producers and laboring
people of the United States, and to reduce the revenue.”

The authors of the bill confess that it will reduce the revenue
$70.000,000, and there is no doubt that it will accomplish its pur-

es most effectively, and also in ‘a different direction from that
tended. It will relieve that party from all responsibility for
legislation for twenty years, beginning March 4, 1805, and will
soon after relieve it of the caresof government in every depart-
ment.

1t is true that a majority of the ﬂ;acople of the United States
voted for the policy set out in the Democratic platiform adopted
at Chicago by voting for the candidates standing uponit. There
was no uncertainty about the tariff plank in that platform. It
was plain and concise, admitting of but one meaning. Of course
it may be charged that not being double-faced it could not be a

enuine Democratic plank. However that may be, they put it
fn their platform and every Democratic eandidate stood upon it.
The people of this country can not claim to have been deceived
by the tariff plank.

The Democratic party claimed that the policy of * protection
wasa fraud,”a ‘‘rob ,”?and, besides that, wasunconstitutional.
It said to all the raisin-growers of the twelve counties of the
Seventh Culifornia district—for in every county of that district
the production of raisins is a leading industry—*“‘The tariff that
gives you a protection of 24 cents per pound on raisins, that com-
pels the raisin-growers of Spain to pay 24 cents {):r fpoumi toll,
to come into your markets and compete with you,isafraud and a
robbery of the many for the benefit of the few, and besides is
unconstitutional. We will reform that tariff, take that protec-
tion you now-enjoy away.”

They said to nearly all the %r:ducera in the country—not to
all, for they had some pets—the same fo nearly all operatives
in the factories throughout the land—not to all of them—that
“the protection given you by the tariff-to the articles you are
manufacturing, thereby enabling you to receive greater wages
than you otherwise would, is a fraud, a robbery of the many for
the benefit of the few, and is unconstitutional.”

Mpr. Chairman, theories are beautiful things sometimes; facts
are very obstinate things. Ihave afew facts to present. Here
are some raisins for which the other day I paid here in Wash-
ington at retail 15 cents a pound; here aresomse purchased af an-
otger store, for which I paid 25 cents a pound; here are some
for which I at another store 30 cents a pound. . All these
raisins are from Fresno County, Cal., in my district, All of
them are of the same grade. eseraisins, the retail price of
which was at different stores 15 cents, 25 cents, and 30 cents, are,
as I have said, of thesame grade, a grade of which Fresno County
alone has sent out this year over 2,000 car loads., For those
raisins the producers receive from 3% cents to 4 cents a pound,
frec on board the cars. -

Now, I want to ask any really smart gentleman (I do not want
anybody else to attempt fo reply) whether he s‘\ﬁmp()ﬁes that if
this4ariff bill, taking 1 cent off the duty on rai should go
into effect, the man on F street here who charges me 40 cenis a
pound for imported raisins will the next day after the bill is
passed cut the price down to 39 cents; or that the man from
whom I bought this other specimen of imported raisins for 35
cents a pound of the same brand (his store being on the avenue
and not quite as stylish as the oneon F street, where I bought
those for‘io cents), will put the price down to 34 cents a pound.
You all know better than to sup suchathing. Youknowhow
stupid and ridiculous it is to e an argument that this redue-
tion of the duty on raisins will in any case inure to the extent
of 1 penny to the benefit of any eonsumer in the United States.
Every man of common sense knows that such will not be the ef-
fect. [Applause.] You simply lose that much money from your
Treasury.

Then you propose in this bill to reduce the duty on oranges,
The duty now onoranges is 10 cents ﬁer cubic foot, which you
propose to reduce to 8 cents. Now with first-class large oranges
there will be about forty in a cubic foot—{rom forty tofifty. The
reduction of duty proposed in this bill on a dozen oranges,sold at
refail in the city of Washington to-day at 75 cents & dozen, would
be about one-half of a cent. Do you suppose that if you reduce
the tariff in this way the man who is now charging 75 cents a
dozen for those oranges will, after you have adopteg this Demo-
cratic tariff, reduce the price to 74% cents? You know he will
not. That is your argument. You know as wellas I do that it
does not affect the customer at all, and all your bill is to benefit
the importer, the handler, the dealer, and nowhere in this bill
is the interest and welfare of the consumer benefited.

Your Democraticargument—one of yourstrongestarguments—
has circled around the dinner g:ul of the workingman. Ibought
one to-day and weighed it. It weighed 4 ounces, and cost 10
cents. You pr to reduce the tariff about 1 cent a pound on
tin. That would reduce thaﬂprice of the workingman's pail in
accordance with your idea, if it be a correct one, exactly one-
fourth of a cent. - Allowing the workingman four pails a year,
youwould take off the burdenof taxationeach year to the amount
0{ a wh]ole red cent from that workingman. [Laughter and ap-
plause.

But while making this tremendous saving in the way of taxa-
tion laid upon him, you have taken 150 from him of irnis wages
for that year; and then you can boast that you have reduced the
price of his dinne%émjl a quarter of a cent!

Mr. MORSE. ill the gentleman allow @ guggestion?

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, yes.

Mr. MORSE. I wantto sugfest to my friend that I fear the
workingman is more concerned now about something to put into
the pail than what he has to pay for it. :

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is the lamentable fact. I
have here a letter from an old friend in Wisconsin, one of the
proprietors of a large manufactory. It is as follows:

FORT ATKINSON, WIS., December 22, 1893.

DEAR SIR: What I want is a copy of the Wilson tariff bill, if you can send
it to me, and I would alsolike the minority report. Iamt unite an in-
terest in this tariff matter becaunse it affects us somewhat. While the tarift
on tinis to be reduced, it seems as though it would be to our advantage; but
dealers in Chicago tell us that tin would be no cheaper under the new tariff
law, asmanufacturers in England have told them summer that ifit was
reduced they should advance the price on tin, and I believe that the dealers
and brokers in tin in Chicago firmly believe this to be go.

I am in hopes that our tin industry has got such a start that it will be able
tohold its own, even now, but of this [ am a little doubtful. Had it continued

two years longer we should have been able to obtain all the tin wanted in
Amerl;a., e by Artlﬁclarican manufacturers.
ours respect: ;
il D. W. CURTIS.
Hon. W. W. B

. W. BOWERS
123 Fourth street, EE.. Washington, D. C.

The gentleman from Texas who preceded me told us about
the resources of the cotton States,and how cotton-growers went
to work like men without aid or any tariff for protection and
raised so much cotton. But he did not tell why the rice-growers
in the Carolinas did not wade into their work like men without
asking a cent and a half a pound protection? Why do you give
it to them? Did they ask for it, or is it a fact that you have
some friends, some pets, in the rice business, who own some rice
plantations? [Laughter.

