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SENATE.
THURSDAY, January 11, 1894,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D.
T_haYJ ouggnl of yesterday’s proceedings wasread and approved.

REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual
report of the National Academy of Seciences for the year 1893;
which, on motion of Mr. MAaNDERSON, was referred to the Com-
mittee on Printing.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Myr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 9 soldiers of the late
war, citizens of Dawn, Ohio, praying for an investization of the
Pension Bureau; which was refe to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

He also presented a petition of Federal Labor Union, No. 5335,
of Cincinnati, Ohio, pragiug for the governmental control of
the telegraph service; which was referred to the Committes on
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. =

He also presented memorials of 700 citizens of Wilmington:
of 82 citizens of Clay Township; of 170 citizens of Cleveland; of
57 citizens of Richland Township; of 17 eitizens of Cineinnati,
and of 50 citizens of Crooksville, all in the State of Ohio, remon-
strating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill: which were
referred to the Committee on Finanee.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the memorial of S. W. Mc-
Comnell and 88 other citizens of Gogebic County, Mich., and the

tition of H. B. Hosking and 103 other citizens of Forsyth,
ﬁich., remonstrating against the of the Wilson tariff
bill: which were referred to the €ommittee on Finance.
¢ Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the St. Botolph Club, of
Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the clause in the Wilson
tariff bill proposing to place paintings and statuary on the free
list; which was referred to the Committee on Finance,

He also presented the memorisl of W. B. Allen and other eiti-
zens of Attleboro, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of
the Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.

Mr. QUAY presented memorialsof manufacturersof greenand
flint glass bottles of Everett: of sundry citizens of Elk Creek; of
Local Assembly, No. 22, American Flint Glass Workers, of Phila-
delphia; of the Philadelphia Board of Trade; of sundry -
earners of Allentown; of cigar-manufacturers of Wells Township,
all in the State of Pennsylvania, and of lead miners of Missonri,
Idaho, Indiana, Ilinois, Nevada, New Mexico, South Dakota,
Utah, Indiana, Kansas, Virginia, Washington, Wisconsin, and
Colorado, remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson tariff
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of the Foundrymen's Associa-
tion of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against a further agi-
tation of the tariff question: which wasreferred tothe Commit-
tee on Minance.

He also presented a petition of eigar manulacturers of Phila-
delphia, Pa., praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35

r cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was referred to the

ittee-on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of cigar manufacturers of Eph-
rats, Pa., remonstrating against an increase of the internal-
revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board
of Trade, praying that an appropriation be made for the purchase.
of ground adjoining the post-oflice:at Philadelphia, Pa., for in-
creased postal facilities: which was referred to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds,

Mr. HOAR presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the
Boston (Mass.) Society of Water Color Painters, held January
6, 1894, unanimously indorking the free-art clause of the Wilson
tariff bill: which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the petition of Rudolph Kunath
and other cigar manufacturers of Lapeer, 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.

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wina-
mac, Ind., praying that Robert A. Stuart, late of Companies B
and C, First Regiment Delaware Cavalry E}olunteera, be granted
& pension; which was referred to the Committes on Pensions.

Mr. MANDERSON presented amemorial of l};rominentc.itizeﬂsv
of Hastings, Nebr., remonsirating against the passage el the:
Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi-
nance. -

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom
was referred the joint reselution (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secre-
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tary of the Interior fo cause the settlement of the accounts of
Special Agents Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854,
with the Delaware Indians, ete., reported it with an amend-

ment.

Mr. PLATT. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 209} to extend the time
for the constructionof the railway of the Choctaw Coal and Rail-
way Company, to report it favorably, and to submit a written re-
port thereon. Itis important that this bill should passatan
early date, but I do not ask consideration for it this morning.
I ask that it may be puton the Calendarand the reportprinted,
and I shall ask the Senate to consider it on Monday morn-
ing next. It is very essential that the bill should be considered

early.

Cgha VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal-
endar.

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 985) to extend the time for the construc-
tion of the railway of the Choetaw Coal and Railway Compan
and to confer additional powers upon said company, reporbeg
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 507) providing for the collection of fees for furnish-
ing certificates of title to vessels:

A bill (S. 587) toamend an act entitled **An act to regulate the
cnrri.aﬁ'a of passengers by sea,” approved August 2, 1832;

A bill (8. 51;Lﬂproviding for the establishment and enforce-
ment of rules regulations for the use and navigation of the
United States canals and similar works of navigation, and for
other Smg:oaes;

A bill (S.495) to establish & marine board for the advancement
of the'interest of the merchant marine;

A bill (8. 509) to amend an act entitled ‘“An act fo amend sec-
tion 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of vessels'
names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking the
draft,” & ﬁmed' February 21, 1801;

A bill{) .R.1586) for the establishment of a light and fog sig-
nal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass.;

A bill (S. 588) to repeal section 4145 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States, and to amend sections 4146, 4320, also section
1 of the act amending section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, ap-
proved March 3, 1883, and for other purposes; and
Idahbm (S.1306] toestablisha portof delivery at Bonners Ferry,

aho. ;

Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce,
towhom was referred the bill (5. 497) to amend ‘‘Anact toamend
section 4400 of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United
States concerning the regulation of steam vessels,” approved
August T, 1882; and also to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the
Revised Statutes, *“ Regulation of steam vessels,” to submit a
written report thereon. The committee have also instrueted
me to present an amendment to the bill, which I shall do and
file with the bill within a day or two. :

’Jé‘ha VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal-
endar.

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 175) ing a right of way to the
Jamestown and Northern Railway through the Devil’s Lake In-
dian Reservation, in the State of North Dakota, reported it

‘without amendment.. :

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (S. 1060) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Alsea
and ofher bands of Indians located upon: the Siletz Reservation

-in the State of Oregon, and to make appropriation for carrying
the same into effect, reported it with amendments.

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom
was referrved the bill (S, 807) to amend an act entitled ** An act
to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising
from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891, asked to be
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred
to the Committee on Indian Depredations; which was agreed
to.

' Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee of Claims, to whom was
referred the bill (S.694) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and
Dora L. Stark, for stores and supplies taken by the military

forces of the United States for their use during the war for the

glippression of the rebellion, as found bf' the Court of Claims,
rqpulrted adversely thereon, and the bill was' postponed indefi-
nitely.

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was
referred, submitted a. report, accompanied by a bill (S. 1412),

‘for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. Stari; which
was read twice by its title.

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
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to whom was referred the bill (8. 1209) to regulate enlistments
in the Army of the United States, reported it with amendments,
and submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (S.1363) for the relief of Francis Scala, asked to be discharged
from its further consideration, and thatit be referred to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs: which was agreed to. -

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to whom was referred the bill (8.1312)for the relief of the heirs of
* Charles B. Smith, deceased, reported it without amendment, and
submitted a report thereon.

INSPECTOR OF BOILER PLATES.

Mr. QUAY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce,
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1920)to amend section 4430,
Title LI, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it
favorably, withoutamendment. Asit is a departmental billand
was passed unanimously by the other House several months ago,
I ask for its present consideration. :

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa-
tion.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Beil enacted, ete., That section 4430 of the Revised Statutes of the United
State be amendednlrzﬁy adding thereto a paragraph, as follows:

“ And the Supervising Inspector-General may, under the dirsction of the
Secretary of the Treasury. detail assistant inspectors from any local inspec-
tion district where assistant inspectors are employed, to inspeet iron or
steel boller plates at the millswhere the same are manufactu ; and if the
plates are found in accordance with the rules of the supervising inspectors,
the assistant inspector shall stamp the same with the initials of his name,
followed by the letters and words, *U. S. Assistant Inspector;’ and material
50 stamped shall be accepted by the local inspectors in the districts where
such material i8 to be manufactured into marine boilers as being in full
compliance with the requirements of this section regarding the inspection
of boiler plates; it being further provided that any person who affixes any
false, fo-ged, frandulent, spurious, or counterfeit of the stamp herein au-
thorized to be put on by an assistant inspector. shall be deemed tyof a
felony, and shall be fined not less than $1,000, nor more thg.naé. ,-and im-
prisoned not less than two years nor more than five years.

Mr. QUAY. The object of the proposed amendment of the
law is very succinctly stated in the report of the Sugmmg In-
spector-General in a paragraph which I ask the etary to

read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi-
cated.

The Secretary read as follows:

The object of this amendment isto %ovide for testing plate at the mills
where manufactured instead of at the boiler works, and thus save the ex-
DR e S ¢ S Dofier IAIBIAGHRrara, WhOSS WORE:
%tﬁa'ﬁg"m :rnei%m idle whilst waiting for new platab to take the
place of rejected ones.

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

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, the title was amended so as to
read: “A bill to amend section 4430, title 52, of the Revised
Statutes of the United States relative to the inspection of iron
or steel boiler plates.”
= DES MOINES RAPIDS POWER COMPANY,

Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Com-
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1126) granting to the Des
Moines Rapids Power Company the right to erect, construct,
operate, angma.intain awing dam, canal, and power stationin the
Mississippi River in Hancock County, Ill., to report it with
amendments, and I ask for the immediate consideration of the
hill.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendmentsof the committee
will bestated in their order.

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word
¢ canul,” to strike out *“ within 500 feet of the shore line of ”and
insert **along.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, after the word * River,”
in line 17, to insert:

Provided, That the constructions hereby anthorized donot in any way in-
terfere with the existing low-water channel over the Des Moines Rapids, or
with any interests of navigation: And provided further, That until the Ella.ns
and locations of the work herein authorized, so far as they affect the Inter-
ests of navigation. have been approved by the Secretary of War, the canal
shall not be commenced or built.

The amendment was agreed to. ;

The next amendment was to add after section 1 the following
additional section:

SEc. 2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the
works herein authorized be notcommenced within two years and completed
within four years from the date hereof.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TELLER. Now, let the whole bill be read as amended.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hill will be read as amended.
The Secretary read the bill as amended, as follows:
Be it enacted, ete., That the assent of Congress is hereby given to the Des

Moines Rapids Power Com a corporation created and organized under
the laws of the State of ols, its successors and assigns, to erect, con-
struct, operate, and maintain a‘canal along the east bank of the Mississippi
River, between Nauvoo and Hamilton, in Hancock County, in the State of
Hlltw}.s. to erect, construct, operate, and maintain a power station thereo
and to project, erect, construct, and operate, and maintain a wing dam
feet into the river from the head of said canal, and to make such other im-
Pprovements as may be necessary within said limit for the development of
water power and the generation, nse. and transmission therefrom of electric
eénergy and power at, in, and upon the Des Moines Rapids of the Mississippl
River: Provided, That the constructions hereby authorized do not in any
way interfere with the existing low-water channel over the Des Moines
Rapids, or with any interests of navigation: And provided further, That un-
til the plans and locations of the works herein anthorized, so far as they
affect the interests of navigation, have been approved by the Secretary of
‘War, the canal shall not be commenced or built.

SEC. 2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the
‘works herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed
within four years from the date hereof.

SEc. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-

pressly reserved.

Mr, CULLOM. Iwish to state for the information of the Sen-
ate that the bill was referred to the Secretary of War and by
him referred to the local engineer, Maj. Mackenzie. He re-
ported upon it, and then the Chief of Engineers, Gen. Casey,
reported to the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of War re-
ported on it. I have all the letters here indorsing the bill as
amended.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator
from Illinois a question. If this is a good thing to do, what is
the necessity to give the parties two years’ time in which to
commence the work? Is not that an unusually long time?

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose they are ready to commence work
now, but generally in such cases we give a little time for the
parties 1o get the machinery to the place and to get ready.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill gives them four years?

Mr. CULLOM. No: four years for the completion.

Mr,MITCHELL of Oregon. Two yearsin which to commence
the work?

Mr. CULLOM, Yes; and four years in which to complete it.

Mr, ALLISON. Iask that the letter of Maj. Mackenzie be
read, that we may learn what he thinks about it.

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. The Senator may have all the
letters read if he wishes.

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to have them all printed in the
RECORD.

Mr. CULLOM. I will put them in the RECORD.

beThzd VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter of Maj. Mackenzie will
read.
The Secretary read as follows:

UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE,
Rock Island, Ill., November 7, 1898,

GENERAL: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of Senate bill 1126,
Fitty-third @38, first session, granting tothe Des Moines Rapids Power
Company the ht to “‘erect, construct, operate, and maintaina wing dam,
canal, and power station in the Mississippi River, in Hancock County, IlL."
This bill is referred to me for report by indorsement, dated Office Chief of
Eﬁneers, United States Army, November 3, 1893. (File number 4323-1803.)
e bill authorizes the construction of a canal within 500 feet of the shore

line of the east bank of the Mississippi River, between Nauvoo and Hamil-

ton, M1, with power station, dam, etc. Thelegend attached to the map

accompan; the hg;gers provides for constructing outside embankment

g‘:%rs}’yr patfall to -Water shore line, and for a width of canal of from 300
8o

Previous to the construction of the Des Moines Rapids Canal steamboats
nsed a low-water channel through the rock reef forming the Des Moines
Rapids. Such channel is not much used at present time, boats preferring
the canal at low or ordinary stages. Butin caseof any accident tothe canal,
an urgent necessity for the use of such channel might arise. Any works
constructed on the east side of the river, as proposed, should not, therefore,
interfere in any way with such channel; or, if they do so interfere, a new
an;! it;qcillalsle:&gc»od channelshould begivenelsewhere before the existing chan-
ne osed.

If the proposed outer embankment is built parallel to the high-water shore
line, :mc{ not to exceed 400 feet from it, it is thought there will be no such
interference at any point, while if built 500 feet from shore line, as proposed
by act, there might be such interference at one or two points. There are
points at which the width could be greatly increased without any interfer-
TR0 Trathct tha interarts ot savigetin: T Wauia teully t th

0 protect the rests of navigation, I wo respec suggest the
following modifications in the bill as pro; -

Section 1, line 6, omit the word *within."

Section 1, line 7, omit the words ** five hundred feet of the shore line of,"
and substitute the word “ along.”

Section 1. line 17, add the words: “Provided the constructions hereb;
authorized do not in any way interfere with the existing low-water channe
over the Des Moines Rapids, or with any interests of na tion: And
vided further, Thatuntil the plans and locations of the works herein author-
ized, so far as they affect the interests of na tion, have been approved
bﬁt.he Secretary of War, the canal shall not be | N

t 1s suggested that a time limit, such as has been inserted In modern
bridge acts, would be Eroper in connection with the proposed authority,
and such modification is recommended, as follows:

“8gc. 2. That this act shall be null and vold if actual construction of the
works herein anthorized be not commenced within two years and completed
within three years from the date hereof.”

Then follow with section 3:

“SEC. 3. Tha:d the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-

ressly reserved.
¥ \hry respectfully, your obedient servant, Ak oot

Major, Corps of Engineers,
Brig. Gen. THOMAS L. CASEY
Chief of Engincers, United States Army, Washington, D. C.




1894.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE,

693

Mr, CULLOM. I will insert in the RECORD the letters of the
Becretary of War and the Chief of Engineers. I will state that
the Secretary of War suggested five years as the limit of time,
but the committee put it at four. :

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letterswill
be inserted in the RECORD.

The letters are as follows:

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washinglon, D. C.,; December 4, 1893.

S1r: I have the honor to return Senate bill 1126, Fifty-third Congress, first
session, *Granting to the Des Moines Rapids Power Company the right to
erect, construct, operate, and maintain a wing dam, canal, and power sta-
tion in the hﬂsa]mfppl River, in Hancock County, IlL.,"” which was referred
to this Department on November 2, 1893, and to invite your attention to the
accompanying letter from the Chief of Engineers dated the 1st instant, and
to the copy of the report on the bill from Maj. A. Mackenzie, dated Novem-
ber 7. whose views are concurred in by the Chief of Engineers.

The bill has accordingly been amended by the Chief of Engineers, who re-
marks that as amended no objection, so far as the interests of navigation
are concerned, are known to his office to its p e. The amendments
meet with the approval of the Department, except the one proposed in sec-
tion 2, which provides that the act “*shall be null and void if actual construe-
tion of the works herein authorized be not commenced within¥wo years
and completed within three years from the date hereof.” This time seems
rather short. If the work is commenced within thres years and completed
within five years, it will be soon enough.

The petition and tracing which accompanied your communication are
horew%t.h remrnad{.un

ery respectully,
=¥ ] R ¥ M&? War
The CHAIRMAN of the Committes on Commerce,
United States Senale,
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY,
Washington, D. €., 1) ber 1, 1893,

Sri: I have the honor to return herewith, with its inclosed petition and
drawing, the letter of the Committee on Commerce, United States Senate,
dated November 2, 1893, inclosing, for views of the War De&anmem thereon,
a copy of S. 1126, Fifty-third Congress, first session. “’A bill granting to the
Des Moines Rapids Power Company the right to erect, construct, aggrate
and maintain a wing dam, canal, and Power siation in the M ppi
River in Hancock County, IlL," with the oiiow[n%er:port:

Acopyola rarpnrt. upon the bill, dated November 7, 1893, by Maj. A. Mac-
kenzle, Corps of Engineers. the local engineer officer, is also transmitted
herewith, and attention is invited to his views, which are concurred in by
this office.

Ivis recommended that the bill be amended as follows:

Section 1, lines 6 and 7, strike out the words ' within five hundred feet of
the shore line of,” and substitute therefor the word *along."

At the end of section 1 add, “ Provided, That the constructions hereby au-
thorized do notin way interfere with the existing low-water channel
over the Des Moines tl?i 8, or with any interests of navigation: And pro-
vided further, That until the plansand locations of the works herein author-
ized, so far as they affect the interests of navigation, have been a]iaprovad by
the Secretary of War, the canal shall not be commenced or built.

Change the existing section 2 to section 3, and insert a new section 2, as
follows: “See: 2. That this act shall benull and void if actual construction
of the works herein authorized be not commenced within two years and
completed within three years from the date hereof.”

A copy of the bill with these amendments indicated thereon is inclosed,
and as s0 amended no objection, so far as the interasts of navigation are
concerned, is known to this office to its passage by Congress.

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY,
Brigadier-General, Chief of Enginéers.
Hon. D S: LAMoNT, Secrefary of War.

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator in charge of the bill state what
committee it was before?
t.hMl;:;iﬁULLOM. The Committes on Commerce had charge of

e ot

Mr. BATE. What is the width of the Mississippi River where
it is proposed to extend the dam 500 feet?

Mr. CULLOM. Itisa mile wide, I presume, at that point. I
do not remember exactly.

Mr. BATE. Are there any other dams like it above or be-
low?

Mr. CULLOM. No, sir; not that I know of.

Mr. BATE. Is this to be the only dam of the kind in the
Mississippi River?

Mr. CULLOM. Tt is to be the only one in that section. I do
not know whether there is another anywhere else on the river
or not.

Mr. ALLISON. This bill is a new matter to me, but if it does
not interfere with the existing canal on the west side of the
river— :

Mr, CULLOM. It does not.

Mr. ALLISON. A canil which the Government has eon-
structed at a very heavy cost and which it is now maintaining,
I do notobject to it. But it is a very delicate matier, it seems
to me, tobe granting to a private corporation an importantfran-
chise like this, which may at some time interfere with the water
of the can:1 on the west side.

Mr. CULLOM. 1t cin not possibly do so, bacause the bill is
guarded so that if the dam should in any way interfere with navi-
gation through the capal or any other channel there the act
would be regarded as null and void. It is subject to repeal.

Mr. ALLISON. I know; but-after a large expenditure has
been made for the purposes indicated it is not.an easy thing to

deal with a matter of this character, However, I shall not ob-
ject to the bill. :

Mr. HAWLEY. There are certain rules of the Senate, busi-
ness rules, founded upon common sense. They are wise regula-
tions drawn from experience. This important and interesting
bill comes here with no written report, with riders and amend-
ments pasted on, and immediate consideration is asked for it. I
think there should have been a written report, including in it
the letter from the Chief of Engineers, and that the bill and re-
port should have been printed. I shall makeno objection to'the
consideration of the bill at any other time, but if it is still open
to objection I object to-day.

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will not
object to this measure. It is not an uncommon thing for the
Committee on Commerce toask for the consideration of such bills
when they are reported. Thereport of the Chief of Engineers
is here; the local engineer’s report is here, and the letter of the
Secretary of War is here. Everything is here, and the bill has
been amended exactly according to the requirements of the
Chief of Engineers and the local engineer and the Secreta.rﬁﬂcﬁ
War. Itiseven a little more stringent in its provisions t
the Secretary of War required.

Mr. HAW{.EY. All that matter is very good, and it might
have appeared quite properly in a report. Justasstrong an ar-
gument can be made for nine-tenths of the good bills that
come here; but it is the usage and the rule that there shall bea
report, and that the bill as proposed to be amended shall be
printed. T insist on my objection.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the further
consideration of the bill, and it will be placed on the Calendar.

ARANSAS PASS HARBOR COMPANY.

Mr. COKE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce,
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1378) to amend an act of Con-
%Oreaa approved May 12, 1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Har-

r Comgany the right to improve the Aransas Pass, to report
it favorably. I am instructed by the committee to ask for the
present consideration of the bill. \

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacled, ete., That the Aransas Pass Harbor Company, which is en-
gaged in the improvement of the Aransas Pass under the provisions con-
tained in act of Congress entitled “An act for the improvement of Aransas
Pass,"” approved HE& 12, 1800, is hereby relieved from the conditions of said
act which require the construction of sald work to be commenced within
one year from the date of its approval, and to be dilizently prosecuted by
the expenditure of at least $300, per annum thereafter, and to secure a
navigable depth over the outer bar of 15 feet of water within three years
after the date of approval of said act, and of 20 feet within five years from
said date; and the said company is hereby authorized to continue and com-
plete its work of improvement as set forth in said act: Provided, That work
shall be resumed by the sald Aransas Pass Harbor Company within six
months from the date of approval of this act, and shall be diligently prose-
cuted to completion; and company shall secure a navigable depth over
the outer bar of at least 20 feet of water within two years from the date of
approval of thisact. And in the event of said company failing to resume
said work within the said six months, or failing to diligently prosecute the
same, or to secure a navigable depth of 20 feet of water over the outer bar
within the time required by this act, then Congress may revoke the privi-
leges herein granted in relation to said improvement.