The geople of six of the nine counties then comprising the
Seventh California district accepted the Democratic platform
and went Democratic by a good majority, and when the returns
came in showing that the Democratic platform had won, they
celebrated the victory in grand style, got up big processions
held large ratification meetings, shouted themselves hoarse, and
fell on each others’ necks in an ecstacy of joy. As itwas in Cal-
ifornia, so everywhere, the victory of reform was celebrated,
and if any man was happier than a Democrat in those days, it
was the festive Mugwump, who was once a Republican, but fail-
ing tgget a nomination for some office, let the canker of disap-
pointed ambition prey upon him until the very blood in his
veins ran sour, and he became a natural-born Mugwump; and b,
the way, specimens of this kind of homo were greatly prized an
admired by our Democratic friends; they laid the best offices
they had at their feet and Democrats became their servants.

I am speaking of the conditions that existed one year ago.
There have been some changes since then, some very great
changes, even among Democrats, although T may say, parenthet-
ically, that the condition I have described of Democratic ad-
miration for, and subserviency to, Mugwumps seems to remain
the same in the higher circles of Democracy,as shown by recent
events.

But now in California those people who were so enthusiastic
for reform are again holding meetings, not to ratify reform over

. Oh, no; very serious business meetings have taken the
ﬁo! political meetings. These people are not quite as de-
rious as they were. The low diet prescribed for them by the
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Democraticreform doctors has cooled their fevered blood. Some-
how the great reform vietory has not panned out the blessings
it promised in the blossom; they find itsfruit—like the apgles of
Sodom, fair to the eye—turn to ashes in their mouths, and even
the pretty little roosters they carried on their hats so proudly
have turned into poor little scrawny black crows.
Hardly had the echoes of the anvils which were fired at the
" gross-roads ratification, or of the cannon fired in the towns in
celebration of the great reform victory died away before the
ple began to ize that a change was taking place. They
}:32 a chill in the air. For more than twenty years they had
basked in the sunshine of American prosperity, and during all
these years the ring of the hammer on the anvil, the whir of
the mill-wheel, the sounding blows from the forges, the throb-
bing of all the mighty machinery everywhere, all blending to-
gether in the grand anthem of industry, had rung in their ears,
and they had kept time with its step and melody, and every
breeze carried the swelling notes of the chorus of the worker’s

gong.
. But now fainter and fainter came the melody; farther andfar-
ther away itseemed; note after note dropped out of the song,and
in their stead there came the discordant cry of dismay, the wail
of distress, the sounds of the mourning for murdered opportuni-
tiesand industries. They saw the fires die in the furnaces, the
wheels of the mill fall asleep, the miner's pick growing rusty,
and the sounds from the for‘fe had died awa:ﬁ. They saw the
black clouds of Democracy drifting across the sky, and pros-
perity fly away. Theysaw that Democracyand prosperity could
not dwell together; that they were opposites, incompatible, un-
assimilable, and must forever remain strangers to each other.
Forced to see and feel all this, these people now say to you,
“ We have deceived ourselves; we have been punished enough
fof our folly; give us back the prosperity and the peace and the
comfort we enjoyed under protection, for one day of the glorious
sun of Republican prosperity is worth a thousand years of such
as this one given us by the Democracy. Take away your tariff
reform, take it back to the devil who invented it and who owns
it; we want no more of it.” So say the farmers, so say the pro-
ducers, so say all the workers in the field and shop who have
made this country what itis, -
Who asks for the passage of this bill? Isit the farmer? No.
. The miner? No. The wool-grower? No. The manufacturer?
No. The workman in the factories? No.
dustry? No. All ofthese protest against it; from every section
of the country, from Maine to Texas, from Florida to Washing-
ton, the protests come thick and fast.
Mr. PICKLER. But the ,gentleman from Texas [Mr. BELL]

says that they are ‘‘coerced.
r. BOWERS of California. Coerced! Well there wiil be

some other gentlemen coerced about the next time the people’

gft a e]hance to talk to them at the polls. [Laughter and ap-
plause.

This bill comes in here followed by the imprecations of the
American people, and in his secret heart many a member who
will be forced to vote for it curses the fate that compels him, and
will hereafter. Pushed in here by Democratic politicians
at the demand of importers and foreigners, denounced by every
industry in the United States, who is left asking for it? Eng-
land, France, Germany, Spain, Italy, and Canada; all these are
asking for it. Itis in fact ‘“all Europe against America,” and
in this contest we see the Democratic President and his man-
agers es%Jvusing the interests of Europe as against their own
people. ho eise demands this legislation? The newspapers
owned by foreign importers. Who else? The bond dealers.
‘Who else? Thecapitalists. Whoelse? The corporations. Who
else? The man who would rather give employment to an English
or a French manufactory than to an American indusiry; to a
“vineyardist in France or Spain than to one in the United States.
‘Who else? The man who would rather see thousandsand tens
of thousands of American citizens walking the streets asking
for work and bread, as they do to-day under this Democratic Ad-
ministration, than employed in the mills and mines and on the
farms as they were under the American policy of the Republican

*party. Whoelse? Noone. Have I overdrawn the picture in
this statement?

Mr. SIMPSON. I think youhave. :

Mr. BOWERS of California. [ willcite the best Democratic
authority, and call the President of the United States as a wit-
ness, that I have not. 'Will you aceept his evidence?

Mr. SIMPSON. I do not know that I will.

Mr. BOWERS of California. Here is what he says to you.
Here is the extraordindry confession he makes in message
to this Congress:

Inmy&eatdmh'efor the success of this measurse I can not resist the sng-
gestion tits success can o be attained by means of unselfish counsel
. on the part of the friends of tariff reform, and as a result of their

to subordinate personal desires and ambition to the general good. The local

Any American in-,

interests affected by the proposed tariff are so numerous and so varied that
if all insisted :‘ipm them, legislation embodying the reform must inevitably
fall.—Cleveland's Message.

Can there be a better reason given than the one he has here
given you for the defeat of this bill? He tells this Congress
plainly that if it consults the interests of the people of the United
States, then this tariff cake becomes dough on both sides. This
reform must fail if the local interests of the people are consulted.
Well, a reform that is antagonistic and harmful to the local in-
terests of our people ought to fail, and will fail sooner or later.
All interests are local; what is termed the general interest is
but the sum of the local interests, and there is not a local inter-
est but this bill touches. Not a change it proposes to make
from existing law that will not be detrimental to the true inter-
ests of our people and advantageous to the interests of the

le of Euroga, and there is hardly a township in the United

tates, inhabited by a white person, that this malign bill does
not threaten with harm.

The mottoof the Republican party alwayshas been, and is now,
*American opﬂortunit‘ies and American markeisbelong to Ameri-
can citizens who have made them.”

The motto of the Democratic party to-day is: ‘*American o

rfunities and American markets belong to the world. No

isc.l:imination in favor of American citizens as against foreign-
ers.’

I read from the Pall Mall Gazette, one of the leading journals
of England:

LoxpoxN, November 9, 1599,

The Pall Mall Gazette this afternoon says that “ both the merchants and
the unemployed workingmen of d have reason to rejoice at the Demo-
cratic victory, as with the ibllity of the reopening of the American
market to the goods of B ‘ham, Bradford, and Manchester, capitalists
e e e o oo s o Sk bt
without the necessity of aﬁ%g."

And every English journal said substantially the same. Eng-
land is unanimous for the of this bill; so is France, and
Germany, and Spain, and Italy, and Canada. Ithas no opiposi-
tion anywhere in the world except from the great mass of the
people of the United States.

One more citation from an English newspaper, the Warehouse-
man and Draper. Itsays:

Speaking at Sheffield at the banquet in honor of the anniversary of Ameri-
can independence, Mr. Folsom, the United States consul in that town, who
is now on the point of retiring, expressed the satisfaction that he felt in the
belief that  before another twelve months have rolled by Sheffleld will not
be subjected tothe onerous and oppressive duties of the United States which
have so restricted her trade.”

For years the Democratic politicians have rung the changes
on Republican extravagance and corruption. They have sought
to impress upon thmple the iden that they were being robbed
by the protective ; that our workmen were bein%- oppressed
and the country going to the dogs, and a lot more of such rub-
bish, Itis true that comparisons are odious, but as the Demo-
cratic politicians invite them they should have them. Letus
contrast the condition of this country as it was under Republican
rule, as it is under Democratic rule. I will hold up the picture
of the Republican rule as painted by some first-class Democratic

artists. e will not go back far, only to last year.

On the 17th of July, 1892, the New York Herald (Democratic)
remarked:

The business of the coun W

isina ‘Srovokingly healthy condition.
New industrial enterprises for manufacturingiron, cotton, and woolen fab-
rics are into operation in various sections. * # * In the face of
such a condition of t the calamity howler must remain silent.
On July 15, 1892, the Boston Herald, a pronounced advocate of
Cleveland and free trade, asked: 2
Where is the idle woolen mill to-day? There isnone. * * = Notonly
are the great majority of the woolen mills employed, but m::ly L ]
are contemplating e aments and improvements, or snch enlargements
and improvements are already begun. What does all this mean? It means
simply the greatest consumption of wool the country has known for many
years.

On the 10th of September, 1892, the Dry Goods Economist,also
tarred with the free-trade brush, was constrained to remark
that—

Dress agoods manufacturers ought to be happy this season because they are
busy delivering the goods already ordered and booking orders for more.
# # # They can confidently look forward to a continuous run of business
for the next six months. ,

R. G. Dun & Co.’s Report, a colorless trade paper, in July,
1892, said:

A fiscal year never matched in the history of the country in volume of in-
dustrial productions, in magnitude of domestic exchanges,or in foreign
trade has just closed.

That eminent free-irader Edward Atkinson, whose knowledge
of economics compares with that of Mr, Cleve ag an encyelo-

pedia compares with a primer, says, speaking of the counfry
under Republican rule:

There has never been a period in the history of this or any other coun
wmmmwma!mmuhighssnmnow,-.art.b.pnceoigag
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relatively to the w: as low as they are to-day, nor a period when the
workman, in the strict sense of the word, has so fully secured to his own use
and enjoyment such a steadily and progressively increasing proportion of
a constantly increasing product. n

The honorable member from New York, Mr. COCKRAN, falk-
ing ashis authority the Aldrich report, which, he said, emanated
from a Democratic Bureau of Statistics, and the accuracy of
whose figures had never been disputed, showed that ‘‘ never be-
fore in the history of human civilization have wages been so
high, measured by gold.” And that “ by the figures of this
Aldrich commitiee we find that labor enjoys to-day the largest

roportion of that which it produces that it has ever enjoyed

the history of the world.” As the Aldrich report was mude
March 3, 1893, one day before the Democratic party came into

wer, and most of its figures only include the year 1891, this is
valuable testimony to the prosperity of the counfry under Re-
publican rule.

This is the picture painted by Democrats and free traders of
the prosperous condition of this country up to the time it was
ascertained that the Democrats had come into power in all the
Departments of the Federal Government. Never before did this
nation or any other that ever.existed on earth make such prog-
ress and enjoy such a degree of prosperity as the United States
during the twenty-five years of Republican rule preceding the
5th day of November, 1892. Never before anywhere, in any
land, did the common people receive so large a recompense for
their labor or enjoy to so great an extent the luxuries as well as
the comforts of life, as did all the people of the United States
during that period.

Shall I draw the picture of the condition of the country under
Democratic rule as it is to-day? I hardl;r deam it necessary.
It is too familiar to all of us. You sce it everywhere; every
morning it stares at you from your newspaper, the pictures of
closed mills, of dead industries, of enforced idleness and desti-
tution in places where heretofore work and wages, comfort and
contentment, held the reins and kept even pace with the pass-
ing days. Never before in the history of the nation did such
widespread, and universal commercial and financial disaster
come upon it as came with the accession of the Democratic party
to power. It would seem that disaster and Democracy were
twins, bound by a common tie which, if severed, leads to the
death of both.

This biil is a frand; a proposition to rob the many for the
benefit of the few. It is so characterized by the assembled wis-
dom of the Democratic party the lust time it pulled itself to-
gether at Chicago. I will read from the gospel according te
Democracy, its last testament, chapter 3:

‘We denounce Republican protection as a frand and a robbery of the many
for the benefitof thefew; * * * the Federal Government has no constitu-
tional power to impose and collect tariff duties, except for the purposes of
revenue only.

And yet in the face of this declaration the chiefls of thaf party
bring in here this unconstitutional bill, without a doubt the
worst specimen of a protective tariff billever introduced in Con-
gress, containing the most outrageous discrimination against
the many for the benefit of the few, against the farmer and the
producer and in favor of the toll-taker. Do the farmers and the
producers of this country constitute the few and the manufac-
turers the many? [Applause.]

This extraordinary specimen of a protective tariff bill says to
all the wool-growers of this country, ‘* The Republican palicy
which protects your product by a tariff of from 25 to 40 per
cent is a fraud and a robbery of the many (big mill-owners)
for the benefit of the few (sheep-herders). It shallcease. You
must take your places by the side of and on a level with the
bushmen of Australia and New Zealand, and compete with them
if you will persist in such low-down business as wool-growing.”
Af the same time it pats lovingly on the back the big mill-owner
who manufactures that wool, and says to him, ** You are my
hearty; your product shall have 40 per cent protection; you shall
not be forced to compete with the chez]a,lgfoods of Europe. Those
foreign manufacturers shall pay you half their goods are worth
before they shall come into the American market and compete
with you. We will take care of you; but we've no use for that
sheep-herder, doncher know.”