SEC. 2. That the right of Congress to alter, amend, or repeal this act is
hereby reserved. {

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

Mr. COKE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce,
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1139).to amend an act of Con-
gress approved May 12, 1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Har-
bor Company the right to improve Aransas Pass, to report it
with a recommendation that it be postponed indefinitely.

The report was agreed to.

STEAMER EL CALLAO.

Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce,
to whom was referred the bill (S. 432) to provide an American
register for the steamer El Callao, to report it favorably, and to
submit a written report thereon. -

As the bill provides for an American register for a foreign-
built vessel, as the spirit of the law has bez2n very much more
than complied with, and as the company is in very great need
of the vessel for its coastwise line, I ask the immediate consider-
ation of the bill. ]

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from Maine? :

Mr. MILLS. I think that bill had better lie over for one day.
1 should like to look at it.

Mr. FRYE. There is a written report accompanying the bill
and there has been expended in American shipyards on that
vessel as much as the appraisad value of the vessel to-day. I
hore the Senator will not object. :
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Mr. MILLS. One day will not be much, and we shall then
have an opportunity to look at the bill. I will ask the Senator
if the bill is reporied unanimously by the committee?

Mr, FRYE. The bill is unanimously reported.

Mr. MILLS. Then I withdraw my objection.

Mr, PERKINS. I call for the reading of the report which ac-
companies the bill.

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator will not delay the passage of
the bill for that. ’Iglere was expended in American shipyards
on this wrecked vessel more money than the vessel is actually

worth.

Mr. PERKINS. Afterthatstatement, I withdraw the reguest
for the reading of the report.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thers objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bills

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

BRIDGE ACROSS BEUF RIVER, LOUISIANA.

My, WHITE of Louisiana. I am instructed by the Committee
on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4414) to
amend an act approved September 4, 1890, authorizing the New
Orleans; Natchez and Fort Scott Railroad Company to construct
two bridges across Boeuf River, in Louisiana, to report it favor-
ably. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill
at this time.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be read. :

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read at length for information.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded toconsider if.

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

Mr. TELLER. T do not want to object to this bill,and I pre-
sume it is now too late to do so, but I wish simjﬁly- to say that I
do not believe in committees reporting theirbills here and -
ing them immediately, unless in case of emergency. If there
are any more bills of this kind, I shall feelat liberty to object to
their consideration after this bill is dieposed of.

Th)a VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill

pass?
The bill was passed.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O.
Towres; its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the print-
Ing of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geo-
iletic Survey for the fiscal year 1892.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED,

The message also announced that the S er of the House
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. . 93) authorizing
the Secretary of the Treasury to permit the owners of cattlean
horses transporting them into Mexico to reimport same into the
United States at any time within twelve months from date of the
passage of this resolution, and for other purposes; and if was
thereupon signed by the Vice-President.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1413) grant-
ing a pension to Robert Markwood, of Oregon; which was read
twice %oits title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Pensions,

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. I am requested by a leading
member of the bar of the District of Columbia tointroduce a bill,
which I ask may be read the first and second time, and referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

The bill (S. 1414) to amend section 4 of the act entitled “An
act to define the jurisdiction of the police court of the District
of Columbia " was read twice by its title.

*  Mr. HARRIS., Iam not sure if the bill should not go to the
Commiftee on the District of Columbia. Does the Senator de-
sire it to go to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. A similar bill, or practically the
same bill, has been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary
in the House of Representatives, and it was suggested by the
member of the bar who handed me the bill that.it be referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary. Iam not particular as to its
reference.

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not object to the Senator’s request that
the bill go to the Judiciary Committee.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred fo the
Committee on the Judiciary in the absence of objection.

i

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S.1415) to restore to the pen-
sion roll Mary B. Christopher, and grant her a pension as widow
of James Bringhurst, late a surgeon of the Twenty-eighth Reg-
imentof IllinoisInfantry Volunteers; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions,

He also introduced a bill (8. 1416) granting a pension to John
W. Starr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committeee on Pensions.

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8. 1417) for removing the charge
of desertion standing on the records of the War T)epartmanh
against Bernard Brennan, late of Company H, Forty-eighth
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was renga;rioe by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 1418) for removing the charge of
desertion standing on the recordsof the War Department against
John Seanlin, late of Company °F, Eighty-eighth Regiment

Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read twice by its tlﬂe, and
referred to the Committee on Military Affeirs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 1419) to remove the charge of de-
sertion from the military record of Bernard Stueber; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

r. PLATT introduced abill (S.1420)for the relief of J. Floyd
Johnston, administrator; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Commiftes on Claims.

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (8. 1421) %ra.nﬁng & pension
to Jane M. Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and re-
{erred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 1422} granting a pension to Mrs.
Sophia Lessing; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions. ' 2

He also introduced a bill (S. 1423) to provide an American
register for the steamer Goldsworthy; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S, 1424) o amend section 8 of
‘“An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the
Calumet River,” approved March 1, 1893; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

WITHDEAWAL OF PAPERS.

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, it was

Ordered, That Joseph H have L
papers from the flles gf mawmne.?ﬁer? :ﬁ;?ﬁﬂ'&?ﬂ?ﬁ#fmm‘iﬂwmnmﬁi
or action had thereon.

COLUMEBIAN MEDALS.

. Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial
(Select): '

Resolved, That the Select Committee onthe Quadro-Centennial be directed
to ascertain what progress has been made in the preparation and issue of
the Columbian medals for which appropriation was made by section 3 of the
act of Angust 5, 1892, and to examine into the suitableness of the design and
the method of striling the medals, and to inquire whether any further legis-
lation is necessary on the subject. )

HAWAITAN AFFAIRS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]
January 3, 1804, ﬁposing to declare as the opinion of the
Senate thaf, pending the investigation by the ‘!;ommitbee on
Foreign Relations, there should be no interference on the part
of the Government of the United States with affairs in Hawaii;
0};1 v;ihioh the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAVIS] is entitled to
the floor.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it is always to be considered in
weighing testimonyin this matter,and especially in considering
the action of Minister Stevens, that there was as to American
residents in the island a dual citizenship, that of the United
States and that of the Kingdom of Hawaii. The constitution of
Hawail of 1887, which the Queen unconstitutionally attempted
to abrogate, conferred upon all male residents of Hawaiian or
of European or of American parentage, of a cerlain age and
possessing the requisite property qualifications, the elective
franchise and the right to hold office. The question ht pos-
sibly arise, indeed had arisen,as to what the effect of such a pro-
vision would be upon the right of a citizen of the United States
to be regarded thereafter as a citizen of the United States after
his taking advantage of the grivilegea conferved upon him by
the constitution of Hawaii, and whetner he would be entitled to
protection as an American citizen.

So far as that question is concerned it had received ample de-
cision Ef the State Department, first by Mr. le.lng]:u n,
whose views upon that subject are found in Senate Miscellane-
ous Documents of 1885-'86, vol. 10, page 177. The casearose lo
before the adoption of the Constitution of 1887, and was decide
upon general Aflrinciplea. Jones was an American citizen domi-
ciled in Hawaii; butinorder toobtain the registry of a merchant




1894.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

695

vessel under the Hawaiian flag he was compelled by thesfatute of
the Kingdom to take an oath of allegiance to the Kingdom,which
he did,and the question arosein that particular instance whether
by co doing he had abrogated or could have been held to have
renounced his privileges, rights, or status as an American citi-
zen. Mer. Frelinghuysen says:

Your ingulry is as to what effect this proceeding may have upon thestaust
of Mr, Jones's American citizenship.

In becoming a cltizen of the United States the law requires that an alien
shall not only swear to sn'gpm the Constitution and laws of this country,
‘but also to renounce all other allegiance, and e ¥ that of the country
of which he may be then a subject or citizen. In the oath taken by Mr.
Jones there is no such express renunciation of his American citizenship, nor
mhe cireumstances manifest any intention on his part to expatriate him-

It may, however, at soms {uture time, becoms a question for judicial in-
vestigation in his case. .

The doctrine of the executive branch of the Government on this subjeet
18 thus expressed by the Attorney-General:

“Tp eonstitute expatriation there must be anactualremoval, followed by
foreign residence, accompanied by authentic renunciation of preéxisting
citizenship” (8 Op., 139), and this view finds support in some judicial de-
cisions (Juando #s. Taylor, 2 Paine, 652).

In the absence of a t judieial determination of the guestion, I do not
feel disposed to dalgi_v to Mr. Jones any right or privilege pertaining to his
character of American citizenship, and therefore, while the Department
will not undertake to express an authoritative opinion on the effect which
his course in Hawall may ultimately have on his status in that regard, you

are authorized to extend to him such }{mwcl.ion as may be properly due to

a citizen of the United States residing in and having acquired a commercial
domicile in a foreign state, This tection must, of course, be limited and
m by the labilities and o tions incident to such commercial

But the question directly arose under the operations of the
constitution of 1887, and was passed upon by Mr. Bayard. (Vol.

1, House Ex. Doc. Second Session, th Co , page 833.)
ME. BATARD TO ME. MERRILL.
No. 6L DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
! Wazhington, September 30, 1857,

BIr: Your No. 184, of the 25th of July last, in relerence to an oath required
of foreign residents in the islands, is received.

This ﬁm.iun was brought to the noticeof the Department by Mr. Putman,
in his No. 125, of the 1st uitimo, and in reply he was instructed on the 18th
unltimo that citizens of the United States who take the oath of fealt;
scribed by the new constitution of Hawall remain citizens of the United
States, and are entitled to be regarded and treated as such by our consular
and diplomatic officers.

That such a result is contemplated by the Hawallan Government appears
evident from the last sentence of the oath, which reads:

“Not hereby renouncing, but expressly reserving all allegiance and citi-
zenship now or held by me."”

This ment is informed that this oath is indiscriminately required
of citizens of other nations, who are nevertheless understood by their own

wvernments to retain their own nationality of origin. Inasmuch also as

oath is.a requisite condition for exercising any tical privileges on

the island, it is evident that & refusal on the part of this Government of the

assent to taking it granted by other governments to thelr citizens would re-

gult in the destruction of any political ﬁower previously possessed by our
cltizens and its transfer to citizens of other assenting nations.

The Department, therefore, desires that you will consider the above in-
struction as essed to yourself, and that you will relieve the minds of all
bona lide American citizens who, while honestly desiring to retaln their
American nationality, are, in order to obtain the privileges necessary for a
residence in the islands, obliged under local 1aw to take an oath to support
the constitution of the Hawalian Kingdom.

Iam, ete.,
T. F. BAYARD.

Mr. President, I shall proceed as rapidly as may be consistent
with a very superficial examination of the testimony which is
contained {n . Blount’s report, repeating that I am limit-
ing myself to that testimony strictly in my consideration of
the events that I was discussing when the Senate adjourned
yesterday. On Monday, the 16th day of January, the situation
upon the island had become more critical. It was known to be
such, and indeed had been recognized to be such, as it had been
before, by the Queen’s ministers. Accordingly, at 10 o'clock
on Monday morning a meeting of the cabinet was called which
resulted in the drafting and adoption of & proclamation to be
signed by the Queen, stating that she would not attempt to
modify the constitution of 1387 except bithe methods preseribed
therein. But she had gone too far. The fate of the monarchy
was settled, and, although the cabinet visited the commitiee of
public safety and showed that proposed dproclamation to the
committee, it was replied what faith could be put in the prom-
ises of the Queen after what had taken place? The cabinet was
notified that it was too late. .

It is always the case when thrones are falling under the blows
of revolution that the tottering monarch offers that which he
should have offered long before. If I amcorrect in my recollec-
tions of history, Lord Howe in the darkest period of the Ameri-
can Revolution sent a letter to Gen. Washington, addressing
him as Mr. Washington, offering exemptions and privileges to
the colonies and to the American people which for years before
he had obdurately denied, and which denial had resulted in the

loriousrebellion which gave us ourindependence. Gen. Wash-
fng'tcu‘a reply to those letters was the victories of Trenton and
Monmouth. I am reminded by the learned Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. HOAR] that in that connection George III sent

over commissioners, of whom I think Lord Howe was one, au-
thorized and plenarily empowered to make those promises.

Now, on this oecasion, somewhere about 11 o’clock on Monday,
Mr, Wilson made his way to the meeting of the committee of
public safety and told Mr, Thurston, the master spirit in this
gingularrebellion, where those ministerswhowera intrusted with
the preservation of the Kingdom were associating on the most
familiar terms, terms almost of intimscy, with those who were
iermed the plotters, that this thing ought to stop, that there
would be a proclamation issued. Mr. Thurston replied that it
had gone too far; that they werastanding on a voleano; that they
would not trust the word of the Queen. Wilson then threatened
him with arrest, and Thurston defied him, That is the nearest
approach to the use of physical force to repressthe revolutionin

these four days of intense excitement.

On Monday the committee of public safety, knowing and hav-
ing been informed that the United States minister would order
the troops to be landed from the ship at5o'clock that afternoon,
found that it did not accord with the then condition of their plans
and p s, that it would be too early for what they intended
fo do. Accordingly, they sent to Minister Stevens and ssked
him to postpone the landing of the troops until thenext day, and
his reply wasthat ““Asaprecautionary matter I have ordered the
troops be landed at5 o’clock for the protection of American life

| and property, and landed they will be.” And they were landed

at that hour. That does not look much as if the minister were
into the hands of those who afterwardsbecame the Pro-
Government.

I have no doubt that, as on such occasions always is the case,
those who were back of the revolution endeavored to make it
appear thatthe United States authorities and troopswere tobein
actual sympathy with them, but the United States was not re-
sponsible for that, and this evidence can be searched in vainfor
any instance where Mr. Stevens did not expressly say to every
attempt to put him even in aneguivocal attitude in this respect
that he should land the troops for the protection of American
life and property. What was he fo do? Suppose he had not
landed the marinesand the results had been aseverybody feared?
He would have disobeyed the standing instructions of his office:
and, as I said yesterday, if the Queen by her revolutionary acts,
whereby she had absolved from allegiance to her every subject
who chose, had created the situation which made it necessary
to land troops for the protection of American life and property, -
she (having created t{lmt necessity) can not complain because
its necessary exercise had the collateral and incidental effect of
contributing in some degree to overthrow the monarchy. That
it did so confribute I deny. I merely suppose the case.

Great stress is laid in Mr. Blount's report upon the use of
troops. One would think from it that a corps d’armée had been
marshalled in the streets of Honolulu. Mr. President, 162
marines were landed, and of those 14 were musicians, 9 were of-
ficers. It can be fairly inferred from Mr. Blount's report that
those froops were massed in & commanding position with refer
ence to the capitol builﬂintﬁ of the Hawaiian Kingdom. But the
facts are, as appear from the testimony submitted by Mr. Blount,
that when they marched from the landing up to Merchantstireet,
the principal street of the city as I should judge from the map,
a detachment was left at the consular office on thatstreet,a com-
pany of marines went to the legation, where they remained, and
the remainder of the force, being the main body, the number of
which is not stated, went off towards Arion Hall seeking shelter.
Not being able fo find it there at once, application was made for
the opera house. That building could not be had. The armory
was otherwise occupied, and that could not be had. At a later
hour they went on beyond Arion Hall to the residence of Mr.
Atherton, a place which I should judge from the map is some-
where out in the suburbs; probably obtained refreshment there,
!ﬁnlgllate in the evening came back and were quartered in Arion

Mr. PLATT. At what hour?

‘cl\ih.kDAm. I can not tell exactly; probably it was 8 or 9
o'clock.

At this poinf another matter in my notes attracts my atten-
tion. It isthe statement or testimony of Mr. Cornwell, found
on page 27. He was the minister of finance. He says in sub-
stance thaton Monday, having learned that United Statestroops
were landing, Parker and Peterson called on Stevens and re-
quested him to keep the troops on board. Stevens replied that
he had landed the troogs to protect American life and property,
and proposed to keep them on shore. There was a distinet an-
nouncement by the minister of the United Statas to the Queen’s
ministers, consistent with all that he had said before and with
all that he said afterwards, and with all that the naval officers
said or did, owing to the necessity which had been created, and
which he did notereate, and for which he was in no d re-
sponsible, namely, he would land froops solely to serve pur-
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E?sca of that necessity, which was the protection of American
e and property.

As I have stated, during the meeting of the committee of
public safety on Monday, Marshal Wilson made his way to the
me:ting, #nd in his testimony, commencing on page 552, he de-
tuils his interview with Thurston. I think I stated that afew
moments ago, but something else took place there which is cor-
roborated by the testimony of Mr. Waterhouse about which Mr.
Wilson says nothing, namely, the threa: which Wilson then
made to arrest Thurston, and Thurston's defiance.

It would be inferred from the report of Commissioner Blount
that everything was serene and peaceful in Hawaii on this Mon-
day; that there was no publ ¢ alarm; that this situation so uni-
versally known to everybody had not created a ripple on the
placid surface of business or municipal affairs.

It frequently happens, when testimony, given under the dis-
turbing impulse of passion and discordant views is conflicting,that
some incidental, some collateral circumstance comes in, some
fact proved by unimpeachable testimony and not contradicted,
which settles the entire controversy. Such a circumstance is
not lacking here. I reler to the testimony of Mr. Scott, on page
480. Mr. Scotttestifies in substance thathe was the principal of
a public school in the eity of Honolulu, the number of pupils
being 300 white children; that shortly after school began on the
morning of Monday the mothers of those children from all parts
of the city came to the school in their carriages to take them
aw:y. He was so impressed by the gravity of thesituation that
he dismissed the school before noon. Nothing but the existence
of great alarm and the prevailing sense of impending danger
could have earried that impression of insecurity into a hundred
separate homes that morning. The feminine instinctin that
o&se.las it so often is, was unerring. There was danger; it was
so felt.

Tuesday, the day of final action came, and Mr. Cornwell, on
Baga 21, testifies that Tuesday * We were informed that the

rovisional Government would be proclaimed that afternoon.”
‘Wilson testifies or states in substance, on page 552, that he knew
on Tuesday before 11 a. m. that the committee had agreed to
proclaim a provisional government; to put Chief Justice Judd
or Justice Dole at the head of it, and that they were to hold an-
other meeting at noon; that thgy would move on the Govern-
ment building at 3 p. m. and on the police stationat 4 p.m. **I
immediately sent for the cabinet, but there was no sign of cabi-
net.”

Now, here was a meeting of the committee of public safety an-
nouncing that at certain hours of that day they would seize the
Government of Hawaii and depose the Queen, giving the very
line of action and the place and time of it. They were holding
their meetings in a place not commanded or guarded or threat-
ened in the least degree by United States troops, or defended b
any forces of their own. Here, on the other hand,was the Queen’s
Government, with this amount of power behind it, of which Mr.
Blount talks, and yet no motion was made to put this irresistible
K:([}wer into operation; not one of the Queen’s guards nor one of

arshal Wilson's police force was sent to arrest those thirteen
men, and there was no sign of thecabinet tobe found. They had

vanished
+ Into thin air; and what seemed corporal melted
As breath into the wind.

The substance of Mr. Bolte's statement, found on page 249, is
that at 2 p. m., Tuesday, when they arrived at the Government
house, there came up others of the revolutionary party, bring-
ing rifles and pistols. He says this was premeditated: that the
committee had notified the volunteers that they would go to the
Government house at 2 o'clock, and that they, referring to the
volunteers, arrived before the finishing of the reading of the
proclamation. The testimony shows that before that reading
was finished Capt. Ziegler, a German, brought on his company,
he being the first, and by the time it was through the rest were
there, so that when the act by which these gentlemen announcad
their determination to s=ize on the Government of Hawaii was
finished, by reading the proclamation, the military force, which
it was concerted should be there at the time the committee on
public safety went to the public building, had arrived. They
came from the armory, a place not at all commanded or domi-
nated by any force of United States marines upon the island.
They could have been met by this vague and yet invincibleand
irresistible royal force of which Mr. Blount tells, and the fac-
tions could have fought it out to theirheart's content, without the
least interference, solong as the contest did not result in or
threaten violenceand danger to the lives and property of Ameni-
can citizens. :

It could be inferred, and T think if is expressly stated in Mr.
Blount's report—and such is the desire to dwell upon minute
matters for the purpose of making good the attack upon the
Administration of President Harrison and upon Mr, Stevens—

that the committee on public safety furtively and by separate
streets went to the Government buﬂ‘ ding.- In that he 18 squarely
contradicted by the testimony of Mr. Waterhoure, page 471. My
recollection of that testimony is that the committes of thirteen,
with one other gentleman whose name is not given, making
fourteen, started from the meeting place of the committee of
Fuh}lo safety to go to the Government building, and my recol-
ection is positive that the testimony of Mr. Waterhouse is that
twelve of them went in one body, up thesame street, of course,
a?d t.tI,m other two, for some reason not explained, took another
street.

I infer that the twelve went up Merchantstreet, the principal
business street of the city, upon which the police station is situ-
ated. They had no guard; no soldier went with them. The
names of the committee of thirteen were known, and had been
known since Monday, and perhaps before; yes, Saturday is the
testimony, if my recollection serves me, and yet not one of this
imposing military force which was at the back of the Hawaiian
Government was invoked to atag or detain or arrest them.

Mr. Waterhouse states that they expected to meet resistance
at the Government building: he had heard a report that there
were 100 men there. He thinks that if the Queen’s forces and
the military forces had got to fighting, the United States troops
would not have interfered except to protect American citizens.
That was the conception of the situation which the committee
of safety had when they set out for the Government building.
He says that when they were going into the door of the Gov-
ernment building various volunteers kept coming into the yard
with their rifles.

Mr, President, they took possession of that building. They
found cne government clerk there, making up some official fig-
ures.

Mr. Damon states in substance, on page 39, that some of the
provisional troops came on the ground before the reading of the

roclamation wasfinished. Immediately after the proclamation
le and others met at the office of the minister of the interior.
and Cornwell and Parker came up from the station house and
held aconference, the resultof which was that Damon and Bolte
were requested to return with Cornwell and Parker to the sta-
tion house (this was another of the amenities of this revolution)
and recommend and urge upon the parties in power at the police
station to surrender to the ,lgrovisional Government. They held
a conference in the room occupied generally by the deputy mar-
shal, at which were present Peterson, Colburn, Parker, Corn-
well, Bolte, and, later, Neumann. ;

The President of the United States has stated in his annual
message, 88 Mr. Blount had stated in his report, that this Pro-
visional Government was established with the active aid of the
United States minister, and by the puissant intimidation of the
American troops. [ have shown how they were distributed,

I say the United States troops were not drawn up in line, or at
all in a menacing or military attitude or array.

Let us see whether Mr. Blount did not overlgok some most im-
portant testimony as to what took place right there at the time
when the Provisional Government was coming into being by
reading the proclamation. If the testimony of any witness is
to be regarded respecting the military situation at the time, it is
the testimony of Mr. Wilcox, the military man who was educated
by the Hawaiian Government in the military schools of Italy,
and who at the time of this revolution was passively favorable
to the cause of the Queen. Mr. Wilcox says in regard to the at-
titude of the troops—I ean not give the page exactly—

Mr. GRAY. ho is the witness?

Mr. DAVIS. Robert Wilcox. I read this question and an-
swer in the examination of Wilcox, on page 542:

Q. Where were tae United States troops at the time of the reading of the
proclamation?

A. Right behind the opera house, in a building they called Arion Hall.

Q. In the house or on the street?

A. Some inside and some outside. They took possession of that quarter,

Q. Were they formed or not?

A. No; they just guarded the place.

Q. Had they arms?

A. Yes; and one or two Gatling guns—one or two, L am sure of that.

What becomes of the claim that the United States marines
were there drawn up in military array and menacing the opera-
tions of the Queen’s Government or of her forces? They had
been stationed at the Arion Hall because there was no other
place in the city where they could find shelter, although other
piaces had been sought for in vain, hospitality having been de-
nied in other places.

Further, to show the utter incredibility of the report of Com-
missioner Blount as to the implied duress even in the presence
of United States troops on that oceasion, or as to what anybody
had any right to expect or to fear from them, I refer to the tes-
timony of Mr. Damon, on page 39. It seems thatwhile the proc-
lamation was being read, some timid soul among the revolu-
tionists—and there are always such on occasions of that kind—
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took it into his head that there was danger, and he wanted to
know why they did not get protection from the United States
troops; they were near at hand, but he did not see any protection
ticularly intm]'goaing betweenthem and the danger which he
eared. So Mr. Damon said in substance:

‘While the Erociamﬁan was being read, we were all nervous as to our
safety. I asked oneof themen withme there,* Will notthe American troops
support ust’ Finally Iasked one of the men to go over and ask Lieut Swin-
burne if he was not going to send some one over to protect us. The man
returned and sald to me: “Capt. Wiltse’s orders are, ‘I remain passive; I
will not support it in any way.’"”

] remain passive; I will not support in any way,” was the,
response which the commander, Lieut. Swinburns, of the ma-
rines stationed in and about Arion Hall at the time of this trans-
action, made to a pressing demand for support for the personal
safety of the men who were then instituting this Provisional
Government. It all consists with the invariable declaration of
Minister Stevens that he landed troopsto protect American life
and property, and that the incidental and collateral transactions
might take care of themselves, provided American life and prop-
were not put to peril. :

Is it not passing strange, Mr. President—

Mr. GRAY. h%r. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair).
Does ;.ha Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from Dela-
ware?

Mr. GRAY. Iam trying to follow the Senator, andI am ve
much interested in what he is saying. Will it interrupt him
I call his attention——

Mr. DAVIS. I am making what Iregard as a close statement
from notes, speaking under that disadvantage, and I would
rather not be interrupted. The Senator can reply to me when
I shall have concluded.

Mr. GRAY. All right. Ionly wanted to call the Senator's
attention to a piece of testimony which he could not find.

Mr. DAVIS. Itis in the testimony of Mr. Damon.

Mr. GRAY. I have it before me.

Mr. DAVIS. It will be found in the testimony which is in
the record, whether I have made a miscitation or not.

Mr. GRAY. Very well, I shall not interrupt the Senator.

Mr. DAVIS. The testimony is in the record, and that is
what Lieut. Swinburne said when he was appealed to to protect
and care for the personal safety of the men who were then read-
ing the proclamation for the institution of that Provisional Gov-
ernment.

Mr. GRAY., Who was that?

Mr. DAVIS. Lieut. Swinburne.

Mr. FRYE. Lieut. Swinburne was in charge on shore.

Mr. GRAY. Certuinly.

Mr. DAVIS. He wasacting under the orders of Capt. Wiltse.

Mr. GRAY. He said “I remain passive.” What elsedid he

say?

?\Ir. DAVIS. He alsosaid, ““I will notsurport it in any way.”
5 Mr. GRAY. I do not find that in the testimony which I have

ere,

Mr. DAVIS. I am endeavoring to make this statement with
absolute fidelity. Of course entireaccuracy can not be expected
and error may creep in in a matter so complicated as this, and
of course [ would not interpolate anything into the record.

Mr. GRAY. No one can be more sure of that than I.

Mr. DAVIS. It wason Tuesday afternoon at about half Il)_a.at
2 o’clock that this appeal to Lieut. Swinburne was made. The
United States troops had been at Arion Hall from a certain hour
on the evening before and had probably been there over twenty
hours, within 700 feet of the palace, I should think, and within
a shorter distance of the Government building. Does anyone
suppose that Wilson and Cornwell and Parker and Colburn and
Peterson and all persons representing the Queen being up to'a
comparatively recentdate in the Government building and within
«stone's throw of these troops, could not have ascertained from
Lieut. Swinburne what his purposes and orders were, and that
they would not have been given the same answer which was made
to the members of the Provisional Government when they sup-
posed they were in extremity? Can anyone doubt with the ac-
Evit,y which Wilson displayed that he had not asked that ques-

on? -

Why did not Commissioner Blount, with that thread of evi-
dence placed in his hands, follow it up and ascertain whether it
was not notified to both parties there that neither one could ex-
geet the active aid, assistance, or interference of the Un ted

tates military force® The conviction is borne upon my mind
8o forcibly that I can not refrain from repeating thatI firmly
believe from their action that they had that information from
Lieut. Swinburne, and had it over and over again.

1t is suggested to me llnty the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
HoAR] that the Queen, if she had supposed that the force there

was menacing her, would have made a formal inquiry as to why

it was there. No question of that kind is shown to have been
asked. I presume it was asked. The fact is that in fhe exer-
cise of reasonable diligence, surrounded by counselors such as
she had, she and they knew,and were bound to know by inguiry,
what the presence of that force meant on that oceasion.

Mr. President, much has been said as to the time of this rec-
ognition. As in all cases where many events are crowded into
a short time, there is confusion in the testimony and some de-
gree of conilict. but after the Provisional Government was de-
‘clared, Capt. Wiltse sent his aid to see if they were in posses-
sion of the Government building. Mr. Stevens, whohad a mili-
tary aid, sent him to see if they were in possession of the Gov-
ernment building, the British minister came over tosee whether
they were in possession of the Government building: Mr. Damon
and Mr. Boite went down to the station house toconfer with the
force that was said to be there, and, coming back, they went over
to see the Queen.

About-4 o ciock Parker, the minister of foreign affairs, came
to the Government building, and said, **You are in possession
and we can do nothing.” The others had gone to the station
house to recommend the surreader. Returning, as I said, they
had gone to the palace to enforce their recommendation upon
the Queen, two of her ministers and two members or delegates
from the Provisional Government, and after some debate, some
urging, the Queen yielded. About that time Minister Stevens
recognized the Provisional Government.

It igsaid that in the letter from President Dole to Minister
Stevens he states, ‘“We have not yet got possession of the sta-
tion house.” But he also states, **We expect to be in possession
in a fewminutes.” There was undoubted %a time which elapsed
between the agreement of the Queen and her eabinet to surren-
der the station house and the time of the actual surrender, which
seems to have taken place about 7:30 o'clock.

The capitulation had been made: but, Mr. President, in my
view of all the facts and ecircumstances which surround the
transactions of this day, taking into consideration everything
which had been done, it was utterly immaterial that the Pro-
visional Government had not ssion of that muniecipal build-
ing known as the police station house. They had taken, occu-
pied, and possessed the very seat of government of the Hawaiian
Islands; they held the eapitol building of that Kingdom, the build-
ing wherein the Legislature sat, where the supreme court saf,
where the offices of the ministers were, wherein all the executive
functionsof the Government were conducted. The Queen’s gov-
ernment had possibly intended at one time to defend it, for when
the supporters of the Provisional Government went through the
building they found it vacant, it is true, as to armed men, but
they found munitions of war in the foreign office. The inten-
tion, if it ever existed, had been abandoned. The Provisional
Government had possession of the very center of power and dom-
ination of the Hawaiian Kingdom without resistance, and was
actually negotiating with the Queen’'s ministers, her responsible
counselors, without whom she could do no valid act, for the sur-
render of the last lurking place of her illusory power.

Under such circumstances as these Mr. Stevens recognized the
Provisional Government. This was on the 17th, and it was rec-
ognized on the next day by the representatives of every foreign
governmenton thatisland, excepting the representative of China,
and he recognized it on the lstK. If there had been any irreg-
ularity about this, with this foreign influence perpetually in-
termeddling in the Hiwaiian Islands, is it to be supposed for a
moment th t the recognition by representatives of the foreign
powers would have been so instantaneous?

Mr, President, I have conducted this examination through
the memorable four days of this revolution. My discussion of
this matter,I am aware, has been inadequate. Tﬁat. record will
yield rich mines of information to anyone who will sit down and
examine it with an impartial eye. Iam aware that there is
testimony on both sides of this question. I have spoken solel
from the evidence presented by Commissioner Blount. What
criticise Is that he has ignored and has not been impressed with
preponderating evidence of the gravest character, which tends
to the support of his own country and his own co.ntrymen.

The Administration of President Harrison was in judgment,
and the conduct of Mr. Stevens was to be passed upon by Mr.
Blount. Mr.Stevensexpressly was upon trial. Mr. Blount was
sent out there to test by investigation the validity and up-
rizhtness of Mr. Stevens’s action. Mr. Stevens was upon the
is and. Mr. Blount saw him every day. According to Mr,
Blount’sreport, Mr. Stevens s conduct was highly reprehensible,

and he is indorsed in that stitement by the President in his an-

nual message. In the name of all that is fair, in the name of all
roceedings that would not have scandalized even the star-cham-

r, why did not Mr. Blountapply to his countryman, Mr. Stavens,

then on the island, for an explanation of the circumnstances the
evidence of whichhe was so industriously gathering againsthim?

=
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ioveri, suggestiofalsi. Everything canbe inferred against
such a perverse and defermined effort fo avoid thesourcesof evi-
dence.

President Dole bore aprominent part in this transaction. He,
ez officio, as President of the Provisional Government, is the min-
ister of foreign affairs, and he was also to be judged by Commis-
sioner Blount. Why was not hisstatement taken? It would
have been freely accorded. It was due to him. Mr, Blount
being accredited to him, as he was by letters of credence, it
was due to him; due to his character and standing, which Mr,
Willis certifies are of the highest; due to his official position,
that he should be allowed to make an explanation of the
matters concerning which he was fo be so gravely compromised
by the report of Mr. Blount, to be adopted as a verity by the
President of the United States in his annual message.

Thus, Mr. President, the curtain fell upon the last scene of
this harlequin monarchy. The stage lords and stage ladies van-
ished into the mass of the population. The queen of the c{)lay
laid aside her tinsel erown, put off her tawdry mﬁm’ and re-
entered private life through the s entrance. e play had
had itsrun. The engagement, which had notbeensuccessful, was
ended and the theater was to be closed. The whole proceeding
throughouthad been imitative. The monsrchﬁwas a spectacle.
It had been tolerated by the civilized world, although frequently
the performance had been rudelyand forcibly interrupted by the
foreign spectators. . The domestic audience, heavily taxed for
its support, when insulted by the actors, had repeatedly resented
the indignity with violence. The practical and real téok the

lace of this pernicious mockery. A firm government, conducted
gy just and able men, was installed upon the abandoned stage.
The whole proceeding had been spectacular. Civilization had
endured it. The lord of the demesne had for a brief period con-
ferred his functions upon Christopher Sly. But to this general
and correctappreciation of the melodrama there was one exeep-
tion. As the play was endin‘g“tlge Demoecratic Administration
camein asaspectator, as Don oteand Sancho Panza entered
the puppet show in Spain. To it, as to the don, the performance
was , and, like real life, it was thought to be continuous. It
saw in the mammets and puppets and in the stage queen weak-
nessoverpowered and virginity o&masednnddisinherited, while
Sancho, against the evidence of senses, Saw tbrou%h the eyes
of his master. [Laughter and applause in the galleries.]

The PRESIDING%E‘E‘ICER. he Chair the attention
of the occupants of the ries to the requirement of the rules
of the Senate. No marks of applause or disapprobation are per-
mitted. The Senator from Minnesota will proceed.

Mr. DAVIS. AndMr. Blount was sent to the Hawaiian Tslands
on the chivalrous quest inspired by that delusion.

Mr. Blount wus appointed on the 1I1th day of March, 1883,
The treaty was withdrawn, I think, upon the 7th day of March,
1893. An inquiry more interesting and important than any-
thing that I %uwe discussed (because this Hawaiian question is
fleeting; it will pass away) is whether the appointment of Mr.
Blount was a constitutional apgintment, in that it never re-
ceived the advice or consent of the Senate. .

A most important case as a precedent is immediately raised.
It lays hold of the most distant future, and may affect our rela-
tions with other nations than Hawaii. The Constitution of the
United States, Article II, section 1, provides as to the powers of
the President: :

He shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate
shall appoint ambassadors, other émbu.c ministers and consuls, judges of

the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United States whose appoint-
?}ams are not herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be established
law,

All diplomatic officers and judges of the Supreme Court of the
United States are, by express provision, ouf of abundance of cau-
tion, named to be appointed by the President, by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate.

Was Mr. Blounta diplomatic representative? Was he a diplo-
matic officer? I turn to his letters of credence, dated at Wash-
ington on the 11th day of March, in the year 1893, addressed by
Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, to his great
and good friend, Sanford B. Dole, the president of the execulory
and advisory council of the Provisional Government of the Ha-
waiian Islands:

GREAT AND GoOD FRIEND: Ihave made choice of James H. Blount, one
of our dlsu.ngutshad citizens, as my special commissioner to visit the Ha-
walian Islands and make report to me concerning the present status of af-
fairs in that country. Ha is well informed of our sincers desire to cultivate
and maintain to the fullest extent the friendship which has so long sub-
sisted between the two countries—

I ask the attention of the Senate to the following—
and in all matters affecting relations with the Government of the Hawaiian
Islands his authority is paramount.

In all matters a.ﬂact.in%;he relationsof the Government of the
United States with the Hawaiian Islands his authority is para-

mount. I should be pleased to hear anyone suggest lan e
more forcible or comprehensive to confer supreme authority in
all matters of diglioma.tic relations in any case upon any man.
No matter what Mr. Stevens may have done or what he
hereafter in his office say, I, the President of the United States,
by my letters of credence to you, Mr. Blount, notify President
Dole that Mr. Blount's authority in all matters affecting rela-
tions between thess two Governments is paramount.

I shall not discuss the instructions to Mr. Blount, because the
commission eomprehends it all and is broader in some respects
than the instructions. What is the use of talking about names
and words and trying to draw vain distinctions hers when the
fact, the thing, is what we are after? Mr. Stevens was in-

structed, I will say, that he could continue to perform the duties

of h&g (;ﬂica in all matters where Mr. Blount's authority did not
conflict.

Mpr. President, if this right exists in the President of the
United States there is not a court in Europe where his familiar
can not sit down with paramount authority by the side of a duly
confirmed minister and overrule him. ere is not a court in
the United States where his familiar can not sit down with par-
amount authority beside the district attorney and control him.
There is not a United States marshal empowered by virtue
of his commission to execute the processes of the courts of
the United States who can not be accompanied by a familiar of
the President of the United States with paramount authority to
overrule and control him. The Presidentis the Commander-in-
Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States. There isnot
a colonel of a regiment, a commander of a military division, or
the captain of a man-of-war who is not subject to have ear
before him the apparition of a familiar of the President of the
United States with a letter giving him paramount authority to
overrule and control him.

It was not without reason that the framers of the Constitution
of the United States provided, in express terms, that consuls
and ambassadors, other public ministers, and the judges of the
Supreme Court, shall be appointed by the President, by and with
the advice and consentof the Senate. They considered most pro-
phetically what they were doing. By the terms of the Constitu-
tion they were framing (the wisest instrument of governmentever
prepared by the wit of man, and laying hold of more future con-
tingencies than any such instrument ever did), they made the
President the sole point of contact and means of communication
between the Government of the United States and foreign
powers. Congress in either body, or together, can hold nocom-
munication with any foreign power. No governor of a State
nor any State authority can do it. No individual can do it.
Everything must be done through the President of the United
States, who makes the treaties and appoints the ministers.

It was felt that this extraordinary power, necessarily confided
to the direction of a single understanding and a single will, was
susceptible of the greatest abuse; for, although the President
can nof declare war, he can, through his foreign policy, con-
ducted by diplomatic officers, embroil this nation insuch gifﬂcul-
ties as to bring aforeign war upon us,and compel Congress to de-
clarea defensive war. Sovast was this power that they deemed
it importantexpressly to say in the Constitution thatthe names
of these officers thus apiointed should besubmitted to the Senate,
that the Senate might know what men were being sent abroad
to conduct these difficult and delicate relations. ey are first
named as the most important, for they precede the judges of
the Supreme Court,

On the other hand, as to the judges of the Supreme Court, the
framers of the Constitution considered how republics and other
constifutional governments have been sapped and mined by a
pliant judiciary; how, while an irregular and improper exerc
of the powers of appointment of foreign ministers might affect
disastrously our~exterior relations, similar improprieties and
carelessness of appointment in j s might result in seriously
compromising everything that was internal in our system of gov-
ernment. Accordingly with the same care with which they pro-
vided that ambassadors, other public ministers, and consuls
should be named by the President to the Senate, to receive ifs
advice and consent, they made the same provision in regard to
the judges of the Supreme Court.

Section 1674 of the Revised Statutes provides that—

Diplomatic officers shall bs deemed to include ambassadors, envoys extra-
or , ministers plenipotentiary, ministers resident, commissioners,
charge d'affaires, agents, and secretaries of legation, and none other.

How does Mr. Blount's commission read?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair).
The Senator from Minnesota will please suspend his remarks.
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair
to lajtrl before the Senate the unfinished business. It will be read
by title. C

FTha SECRETARY. A bill (H. R.2331) o repeal all statutes re-
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lating “to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals,
and for other purposes.

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from
Minnesota maﬂrjfmcaed and finish his remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu-
setts asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside
and that the Senator from Minnesota be permitted to conclude
his remarks. Isthere objection?

Mr. GRAY. I rosemerely to call the attention of the Senate
to my understanding in regard to the bill. I understood there
was unanimous consent that it should go over until 2 o’clock
Monday and then be the unfinished business.

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota
will proceed, there being no objection.

Mr. DAVIS. The word “ commissioner” in the statute which
I have just read, enumerating who shall be diplomatic officers,
distinctly comprehends Mr. Blount, for the letters of credence
read:

tﬁhnva made cholce of James H. Blount *# # # as my special commis-
sioner.

He was a special commissioner, whose anthority in all mat-
ters pertaining to the relations between the governments should
be paramount. If special commissioner is not covered by the
express language of the Constitution in its words of enumera-
tion it is covered by the other more general clause, namely, the
inferior officers to be designated by ﬁf e

To show Mr. Blount’s understanding of his powers, my friend
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] calls my attention
to his mode of signature, page 139, Executive Document No. 47,
in a communication to Mr. Gresham.

Mr. GRAY. What is the page?

Mr, DAVIS. Page 139. It isalwaysthe same way,I think,
“James H. Blount, Special Commissioner of the United States.”
This is his formal report. What was there lacking in what Mr.
Blount did or in what he was empowered to do to constitute him
an ambassador or public minister? He falls within the purview
of the constitutional enumeration. He falls expressly within
the enumeration of the statute which I have just read. In
my view, in the sense of the Constitution, an officer is one who
has authority to act in the name of and on behalf of the United
States and by whose actions the Government may be bound,
Such was Mr. Blount.

Now, Mr, President, it is said that there are precedents for
this. ideny it. I say that there is no preecedent in our diplo-
matic history that protects this flagrant violation of the Consti-
tution of the United States. He was empowered, as my friend,
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], suggests, in his in-
structions given to him by Mr. Gresham, to invoke the naval
and military force of the United States by virtue of his para-
mount official character:

In the judgment of the President, your authority, as well as that of the
commander of the naval forces in Hawalian waters, should be and is limited
B o e e oo Lo e
Ber of interfarence with the domestic concerns of the islands. you should

indicate your willingness to intervene with your friendly offices inthe inter-
est of & peaceful settiement of troubles within the limits of sound discre-

He was empowered to call into force and active operation the
military force, and was also empowered to use his friendiy offices
for a settlement. If there is anything wanting to endow him
fully with complete diplomatic character, it does not at this mo-
ment occur to me.

Mr. PLATT. What greater power has any ambassador?