What a beantiful sample of Democratic revenue reform this
thing is. Was there ever a more shameless discrimination at-
tempted?

I read a few days ago in a newspaper a large number of New
Year's sentiments, contributed, the paper said, by many of the
greatest men in the world; among them I read the following
sentiment:

Powerful as our Government is, it never had or can have authority to tax
one man to make another's vocation pay.

This sentiment was signed by one of the distinguished mem-
bers of this House from Tennessee. I haveread many timesthat
the tariff was a tax, and this our Democratic friends to the last

man stoutly maintain. They denounce the McKinley tariff law,
cha.rg-ing tit does exactly the thing that the honorable gen-
tleman from Tennessee declared this Government had no au-
thority to do; and yet, wherein does this bill, which I presume
the honorable gentleman will support and vote for, difler from
the McKinley act? In two respects only; both are essentially
and entirely protective tariff bills, different first in this: The
MeKinley act was intended to raise an adequate revenue for the
support of the Government by increasing the tax on foreign
goods, in the form of a tariff, and thus decreasing the tax upon
our own ]ieople and our own products.

This bill proposes the exact reverse—to reduce the revenue
by reducing the tax onforeign goods and thus creating a neces-
sity for increasing the tax on our own people and our own prod-
uts. Second. The McKinley act sought as far as possible to do
equal justice; to give all an equdl share of protection. It gave
the wool-grower the same protection it did the wool-handler,
the manufacturer. This bill makes the most abominable and
shameless discrimination as to the persons, industries, and lo-
calities it sesks to protect, and every line in this bill fixing a
tariff rate is drawn for the protection of some article, some in-
dustry, some class, and not “* for revenue only.”

Upon what theory of a tariff for revenue only can paragraph
190, page 29, be defended, which fixes the duty on barley 20
Eer cent ad valorem and barley malt 30 per cent ad valorem?

pon none. It was to protect the maltster, and to give him 33%
per cent more protection than was given the barley-grower, and
the change was made from 25 per cent, as it was in the original
draft of the bill, to 30 per cent, upon the representation to the
committee that the malister needed thatamount of duty for the
protection of his industry.

Upon what theory of a tariff for revenue only is the duty upon
rice made specific—14 cents per %r:;uud—while other grains have
ad valorem duties upon them. hy ad valorem duties on bar-
ley and specific duties on rice? Upon what theory of a tariff for
revenue only can the aliding scale of bounties to be paid the
sugar producer be defended? Nome. It is protection. Noth-
ing else; and if there is anything in our system of taxation that
taxes one man to make another’s vocation pay it is this sugar
schedule. It is an impossibility for a tariff for revenue only to
have a sliding scale of ad valorem duties, or both ad valorem and
specific duties, or a free list; because any and every variation in
a rate ol dutyor exemption from duty is for protection; must be.
Neither the Demoemti(iuparty nor any other party ever intro-
duccd a general tariff bill for revenue only, which, of course,
must tax all imports alike. No party dare to doso stupid a
thing. All these bills are for protection and revenue the samaq
as this one, only this is the most unjust, illogical proposition of
the kind ever made.

See paragraphs 101 and 102, page 15, marble, rough in block
or squared, 40 cents per cubiec foot; but sawed, dressed, or other-
wise manufactured, 75 cents per cubic foot.

In tariff for revenue only, why should there be different ad
valorem rates of duty on marble?

The Oakland Times, one of the leading Democratic papers ol
Calilornia, said editorially a few days ago:

This Congress was elected to reform the tariff. The cnmlﬂgxion of the
Senate was chanlggiﬂm facilitate the work. Benjamin Har m was dis-
placed from the idency to make room for Grover Cleveland in order that
tariff duties could be reduced to a revenue basis,

“A tariff for revenue " in contradistinction to a tariff for protection was
the issue of the last Presidential election. It was debated on the stump in
every State and discussed in every newspa and periodical in the land.
Party platforms clearly defined the issue, and parties accepted the gauge of
batile on the lines thus laid down. The issue was not dodged, nor was 1t, as
in many cases, so connected and cumbered with pther issues that it did not
stand alone and sharply defined.

The Times states the exact facts as to this issue. The Demo-
cratic party was pledged to *‘a tariff for revenue only " and
against protection. The Republican party was squarely pledged
to protection.

In view of all these indisputable facts, the following letter,
written by the honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways
and Means, and whose name is given to this bill, becomes very
interesting reading:

INTERESTS OF MANUFACTURERS—CHAIRMAN WILSON POINTS OUT THAT HE
HAS A TENDER CONSIDERATION FOR THEM.
- BoOSTON, January a.

The American Wool and Cotton Reporter will to-morrow publish the fol-
lowing letter from Chairman WILSON, of the Ways and Means Committee:

“In your issue of December 28I find in a letter from Mr. James McLaugh-
lin, J; Glenside Woolen Mills, the fonowiug statement:

“iThe writer has just returned from Was mﬁon. after having a confer-
ence with Mr. WiLsoN and the Hon DavID B. HILL,and both of these men
expressed themselves as baving no interest in the mlill-owners, but if it can
be shown that it will affect the voters' interest they are ready to consider a
change in the tariff bill,’ ete.

“ Permit me to state that £o far as 1 am referred tothis statement is abso-
lutely incorrect. Inever expressed any such statement and never-enter-
tained such idea. I donot recall any conversation with the writer, but
that may be due to my inability to remember all with whom I have recently
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talked. Idobelieve. and have said togentlemen thus interviewing me, thatthe
interests of 70.000,000 men, women, and children, who consume woolen goods,
should have paramount consideration; but the fact that I have reported a
bill carrying 40 per cent protection to mill-owners—$4 on 310 worth of goods—
shows a very tender consideration for the interests of the mill-owners, es-
pecially in view of the fact that in 1866 the joint report of the wool manu-
facturers and wool-growers ouly asked that ‘all manufactures composed
wholly or in of wool or worsted shall be subjected toa duty which shall
be equal to 2 per cent net.” This is only one of numberless misrepresenta-
tions I have undertaken to correct.
WM. L. WILSON."

Now, if there is any one man more competent to speak of this
bill, what it means to do, what it is, it must be the gentleman
whose name it bears, and is in large part the architect and super-
intendent of it, and he here unequivocally declares that the bill
he has reported ** carries 40 per cent protection to mill-owners,
84 on $10 worth of goods.” So I have the testimony of the
chairman of the committee that I have characterized this bill
aright; it isfor protection, and is in no respect consonant with
the Democratic platform adopted at Chicago, and no Democrat
who is honestly in favor of that platform and ifs tariff plank can
consistently vote for it, and no Democrat can redeem his pledge
to support ‘‘a tariff for revenue only " by voting for this bill.
On the contrary, he squirely violates that pledge.

Having shown that this bill is for protection, the only argu-
ment germane to it is, Is it a better protective-tariff bill than
the McKinley act? Are the benefits of protection more evenly
distributed, snd the burdens, if any, more equitably laid? To
all these questions the American people answeremphatically, no.
From beginning to end this bill singles out certainindustries and
produets to which it accords protection, and from others equally
entitled it refuses protection. Protection isrefused to the miner
who digs out the iron ore and the coal to melt it, but is given to
the man who burns the coal and lets liguid iron run into the
open troughs of sand. You say that coal and ore are raw ma-
terial. But they are the finished product of the miner,and the
rough, shapeless pig of iron when it goes into the rolling-mill or
foundry is as absolutely and entirely raw material as is the coal
placed under it to melt it,or as is the farmer's wool when it
enters the woolen factory.

The honorable chairman of the committee labored hard and
long to-day in his speech to show that wool should be put on the
free list. Ipresentfor his consideration the following telegram,
to show what the wool-growers and manufacturers of ornia
think about it—practical men engaged in the business about
which they telegraph me—and I place their declarations beside
those of the politicians and theorists who bring in such bills as
S SAN FRARCISCO, CAL., January 3, 1854
R kaf q?" Representatives, Washington, D. C.:

At a meeting of the wool-growers, dealers, and manufacturers held this
day, it was resolved that we, the wool-g-rowers, dealers, and manufacturers
of 'ornia, irrespective of part;'. do hereby protest in the most emphatic
terms against c! in the affecting wool and woolens as proposed by
the Wilson bill. We assert that to remove the duty from wool and woolens
will prostrate, if not wholly destroy, at industry which gives direct employ-

ment to 30,000 of our citizens., We call npon you as a representative of Call-
foruia interests to work and vote againsg these propositions.

R.

B. P. FLINT,

THOMAS DENIGAN,

C. S. MOSES,

* JAMES P. HULME,

JOHN E. SHOOBERT,
Commiltee.

JACOB ROSENBERG, President.

FRED S. MOODY, Secretary.

And in this connéction I present this letter from the honor-
able Assistant Secretary of Agriculture:

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,

OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY,

Washington, D. C., December 22, 1593,

Sim: 1 have the honor to ackuowled%g the receipt of your favor of Decem-
ber 18, covering report on silk culture in Southern California from Mrs. Car-
rie Williams, and to thank you for transmitting the report to this office.

The entomologist to whom the report has been submitted states that he
has long been aware of the perfect adaptability of the climate of California
to the culture of the domestic silk-worm, but that the difficulty in the mat-
ter of silk culture in this country is the absolute lack of a profitable market
for the cocoons. Raw silk is imported from abroad at such low rates as to
practically preclude competition on the part of American sericulturists.

Respectfully, yours, 3
EDWIN WILLITS, Acting Secretary.
Hon. W. W. BowEkrs, M. C.,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Asa companion piece to the letter of the honorable Assistant
Secretary I present herewith extracts from the letter referred to
by him, which was dated at San Diego, Cal., December 29, 1893:

W. W. Bo
House of Representatives, United States:

DEAR SIR: Your esteemed favor of the 224 instant came to me to-day. I
thank you gincerely for the same.

Yes; *the last paragraph " gives the whole silk business away. On page
16 of that “report of silk culture in New South Wales ' which I lent you last
summer, C. V. Riley, M. A., PH. D,, entomologist of the American Govern-
ment, is quoted as saying * The greater value of labor here as compared with
labor in older silk-growing countries has been in the past a most serious ob-
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stacle in the United States, but conditions exist to-day that render this ob-
stacle by no means insuperable.”

Then he contrasts the conditions and requirements here and in the older
slik-growing countries, showing that 20 or 30 cents & day there is as much
toward a living as tHree or four times that amount here. He also 8hows
that there are hundreds of thousandsof women and girls all over our coun-
try who might produce silk without deprivinz the laborine classes of their
employment, and yet tend toenrich both themselves and their country. Per-
haps Mr. Willits was not aware of his superiors' sentiments now before the
world on this subject.

You know. Mr. BowWERS, and so do I, that the industry may be made con-
tinnous for nine months of the year. This is the strong point in our favor,
and it has never bezen even hinted at before. Itisa dem&?strated fact now.
I have the evidence here. There could not be a ﬁreawr farce perpetrated on
any people than to import silk as rawsilk when it isreeled silk. This is the
pivot of silk on the tariff. The silk Importers call it raw silk as a .blind.
while they know,and I know,and all who have investigated the subject
know, that it is reeled. Every thread of silk is twisted on the reels before
it is imported, and yet they call it raw silk. What! Is raw cotton cotton
yarn, or is it not raw just as it comes from the pod, not twisted or operated
on by machinery?

‘With due respect, yours,
MRS. CARRIE WILLIAMS,

Mr., Chairman, whatever may have been the sentiments of the
American people one year and a half ago on tariff reform, the
evidence presented us on all sides is overwhelming that to-day
the great majority of the people of this nation are in favor of
adequate and equitable protection for all American industries;
protection not only against the competition of the products of
the cheap labor of foreign countries, but protection against the
importation of the cheap laborers themselves. [Applause on the
Republiean side.]

Mr. RYAN. I move that the committee donow rise.

The motion was agreed to. -

The committes accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Chairman of
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
reported that that committee had had under consideration
the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for
the Government, and for other purposes, and had come to no
resolution thereon. i

And then, on motion of Mr. KILGORE (at 10 o’clock and 25
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday,
January 9, 1894, at 11 o’clock a. m.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, billsand resolutions of the follow-
in% titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows:

y Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 5061) to repeal section 4716, Re-
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 6062) to grant the Gaines-
ville, McAlister and St. Louis Railway Company the right
to build two branch lines and to granf the right of way therefor
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposss—to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 5063) prohibiting the drop-
ping, suspending, or reducing of pensions, and the restoration
of pensions already dropped, sus?ended. or reduced in certain
cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5064) to reclassify
and prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. COFFEEN: Abill (H. R. 5066) to encourage and es-
tablish better facilities for travel to and from, into and, through,
the Yellowstone National Park, and for other purposes—to the
Committes on the Pub.ic Lands.