Mr. DAVIS., My [riend, the Senator from Connecticnt [Mr.
PLATT], asks me what greater power any ambassador has. None.
In fact, Mr. President, it is the only instance in our history that
I recollect where any Presidenthasever undertakentoapgointa.n
ambassador. The distinction between anambassadorand a min-
ister as laid downin the authoritative works upon international
law is that the ambassador represents the person of his sover-
eign, whereas the minister does not. In imperial language in

these letters of credence, the President of the United States noti-
fies President Dole that he has appointed Mr. Blount *‘as my
special commissioner.” i
~ Mr. HOAR. Ishould like fo call the attention of my honor-
able friend to the fact that the recent statute authorizing the
President to appoint ambassadors expressly provides that the
functions shall not be enlarged beyond the existing functions.
Mr. DAVIS. Yes; ofaministeror envoy. Idenied afew mo-
ments ago that there was any precedent inour history which pro-
tects this transaction, even by remote ana]nfﬂe I donot believe
itcan be found. I do not believe it ever will be again attempted
‘to create another one. If found, it is valueless and should be
disregarded. I am aware that during the debatesin the Senate
upon the fisheries treaty in 1888 a list of some 438 appointments

alleged to be of like character was brought forward, and that
has been a fetish to conjure with ever since; and yet under the
examination to which it was submitted in the remarks of the
senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] upon
that treaty it lost its charm and should no longer have any effi-
cacy. When sifted out theres were but seven in all that list
(minor matters, passing unquestioned at the time, and doubtless
attributable to inattention) that conld with even plausibility
be maintained to be precedents. And even those were not,
in my judgment, cases to which the constitutional provision
under consideration is applicable. I shall ask leave, for the pur-
pose of saving time and presenting that question better than I
can do, to print a short extract from the remarks of the senior
Senator from New Hampshire, made in the discussion of that
treaty, wherein he discussed that particular subject:

No one has ever disputed the privilege of the President to negotiata trea-
ties, minn&tlrg Secretary of State and theregularly appointed and confirmed
foreign ters for that purpose. Why, then, do minority particular-
ize and parade about 438 cases of that character? Simplyto obscure the fla-
%;rant. nfatthure of the céma (;mw under review and ciusure. an;l&bt% &x:aﬁk the

orce of the one and overwhelming precedent against ortly

stated.. In addition tommiﬂm&hnmpmglmsmtoﬂhmgarsons

appointed by the Secretary of State and a list of thirty-two appointed by the

esident, and specially confirmed by the Senate to negotiate treaties. But

of the thtes appointed by the Secretary of State, two, Hughes and Bates,

were al plomatic officers, and the thirty-two are of course all prece-
dents against the minority and not in their favor.

There is to be axtracted from the list of 473 only the following cases which
are of any value to the minority, being those where vate clitizens were
employed in negotiations without the prior consent of the Senate:

1. G. Morris, privateagent, October 13, 1789, to ascertain the intentions of
Great Britain as to the treaty of 1783, and make a treaty of commerce.

2. John James A})plewn. May 13, 1825, to arrange for the settlement of
claims of citizens of the United States against the Kingdom of Naples.

3. (Jl:ua::la:;vi Rgmd. %aptmber 12, 1829, to conclude a treaty of frien

th Turkey.

4. mund Roberts, Jan 26, 1832, to conclude treaties of na tign
and commerce with Cochin‘%Hna. Siam, and Muscat. S

5. A. Dudley Mann, March 28, 1848, to conclude with Hanover, Hungary,
Switzerland, ete., treaties of commerce and navigation.

6. Benjamin E. Greene, Juns 13, 1849, to conclude treaties of commerce with
Haytl and the Dominican bilie.

7. Isanc E, Morse, December 5, 1856, to conciude a treaty with New Granada
with reference to transit across the Isthmus of Panama. A

Whata pitiful list among thewhole 473 which are set out with such elabora-
tion in the minority report! Itis sufficient to say in relation to these 7, in
the [ace of the ovem'helmm'g&arecedams the other way—the 468 cases where
treaties have been negotial E{y officials who had been counfirmed by the
Senate as required by the Constitution—that they are few in number, that
the negotiations were i cant, that the precedents were never acqui-
esced and that they constitute no real anthority for or justification of the
marked violation of the Constitution committed by the President in appoint-
ing Messrs. Angell and Putnam without the consent of the Senate,

have stated that the object of the minoprity in' cumbe their report
with upward of 438 cases which have no bearing upon the t in contro-
versy is simply to break the force of the one great and overwhelming prec-
edent against them. It is imposible to resist this conclusion or a worse
opinion upon the recorded facts.

On page 130 the minority give the caseof the Joint High Commission which
negotiated the Alabama Claims treaty, and they show Messrs. Ebenezer R.
Houar and George H. Williams as agpoimed while private citizens two of the
five plenipotentiaries by the President alone; and the minority include the
glva n their number (on page 105) of 438 persons appointad by the President

one.

The minority, therefore, certainly thus appear to have found a pertinent
precedent, ially as the High Joint Commission held its sessions, like
the B w.rd«%!gamber}am Commission, and with slmilar festivities, in the
city of Washington. The only objection that canbe made against this prece-
dent is that the facts are directly the opposite of those stated in the minority
report. Commissioners Hoar and W , a3 well as Secretary Fish, Min-
ister Schenck, and Mr. Justice Neison, were nominated to the Senate and
were confirmed on the 10th day of February, 1871, before they acted.

I have indicated, and others who have preceded me in this de '
bate have indicated with an ability that I can not hope to equal,
the serious consequencss which are involved in this extraordi-
nary assumption of power. The President has endeavored to
break through the walls which divide our Government into de-
partments. He has invaded the privileges ofthe Senate in this
particular respect, and we are advised that we onght to sit silent
under this attack; that we should let it pass by without criticism
or protest. So far as we are concerned, perhnp:&f)amnnlg we
might do so, but as guardians of the constifutional rights of the
people we can not. .

It is not the first time in history, Mr. President, that an at-
tack upon the privileges of a Senate has been made by an Ex-
ecutive magistrate, nor is it the first time in history that re-
sentment or discussion by the Senate has been deprecated. Af
a time in the history of the Roman Empire, when the Emperor
was Princeps Senatus, connected somewhat with that body as
the President of the United States is with this, a resolute
man, & man determined to overthrow the privileges of the
Senate, withdrew himself into seclusion for that Bjurpose to
the island of Capri, and as the last Administration is accused,
as Mr. Stevens is accused, as the American men in that island
are accused, as the Erivileges of the Senate of the United
States are ignored, so he by a message accused and brought into
question the privileges of the Senate. Discussion was to be
stifled. Nothing was tobesaid. The fewremaining arches which
sustained the senatorial privileges were to be broken down with-
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out question. When some one is represented by the satirist to
have asked concerning the man attacked or the privilege to be
overthrown, he thus said, and was answered to:

Sad quo cecidit sub crimine; quisnam

Delator? quibus judiciis; quo teste probavit?

Nil horum; verbosa el grandis epistola venil

A Capreis. Bene habet; nul plus interrogo.

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] requests me to
translate that. He doesnotneed it, of course. Butanother Sen-
ator [Mr. WASHBURN|suggests thatsome of the restof usdo. I
will not attempt to give a literal translation, but I will give an
accurate paraphrase which will show its application: * Into
what crime has he fallen? By what informer has he been ac-
cused? What judge has passed upon him? What witness has
testified against him? Not one or any of these. A verbose and
turgid message has come over from Capri. That settlesit. I
will interrogate nofurther.” [Laughter.

Mr. Blount was a.lpjointed on tne 1ith day of March, 1893, and
he arrived at Honolulu on the 29th of April, 1893. He called on
President Dole and presented the letters of credence to that
“ great and good brother” on the 30th day of April, 1893. <

Icommunicated to him the friendly disposition of our Government toward
him and toward the Hawalian people. I assured himof its purpose to avoid
any interference with the domestic concerns of the islands unless it became
necessary to protect the persons and property of American citizens. Ithen
offered my letters of credence.

Now, in the light of what he did immediately thereafter and
what has been done since, the proprieties of language fail to
properly characterize that delusive message, for he immediately

roceeded, in violation of a statute of his country, which no
F’reaident can dispense with, and of the precepts of international
law to put himself into communication (as he wrongfully charges
Stevens with doing) with an element, to wit, the royal element,
which is in every way hostile to the government to which he
had just presented his letters of credence,and in which he as-
sured it of the entire friendship of the President of the United
States. I refer to Section 1751 of the Revised Statutes:

No diplomatic or consular officer shall correspond in regard to the public

affairs of any foreign government, with any private person, newspaper,
gr other periodical, or otherwise than with the proper oficers of me?&
tates,

Over and over again Mr. Blount violated that provision.
Mr. HAWLEY. He was sent to do nothing else. -
* Mr. DAVIS. The instructions which he had received were

not the message which he communicated to President Dole.
Those were concealed.

On the 30th day of March it had got out in Hawaii that Mr.
Blount was there. The hopes of royalty in some way or other
were excited, and a mass meeting of the Hawaliian League was
held. It passed resolutions for the restoration of the monarch
and the restoration of Queen Liliuokalani, reciting that Presi-
dent Cleveland had sent Mr. Blount out as special commissioner.
This was the next day after he arrived in the island. On the
next day, Mareh 31, he received a messenger wishing to know
when it would be convenient for him to receive a committee from
the mass meeting, which desired to present these resolutions.
If this was not corresponding with, putting himself into com-
munication with private persons, subjects of another power
within the prohibition of the statute which I have read, will
some one tell me what would be? He avows that this raised a
question whether such action would consist with a ‘‘ recognition
of existing authority and the policy of noninterference.” (Page
6.) But he does not avow any intention of consulting President
Dole on this point, nor did be consult him.

But something had to be done to smooth away the road for the
audience which he proposed to give in his court to the commit-
tee of the mass meeting which was about to invoke him to aid
in restoring the fallen monarchy. The American flag was float-
ing over the government building at Hawaii at that time. It
was invited to float over there by Mr. Dole's government, which
we had recognized. Therewas no questionof forcible interven-
tion or intrusion there at all. It was properly there by the in-
vitation of the government of President Dole, which was the
onéy government that had any right to complain.

0 make the way smooth and easy to receive this petition for
the restoration of the royal power, with the inevitable effect of
its raising hopes which were in direct contradiction to the as-
surances he had given to President Dole two days before, or one
day before,on the 31st day of March, 1893, he called on Mr.
Dole and notified him that he, Mr. Blount, should cause the en-
sign of the United States to be lowered and the troops ordered
on board their ships: and he ordered Admiral Skerrit to execute
such order on the Ist day of April at 11 o’clock. The flag was
rightfully there. The annexation of the islands was thought
to be imminent. The flag was a coming event which cast its
shadow before. It was there by invitation of the Provisional
Government itself. It was there under the stress of urgent and
imminent danger, as appeared both to President Dole and Mr.
Stevens when such request was made.

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne-
sota yield? -

Mr. FRYE. I desire to put in here the remarkable order
which Mr, Blount gave an admiral of the United States Navy.

Mr. DAVIS. Will my friend please read it? I will adopt it
as a part of my remarks.

Mr. FRYE. It isas follows:

HoxoLuLy, March 31, 1993,

SIR: You are directed to haul down the United States ensign from the
Government building, and to embark the troops now on shore to the ships
to which they belong.

This will be executed at 11 o'clock on the 1st day of April.

I am, sir, your obedient servant, - :
JAMES H. BLOUNT,

Special Commissioner of the United .sxam.'
Rear-Admiral J. S. SEERRETT,
Commanding }'acéﬂc Sgquadron.

The history of this country may be hunted over and no other
instance can be found where a civil officer or a citizen of one of
our States ordered an admiral of the” American Navy to haul
down the flag of our Government.

Mr. DAVIS. But itissaid that Mr. Blount was notan officer!

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow ms to add that the in-
struections of the Secretary of the Navy to Admiral Skerrett di-
rected him to obey the orders of Mr. Blount and placed the
naval forces in those islands ander the command of Mr. Blount?

Mr. DAVIS. And yet Mr. Blount was not a diplomatic offi-
cer, and did not need to have the consent of the Senate to his
nomination!

Mr. FRYE. But, if the Senator will allow me, no diplomatic
officer, no ambassador, no minister plenipotentiary, no officer
whatever outside of the President of the United States and the |
Secretary of the Navyand the regular officers of the Navy,ever
made any such order, nor was ever clothed with power to make
any such order; and this, I am happy to say, is the only instance
ever to be found.

Mr. HOAR. Or that ever will be found.

Mr. DAVIS. I have no doubt of the exact historieal truth of
that statement and of the verity of that prediction.

Mr. President, this is the first time in nearly thirty years that
the American Hlag has been lowered by an American hand under
circumstances which have brought a feeling of dishonor and
shame toan American heart. Itis the last time inmany years, I
predict, that thatact will be done. Although the stars thus disap-
pearcd from the Hawaiian sky, that ensign will in due time,
though lowered in dishonor, eventually be raised in power.

Alter these orders were delivered to Admiral Skerrett, and
when everything was made easy for aspiring royalism by the an-
nouncement thatit was to be done (for it went out that the Ameri-
can flag was to belowered and the military recalled on board the
ship) Mr, Blount, in the afternoon of that day, March 31, notified
the commiftee of the league that he would receive them at 4
o’clock, April 1, five hours after the American flag was to be low=-
ered. What wasthe effect of that? All that Stevens ischarged
with doing by way of ineciting rebellion and revolution or tumult
is notthetitheof a thousancdth part of that which can be inferred
from the action of Mr. Blount.

‘When Mr. Blount came to that island everything was serene
and peaceful. Everybody had acquiesced, the Queen included,
in the situation. He hag not been there two days before by an
acta thousand times more significant than anything even Stevens
is charged with, he incited all of the trouble, the rebellious feel-
ing, the insurrectionary disposition, which for a time seemed
to have been laid at rest; and then under those cirecumstances he
notified the committee of the league (which, I think, he says
somewhere in his report comprised 8,000 native Hawaiians), that
the flag being out of the way, the troops off the island, I here, a
special commissioner, am ready to receive you; and he says in
regard to lowering the flag:

This was done in order that, when the committee called, the ensign would
have been hauled down and the troops ordered aboard of their vesscls, and
I could state freely to the commitiee that it was not my pu to interfera
in their domestic concerns; that the United States troops would not be used

to maintain or restore any form of government, but simply to protect the
persons and property of American citizens. .

* But the flag that he struck was there at the request of the Pro-
visional Guvernment, which our Governmenthad recognized and
to which he had been accredited. Hemet this committee, nine-
teen members. They presented to him the resolutions. desiring
that they be transmitted to the President of the United States.

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senafor from Minnesota allow me
to ask him a question? If he has it before him, I wishhe would
point out the request made by the Provisional Government for
the putting up of the flag.

Mr, DAVIS. Itisin one of the documents submitted by the
President to the Senate within a few days. Itisin a dispatch
from Mr. Stevens to Mr, Gresham, wherein he goes on atlength
reciting the apprehended intrigue of the British commissioner,
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“the presence of an additional Japanese man-of-war, a translation
of declarations of the Japanese captain, the wish and desire of
President Dole that the marines should be landed—in short,
giving a full and explicit reason for their presence there. Now,
I can not give the pige, and it is asking too much in the manner
in which I am speaking to request it.

Mr. MORGAN. I beg leave to say that the act of raising the

was in conjunction with the act declaring the protectorate
of the United States Government over Hawaii. I was not quite
certain whether the raising of the flag and the declaration or
assertion of a protectorate were contemporaneous acts.

Mr. DAVIS. I hear the Senator imp:rfectly. The history of
that protectorate was this, to go back to the beginning. In the
first place, Mr. Stevens established a protectorate there, gen-
eral in its character, while the treaty should be under consider-
ation.

Mr. MORGAN. Now, was that point of time—

Mr. DAVIS. I do not propose to be cross-examined.

Mr. MORGAN. No; I am asking——

Mr,. DAVIS. That is just the amount of the interruption.

Mr. MORGAN. I am asking for information and seeking for
information strictly.

Mr.-DAVIS., The idea of the Senator from Alabama asking
me for information!

Mr. MORGAN. Of course.

Mr. DAVIS. He is the chairman of the Committee on For-
eign Relations, and his memory and capacity to assimilate and
store away all subjects are marvelous to contemplate,

Mr. MORGAN. I am asking for information, and in perfect
good faith. I want fo know whether the flag was raised at the
time the profectorate was established?

Me. DAVIS. Which protectorate does the Senator refer to?

Mr. MORGAN. The one that Stevens asserted over the
island.

Mr. DAVIS. I can not say as o that matter of detail.

Mr. MORGAN. That is the point about which I am uncer-
tain. I wish, however, to remind the Senator of the fact that
Mr. Foster distinctly disavowed the protectorate over the island
in his dispatch to Mr. Stevens, and 1 do not know what the flag
could be doing there without the protectorate, or what the pro-
tectorate could be doing there without the flag.

Mr. DAVIS. So much for the interview which Mr. Blount
had with the members of the league within two days after he
landed on the island, praying for the restoration of the mon-
archy and the deposition of the Government to which he was
accredited. Shortly afterward he received a long petition from
the Hawaiian political league, another affair it seems, numer-
ously signed, which states:

Therefore, we submit to you our humble
are in possession of vast powers in your
ian people, our independence, the throne, and the Hawalian flag; we beg
¥you to restore our beloved Queen Liliuokalani to the throne with the inde-
Ppendences of the Hawallan people, as you have restored the Hawalian flag.

That no United States minister should correspond with any
private citizen is the plainest dictate of international law if it
were not t the plain provision of our statute. About the
26th of April (in thiscase he notified Commissioner Dole of hisin-
tention)hecalled upon Queen Liliuokalaniand took her statement,
negotiated with her upon the subject, took her ve sion of the trans-
actionand her claims. But, as I have said, hs made no attempt
to take the version of Mr. Stevens or Mr. Dole. On the 31st of
May he did another extraordinary act. Accredited to the Pro-
visional Government as the lord paramount in all matters con-
cerning the political relations between the two countries, he
placed himself in correspondence with the Queen in her royal
character, and with her cabinet in their official capacity: re-
ceived petitions in that character and in that capacity from
the Queen as.Queen, from Samuel Parker, as minister of foreign
affairs; W, H. Cornwell, as minister of finance; John F. Colbusen,
as minister of the interior, and A. P. Peterson, as attorney-gen-
eral. It thus concludes:

In view of the facts stated above, which can not be controverted, and in
view of the fact that your investigations concerning the matter are shortly
likely to terminate, we, Liliuokalani and her cabinet, who formed the Gov-
ernment of the Hawallan Islands on the 17th of January last having surren-
dered that Government to the superior force of the United States of America,
now most respectfully ask that you use your good offices in undoing the acts
ofare ntative of your great country and place the Government of the
Ha an Islands as Mr. Stevens found them. Believing that the
of justice which hasever dominated American action wiﬁpreva.u

stance, we remain,
?ours. respectiully

tition and statements, as you
on to do justice to the Hawai-

ciple
this in-

LILIUOKALANI, 2.
SAMUEL PARKER,
Minister of Foreign Affairs,
WM. H. OORNWE[ﬁ
Minister of Finance.
JOHN F. GOLBU.:‘:{rN}I
Minister of Interior.
A. P. PETERSON,
Attorney-General.

Accredited to President Dole, with letters which bore assur-
ances of good faith, and, if I construe the language correctly, an
implied wish for the stability and perpstuity of the Government
over which Mr. Dole presided, Commissioner Blountentered into
diplomatic relations with a deposed Queen, she signing her name
in royal form and in her royal capacity and her former ministers
countersigning intheir official character, received a petitionfrom
her and them in her royal capacity and their official capacity,
requesting him to use his good offices to overthrow the Govern-
ment to which he had béen accredited, a government of Amer-
icuns, of Englishmen, of our own blood, presided over by a man
of American birth or derivation, and to turn those vast interests,
these our kith and kin, over to the barbarous and revengeful ad-
ministrationof agovernmentwhich had been successfully rebelled
against and overthrown. A more glaring diplomatic malversa-
tion never was committed; and that it is plainly in violation of
the statute which I have read in the hearing of the Senate can
not, I think, be controverted for a moment.

And upon this testimony, this history, these transactions, the -
President of the United States in his annual message states that
Mr. Blount’s report shows his conclusions to be true beyond all

uestion. He states that the constitutional government of

awaii had been subverted through the active aid of the repre-
sentative of our Government, and through the intimidation
caused by the presence of an armed naval force of the United
States, which was landed for the purpose at the instance of our
minister. His conclusion is:

Upon the faets developed it seemed to me the only honorable course for
our Government to pursue was to undo the wrong that had been done by
those representing us and to restore as far as practicable the status exist-

al the time of our forcible intervention. ith a view of accomplishing

result within the constitutional limits of executive power, and recog-
nizing all our obligations and responsibilities growing out ot any c
conditlons brought about by our unjustifiable interference, our present min-
ister at Honolulu has received appropriate instructions to thatend. Thus
far no information of the accomplishment of any definite results has been
received from him.

Now, Mr. President, I desire to ascertain and to discuss for a
moment from what source the President of the United States
derived his authority to arbitrate this great question. Who
made him and by what processes did he become the judge of the
case between an overthrown monarchy and arepublie which took
itsplace? Much has been said about the terms of Queen Lilino-
kalani’s abdication, but when did any falling monarch ever fail
to file a caveat with contemporariesand posterity to that effect ?
It is addressed to no person. It was never formally accepted
by anybody, and no convention has ever been made between the
Hawalian Government.which Mr. Cleveland, following the ex-
ample of President Harrison, has recognized or the former gov-
ernment of the Queen and ourselves that such an arbitration
should take placs.

But there is a consideration back of all this, and back of any-
thing I have said upon this subject, which to me is decisive.
‘Whaut the Queen of the Hawaiian IJ(ingdom meant and understood
to be meant in the letter of abdication, was that the question of
recognition was to be submitted to the United States: and I as-
sert it as a sound legal proposition, in view and in the light of
all the circumstances of this transaction, that the very question
which the Presidentof the United States has reopened here was
settled when President Harrison recognized the Provisional
Government. The act of recognition is all-comprehending so
far as bringing a nation into existence. It is a deliberate judg-
ment by the recoznizing nation that the recognized government
has a valid right to be,"im.s come into being rightfully, and has
the right to continue. It is in its very nature an irrevocable
act. hoever heard of any civilized country retractine any rec-
ognition which it had given to a foreign country? Like an exe-
cuted grant, it is incapable of revocation because the right has
vested and can not be taken away.

Queen Lilinokalani’s protest was received at the State Depart-
ment on the 3d day of February, 1893, and the treaty, I think, was
not concluded until the 13th day of that month. Her representa-
tives were here at the time. The case was heard and determined,
and wisely determined by President Harrison, and it does not
lie in the capacity of any succeeding Administration to open it
for readjudication. And the Queen passively acquiesced in that
construction of her act of abdication, and in the conclusive ef-
feet of President Harrison's recognition of the Provisional Gov-
ernment, until she was enticed to renew her claims by the action
of the present Administration. -

Mr. President, it has seemed tobecome a propensity to restore
royalty, ignorant, savage, alien royalty, over American people.
Butin these days of restoring monarchies, sup the President
of the United Statesshould conceive that President Harrison has
been imposed upon, misled, by the recognition of President Peix-
oto, who succeeded to the fallen Empire of Dom Pedro in Brazil,
Therecognition in that case was prompt. Suppose the President
should determine to reopen the question and to send a minister
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there to stand before President Peixotoand say, *‘I have become

satisfied tiaf my predecessor was misled, that your Government
was not established with the consent of the Brazilian people, and
therefore you are required to relinquish your power to the lineal
descendant and heir of Dom Pedro, whoever he may be.”

1f this power exists in the President of the United States, it
exists in the successive Presidents to undothe actof a President
who has recognized another government. The same thing might
be done to President Carnot: it might have been done to Presi-
dent Thiers, who was the first President of the now existing
French Republie. Suppose the President of the United States
should take itinto hishead thatthe French Republic was wrong-
fully established and not with the consent of the French people;
and a paramount emissary, emissary at once and ambassador,
should be sent to France accredited to ‘‘his great and good
friend,” President Carnof, with authority over our Army and
Navy, and that France were in distress, and that as an emissary
he should consort with Bourbons, with Orleanists, with. Bona-

tists, with anarchists, with every political element of which
ench political complexion is composed. Suppose that then,
having so consorted asanemi ,without giving those to whom
he was accredited a chance to be heard, he should stand forth as
an ambassador before the French President and say  the Presi-
dent of the United States is convineed that the French Republic
was not established with the consenf of the French people; a
reat wrong has been done. Therefore, you are required to re-
ﬁrnequish the republican power which ﬂu now hold to the em-
peror of the Bonaparte family, or the king of the French, who-
ever he may be, of the other royal houses in the line of lineal
descent.” _

Mr. President, many questions and illustrations of this kind
press upon the mind while one is ing, but the limitations
of time do not warrant more extended remarks. They suggest
themselves.

It is said we do not want colonies and that we do not need the
Hawaiian Islands. Iam notin favor of acolonial system such as
Great Britain has, and such as France is striving for, butI want
to see my country well defended, and her hold upon the enor-
mous commerce of the future in the Paecific Ocean assured.
That the Sandwich Isiands were in time to be an indispensable
element/of the prosperity, protection, and defense of ourcountry
has been a cardinal theory with every statesman who ever sat
in the chair of Secretary of State from the beginning of the
question down to the present time, the present occupant ex-
cepted.

Humbolat predicted seventy years ago that the greatest mari-
time commerce of the planet would be carried on on the Pacific.
If you take the globe and look north of the equator and then to
the south of it you will see that the islands of the Pacific Ocean,
except the Sangwich Islandsand the Alaskan group. are south of

the equator. German{, France, and England have partitioned
that a.rchiﬁl‘ll o south of the equator. They have hitherto
kept their s off the Hawaiian Islands. Those are the only

islands of any importance north of the equator until we almost
touch the coast of Asia, except the Alaskan group. They stand
where commerce from the Nicaragua C if it shall ever be
constructed, musttouch. Theystand where shipsfrom Callaoand
Valparaiso must touch. Theystand where every ship that goes
from San Francisco or Victoria to New Zealand or Australia
must touch. They are 2,100 miles from the city of San Fran-
cisco, They are 2,100 miles from the midway island of the
Alaskan group, an island with capacious harbors fit for a naval
station. The Russian Government, our ancient and immemorial
friend, is building a railway across the continent of Asia des-
tined for a port near by; and her relations and ours have always
beensuch that, under those circumstances, from the Hawaiian Is-
lands, from the Alaskan islands, from San Francisco, we can
make our commerce safe and dominate that waste of waters.
That is the kind of acquisition and the kind of protection I want
for my country, its future and its commerce. _

Mr. President, this is a great question—great in its facts,
great in its constituional aspect. The American peoplewill be
the judges in this controversy. They are adjudicating it now.
In the midst of distress, of financial disorder which the panacea
of legislative action has not cured; with the mine sterile, the
shutile motionless, the wheel still, the factory sending up neither
pillar of cloud by day nor pillar of fire by night; with hunger
and cold in thousands of homes; with the fear of a relentless
party policy respecting financial and economic legislation which
threatens to intensify all this distress into a deeper agony, the
American people have paused to consider this subject, and they
will settle it in the sublime tribunal of the nation’s judgment.

Applause.
E ﬁg; T TE. I ask that the resolution heretofore submitted
_ m;ain relation to the policy respecting Hawaii be laid before
nate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair),
The resolution will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TURPIE
on the 8th instant, as follows:

Besolved, That from the facts and papers laid befors us by the Executive
and other sources it is unwise, inexpedient, and not in accordance with the
character and dignity of the United States to consider further atthis time
either the tremgor 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
1;&&%5 willbe regurded as an act unfriendly totheGovernment of the United

Mr.TURPIE. Mr. President, the Sandwich Islands, the site
of the Hawaiian people, were discovered by Capt. Cook in 1778.
Theyare thirteen in number, four of considerable size; the rest
are smaller, some of them are mere dots on the surface of the
deep. They lie near together in the form of a curve or crescent,
in a genial climate within the tropiecs, about halfway between
tl_;f? two continents whose opposite shores bound the North Pa-
cifie.

At the time of their discovery the inhabitants of each were
under the separate government of independent native chiefs,
having a tribal polity somewhat akin to thatof the North Amer-
ican Indians. This political condition obtained until 1790, when
Kamehameha the First, who seems to have been the Cmsar of
this distant island group, reduced the inhabitants of all the
islands to his rule. He achieved the sovereignty of the whole,
united them. under one government, took and maintained the
title of king, and was the founder of the Hawaiian monarchy. He
died in 1824 and was succeeded by his son. Kamehameha the Sec-
ond, and the crown afterward descended inthe regular line of in-
heritance until 1891, when the late queen, a lineal descendant of
the first conqueror, became the sovereign by the death of her
brother, King Kalakaua.

During the period from 1840 to 1845 the Hawaiian Kingdom
was recognized by the United States, France, England, and other
foreign powers as an independent nation; its capital became the
residence of a diplomatic corps more or less numerous, and has
ever sinee continued to be such. Much progress was made by
this people under the monarchy. e

The natives abandoned idolatry, adopted the Christian reli-
gion and worship, disecarded the costume and eustoms of their
former life, engaged in commerce and agriculture, gradually ac-
quired many of the traits and usages of European civilization.
At the same time the islandsreceived alarge accession of popu-
lation by migration from Asia, from Europe, and especially from
the United States. g

The Hawaiian monarchy, absolute at first, was much modified
by these internal changes. It became in later years constitu-
tional in form, with a legislative body of two chambers, one of
which is chosen by the votes of the people, a cabinet, and organ-
ized departments, with a seat of government located at Hono-
lulu, where the first King had fixed his residence.

The personnel of the monarchy had meanwhile somewhat de-
clined. The descendants of the race of Kamehameha did not
retain ifs old prowess, prudence, or vigor. Dissatisfaction with
the administration of public affairs was rife in 1892, especially
among the foreign element of the population, which had become
numerous; wealthy, and influential, and at last culminated in
open revolt against the royal authority.

On the 17th of January last the Hawaiian Republic was pro-
claimed, the Provisional Government was organized, took pos- -
session of the public buildings, archives, and other property
without resistance, and has held undisturbed possession ever
since. The revolution was as bloodless and peaceable as that
which deposed the Emperor Dom Pedro in Brazil, or that which
brought about the fall of Louis Philippe in France and the re-
public of Lamartine.

Nevertheless, as it was in the instances mentioned, soim this
itris a fact accomplished. This Provisional Government thus
established was recognized by the American minister resident
a very short time after it had been proclaimed, and the same
action has been taken by the representatives of other foreign
governments who maintain legations at Honolulu.

The recognition of a government de facto has always been
accounted an act of the gravest moment.

It iz an act of one power; supreme and sovereign, respecting
the existence of another of a like character. It can not be re-
vised except upon the supposition ef a power paramount, which
is contrary to the postulate of sovereignty itself. _

It follows, then, that although recognition may be deferred,
although it may be withheld for further advisement or it may
be altogether denied, yet once granted it is a finality; like the
word spoken, like tha arrow sped, like the shot fired, it is beyond
recall. Recognition may cease after it has been given, but it
ceases only when another government arises and displaces the
one which had before been acknowledged.
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The force of the act of recognition is nof at all affected bi;ha‘:

form of the new government, or by the means which may have

been used to establish it. 'Who has forgotten what Vietor Hugo

called ** Thecrime of December,” the coup d’étai of Louis Napoleon

in 1851, by which the republic was destroyed and the empire

built upon its ruin? Yet the United States recognized the em-
ire so constructed, and for almost twenty years continued to
eal with it as the Government of France.

By the events of last January President Dole became the head
of the Provisional Government. He is the recognized chief
magistrate of the Hawaiian people. He is oneamong the rulers
of the earth. He ranks in degree with the President of this
Union, with the daughter of a hundred kings who sitsenthroned
at Windsor,

Tt is teue the territorial extent of the new republicis notgreat,
but its arable ares is as large as that of Switzerland—the most
ancient of existing commonwealths. !

It very much exceeds that of Attica, the most famousrepublic
of antiquity. Honoluluwith itsadjacent territory is much larger
than any of the free cities with their appendant lands, which
toward the close of the feudal era gave to the Teutonic race its
first lessons in civil, political, and commercial liberty.

These free cities were within their ownlimits independent—
cosmopolitan also in their population. Strangersand foreigners
were welcomed to the various guilds, were admitted to the civie
franchises, enrolled in the mj%itary force, lived and labored in
all respects as natives. Honolulu is just such a capital, com-

d of many nationalities, containing an element well versed
E)?fil the arts and interests of civilization. :

The adjacent lands are inhabited by a native race—docile,
- tractable, very amenable to law, not averse to labor, tilling a
fertile soil, worthy and capable of yet greater progress. Why
may not this metropolis with its adjacent lands continue to be,
and rejoice in being, the free city of the Pacific; the site of a
republic truly ocean-bound?

The independence of the Hawaiian nation was guaranteed by
France and England as early as the treaty of 1843 in these
terms:

Har Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire-
land and His Majesty the of the French, taking into consideration
the existence in the Sandwich Islands of & government capable of tg:;ovmi
for the regularity of its relations with foreign nations, have ught it
right to engage réciprocally to consider the Sandwich Islands as aninde-
pendent state, and never to take possession, either directly or under the
titl= of a protectorate or under any other form, of any part of the territory
of which they are composed.

The signatory powers have always observed and the United
States has carefully respected it, though not a. party to it, de-
claring at the same time that it constantly preferred Hawaiian
independence. Thus Mr. Webster, Secretary of State, says in
18:2, the year before the conclusion of the treaty which I have
quoted:

The United States, therefore, is more interested in the fate of the islands
and of their Goverament than any other nation can be; and this consideration
induces the President to be quite to declare, as the sense of the
Government of the United States, that the Government of the Sandwich
Islands onght to be respected; that no power ought either to take posses-
sion of the islands as a congquest or for the purpose of colonization, and that
no power ought to seek for any undue contrel over the existing Govern-
ment, or any exclusive privileges or preferences with it in matters of com-
merce.

And Mr. Bayard took the same ground in 1885, in his note to
the British Government, explaining the concession of Pearl
Harbor, ‘‘ that this contained in its terms nothing to impair the
political sovereignty of Hawaii.”

Mr. Blaine made the following statement in 1891 on behalf of
the Government of the United States:

It firmly belleves that the position of the Hawalian Islands, as the key to
the dominion of the American Pacific, demands their benevolent neutral-
ity, to which end it will earnestly cobperate with the native Government.

These relations, mutual and general, between the United
States, other countries, and Hawaii have been of long standing,
recognized by all nations, and are in full force to-day, and they
are as applicable to the new republic as to the old monarchy.
Hawaiian sovereignty may have been somewhat protected by
international jealousy, but it is protected yet more by interna-
tional indifference. Foreign governments have shown no de-
sire at any time to acquire the sovereignty of the islands or the
corresponding duties and responsibilities which would accom-
pany such dominion.

A very formal and elaborate protectorate on paper was estab-
lished during the reign of the first Kamehameha by nal
negotiation it is said between that King and George III, the
King of the Hawaiian monarchy being then in London. The
British Government never approved of it and never took any pos-
session or exercised any rights under it whatever, disc

what they stated would be the difficulties which would meet a | ing submitted for or against annexation to

European power stationed there as sovereign, or even in the ca-
pacity of a protectorate.

For many months—I speak now in respect of the protection
afforded by international indifference—a treaty of annexation has
been pending here before this body and in this Capitol. No word
of objection or dissent by any foreign power has been made
thereto, and no foreign power has done so much as to ask a word
of explanation. When we bought Pearl Harbor, in the Sand-
wich Islands, the British Government addressed a note to the
Secretary of State, then Mr. Bayard, asking an explanation of
the transaction; but here is a treaty pending for months, having
in view the absolute annexation of the whole group to this Union,
and not a foreign government has said a word or addressed a
nﬁi_:u to any officer of this Government with respect to such acqui-
sition.

Indeed it is very clear from this unanimous attitude of silence
that the civilized powers interested would, if we were content
with its propriety or justice, be gratified if we should assume the
sovereigntinof the Sandwich Islands. They would then have,
what they have not always had—a tribunal permanent and re-
sponsible, to whom might be submitted the very difficult and
delicate commereisl and maritime differences which often arise
at the ports of these islands.

Letus believe that the same sfability and permanency may be
realized from. the rise of the new government. The autonomy
of the Hawaiian country is not only secured by treaty, guaran-
teed by general acquiescence, but is at this time supported by
&hoa good will and friendly offices of the whole society of na-

ns.

There is nothing in the way of Hawaiian national advance-
ment, there is nothing of obstruction to their peaceful and pros-
perous progress, except those difficulties which ordinarily make
the problems of siatesmanship which time and patience may
solve, which a wise and just ruler may compose or overcome.
No protectorate can add anything to the préstige.of the new
government. Annexation would erase and destroy it.

The annexation of one nationality to another pecessarily de-
stroys the nationality of that annexed—itis merged intoanother,
it henceforth pears from among the list of nations.

Those great writers, the international statesmen of the world
who have from age to age recorded and compiled the practice
and usages of nations, and have so formed that code called the
law of the nations, have always represented the extinction of a
gaﬁﬁ:;:; a misfortune, a great catastrophe, to be regretted and

e ;

lgubl-ic opinion among all peoples has justified this sentiment.
The extinetion of Poland, though long ago accomplished, is still
keenly felt. The prolonged subjugation and disappearance of
Greece was for many centuries the subject of regret and sorrow,
and how gladly the governments and peoples of the whole eivi-
lized world have weleomed the restoration of Grecian nationality
to which we were all so much indebted, and the return of this
ancient people to their former place in the cirele of the family
of nations. This famig({mis not large: it only embraces now
within the cyele of ordinary international intercourse abouf
forty in number. One of the number, even the least, is missed
from this illustrious society.

Hence what is called annexation, according to the usages of
governments, civilized and enlightened, has been at all times
accompanied not only by treaty, but by some precedent action
of popular national assent and approval on the part of those to
be alfected by it.

Of course, one nation may lawfully acquire territory from
another without such assent or action, as by purchase or by-ab-
solute right of conquest, as we ourselvesacquired itfrom France
and Mexico. But these acquisitions did not touch in any way

-the national life or existence of the nations from which they

were made. They only changed the condition and allegiance of
the portion of the countries ceded.

The able or voluntary merging of one nation into another
is a thing of rare occurrence. In modern Europe perhaps the
instance most nearly approaching our idea of annexation was
the addition of Savoy and Nice to France in 1860. At the close
of the war jointly conducted by the Emperor Napoleon and the
King of Sardinia against the Austrian possession and dominion
in [taly,the joint victorsin that contest, at perfect amity with
each other and having the absolute right of conquerors, desired
to readjust national boundaries and to change in some degree
the map of Southern Europe; in the language of the time, *‘to
rectify the frontier.” It was therefore proposed that Savoyand
Nice, provinces theretofore of the Italian Kingdom, should be
ceded to France, but this was made conditional expressly upon
the prior assent of the people concerned.

A lglcettiaiscite was ordered, and on the 15th day of April, 1860,
ane on was held in each of these provinees, the question be-
France. A very full
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vote was polled, and a very large majority of the electors voted
in each of the two for annexation, which was accor ly con-
summated, and these countries have ever since been and to-day
are a part of the French domain. ey

The very celebrated instance in our own annals has a similar
history, and is perhaps the only example of the annexation, pure
and simple, of one nation bf another in modern times. Texas
was an independent republic. Its people by their vote—their
ballots, expressed in due form through the legislative and ex-
ecutive departments of their government—tendered with entire
unanimity the offer of annexation to the United States. I have
been told that there werenotfifty personsliving within the vast
dominion of the Republie of Texas who were opposed to annexa-
tion either during the pendency of the treaty or at the time that
the fact was consummated.

The people of this country voted on the same question in its
favor, determining one Presidential electionupon that issue; so
that the annexation of Texas received, as may be said, a double
ratification and assent.

Thus, in accordance with these historic precedents, the first
step, the imperative condition precedent to the consideration of
the proposition of annexation, is the expressed desire and pre-
vious assent of the people of Hawaii.

‘Whatever may be the powersof the Provisional Government—
and I grant that they are full and plenary, as those of the oldest
and best established forms of polity—it can not be assumed that
any government per se, without legislative and popular action,
is authorized to conclude a treaty for its own destruction, and
for the extinction of the nationality which it represents. There
should be concurrent with such treaty offer an explicit priorex-
pression of the popular will before it can rightfully become even
the subject of negotiation.

The fact that this island country is weak, that they are a
feeble folk, neither rich nor numerous, is only an additional rea-
son why the Government of this nation should exhibit toward
it the deference and delicacy of treatment demanded by the
highest principles of justice and fair dealini.

The question isnot whether Hawaii is weak or strong, whether
it be powerful or otherwise; but whether its people have solost
their attachment to their own nationality as to be ready and
willing to abandon. their national life and being and to merge
the same into ours. Let this be first determined by a free ballot
of that population under their own laws. They instituted the
ballot many years ago and they are accustomed to its use.

There is a native population in the islands of about 40,000.
They are not illiterate; they are not ignorant. A very large
majority can read and write both languages, English and Ha-
walian, and they take avery livelg and intelligent interest in the
affairs of their own country. This is an element which on the
proposition of annexation is to be consulted prior to any other;
1t must accompany any treaty; and any treaty which had been
made without consulting this element was properly withdrawn
and ought never to have been entertained. :

There is another reason of the gravest character why consid-

eration at this time of the proposal of annexation is inopportune
and premature. It is believed by many, it has been extensively
bruited and widely credited, that the late minister of this coun-
try at Honolulu, Mr. Stevens, was a participant in the Hawaiian
revolution, aided and abetted its promoters in the formation of
the new government and in the subsequent proffer of annexa-
tion. : - .
It is quite clear that this opinion is entertained, and thatit has
been expressed in the most public and official manner by the
present Chief Magistrate of the United States and by the Secre-
tary of State, specially in charge of our foreign affairs and rela-
tions. Proper respect for the opinion of those in administration
of the executive department of this Government must give us
pause in this fransaction, when it is charged that the public rep-
resentative of the United States in a foreign country became
the accomplice of those engaged in the design of overthrowing
the government to which he had been commissioned. Such an
offense is a high crime and misdemeanor against the law of na-
tions, against the confidences and intercourse of the civilized
world. ;

No nation, whatever may be its greatness and authority, can
create an ambassador or minister. Two must concur therein.
One government may send a person duly appointed and com-
missioned, but the government to which he is sent must receive
him before he becomes such.

The act of receiving is as free and independent as the act of
sending, If the government to which he is sent declines to
receive him, this is no breach of amity nor cause of guarrel.
The aet of refusal may be with or without reasons given,

The act of reception alone fully attests and recognizes his
diplomatic character. This dual condition of his creation im-
plies ¢bligations upon his part of a similar character. His most

important and active duties are due to the country which he
represents, '{et. he has duties more passive and negative in their
kind, though of as binding obligation, to the government whereto
he is sent. He owes to the government to which he is acered-
ited, to its laws, customs, and course of administration, respect-
ful acquiescence, deference, and assent. Itis bacause of his pre-
sumed sense of obligation to thess requirements that he is
received.

Upon this subject the Nestor and father of international law
holds the following langusge—and all writers upon that topic
concur:

The Inviolability of a public minister, or the protection to which he has a
more sacred and particnlar claim than any other person, whether native or
foreigner, is not the only privilege he enjoys. The universal c}:r&ctlce of
nations allows him moreover an entire independence of u;gh:luris iction and
authority of the state in which he resides, * * 8 independency
of a foreign minister is not to be converted into licentiousness,

It does not excuse him from conforming to the customs and laws of the
country in all his external actions; so far as they are unconnected with the
object of his mission and character he is ind-pendent, but he has not a right
to do whatever he pleases. * # * He must not avail himseif of his inde-
pendency for the purpose of violating these laws and customs. He should
rather punctually conform to them although the mazistrate has no compul-
BOry power over him, and he is especially bound to a religious observance of
the rules of justice. As to what con-erns the prince to whom he is sent the
embassador should remember that his ministry is a ministry of peace and
that it is only on that footing that he 1s received.

is reason forbids his engaging in any evil machinations. Lethim serve
his own master without injuring the nce who receives him. It is a base
treachery to take advantage of the inviolability of the embassadorial charac-
ter for the p e of Ellot-ting in security the ruin of those who respect that
character; of clandestinely injuring them, or of amberol.lluﬁ or ruining their
affairs. What would be infamous and abominable in a private guest, shall
that be allowable and becoming in the representative of a sovereign— Fat-
tel, chapter 8, title Am.