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R.
5067) authorizing the Secretary of War to deed Ford's Theater
building and grounds to the Grand Army of the Republic and
the Local Legion of the District of Columbia—to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. O'NEIL: A bill (H. R, 5068) to authorize the Secretary
of the Treasury to borrow money in anticipation of the revenues,
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HAUGEN: A concurrentresolution directing the Sec-
retary of War to appoint a commission to examine and rgfort-
upon the cost of deepening the harbors of Superior and Duluth
and their entries to a uniform depth of 20 feet—to the Commit-
tee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A concurrentresolution
to print 8,000 copies of the report of the Bureau of Ethnology—
to the Committee on Printing. :

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following
titles were presented and referred as follows:

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R 5069) making appropriation
for construction, repairs, ete., of public works for Charlevoix
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Harbor, Charlevoix, Mich.—to: the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors. :

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Abill(H. R. 5070) for the
relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steam-
ship Talla a—to the Committee on Claims.

BPy Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5071)for
the relief of- Oldham County, Ky.—to the Committee on War
Claims.

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H.R.5072) for the benefitof John W.
Kirby, late sheriff of Gallatin County, Ky.—to the Committee
on Ciaims, :

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 5073) to correct the
milltary record of John Bach—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 5074) to correct the military record of An-
drew Duda—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R.5075) to correct the date of muster of Com-
pany I, Pacific Battalion Missouri Home Guards—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R.5076) to eorrect military record of Charles
Burswitz—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R.5077) to amend an act of Con-

s approved May 12, 180, granting to the Aransas Pass Har-

r Company the right to improve Aransas Pass—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr.CUMMINGS: A bill'(H. R. 5078)for therelief of George
P. Rowell & Co.—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Abill(H. R. 5079} for the reliefof J. Henry
Rives—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FITHTAN: A bill (H. R. 5080) granting & pension to
Garrett L. Joice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5081) granting a pension to Mary C. Taylor,
widow of William N, Gilbart, deceased—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. %

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 5082) for the relief of E.
Douglass, late Indian agent at White Earth Indian Agency—to
the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5033) granting a pension to Anson North-
rup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

gy Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 5034) granting a
pension to Luther L. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. HARMER: A bill(H. R.5085) torelieve Francis Remen-
lein from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R.5086) granting
a pension to James G. Laughlin, Alexander M. Laughlin, Will-
iamson Durley, and Charles Leeper—to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 5087) granting a pension to
Margaret Brennan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R, 5038) for the reliefof Andrew
Defiel—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr: TALBOTT of Margland; A bill (H. R. 5089) for the re-
lief of the Merchants and Miners’ Transportation Company, of
Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of Thomas Buckingham—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ;

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R.5091) for the relief of Mrs.
Clara E. Bryant, Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5092) for the reliet of Amas Woodruff, of
Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. .

Also, a bill | H. R. 5093) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Norton,
of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 5094) granting an increase of
pension to James H. Bolton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen:
sions.

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 5085) for the relief of Henry
B. Kretzler—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 5096) for the relief of George
W. Wood—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5097) to increase the pen-
sion of Mary Stahl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5098) for the
relief of Charles N. Warner, late first lieutenant of the Fourth
Artillery of the Army of the United States—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXITI, the following petitions and pa-
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadel-
Board of Trade, against th&&;aaﬂage of the Wilson tariff
—to the Committee on Ways Means.

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of 125 employés of Abbott & Co,,
of Graniteville, Mass., protesting against the passage of the
‘Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Mens.

By Mr. AVERY: Protest of C., O. Frye, I. E. Stilwell, Cla
Gregory, and 200 others, against the lead-ore clause of the Wil-
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, %‘owst of C. O.Frye, E. D. Porter, and O. H. Bicker,
against the lead-ore clause of the Wilson bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Means, *

Also, protest of Philadelphia Board of Trade, againstthe pas-
sage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of lead miners all over the country, protesting
against the gassage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petitionof Isanc Cole and Nellie Cole, of St. Louis, Mich.,
asking for uniform rate of 35 cents per pound on leaf tobacco—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Pacific Pine Lumber Company, Califor-
nia, against repeal of duty on lumber—to the Committee on
WaYs and Means. . -

Also, petition of John O'Neil, Robert O'Neil, and David H.
Fisherman, of Grand Traverse, Mich., asking that linen netting
‘;&vine be placed on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

By Mr. BABCOCK (byrequest): Petitionof M. 8, Sickles and
34 others, for the reduction of duty on unstemmed tobacco—to
the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. BALDWIN: Petition of workingmen and citizens of
Ely, Minn., requesting that the present tariff on iron ore be re-
tained—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of workingmen and citizens of Virginia, Minn.,
requesting the reduction ol” present tariff on iron ore—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of a citizens' meeting at Duluth, Minn., re-
questing their Representativesin Congress to work for and vote
for the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of glass-bottle- workers of
South St. Louis, against the reduction o% the duty on manufac-
tures of glass bottles—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the St. Louis Lithograph Artists and Engi-
neers’ Protective Assoeciation, against certain schedules of the
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Tronworkers of South St. Louis,
passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on
Means. |

Also, petition of miners of Southwest Missouri and Southeast
Kansas, againstthe lead schedule of the Wilson bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of A. Boetteher, manufacturer
of cigars at Cedarsburg, Wis., praying for a uniform rate of 35
cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways
and Means. :

Also, petition of William Theil, of St. Michaels, Wis,, manu-
facturer of cigars, praying for a uniform rate of 35 cents on all
unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of M. A. Williams and others, of North Prairie,
Wis., protesting against any ehange in the duty on barley and
barley malt—to the Committee on Ways and Means. .

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petitions of Maj. Collins and 140
others, of Brazil, Ind., and of Andrew Yount and 170 others, of
Yountsville. Ind., protesting against the Wilson tariff bill—to
the Committce on Ways and Means.

By Mr, BUNDY: Memotial of Eagle Lodge No.15, Ohio Amal-
gamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, of Ironton,
Ohio, opposing the 1ge of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways Means.

Also, petition R. B. Millel and 123 other citizens of Ironton,
Ohio, protesting against the age of the Wilson tariff bill—
to the Committee on Ways und Means.