It will be observed, Mr. President, how felicitously the analog
is drawn between the position of a visitor at a private house a;i
a public representative residing in a foreign country. They
stand on the same footing, as they should; for, sir, when you ap-
proach a man’s house. it may be the humblest home, and knock at
the door, and are bidden to come in and enter in that manner,
there is a tacit obligation, known of all men, that in coming you
bring and in departing gou leave your peace upon that house
and upon all them that dwell therein. F’eersons acting differ-
ently are not counted as true men. ‘‘Asspies,to sse the naked-
ness of the land are ye come.”

The minister should be a careful observer of, but not at all an
actor in, the publicaffairs of the country where heis temporarily
msgﬂfgﬁ. Especially does this rule of conduct obtain in times of
political commotion, in periods of revolution, either threatened
or actual. He must observe thorough impartiality between
hostile Earhies inthe country of his residence. Hecannotright-
fully take sides, much less can he take arms or use the same for
or againsteither party. These are elementary principles of the
law regulating diplomatic intercourse.

Now, it is clear from the tenor of the very curious account
which Mr. Stevens has given of his official conduct in Hawaii
during the recent revolution thers, to be found on pages 177 to
181 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of date 14th of December
last, that he fully understood this law laid down by Vattel and
was well acquainted with these principles.

The relation which he gives of the events of the Hawaiian
revolution is manifestly not that of an enemy. He speaks in the
highest terms of eulogy of the conduct of its promoters, and
glows in the account of its result as having given them the best
government which these islands have ever enjoyed; yet he
earnestly disclaims having taken any part in this action of vthers
which he so much commends. He is convinced, he is well per-
suaded, that certain persons in a foreign country may do some
things, with greatest credit to themselves, which an American
minister could not do and could not lawiully ba concerned in.

The minister claims to have acted only as the neutral repre-
sentative of a foreign friendly power. I‘;o the facts in the case
place and keep him in this position?

The first document, as far as known, ever issued by the found-
ers of the Hawalian revolutionary government was a letter di-
rected to the American minister by name, signed by the mem-
bers of the committee of safety, and dated January 16, 1893,
before the first Il;_aublic step had been taken in their proceedings.
" I will ask my friend from Georgia to read it for me.

Mr. GORDON read as follows:

HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, HONOLULU, January 16, 1598,

SIR: We, the undersigned. citizens and residents of Honolulu, respect-
fully represent that, in view of recent public events in this Kingdom, cu'mi-
na n the revolutionary acts of Queen Liliuokalani on saturday last,
the ipuhlic safety is men: and lives and property are in peril, and we ap-
peal to you and the United States forces at your command for assistance.

The Queen, with the aid of armed force and accompanied by threats of
violence and bloodshed from those with whom she was acting, attempted to
proclaim a new constitution; and while prevented for the time from accom-
plishing her object, declared publicly that she would only defer her action.

This conduct and action was upon an occasion and under circumstances
which have created general alarm and terror,
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We are unable to protect ourselves without aid, and therefore pray for

th.a protection of the United States forces. HENRY E. COOPER,
F. W. MCCHESNEY,
W. C. WILDER,
C. BOLTE,
A. BROWN

WILLIAM O. SMITH,
HENRY WATERHOUSE,
THEO. F. LANSING,
ED, SUH
L. A. THURSTON,
JOHN EMMELUTH,
WM. R. CASTLE,
J. A. MCCANDLESS,

Citizens® Commiltee of Safely.
His Excellency JOHN L. STEVENS, =
American Minister Rezident.

Mr. TURPIE. [ am very much obliged to the Senator from
Georgia. i

Was ever a revolution before begun with such a patent, open,
notorious acknowledgment of its want of power to sustainitself?
“ We appeal to you, to the United States forces, for assistance.
We are unable to protect ourselves. We therefore pray for the
protection of the United States forces.” {

‘Why was such a message sent at all, and why was it sent to
the American minister? A committee of publiec safety inaugu-
rated the government of the national defense in Paris after Se-
dan and the fall of Napoleon, but they sent no such message to
Minister Washburne, ; 3

Those who attacked the Government of Balmaceda in Chile
were surrounded by armed enemies, by life and property endan-
gered, wholly without police or legal forces. Did they send
such a message as this to Ministar Egan? Did Admiral Mello
bagin his attack upon the Governmentof the Republic in Brazil
with such a letter to the American or any other foreign minis-
ter?

The very philosophy of revolutions is that the promoters
thereof do not la.ck,%ut do have and hold, the power to protect
themselves and their adherents, to discharge all the ordinary
functions of government for the security of life and property,
and to place the administration of affairs upon new lines of right
and justice better than those of the old régime.

There is only one explanation possible of this very singular
missive. The men who sent it knew beforehand that it would
be received, and that their request for assistance, the assistance
of the United States forces, would be granted. Minister Stevens
says he received and read this letter, and that he made no re-
sponse. X

pBut. in this he is mistaken. He qrdered the United States
marines from the man-of-war Boston, then in the harbor, fo land.
They landed fully armed and eqluipped for active service, and
with a train of two pieces of artillery they were marched under
the direction of the minister to Arion Hall, a strategic point
near the Hawaiian capitol, the same Government building which
this committee entered and took possession of the next day,and
from the front steps of which they read the proclamation estab-
lishing the Provisional Government.

I have called Arion Hall a strategic point. I do so upon the
authority of a very brave and skillful officer of the Navy, having
long experience the service and especially in those seas.
will take the liberty of asking my friend from Georgia to read
the letter of Admiral Skerrett.

Mr. GORDON read as follows:

UNITED STATES STEAMSHIP BOSTON,
FLAGSHIP OF THE PACIFIC STATION,
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, May 20, 1593.

Sir: I haveexamined, with aview of inspection, the first occupied
by the force landed from the United States steamer Boston, and known as
Arion Hall, situated on the west slde of the Government building, The po-
gition of this loeation Is in the rear of alarge brick building known as Music
Hall. The street it faces is comparatively a narrow one, the building itself
facing the Government building. In my opinion, it was unadvisable to
locate the troops there, if they were landed for the protection of the United
States citizens, being distantly removed from the business portion of the
town, and generally far away from the United States legation and consu-
late-general, as well as be: distant from the houses and ences of
United States citizens. It will be seen from the accompanying sketch that
had the Provisional Government troops been attacked from the east, such
attack would have placed them in the line of fire.

Had Music Hall been seized by the Queen's troops, they would have been
under their fire, had such been their desire. It is for these rea%ons that I
consider the positlon occupled as illy selected. Naturally, if they were
landed with a vlew to support the Provisional Government troops, then oc-
cupying the Government building, it was a wise choice, as they could enfi-
lade any troops attacking them from the palace grounds in front. There is
nothing further for me to state with reference to this matter, and as has been
called by you to my attention—all of which is submitted for your considera-

tion.
Very respectiully,
a0 3 J. S. SKERRETT
Rear-Admiral, United Sfatelh‘aw.
Commanding Uniled States Naval Force, Pacific Station.

J. H. BLOUNT,

DUnited States Minister Plg?atmliary .
1 and Envoy raordinary, Honolulu, Hawaiirn Islands.
Mr. TURPIE. Minister Stevens, in that ﬁispatoh'to which I

XXVI—145
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have alluded, which is placed in the record, gives a very long
picturesque detail as towhy Arion Hall was selected as the place
for posting the troops on the evening of the disembarkation. He
would have us believe that it was an accident. Mr. President,
it was accident very curious: it was an accident of extreme duo-
tility, much prolonged. This accident lusted quite a while. It
continued to occur for two days and two nights, until the Pro-
visional Government had been proclaimed, recognized, and
established. Not until after that did the accident happen fo
cense.

These troops were landed fully armed and equipped. The
committee had asked of the minister the assistance of the United
States forces. This was the response. Action is stronger than
ink. Mr. Stevens says he ordered the troops to land for the
purpose of protecting life and property. Whose life and whose
progerty‘? The life and property of those of the committee of
public safety, who had engaged in the design of overthrowing
the Government to which he had been accredited?

Mr. Stevens says there was for two days no government in
Honolulu. If this were true it did not destroy the sovereignty
of the-‘Hawaiian people; it did not abrogate the treaty relations
between Hawaii and the United States. The government is
neither the people nor the nation of a country. It is only
the representative of such people and of such nation. Suppos-
ing there had been no government in Honolulu for twodays, did
thatauthorize the American minister to make one, or to be con-
cerned in its formation?

Then Mr. Stevens goes on with Veliy lengthy magniloguence
to have us infer that these two days of interregnum was a very
extraordinary and unexampled thing. It is the mostcommon,
the most ordinary occurrence. Whenever revolutionary condi-
tions obtain, it is usually much longer than two days. Within
the memory of living men it has been many days in Paris, the
capital of one of the chief nations in the world. I allude now to
the time of the flizht of Louis Philippe and his deposition, and
to the fall of Napoleon after his captivity, after he was taken by, .
the enemy.

Two days is a very short interregnum. There is always this

riod of political oscillation between the parties, one of whom
is striving to enterand the other is striving to resist ouster from
the seat of authority. It is awell-known signal of revolutionary
crises. But what principle is there in international law, or
what precedent is there in the action of any ambassador from
any civilized country at any time for taking such a period for in-
terference with the domestic affairs of the government where he
resides? On the contrary, the law is plainly laid down that at
such a period his attitude should be one of absolute, impartial
indifference.

Why, sir, this interregnum is a period when that official class
who hold the offices under all governments and all forms of gov-
ernment with elastic allegiance—even this class is at a loss.
They do not find the men to report to, they do not know to
whom to direct their correspondence, and the official files are
lumbered with unconsidered matter until a master appears at
the head of the new government, the government de facio. This
inte um is that period made sacred by the right of revolu-
tion, defined in the great Declaration, the right of the people at
any time toalter or abolish theirform of government, amggo adopt:
another better calculated, as they may deem, fo secure the
safety and happiness.

Such was the right of the people of Hawaii during that ve
period. It wasa right not to be questioned. not to be denied,
not to be defeated, not to be interfered with by any American,
and, above all, not to be interferred with by an American min-
ister or ambassador.

Mr. Stevens says he disembarked these forces ‘‘ to preserve
the and public order.” Is the United Statesc ed with
the duty of keeping the peace and preserving public order in all
the countries to which we send diplomatic representatives b
IJrevent.ing civil war therein, by a display of overwhelming mil-

tary force in aid of the combatants on one side or the other of
such contest? !

There is no rule of the law of nations which justifies or re-
quires such an intervention bﬁ any foreign minister, or which
recognizes the existence of such an international police. This
interpretation of the law would involve this Government in a
perpetual military crusade around the planet.

Much as I admire and confide in theskill and valor of our mili-
tary and naval forces, I doubt if they would be equal to such an
enormous service. Great as are the pecuniary resources of our
country, they would soon be exhausted by the expenditures of
such an extended. campaign. The protection afforded by our
ministers under such circumstances in a foreign country relates
only to the life and property of American citizens—neutral, non-
combatant—who may claim or be entitled thereto, or to the pub=
lic property of the United States at the consulate or legation.
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The maintenance of peace and order relates to the same per- |

sons, places, premises, and subject-matter. Mr. Stevens made
a landing and disposition of the troops at a long distance from,
and with no re‘erence to, such gersuns or premises, or to any
such object as their protection. Mr.Stevens said nothing about
the protection of life and property of our citizens at Honoluluat
the time of the disembarkation of the troops. I amnotspeaking
now of official orders. Official orders under such circumstances
are always and everywhere in the same language, in the same
words. I amnotspeaking aboutthat. They%ave forms for this.
I am speaking of his conference with the members of the revo-
Iutionary committee. He said nothing at the time of that con-
ference about the protection of the life and property of Ameri-
can citizens; he sald nothing at that time about the Japanese
invasion, the English invasion, or the urban perils by night or
day in the eity, to which he devotes so much space in a subse-
gquent account of these events.

It is evident that all these are merely afterpieces of wretched
pretense and of feigned profession, used as a mask to hide the

osser and more indelicate features of his official malfeasance.
%19 troops were landed and posted with their arms and artillery
within easy supporting distance of the armed followers of the
revolutionary committee because the minister of the United
States had previously engaged and undertaken to render this as-
sistince,

I quote now the testimony of a witness, F. W. Wundenburg,
from the report of the special commissioner of the President,
which Mr. Stevens had evidently read when he sent his dispatch
to the Senate. He controverts, or undertakes to controvert, a

reat deal in the report of the special commissioner; but he
goes not controvert one word of the statement which I shall
read. -

Mr. F. W. Wundenburg, a citizen of Honolulu, was an earnest
enemy of the monarchy, a steadfast supporter of the revolution
from the beginning. After the establishment of the Provisional
‘Government of Hawaii he was tendered the lucrative position
of collector-general of customs. During the early days of the
repuhlie he held for it a post of great responsibility.

"This is his statementconcerning the action of Mr. Stevens. I
will ask my friend from Tennessee to read the part in print.

Mr. BATE read as follows:

The committee met at Mr. Waterhouse's residence, aceording to adjourn-
ment, at 7:30 o'clock p. m. of the same day, January 16. The ation of
some sort of government was under n, and it was decided that a
commander-in-chief of the forces supporting the pmﬁgmd NEW government
should be appointed. The position was offered to . John H. Soper, who
demurred, as he did not see any backing whatever to support the movement.
Mr. Soper was answered by membersof the committee that the American
minister would support the move with the troops of the Boston.

M‘J;. b?per still oubutg, ‘Elhos a couple of mthu%goﬁ-;nbm escorted him 3\??;
to the legation, which, wWay, Was oining premises, and the
three came back after a time, reporting that Mr. Stevens had given them
the full assurance that any proclamationef the government put forward at
the government building, or any other building in Honolulu for that mat-
ter, would receive his immediate recognition and the support of the Bos-
ban'gdmau. This assurance seemed tosatisfy Mr. Soper, he accepted the

OIL.
polgnTuasda]' afternoon, January 17, the committee of thirteen, or commit-
tee of safety, proceeded from the office of W. 0. Smith, up Merchant street,
to the Government building, and read the proclamation of a new govern-
ment at 2:40 o’clock, there being practically no audience whatever. As the

g pwcee%eod ta;, dozen or so loungers ga:lherad. &d near meclosgl zl)!
about thirty supporters, variously armed, came running
back entrances of the yard mt{gmued about the com-

the ceremon
m?t. t:;d.o
m A

At this moment the United States troo porary quarters I
therear of the Music Hall (less than 100 ywﬂtg;%m the committeg
stood), appeared ta be under arms, and were evidently prepared for any
emergency.

Mr, FRYE. Can the Senator give the page where that state-
men will be found in the report?

Mr. TURPIE. I will cite the . It is Executive Docu-
ment No. 10, page 21. I will cite the page, and it will be found
in the record, of every extract I read.

Any one, especially a public officer, who engages to support a
movement before it 1s made or accomplished must necessarily
have known the time and place and persons concerned in it, and
the general object and, purpose of the movement.

The assurance was given by Mr. Stevens that he would sup-
port the ‘fmclamntion of the Government. It was given to the
commander of the revolutionary forces. This proclamation of
the Government is the instant turning mement of the rebellion,
since called a revolution; it is the decisive erisis of action; it is
the time when the old régime is crumbling and the new one is
coming forth: it is the time when every motive of public pro-

riefy and every principle of international justice required and

emanded of Mr. Stevens and of every other foreign representa-
tive in Honolulu that the{ should not interfere one way or the
other: yet Mr. Stevens selects this very moment, the proclama-
tion of the Government before it was p before it was
established—selects that time, saying that he will recognize it
and that he will support it with troops from the ship Boston.

It would have been ‘a very incautious thing, a very undiplo-
matie thing, a very perilous thing, for Mr. Stavenstohave made
such a statement even to an attaché of his own legation, or to
an officer in the service of the United States: but for an Ameri-
can minister, on the one hand, to make this statement to a revo-
lutionaryofficer on the other, is more thanineautious, more than
careless, more than reckless. It wasan acteriminative, with no
example, fortunately having no model hitherto in the history of
the United States. We shall have to go back to the middle of
the fifteenth century, amongst the worst men of the worst times,
to find where a public ambassador in a foreign country has made
such an absolute betrayal of his trust.

It appears from the testimony of Mr. Damon, vice-presidentof
the Provisional Government, that the officer named, Col. Soper,
appeared in command of the military forces of the committee
next day, and that they acted under his supervision—those are
the words of the witness—that he massed them, armed, in front
of the-steps of the capitol, where the Provisional Government
was being proclaimed. (Ex. Doe.10, page 31.)

The American minister was thus in communication with the
mvolutlo_m:ry commander, Col. Soper, as with the commander
of the United States marines, and he thus assumed joint direction
of the two forces.

The Hawiian monarchy in the one hundred and third year of
its existence ceased to be, among other causes, for the reason
that the American minister resident had engaged to support and
did su(i)port the revolt against it with the military forces of the
United States.

The inguiry as to whether the new government would have
succeeded withouf this aid is beside the question. This inter-
ference without any authority did occur. The best disclaimer
the most absolute disavowal of it, is the rejection of the pmpoaai
for any further or closer connection with Hawaii. Let the new
government, however formed, proceed in its career. Interven-
tion against it would be at this time as unlawful as intervention
in its favor was when it occurred.

It may be well to examine the statement of Mr. Stevens him-
self upon the point of his action in the premises.

_In a great crime there is an awful power of illumination. It
lights up the conscience of the offender with a glare, showing
the full proportions of the offense.

Here was one in a great public office, in what Vattel calls a
ministryof peace. He had withonta word of warrantor of warnin
made and levied war upon the soil of a friendly power. Hse h.
sought t0 embroil the people of two nationslong bound together
in closest amity. He was loath, very loath, to make confession
of a wrong so grievous. Yet the truth will break bounds and
silence; it will not be disowned.

_In his aceount of what occurred at the time of his proclama-
tion of a protectorate in the name of the United States, which
he asserts was done ‘“at the request of the Provisional Govern-
ment of Hawaii,” he says, in speaking of the flag, *“It re-
mained seventy-five days. During that time all had been
accomplished which had been promised and expected when it
was raised.” (Record, December 14, 78.)

Now, here is an instance where the heart and soul of verity is
unconscinuali expressed—discloses itself in the tense or time of
the verb It is not said **All had been accomplished which
was promised and expected,” but *‘ which had been promised
and expected.” This form of words necessarily refersto prom-
ises which had already been made before the time referred to.
And whohad been the promiserin this compact? Clearly he who*
could perform—the United States minister. And who was the

romisce? The revolutionary committee and its adherents.

r. Stevens takes this method of declaring that he had kept
faith with the revolution, that no promises were broken; that
none of their expectations weredisappointed. What, then, had
been: these promises and expectations? The answer is: “All
thuast l.'ttla;i been accomplished.” What, then, had been aecom-
P .

United States had been Ianded, armed, and with ar-
tillery in support of the anticipated movement on the day be-
fore the revolt. This is one of the things which had heen prom-
isadand expected. The Provisional Government had been rec-
ognized by the Americanminister within an hour afterits proc-
lamation. This also had been promised and expected. Within
two days after recognition the commissioners appointed by the '
Provisional Government had sailed by steamer en route for
Washington, bearing with them a treaty providing for the an-
nexation of Hawaii to the United States. A protectorate had
been proclaimed, wholly without authority, to hold possession
until the annexation could be consummated.

Minister Stevens says it is a very dull diplomatist who is not
aware of the importance of retaining ac possession; and Mr,
President, it is a very dull, unlettered, illiterate pillager who is
not well upon the same point.
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The military force, posted first near the Hawaiian capitol, re-
mained on ahrgra under arms during the whole period of these
transactions. All these things had been accomplished, and ac-
cording to the terms of Mr. Stevens's own statement they ‘‘had
been promised and expected.”

Mr. Stevens says he was distant two thousand miles from the
United States; that there was no ocean telegraph for communi-
cation with his Government, and that he had no instructions.
He had Vattel, he had the Constitution of the United States;
they were lying open before himin the legation library at Hono-

u

The Constitution of his own country, which he was bound at
least to respect, provided that Congress should have the power
to declare war; that the President should by and with advice of
the Senate makeand conclude treaties. Yet this minister, with-
out any action of Congress, or of the Senate, or of the President,
made and levied war by an armed invasion of Hawaiian soil—an
armed occupancy of the same for three months, made and con-
cluded a treaty of protection, and proclaimed a protectorate,
and maintained the same until it was disavowed the home
Government of his own Administration.

The military invasion and oceupancy of the territory of Hawaii,
the self-assumed protectorate,"these insolent and lawless acts of
violence, mark the man, They do very plainly show the man,
but they disguise the minister in strange attire. They exploit
the mission, but they expose the means of annexation—a grue-
some plot, wherein illicit craft, a worse than punic faith, infidel-
itg to the most sacred trust in the most exalted station, fill the
whole dramd with the pollution of their guilty presence.

In his relation of these events placed in the record of Con-
gress before referred to, Mr. Stevens, alluding to the late sov-
ereign of the Hawaiian Kingdom, uses, ten times, the expression,
“The fallen Queen;” and again he says, *‘ The justly dethroned
Queen,” and anon he mentions her as * The laté immoral oc-
cupant of the throne,” and yet again he speaks of *‘ The Queen
and her paramour.”

Are these the choice phrases of official correspondence, or is
this the polished language of diplomacy? It may be said indeed,
in answer, that at the time he used these expressions he hadre-
turned from his mission and had ceased to be a diplomatist. But
did this place him beyond the pale of manly civilify and those
amenities becoming one who had been in such a high and gra-
cious station?