By Mr. COFFEEN: Petition of 23 citizens of Casper, Wyo.,
and vicinity, against the repeal of the MecKinley tariff law—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of 29 citizens of Rock Springs, Wyo.; of 18 citi-
zens of Douglas, Wyo., and vicinity; of sundry citizens of Raw-
lins Springs and vicinity, and of 18 citizens of Douglas, Wyo.,
and vicinity, protesting against the re of the McKinley tariff
law—to the Commitiee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of the Board of Trade of
Salem, Mass., in favor of a permunent appropriation for Sandy
Bay breakwater and harbor of refuge—to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Salem, Mass., for improve-
rl:]ent of Salem harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Har-

T'S.
By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Alois Hubal and other citizens

ainst the
ays and
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of Suffolk County, N. Y., relative to duty on unstemmed leaf
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petitions of citizens of Humboldt, Kans.,
also of the manufacturers of cigars of Fort Scott, Kans., for a
uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of citizens of Osawatomie, Kans., for the defeat
of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Workmen in the phosphorus
works of Rancocas, N. J., requesting that no change be made
in the existing duty on phosphorus—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of manufacturers and makers of cigars of New
Brunswick, N. J., in relation to the duty on unstemmed to-
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of employés of Loyal T. Ives, of New Bruns-
wick, N. J., against changing the duty on knitting-machine nee-
dles—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of employés of the Rariton Woolen Mills, Rari-
ton, N. J., against the passage of Wilson bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial, preamble, and resolutions
of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia. Pa., and=a petition of J.
‘W. Harrison and 59 others, of Wilkesville, Ohio, protesting
against the passige of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, m>morial of persons, firms, and corB(J)ra.tiona engaged in
lead mining in Missouri, Idaho, Indiana, Illinois, Nevada, New
Mexico, South Dakota, Utah, Kansas, Virginia, Washington,
Wisconsin, Colorado, California. and Montana, élorotesting
against certain provisions of the Wilson bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Means. -

By Mr. HAINES: Petition of the Lithographers’ International
P. and I. Associition of the United States and Canada, urging
asgeciﬁc duty on lithographic goods—to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

Also, protest of the Commercial Knitting Company, of Troy,
N. Y., against the reduction of duty onknit godds—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. ’

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of employés of Cunningham &

Patton, manufacturers, of Germantown, Pa., protesting against
the passige of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways
and Means. o

Also, preamble and resolution of the Philadelphia Board of
Trade, Pmlest?ng against the gu.sauge of the Wilson tariff bill—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of the State Legislature com-
mittee of the Travelers’ Protective Association of Wisconsin, in
favor of the passage of House bill 3201, providing for the issu-
ance of a joint interchangeable 5,000-mile railroad ticket with
special privileges as to free baggage—to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce. .

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of I. E. Bigsby and
82 other citizens of Blackhawk County, Iows,vgra_ving for the
defeat of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Geo. F. Gawinand and 3 others, of Waterloo,
Iowa, for a uniform rate of duty of 35 centson all unstemmed leaf
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Wm, W, Davis and 44 other ex-Union sol-
diers, of Buchanan County, lowa, praying for the enactment of
a just and equitable service pension law—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition from I. G. Eberhart, esql., La Porte City, Iowa,

raying for the reduction of postige to 1 cent an ounce—to the
aommittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also,petition of Messrs. Morrill & Co.,of Waterloo, Iowa, pray-
inf for the reduction of postage to 1 cent an ounce—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petifion from Smith, Lich? & Hellman Company, of
Waterloo, Iowa, praying for the reduction of postage to 1 cent
an ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of Upper Iowa National Conference of the M. E,
Church, praying for the repeal of the Geary law—to the Com-
mittes on Foreign Affairs.

Also, paper from Wesley E. Dobson, eena of Cedar Falls, Iowa,
urging the estiblishment of a technical department at the Na-
tional College of the Deaf at Kendall Green—to the Committee
on Appropriations. B

Also, papers from Leonard Hutchinson, esq., of Waverly, Iowa,
urging the establishment of a technical department at the Na-
tional College for the Deaf at Kendall Green—to the Committee
on Appropriations.

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia
Board of Trade opposing the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HITT: Petition of C. O. Frye and 257 others, miners

of lead and ores in Missouriand Kansas, for specificduty of three-
glarters of a cent per pound on léad ore, and protesting against

e Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. -

Also. memorial and resolution of the lithographers of New
York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City, praying a specific duty on
lithographie goods instead of the existing or proposed ad valorem
duty—to the Committes on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of 212 citizens and companies interested in lead
and ore mining for duty of three-quarters of a cent a pound on
lead ore—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOLMAN: Remonstrance against the removal of the
Southern Ute Indians to-San Juan County, Utah—to the Com-
mittee on Indinn Affairs.

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of 252 miners of lead
ore in southwest Missouri and southeast Kansas, protes
liigainst the Wilson tariff bill-—to the Committee on Ways an

eans.

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Thirteen petitions of cit-
izens of Tioga County,Pa., containing 428 names, againstany re-
duction of the tariff on leaf tobacco and cigars—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of 31 citizens of I]ﬂeoming County, Pa., against
t-lu:i age of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committes on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of citizens of Joplin, Mo., against the reduction
of the duty on lead ore—to the Commiftee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitionof 51 citizens of Murray, Pa., against any change
%‘1 the present tariff rates—to the Coemmittee on Ways and

eans. :

Also, petition of the representatives of 175 men of Clinton
County, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Pennsylvania, against any re-
duction of the duty on gold, silver, aluminum, or any metal leaf—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HULL: Petition of C. W. Green & Co. and 8 others,
asking that all suspended pensions be restored, and that here-
after no pension be suspended until aiter proof of fraud—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions. :

Also, petition of Wm. H. H. Brown and 40 others, asking the
enactment of an equitable pension law—to the Commitfes on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. IKIRT (by request): Petition of 24 citizens of Middle
Branch, Ohio, of 57 citizens of Hanover, Ohio, and of 24 citizens
of Plain Township, Ohio, &l;otesting against the passage of the
Wilson tariff bill—te the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KEM: Petition of citizens of Sheridan County, Nebr.,
Fraying that no ehange be madé in the present tariff on bar-

ey—to the Commitiee on Ways and Means.

y Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizensof Burnham, Pa., against
the ge of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways
and Means. : _

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of Frank Teller and others of
Philadelphia, for a nuiorm rate of 25 cents per pound on an-
stemmed leaf tobaeco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of panufacturers and makers of cigars of Phila-
delpbia, for a uniform duty of 35 ecents on all unstemmed leaf
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, gdetition of H. A. Wass, of G. Flaudenmerer and others,
of Louis Michaelsen, of Frederick Heil and others, and of Traunt-
ve ler and others, for a uniform rate of 35 cents on all unstemmed
leaf tobacco—to the Commitfee on Ways and Means,

Also, protest of the employés of the Germantown Spinning
Company, against the puassage of the Wilsen tariff bill—to the
Commiftee on Ways and Means.

Also, (]J:orotest of amplogléa of Economy Mills of Sevill, Scho-
field & Co., Manayunk, Philadelphia, Pa., against the passage
of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of lithograph artists and others, asking for an
inerease of duty—to the Committe~ on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Boston Society of Natural
History, for the removal of all duties on scientific and philosophi-
cal apparatus whose use is in instruction or research—to the
Co ttee on Ways and Means. i

By Mr. MERCER: Two petitions for a reduction on letter
postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition that Ford's Theater be not used for Government
purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. MEREDITH: Affidavits and account of Edward S.
Davis against the United States for property taken during the
late war—to the Committee on War glaims. .

By Mr. MORSE:; Petition of Boston Typographical Union, No.
13, praying for the Government ownership and.control of all
telegaph systems in the United States—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Protest from employers of labor, work-
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ingmen, and others of Redington, Pa., against the passage of the
nglson tariff bill—to the Cognbxonittee o:an.ys andpMaa.ns.

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of Lewis T. Bowers, of
Chardon, Ohio, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the
Committee on Ways and Means. :

Also, petition of William H. Crock and others, of Cayahoga
Falls, Ohio. against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of William T. Grandel and others, of Ravenna,
Ohio, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of W. W. Davis and others, of Trumbull County,
Ohio, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Henry B. Shields and others, against the pas-
sage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also. petition of Thomas Kelley and others, of Iast Precinct
Township, Norton County, Ohio. protesting against the passage
of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. PIGOTT (by request): Memorial and bill of Sarah Win-
throp Smith, of Seymour, Conn., for the extension of the right
of suflrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also by request!, remonstrance of John L. Gray and others, of
the Waterville Cutlery Company, t the reduction of duty
on cutlery—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of M. Whiteley & Co., of Phila-
delphia, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com-

mittee on Ways and Means. '

° By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of the overseers and operatives
of the Westport Manufacturing Company and cotton manufac-

. turers of Westport, Mass,, protesting against the geof the
‘Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr, RITCHIE: Petition of Roth & Friedman, of Toledo,
and employers, protesting against the passageof the Wilson tariff
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of the em-

loyers of lab r, workingmen, and other citizens of Pheenixville,

g’a... protesting against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of employers of labor, workingmen. and other
citizens of Pheenixville, Pa., protesting against the Wilson bill—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of employers of labor, workingmen, and citi-
zens of Pheenixville, Pa., protesting against the Wilson bill—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Protest of 29 employés of
the Greenmanville Compal?lvfs woolen mill at Mystic, Conn.,

nst the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and
eans.

Also, protest of a representative convention of 8,000 farmers
of Hartford County, Conn., against the tobacco reduction of the
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Kirtland Bros. and others, of
Utiea, N. Y., favoring a uniform rate of duty on unstemmed leaf
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. STEVENSON: Memorial of the board of superyisors
of Dickinson County, Mich., irrespective of polities, protestin

st the reduction in any manner of the duty on ironore, an
a ng that such action would strike a death blow to the busi-
ness interests of the Upper Peninsula of Michigan—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorials from the workmen, employers of labor, and
others, citizens of Iron River, Mich., and from the employers of
labor, workmen, and other citizens of Palmer, Mich., without

to politics, protesting against placing iron ore on the free

list, gnd affirming that such action would result in greatdistress
and suffering in Northern Michigan—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 105 employés of the woolen es-
tablishment of Philips & Kunhardt, of Lawrence, Mass., Cpro-
testing against the of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of August Fels, agent, and 258 other employés
of the Merrimack Woolen Mills of Lowell, Mass., protesting
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Meuns, ”

By Mr.SPRINGER: Petition of Cigarmakers’ Union, No. 114,
of Jacksonville, Ill., against any increase of the internal-revenue
tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of G. W. Van Slyke & Horton and
110 of their employés at Albany, N. Y., pray for a uniform
rate of 35 cents a pound on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. UPDEGRATF: Petition for the relief of Mary Stahl,
wile of Josiah F. Stahl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WAUGH: Protest of James A. Bieber and 279 labor-

ers and mechanics of Frankfort, Clinton County, Ind., against
the ija of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways
and Means. :

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of 120 workingmen against the
passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of 182 lithograph artists, engravers, grinters,
transferrers, and others, asking an increase of duty on Schedule
C, plates, and Schedule M, paper books—to the Committtee on
Wa¥s and Means. °

Also, petition of 50 citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, against the

1ssage of the Wilson fariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

Also, petition of 86 citizens of “Cleveland, Ohio, against the
passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of 229 employés of Landesman, Hirschheimer &
Co., manufacturers of cloaks, of Cleveland, Ohio, asking that the
duty on cloaks remain as it is in the McKinley bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of merchaunts, jobbers, and dealers, protesting
against the 10 cents a ‘;}nck tax to be placed on playing cards—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of 124 employés of Adams Jeweit Company,
Cleveland, Ohio, asking that a duty be placed on burlapgaaga
?&)th new and second-hand—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Petitions of W. F. Dibble
and others, tobacco-growers, of Albany Township, Bradford
County, Pa., and of George W. Wilson and others, of Canton,
Bradiord County, Pa., against reduction of duty on tobacco—to
the Committee on Ways and Means,

SENATE.

. TUESDAY, January 9, 1894,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T, O,
TowLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed
to the resolution of the Senate to correct an error in the report
of the committee on conference on the bill (H.R. 3289) to author-
ize the New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to con-
struct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between
New York City and the State of New Jersey.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2796) relating to the
dimémliﬁcation of registers and receivers of the United Stutes
land offices and making provision in case of such disqualification.

The message further announced that the House had passed
the bill (S. 439) for the relief of David B. Gottwals,

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. :

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3289) to authorize the New
York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and main-
tain a bridge across the Hudson River between New York City
and the State of New Jersey; and it was thereupon signed by
the President pro tempore.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of J.
Berre King and George R. King,of New York City, manufac-
turers of cilcined plaster, praying for the retention of the pres-
ent duty upon calcined and land plaster; which was referred to
the Committee on Finance.

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Foss & Co., of Boston,
Mass., and 797 other dealers of the New England States in
woolen rags, remonstrating against woolen rags being placed on
the free list, as proposed by the so-called Wilson tariff bill;
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented memoriuls of A.S. Potter and 61 others,
overseers and operatives of the Adamsdale Yarn Mill, of Adams-
dale, Mass., and of ChasrlesW. Wolff and 119 others, overseers and
operatives of the C. A, Edgarton Manufacturing Company, of
Shirley, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called
Wilson tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Fi-

nance.
He also presented the petition of Rev. Millard F. Johnson, of
Middleboro, Mass., praying that all tariff legislation be deferred
until the Fifty-fourth Congress; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance. .
He also presented the petition of John Curran and other citi-

zens of Liynn, Mass., praying that the so-called Wilson tariff bill

.
-
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