‘Was it necessary for any purposes of state, was it needed for
the maintenance of the Hawaiian Republic or for the success of
the Provisional Government, that he should recur with coarse
and callous iteration to the misfortunes of the discrowned Queen,
or that he should assail the listening ears of Christendom with
his story of the frailty of a fallen woman? For years he had been
the representative of the United States near the courtof the
Hawaiian Kingdom. '

How well we may recollect—how well he may recall—that
day when he was escorted to the palace, ushered with all courte-
ous ceremonial into the throne room and made his bow of pre-
sentation, receiving and returning congratulations upon the
renewal of diplomatic intercourse between the two countries so
long bound together by closest ties of friendship. That day he
saw for the first time her who was for many months to be his
hostess, dispensing the social courtesies and attentions due to
his high position as a privileged and favored guest.

‘Was no voice borne inward to him from afar, no whisper of
remonstrance touching these cruel reproaches against the per-
chance erring daughter, descendant of aonce mighty race, say-
ing, *“Oh, not from youn—not from you should come this vilest
of accusations against woman!”

‘We need not resort to inference for a just estimation of the
minister who indites dispatches of this tenor and fashion. The
official character is self-depicted, self-described. Who would
attempt to touch, to mar,or to amend this full-length, faultless,
perfect portrait of the international spy, ingrate, and outlaw,
drawn in all the dark profusion of its native hues.

Ages ago, Mr, President, the great Grecian moralist had writ-
ten the story of the inhospitable visitor. How a husbandman,
one bitter cold winter day, found in his field a serpent stark and
frozen. Kindlyhe tookitup in his hands, carried it to his home,
laid it upon the hearth before the blazing fire. The wife and
children gathered piteously around the stranger. They watched
it slowly revive in the genial warmth. They saw it move and
turn and fold and twine till, fully coiled, it sprang with poisoned
fangs upon the throat of the husbandman, who fell down dead
and swollen. Stunned with the sudden horror of the scene, the
survivors looked eagerly about them to deseryfthe author of this
fatal mischief. The reptile guest had crept away.

Wherefore, upon candid judgment of the facts set forth in the

papers submitted to us on this subjeet, it will be concluded that
at this time we can not favorably consider either the treaty or
the project of annexation.

That decent respect for the opinions of mankind which we
have cherished from the beginning of our history forbids it,
warns us te stand afar off from this temptation. The United
States can not afford to incur the suspicion of profiting by a
public wrong soabhorrent to the principlesof national justice.

Granting that the acquisition of the aiian Islands may be
ever 8o desirable, it must be attained in a different manner.
It does not become the character or dignity of the great Re-
publie that we should wrest from a comparatively weak and
defenseless people their place and name among the nations of the
earth by stealth, by meansof diplomatic finesse, or by any proc-
ess of furtive legerdemain or gilded larceny sprung from the
bandit maxim, miscalled the policy of success.

No success can attend such a scheme of spoliation. When
we desire to enlarge our national domain by the acquisition of
territory in the Hawaiian Islands or elsewhere, it must come to
us in the open hand, with the palm clean, pure, untainted, or if
it do not come and is taken, it will be taken by the strong arm,
with sword drawn in the eye of day, as lawful prize of war
against a public enemy. Then shall the flag, our flag of the Re-
publie, floatas oft before, in pride and glory over many astricken
%eld, won in battle for the just—for the just, the free, and the

rave.

REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS.

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the views of the minority of the
Committee on Privileges and Elections on the bill (H. R. 2331)
to repeal all statutes relating to supervisors of elections and spe-
cial deputy marshals, and for other purposes, and ask that they
may be printed. Anorderof fhe Senate was made that the views
of the minority should be printed in connection with the ma-
jority report. I find, however, that the majority report has
already been printed, and to avoid delay I request that the views
of the minority be printed separately as Views of the Minority,
Part 2 of Report No. 13.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). The
Senate has already ordered that the views of the minority shall
be printed with the majority report, but the majority report
ha.vin% been printed, the Senator from New Hampshire now asks
that the Senate order that the views of the minority be printed
separately as part 2 of the report. Is there objection to the re-
quest? The Chair hears none, and if is so ordered.

KANSAS AND AREKANSAS VALLEY RAILWAY.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committeeon
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1266) to extend
and amend an act entitled ““An act to anthorize the Kansas and
Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate additional
lines of railway through the Indian Territory,and for other pur-
poses,” approved February 24, A, D, 1891, to report it without
amendment. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be now
considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. HARRIS. Letthe bill be read at length for information.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of an act entitled “An act to author-
ize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate addi-
tional lines of railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur-

s,"" approved February 24, 1831, be, and the same are hereby, extended

ora of three years from February 24, 180, so that said Kansas and

Arkansas Valley Railway shall have until February 24, 1897, to build the
flrst 100 miles of its said additional lines of railway in said Territory.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

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

INVESTIGATION OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS.

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana, from the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. MORGAN on the 10th
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized
and directed to pay the necessary expenses of the investigation b{ the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, including mileage and lawful fees forattend
ance of witnesses, and the employment of a stenographer, in pursuance of
gemg resolution of December 20, 1883, ont of the contingent fund of ;the

Ta
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JANUARY 11,

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes
’Pem‘ in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4
o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor-
row, Friday, January 12, 1884, at 12 o’clock meridian, -

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1894.
DISTRICT COMMISSIONER.

John W. Ross, of the District of Columbia, to be a Commis-
sioner of the District of Columbia.

POSTMASTERS.

Henry J. Connell, to be postmaster at Belding, in the county
of Tonia and State of Michigan.
Jobn Johnson, jr., to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county
of Lawrence and State of Indiana.
Flavius A. Hart, to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county of
Lorain and State of Ohio.
- Frisby B. Logan, to be postmaster at Yuma, in the county of
Yuma and Territory of Arizona.
Arthur F. Watzon, to be postmaster at Cheboygan, in the
county of Cheboygan and State of Michigan,
Eugene E:Douvelle, to be postmasterat Manistee, in the county
of Manistee and State of Michigan.
Adam R. Ebert, to be postmaster at Hammond, in the county
of Lake and State of Indiana.
Ossian H. Cook, to be postmaster at Pendleton, in the county
of Madison and State of Indiana. ;
Thomas J. Davis, to be postmaster at Springdale, in the county
of Washington and State of Arkansas.
William D. Covington. to be postmaster at Lehigh, in the
county of Choctaw, Ind. T.
Edgar A. Smith, to be postmaster at Converse, in the county
of Miami and State of Indiana, .
David A. Fawcett, to be fostmaat.erat Lagrange, in the county
of Lagrange and State of Indiana.
Charles A. Downer, to be postmaster at Northville, in the
county of Wayne and State of Michigan.
George M. Deady, to be postmaster at Bad Axe, in the county
of Huron and State of Michigan.
Jacob Baar, to be postmaster at Grand Haven, in the county of
Ottawa and State of Michigan. 1
Arthur J. Flynn, to be postmaster at Caledonis, in the county
of Houston and State of Minnesota, )
George S, Stout, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county
of Missaukee and State of Michigan. !
John Fanning, to be tmaster at Albion, in the county of
Calhoun and State of Michigan, '
James Elliott, to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county of
Columbia and State of New York.
Edward W. Renkin, to be postmaster at Hooper, in the county
of Dodge and State of Nebraska,
Charles E. Hill, to be postmaster at Malden, in the county of
Dunklin and State of Missouri.
Charles E. Critchfield, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in
the county of Knox and State of Ohio.
Allen T. Cowen, to be postmaster at Batavia, in the county of
Clermont and State of Ohio.
William Bleckner, to be postmaster at Oak Harbor, in the
county of Ottawa and State of Ohio. y
Charles A. Wyckoff, to be postmaster at Celina, in the county
of Mercer and State of Ohio.
Proctor E. Seas, to be postmaster at Orrville, in the county of
Wayne and State of Ohio.
James E. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Van Wert, in the
county of Van Wert and State of Ohio.
John M. Carroll, to b postmaster at Hubbard, in the county
of Hill and State of Texas.
Albertis E. Parmenter, to be postmaster at Scotland, in the
county of Bonhomme and State of South Dakota.
Edward M, Young, to be postmasterat Gambier, in the county
of Knox and State of Ohio.
Henry G. Ellsworth, to be postmaster at Barron, in the county
of Barron and State of Wisconsin. .
Dollie 'F. Thompson, to be postmaster at Pittsburg, in the
county of Camp and State of Texas.
William H. Dickson, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the
county of Red River and State of Texas.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
THURSDAY, January 11, 1894.

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain,
Rev. E. B. BAGBY.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
SCHOOLS IN UTAH.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec-
retary of the Interior transmitting the annual report of the
commissioner of schools for Utah; which was referred to the
Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. '

WAR CLAIMS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of findings in the
cases of the following-named persons against the United States:
J. S. Hays, John "Higgins, W. G. Saxson, deceased; John Staf-
ford, deceased; whiéﬁ was referred to the Committee on War
Claims, and ordered to be printed.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the
following titles; which were read twice and referred as stated:

A bill (8. 411) for the relief of Samuel Collins—to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

A bill (8.335) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned
Fort Maginnis military reservation in Montana under the home-
stead and mining laws for national and other purposes—to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

SCHOONER HENRY R. TILTON.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 901) for
the relief of the owners of the schooner Henry R. Tilton and of
perzonal effects thereon.

Mr. FIELDER. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be al-
lowed to lie on the Speaker’s table temporarily, a bill of similar
%urport having been favorably considered by a committee of this

ouse,

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, this bill will lie
temporarily on the Speaker’s table.

There was no objection.

REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY.

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 there
be printed of the Report of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic
Survey for the fiscal year 1892, 1.500 copies of Part I in quarto form: 200
coples for the use of the Senate, 400 copies for the nse of the House of Re
resentatives, and 900 copies for distribution by the Snﬁﬂﬂmadenb of the
Coast and Geodetic Survey; and 2,800 copies of Part 11 octavo form; 200
copies for the use of the Senate, 400 coples for the use of the House of
Representatives, and 2,200 copies for distribution by the Superintendent of
the Coast and Geodetic Survey.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This resolution is identi-
cal with one which has been reported by the House Committee
on Printing. It isthe usual resolution for the printing of the
report of this bureau. I ask that the resolution be now consid-
ered by unanimous consent.

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con-
sideration of the resolution; and it was adopted.

PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the House resolu-
tion (with Senate amendment) relative to the appointment of a
committee of the House and Senate to consider the personnel of
the Na.;{y.

Mr. MEYER. I ask unanimous consent that this resolution
be permitted to lie on the Speaker’s table.

Mr. ‘FILGORE. Has the resolution been amended by the
Senate?

The SPEAKER. It has been. If there be no objection, it
will remain temporarily on the Speaker’s table.

There was no objection.

SUBURBAN STREET IMPROVEMENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr. COMPTON. T ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (H.R.5102) making appropriations to
provide for the construction of county roads and suburban streets
in the District of Columbia.

The bill was read, as follows:

Beit enacted, elc., That there be, and hereby is, appropriated out of any
funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, one-half to be charged
against the revenues of the District of Columbia, the snm of $48,000, to be
used by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia in the construction
of country roads and suburban streets, as follows:

For grading and regulating Sixteenth street northwest extended, Pros-
pect street, t street, tral street, and Meridian and Ontario ave-
nues, Meridian Hill, $10,000;
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For grading and graveling

Twelfth street extended, from University
Heights to Austin sireet, $,000 :
Forgrading and graveling

'Pennsylvan.la avenue extended and Branch
avenue, #10.000:

alg‘ggﬂ grading and graveling Sherman avenue from Grant avenue northward,
For grading and macadamizing M street extended, between Twelfth street
and Trinidad avenue, $.000: Provided, That the money hereby appropriated
shall be expended by contract, or otherwise, as sald Commissioners may
deem most advantageons to the public interests.
SEC. 2. That the money hereby appropriated shall be immediately availa-
ble.

The following proposed amendment was read:

In line 11, strike out the words * Meridian and Ontario avenues” and in-
sert ** Meridian avenue north of Morris street, and Ontario avenue.”

Mr, KILGORE. I would like to make an inquiry in regard to
this matter.

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman will pro-
ceed, the right to object being reserved.

Mr. KILGORE. Are the improvements provided for in this
bill within the limits of the city of Washington or outside of
those limits? Most of them, I understand, are outside.

Mr. COMPTON. They are outside the limit of the city

roper.

X h‘Fr.KILGORE. So I understand. Then, in addition to that,
the prime motive which inspires this bill is that disposition to
have the Government dispense charity. This appropriation is
to be made as & matter of charity,and that people ouf of employ-
ment may be able to find work in carrying out the provisions of
the bill. Is not that the inspiration?

Mr. COMPTON. Well, Mr. Speaker, conditionally I will an-
SWer yes.

Mr.yKILGORE. And the proposition is to limit the day'sla-
bor to six hours a day, in order that the appropriativn may be
spread out among a larger number?

Mr. COMPTON. That is a question for the Commissioners to
“determine.

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; and they ask that authority and will
have it under the bill. Now, I object to the consideration of the
resolution, because the House adopted in the last Congress a gen-
eral policy about the improvements of sireets and highways in
this %Oistrict and outside of the city limits which was to operate
in the future, and that policy was to charge the expense one-half
to the District of Columbia and the other half to the owners of
the abutting property. Thisresolution doesnot provide for that.
It is a reversal of the general policyadopted by the law; and the
further objection that it is an appropriation for charitable pur-
poses. No question of charity ought to enter into such legisla-
tion,

I object to its consideration,

Mr. GROSVENOR. 1 rise to a question of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is this proposition before the House for
general debate?

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The gentleman from Maryland
asks unanimous consent to consider the bill. =

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Mary-
land allow me a moment?

Mr. COMPTON. I respectfully submit fo my friend from
Texas that he is absolutely unfair in making a statement here
touching this matter on its merits and then refusing to hear a
statement in support of it.

Mr. KILGORE. I have stated my objections, but I did not
refuse to hear any statement the gentleman desired to make in
support of it. I have no objection to thaf. 2

r. HENDERSON of Iowa. Perhaps the gentleman from
Texas will waive the objection he makes, subject to the action of
the Speaker on the point of order.

Mr. KILGORE. What point of order?

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. If the gentleman will consent
that we take the proposition up subjeet to the point of order to
be determined by the Chair.

Mr. KILGORE. Whatis the point of order?

Mr. HENDERSON of Towa. AsI understand it, that it comes
within the provisions of the act providing that the property
owners of tha Distriet of Columbia, owners of property abutting
on the proposed improvement, shall pay half of the expenses.

Mr. KILGORE, But the point of order would not prevent the
House from reversing that principle if it saw proper. I merely
suggested that that was the condition of affairs, but did not make
the point of order.

Mr. COMPTON. The gentleman from Texas has seen fit to
present certain reasons to the House why this should not becon-
sidered, and I ask leave to have an opportunity to reply towhat
the gentleman suggested.

The SPEAKER.

The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- |

the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas upon this proposi-
tion. Is there objection? :

There was no objection.

Mr. COMPTON. In the first place, Mr. Speaker, this is not
an act of charity in any sense of the word. It is nota bounty.
This bill simply proposes to make available at once an amount
for certain purposes, which amount, to be used for said purposes,
will be provided for in the regzular appropriation bill for the
service of the District of Columbia.

Now, the gentleman from Texas talks about charity. Mr.
Speaker, he knows, this House knows, everybody knows, thatan
extraordinary condition of things exists to-day. Business de-
pression exists not only here, but all over the country, and I
might say throughout the civilized world. And the gontleman
knows, and every other gentleman of this House knows, that it
is the part of wisdom, justice, and true statesmanship, by legis-
lation, to relieve that condition as far as possible whenever it is
within the power of the legislative branch of the Government
to do so.

This is no new proposition. I have on my desk six or eight
precedents for just exactly the same appropriations under ex-
actly the same conditions as that we propose to make to day.

Now, in reply to the gentleman as to the assertion that the
policy of the Government has been changed by virtue of the
act approved March 2, 1892, T beg to say that if the gentleman
will turn to that act he will find that every provision of it looks
to future acts of Congress in appropriations for the improve-
ment of outlying strests. I hold in my hand a communication
from the President of the Board of Commissioners in this Dis-
triet, which, if the gentleman will allow me to read, will show
him that every street or road which we propose by this appro-

riation to repair has already been laid out long ago under dif-

erent acts previous to that adopt d in 1892,

Mr. I_flLGORE. ‘What is the date of the laying out of these
streots?

Mr. COMPTON. I can answer that by reading from a letter
which I havereceived from President Ross, of the Board of Com-
missioners.

Sixteeath street NW. extended, from Florida avenue to the north line of
Morris strest, in 1871. This street was widened in 1802, in pursuance of spe-
cial authority granted by Congress (volume 26, page 1068),
mf;;'o?gelcstgtreen. Crescent street, Central street, Meridian and Ontario ave-

Twelfth street extended, from University Eal%hots to Austin street, in 1887,

Pennsylvania avenue and Branch avenue, in 1801,

Sherman avenue, in 1868,

M street extended, between Twelfth street and Trinidad avenne, 1888,

None of these highways were laid out under the provisions of the act ap-

oved March 2, 1883, to provide for a permanent system of highways in the
istrict of Columbia outside of cities.

e JOHN W.ROSS,
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia.

18The gentleman will see that this was done from 1871 down to
91. :

Mr, KILGORE. My statement was that it was only ia the last
Congress that the policy of legislation on this subject was
changed.

Mr. COGSWELL. That policy applied to new streets.

: ‘:111' COMPTON. That policy refers to streets hereafter to be
aid out.

Mr. KILGORE. Outside of the city limits, as I understand,
and there is no more reason why it should apply to the exten-
sion of old streets than to the laying out of new ones.

Mr. COMPTON. But the act to which you refer expressly
provides that it shall apply to streets hereafter to be laid out.

Mr. KILGORE. Have you the act before you?

Mr. COMPTON. I have not, but I have read it two or three
times, and read the estimates very carefully. It has no refer-
ence whatever to streets already laid out.

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest that if this bill
passes, I desire to introduce a resolution instructing the chief
architect to at once take measures to commencs the publie
building at Bloomington, Ill., for which there wasan appropria-
tion made two years ago, in order togive employment to the un-
employed worgmen there who are now in destitute ecircum-
stances.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understinds the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] to object to the eonsideration of the bill,
so that it is not before the House. The Clerk will call the com-
mittees for reports.

The commitiees were called for reports, buf no reports of apub-
lic character were presented.

LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE SESSION.

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, by unanimous consent, leave was
granted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions to sit during the

mous consent to be permitted to say something in response to | sessions of the House.




710

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—HOUSE.

JANUARY 11,

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

Mr. PEARSON, from the Commiitee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they bad examined and found truly enrolled joint
resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to permit the owners of cattle and horses transporting them
into Mexico to reimport same into the United States atany time
within twelve months from date of the passage of this resolution,
and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MARSHALL, one of its
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend-
ment the bill (H. R. 4414) to amend an act approved September
4,1890, authorizing the New Orleans, Natchez and Fort Scott
Railroad Company toconstruct two bridges across Beeuf River in
Louisiana.

The message also announced that the Senate had ?assed with
amendmentthe bill (H. R. 1920) toamend section 4430, Title XLII,
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; in which the con-
currence of the House was requested.

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol-
lowing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re-
quested:

A bill (S.432) fo provide an American register for the steamer
El Callao; and

A Dbill (8. 1378) to amend an act of Co
12, 1890, granting to the Aransas Pass
right to improve Aransas Pass.

THE TARIFF. )

And then, pursuantto the order heretofore adopted, the House
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H.
R. 4864) * To reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Gov-
ernment, and for other purposes,” with Mr. RICHARDSON of
Tennessee in the chair.

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman,I want
to give notice that as there are a great many members who de-
sire to speak upon this question, in order not to be invidious in
regard to anyone, I propose, if I am present, to object in the fu-
ture to any extension of time to anyone.

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow-
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested:

A bill (S. 432)to provide an American register for the steamer
El Callao; and

A bill (8. 1378) to amend an act of Congress approved May 12,
1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Harbor Company the right
to improve Aransas Pass.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has that right without
giving notice.

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I justwant to give that

notice.
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr.Chairman, thisCon-
is the first Congress, and this year is the first year for
thirty-five years, when the Democratic party has had the power
to put on the statute book any statute, or to take from it any stat-
ute put thereon; and it comes to the discussion and legislation of
these great questions under the most adverse circumstances.

Thirty-five years are more than a generation. The education
of so many years is inwrought into the very mental structure of
a nation; and during those years every form of paternalism has
been adopted and approved, defended and advocated in the press,
on the stump, in the halls of colleges, and at the fireside; so that
the generation which is now about to take command has been
raised and educated unconsciously to the belief thatin some way,
under some power, the General Governmentmustlead in all enter-
prises, must aid in all industrial activities, must be the great
banking institution of the country. To it must all turn who are
desirous of doing anything in even the most circumscribed lo-
cality. From it must all persons who enterinto enterprises seek
aid, and on it must men rely for support and assistance.

The theory of the Democratic party is precisely the converse.
.We believe that governments came after men solely to protect
them in their rights of liberty, in their enjoyment of property,
for the due administration of the law, so that justice might be
done, a closer union accomplished, and each, according to his
thrift, his intelligence, his cadpacit-y, and his advantages, obtain
the reward which he deserved.

And yet when we come to make practical these principles we
are met with all sorts of aphorisms,and into our teeth is thrown
the account of the growth which (iuring these past thirty-five
years has been so marvelous in this rich and new country of ours;
and we are put upon the proof that such a revolution as we favor
could accomplish any good.

And then underneath this, which is probably the most adverse

approved May
arbor Company the

circumstance, there areincidental, and possibly I may call them
accidental circumstances, that render every step more trouble-
some. Weare met with a depleted Treasury. Taxation is nec-
essary to Bu%);g' the deficit in that Treasury. The sources of
supply have been dried up by adverse legislation. Our legisla-
tion upon the currency question has given to the country a pro-
found and widespread uncertainty, which is always followed by
business instability. Paralysis of private enterprise accompan-
ies emptiness of the public Treasury; and every reformismet by
the plea that we need the money, that we must find some other
source of taxation; and the sneers of our opponents are probably
the most effective argument which we have to meet, that in rais-
ing revenue under a bill designed for that purpose we are act-
ually creating a deficit; and yet, in spite of tﬁeae disadvantages,
we have some very great advantages. The very prostration of
industry gives us an opportunity to look at this whole question
with somewhat wiser and calmer eyes than if all wheels were in
motion and all furnaces were aglow.

We see around us some of the results of the opposite policy. I
do not mean to say that high tariff has produced this paralysis
in and of itself: but for some reason the country is in distress,
and for ten months or more that distress has been growing. 1
am usually an optimist; but I do notsee any sunshine for to-mor-
row in our industrial horizon. I see no reason why the distress
of to-day shall not continue through the winter and spring
months, until harvest comes again, when kindly nature furnishes
somethfng that we may sell abroad. When public confidence is
likewise restored and our manufacturers begin operations more
fully we will, of course, come back again to prosperous days.
But, now in these unprosperous days, we in Congress have the
opportunity of studying American industries in distress, Ameri-
can labor paralyzed, and we can better understand why this is and
what is the remedy therefor.

There never was a time when the American people could turn
their attention with. more acute and painful interest to these
great economical questions. In every household men embar-
rassed by debt and unoccupied by labor can turn to wives whose
morrow is full of gloom and discuss from the heart rather than
the head what is the matter and whence shall come relief.
These debates may be dry and prosy here, the statistical tables
may lengthen themselves out into weary figures, but in thehomse
of the poor and unemployed all over America, aye, even in the
parlors of the well-to-do and comfortable, they assume shapes
which are full of life and pathos, and enchain attention; and to-
day all over America they are asking at our hands to do some-
thing. What that something shall be is not so important in the
extent to which it goes as it is the direction in which it goes.

In the Forty-eighth Congress, that great tribune of the peo-

ple, my friend and leader, William R. Morrison, of Illinois, whose
name I never speak without affection and a certain degree of
reverence, began this fight over again, by that tariff bill which
has been sneered at by the capitalists and unlearned, but which
was modeled after the tariff reform measure of the great Robert
Peel. A division in the Democratic party prevented its adop-
tion. In the Forty-ninth Congress he changed front, with a
courage that was equal to his patriotism and with a knowledge
of the subject which has not beens d, came to the conclu-
sion that the foundation of all tariff reform was free raw mute-
rial, so that the manufacturers of America could find a perma-
nent market wherever their fabries might be needed; and he
introduced through the report of the committee a bill based on
{ree raw wool.
, Under the lead of that vigorous and stalwart Democrat, Sam-
uel J. Randall, the It{:({mbliaan party and a minority of the Demo-
cratic party prevented consideration-of that bill; and it looked
as if tariff reform had been blocked. It was predicted in this
House by one of its most obscure members that the vote against
consideration by this House was a vote of intense consideration
in the country; that when we abdicated our right of considera-
tion of the question of taxation the people, in their sovereignty
and individual ecapacity, would take up the question and con-
sider it for themselves. At the beginning of the Fiftieth Con-
"gress, the President of the United States, who had not known
much of these questions, but who had become educated under
the great responsibilifies of that august office, sent in his cele-
brated tariff message, and under the lead of the Senator from
Texas [Mr. MILLS], then chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, this House did pass a tariff bill insuflicient, inadeguate,
but in the right direction. Those who prepared it were the
most willing to admit that it was not all that it ought to be, but
it was a continuance and afurther attempt to carry out the pur-
poses of the Morrison bill.

It was based ugon simple lprinci les of untaxed raw material,
untaxed necessities of life, lower duties on finished fabrics, and
an attempt to restore to Congress the right to tax and take it

away from the manufacturers outside of this Hall. 'We lost the

r
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election in 1888, and then immediately there was a sublime spec-
tacle presented to the world. The defeated party became the
aggressor. The victors were put upon the defense. Our an-
tagonists saw that the current of popular opinion had not
stopped, and this House, under the lead of the Republican party
a.nc{’ with the aid of the Senate and the President, for the pur-
pose of settling this question aguainst popular opinion, of pre-
venting popular judgmentfrom undertaking to enact tariff legis-
lation, not only passed the MecKinley act, but admitted new
States and undertook to settle this question. Thank God, no
question is ever settled wrongly!
In the development of human history and human civilization
there is no settlement that is wrong; and in 1890 the Democratic
ty again took possession of this House. Whether we may not
ve been as determined as we ought to have been is a question
that has now passed into history. We kept alive the agitation.
‘We went to the people upon the principles involved and we won
at the last election and won for the first time in thirty-five years
a President, a Senate, and a House. And inaccordance with the
general popular judgment, my friend, Mr. WILSON of West Vir-
ia, whom I love much as a younger brother, was put at the
ead of the Ways and Means Committee. That committee was
enlarged. It was made to representevery section of thecountry.
Five of its members had helped to frame the Mills bill. The
others had been active and prominentinlegisiation. They have
Kgalaented us-& bill in which they have Eone farther than the
ills bill, farther than the attempt of the Fifty-second Congress,

not so far J)erhapa as I would have gone, for until yesterday I
considered myself the most ultra free trader in this House.
[Laughter.

My friend and kinsman, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, who was born in
mydistriet, and is worthy of his parentage, who spoke here yester-
day, perhaps goes one step farther than I would go, but that
may be because he is some years younger than I, and the con-
servative influencé of twenty years has not had its effect upon
him. [Laughter.] Until yesterday I considered myself on the
outpost of the free-trade Democracy, and therefore [ can aflord
to say that I am not satisfied with the Wilson bill. It does not
represent all of my views. There are things in it that I would
have been glad had been omitted. There are omissions from it
that I am sorry were not sugplied. I would like to have seen
the bounty on sugar repealed. I would have given almost any-
thing to have seen tin plate put upon the free list. =

Even if we had to put a little more tax on whisky, or a little
larger tax on income, or something more on mateches, I would
like to have seen tin plate, which is the very foundation of so
many industries, which is that particular material that turns the
waste of the farm, of the sea, and of the rivers info the rich
products upon which people feed during the winter, and gives
assistance to men in more different vocations than any other
material. I would have been glad to have seen no duty in that
bill higher than 30 per cent. But, take it all in all, it is a step
in the progressive advance by which such reformation has to be
made. It is not for the advance guard—not even for the great
body of the army, that we are to frame our legislation. The
timid, the halting, the doubtful, the uncertain, are our brethren.
The conservative is our colleague; those who feel a divided duty
deserve our consideration. They representconstituencies. We
depend upon voting. 'We can not reverse the decisions of thirty-
five years immediately.

- Great interests clamor at our doors; they have influence.
Great industries think they will be hurt; they have friends.
Therefore it is not so much a question of how much we ought to
do in the end as it is a question of howmuch we can do with the
assistance of our friends, with the support of our party, with the
approval of the conservatives. [Applause on the Democratic

e.] And forone I am willing to remit that question to this
committee, composed of eleven gentlemen from every section of
the country, whofor five months have givenit their earnestand
undivided attention. For myself Tam willing to keep, as I have
kept in every speech that I have made upon this floor, my own
personal record clear. Iam for ultimate free trade. I am for
the possession of the oceans by free ships, freed fromall the nav-
igation laws which now hamper and embarrass us.

I am for taking possession of the great, long seacoast and
making it fruitful by annexing thereto the billows which unite
and do not divide us {from other countries. There is no ex-
tent to which men can go to which I am notwilling to gowith
them. But, on the other hand, I am willing to lag side by side
with my brethren who agree with me on general f’:;inciples. We
are a country of sections,and I am willing to let Louisiana, with
her sugar cane, and the Northwest, with her attemptatsorghum
and beet sugar, come and be heard, and to be tender with them,
so that they may not feel that we have slaughtered them.

I am willing t Connecticut, with her tobacco and various
districts with their peculiarinterests, baheard in our councils—

that we try by mutual concessionsto keep togetherour party; for
it is by our union that weare to carry this reform to its termina-
tion. And when I look at what we have done in eight years,
when I look back and see how we were in 1884, and how we are
to-day—when I see a Democratic Senate at the other end of the
Capitol, a Democratic House here, a Democratic President in
the White House—when I stand on the veryeve of theday when
the election laws are to be wiped from our statute books—when I
see sectional animosities obliterated and thelines which divided
us wiped out—I am willing to be more conservative than I other-
wise might be, asI recall that it is for one country composed of
diverse sections that a national party, compactand consolidated,
isto governin the coming years. [Applause on the Democratic
side.i And therefore, I say tothose Democratic friends of mine
who do not agree with all the provisions of this bill, we can
either heartily and cordially sustain it or frankly point out our
objections, and thus by mutual concession and patriotism reach
an agreement. For myself, it would obtain my earnest advo-
cacy il it had nothing else in if than free raw wool.

I have heard it sneered that this bill does not raise revenue.
Mr. Chairman, no bill for taxation can have for its single oslljd%at
the entire amount of revenue that is needed. We need -
000,000 per annum. Where shall we get it? When we come to
answer that question practically, other and most important
considerations come in. Industries must not be unduly taxed;
activities must not be improperly encumbered with burdens.
There must be other considerations than the mere amount of
money that can be raised on any particular subject of taxation.
We must have a Eroaperous community. - That lies at the foun-
dation of all inquiry, The community which is prosperous can
pay taxes easily. at community which has paralyzed indus-
try can pay no taxes easily. 'What, therefore, is the amount of
burden that any particular section or any particular industry
can bear, is a more importantquestion than tg: amount of money
that can be squeezed out of it.

We are a nation divided, roughly speaking, into two great
classes of laborers—those who are engaged in manufacture, and
those engaged in agriculture. We must, therefore, in laying
our taxes see to it that both of these great classesare made pros-
perous. Our factories are purchasers from our agriculturists:
they are sellers to our farmers. We must, therefore, devise a
system by which the farmer gets a fair price, and by which he
gives a fair price. He must have a marEet. in which to sell; he
must have a prosperous man from whom he can buy at a fair
price. There must be an interchange by which the material
men sell to a prosperous manufacturer from whom they ¢an read-
ily and profitably purchase. So that at the very foundation of

inguiry about taxation is the guestion, what is that system
of taxation which will make our manufacturing enterprises sue-
cessful? How cfn our fires be lighted? How can our wheels be
put in motion? How can our products find a market? And I
believe that the committee has found the true answer—untaxed
material for the laborer to put his sweat into.

I need not goover theargument so admirably put by the chair-
man of our commitfee [Mr. WILSON of West Virginia]. that the
higher wage necessarily accompanies the lower price. The very
progress of civilization may possibly be put into the apothegm
that it has been aseriesof lowering prices and increasing wages.
It is the paradox of economical truth that the lower the product
sells for in times of prosperity the higher is the wage of the man
who makes the product. Cobden never said a wiser thing than
that prosperity based upon plenty is permanent prosperity;
based upon scarcity it is always precarious. The amount and
guality make the true test of the wage. The guantity-=and qual-
ity of the product give the amount that the laborer gets, The
higher the skill, the higher the intelligence; the higher the ca-
pacity, necessarily the higher the wage and the greater the quan-
tity and the finer thequality. ]

- Mg. MARSH. Willthe gentleman allowme to ask hima qgues-
10n:

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Yes, sir.

Mr. MARSH. Is the converse of the gentleman’s proposition
true, that the lower the wages the higher the product?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of %entucky. As a rule, it is not so in
our day, because the lower the wages the meaner is the product:
and the want of good quality gives to it a certain lowness of
price. And therefare—

Mr. MARSH rose.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Let meanswer. There-
fore, the low-priced labor is itself incapable of making a high-

riced article; for he who has to buy that fabric of low-priced
abor buys an article that is necessarily inferior.

Mr. MARSH. What does my friend think about the costly and
magnificentshawls which are made in India? Doeshe call them
a mean and low product?

Mr. BRECKIISRIDGE of Kentucky. As a rule what I have
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stated is true. The gentleman forgets that comparison of price
of wage is an element which is of course to be-taken into con-
sideration. As a rule the very labor which is puf upon those
fabrics is the highest priced labor in the community in which
they are produced, and as to other labor is its superior. What
I do mean to say in the light of the nineteenth century (and he
who denies it is simply lagging in the past) is that the skilled
laborer receives a larger share of the price of the product than
ever before; that his lubor is cheaper to his employer than ever

" before, and his product is, in comparison, lower in price than it
ever was before. To the employer cheaper labor, to the toiler
better wages. to the consumer lower prices. This is the neces-
sary result where the bases of su;;gly and demand have untram-
meled play. This must be true,in the nature of the case, if un-
‘wise and selfish leii‘slat:lon does not obstruct. It is so in spite
of our foolish legislation to an extent that has given much com-
fort and happiness. I care not what you call it. You can now
go from Portland, Me., to California on the best-equip rail-
roads, with every appliance, for a mere song compared with what
it once cost. The comforts of life are in ordinary times every-
where in the hands of the skilled laborer; and to him no tariffs
give anything. Take the locomotive of Baldwin, the sewing-
machine of Singer, the implements and instruments of Rhode
Island, the watches of Waltham; wherever brain and skill enter
into the nec ssity of thé fabric, it goes everywhere without re-
gard to tariff. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Wherever there are skill and intelligence, there is a constant
cheapening of the article and a constant vise in the price of
wages. And this is a truth now so well established that no gen-
tleman who prides himself on any learning or intelligence will
undertake t) dispute or deny. Vanderbilt discovered it when
he bought a railroad rundown, and which could not make mone
at 6 cents a mile on its passenger traffic. He put millions of dol-
lars in it, charged 2 cents a mile for passenger traffic, and by
this means made a great fortune. Stewart discovered it when
he made a multiplicity of sales at small profits, gaining a great
fortune, instead of larze profits on small sales. The mills at
Lawrence understand it, when on millions of yards of calico one-
third of a cent a yard gives them a profit, an amount so small
that it seems to be scarcely appreciable, but when counted by
the millions it makes enormous dividenas for the men who un-
derstand that intelligence and skill combined with quantity and

uality are the representatives of fortune. [Applause on the
%)emocratic side.]

Let us understand, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that when we
give to these men untaxed material, we are giving them what
is necessary to conqu rthe world. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] Gentlemen, we forget that we are 1egislatiu% for seventy
or saventy-five millions of people, soon to be one hundred and
fifty miilions. We forget that we have the richest, the most
forlile land, and the finest advantages nearly in the world. Our
rivers run silently to the sea, when they ought to be melodious
with the sound of commerce-bearing steamers. Our forests are
mere solitudes, when they ought to ba rich with factories to-
day; and the reason that they haye not been established is be-
cause we have chained American labor to the wheel of high
tariff, and have given the commerce of the world to the British
Government. [Applause.]

To-day 12 per cent only of our carrying trade is under ourown
flag. Do as England did forty years ago, free our shipbuilders
from the embarrassments of fariffs, turn the ores of the world
and the forests of the world over to the enterprise of our people,
and you will find that Cramp with his genius will soon be mak-
ing ships that will earry our flag, without subsidy or deadhead-
ism, to every part of the world. The principle that lies at the
foundation of this bill, as it is at the foundation of all our enter-
prised, is: No man has a right to avoid paying his share of our
burdens, and no one has the right to confiscate from the poor
man’s pocket a single cent for the purpose of helping him fo
bear his burdens. [Applause on the Democratie side.]

Let us for once understand that principle and practice brack-
eted together bring wealth in their train. These will T{&'iva us
safe markets; and this, Mr. Chairman, is not theory. e have
seen it tried. We have free raw material in certain things, and
they have always prosper.d. Ninety per cent of our industries
are untouched by the tariff and have always préapered. If is
only when we come to those things which are burdened with
tariff exactions that we find they can not carry themselves with
the same degree of success. I do not mean to say that it does
not give a certain marxet. Indubitably inside of the circle,
within the barrier, the shark can fatten himself on the smaller
fish. But if you give the same shark the wider market, being
an American shark, my judgment is that soon he will feed as
well or better on the foreign fish than he now does on the home
fish in the American market. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] I have not the slighest prejudice—

Mr. WALKER. Will the

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. WALKER. I would like to ask the gentleman who he
alludes to when he speaks of the ‘“Americin shark.”:

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I beg the gentleman’s

ardon. I did not mean to hurt his feelings, at any rate.
Fl.a.ughter and aﬁplause on the Democratic side.\ﬁE

Mr. WALKER. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky if he
considers thal a proper answer to an entirely candid question?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. ell, the gentleman
and I will not quarrel about whether it is or not, as 1 have but
little time.

What I call the American shark is the representative of those
gentleman who took advantage of the peril and distress arising
from a great war; who solemnly came into this Congress and in
the name of patriotism burdened American labor; who, when
things began to assume their ordinary shape and substance, re-
pealed such laws as created internal-revenue taxes, and in-
creased the burdens of tariff taxation; those gentlemen who, in
the secrecy of the conference committee chamber in 1883, passed
a bill that had not received the approvalsof either House of
Congress; those gentlemen who, in the Fifty-first Congress, by
modes and methods I care not to describe, wrote a new bill, writ-
ing into it the provisions that would enrich themselves: those
gentlemen who have purchuzsed ballot boxes, who took the seat
from William R.Morrison by bribery—those are the gentlemen
of whom I speak. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And 1
do not mean to include therein my venerable friend from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. WALKER].

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman now allow me one fur-
ther question?

; Mr, BRE}:’JKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I havenot time to yield
or a speech,

The CHAIRMAN. The
without his consent.
mM?.lg\TALKER. I understand the gentleman from-Kentucky

yield. -

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Eentucky. Does the gentleman de-
sire to ask me a question?

Mr. WALKER. Ido.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I will listen to it.

Mr. WALKER. Being an American manufacturer,and being
one of the gentlemen who helped make these tariffs, I ask the
gentleman from Kentucky if he includes me in the number?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. If you are within the
description that I gave, it is with exceeding great regret that
you have drawn your own picture. I did notdo it. |Applause
and laughter on the Democratic side.] I have said nothing, Mr.
Chairman, that was personally offensive to anybody. I trust
that nothing I shall say will be held personally offensive. If I
have overstepped what would seem to be the boundso! the kind-
est discussion of these questions, no man regrets it more than I,
and surely my sensitive colleague from Massachusetts [Mr.
WALKER] has no reason to be offended at what I said.

Buf, Mr. Chairman, when you go through that great city of
Boston, when you see her great buildings, when you see even
her schools of charity, and when you go deeper and find that
they are based on the tariff on copper, the tariff on this article
and on that, you can not help having in your heart a certain
feeling of regret that those princely fortunes did not rest upon
the golden rule of doing unto others as you would have them do
unto you, instead of upon the principle of getting out of others
something for which you gave nothing in return. [Applause on
the Democratic side.

Mr. Chairman, regretfing this episode in this economic dis-
cussion, I resume.

I represent a district largely agricultural. It is to the inter-
est of my district that taxation should be so laid that labor
should be profitable; for it is ongg when labor is profitable that
th> agriculturist can sell his product at a good price. I repre-
sent a section, nzarly all of whose products have their price
fixed in a free-trade market. The 9,080,000 bales of cotton which
are below me do not represent so much money, my colleagues
from the Northern States, [ beg you to remember. Ineach bale
of cotton is written the paaca of the whits and ths black race,
iswritten thefriendship of those tworaces. Initis enwrapt the
education of th2ir children, the development of that country,
t,helht)pa of its future. The price of that bale is fixed at Liver-
poo

ntleman allow a question?

gentleman can not be interrupted

Is it unjust for those people to ask that when they come to
commute that price, when they want clothing for their children
and food in their houses, when they want homes and education,
that the price of the things they buy shall not be fixed in a high-
tariff market, but that thay may commuts their labor, which is
represented in the cotton bale, into the comforts of life, which
are represented by various materials that shall not be taxed 46 to
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190 per cent out of the cottonon the one hand, to gy for whatthey
neeg‘J on the other hand? Can you not give us better than that?
Our tobacco, enough of it exported abroad for some of certain
qualities to have their prices fixed abroad. Our wheat hus its

rice fixed in Liverpool. Is it asking too much that you give
fo the grower of wheat, cotton, and tobacco, the same market in
which to buy as that in which hesells? When I use the words
 The same market * I do not mean the same locality, the same
walls, I mean it in the higher sense of a market in which the
same prices are to be given. ook

Where is a man’s market, my colleagues? Is it where he buys
or where he sells? I sell cotton at Liverpool, and I buy at New
York. Which is my murket? That in which I hayve sold my
product or that in which I spend my money? If they be pre-
cisely alike, with the same laws, the same burdens, the same
- taxation, it makes no difference: but if in the one I am tolled on
my purchases, and in the other I am burdened on my sales, I
have the loss of both markets and the advantages of neither.

Now, I plead for a home market in its true sense. I plead
that the sweat which is necessary to make a home comfortable
shall buy where it sells, on the same basis and under the same
advantages. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And that is
what this bill does. s L

There is another provision in this bill which, if it was left
alone and everything else in it met with my disapproval, I would
cordially vote for it. It is the change from the specific to the
ad valorem mode of assessing taxation. I know that it is now
considered scientifie for a specific duty to be laid, forin the pres-
ent vocabulary of our friendsscientific taxation means that under
the cover of which there can be a large profit diverted from the
Treasury into the pockets of the manufucturer; but the ad va-
lorem system, with certain defects incapable of being applied to
everything, is a just, reasonable, and impartial mode of taxa-
tion, and I would be inclined as a legislator to tax nothing that
could not be taxed according to the ad valorem system.

The answer to the question as to how it can be done withont
difficulty is one that presupposes that the legislative will can
not be intelligently expressed, and official duty can not be intel-
ligently performed. There is no mode of taxation that an hon-
est and intelligent official can not carry out, and that a legisla-
ture with brains can not formulate into a statute. It is a mere
sham, a pretext for obtaining fraudulent undervaluation; this
whole idea is conceived that specific taxation is necessary. The
enemy of high tariff is undervaluation in the dishonest importer,
substitution and adulteration in the dishonest manufacturer. I
do not mean to say that a!l American manufacturersdo adulter-
ate their goods, but I do mean to say—and I think I proved it
in the last House in the little speech which it did me the honor
to listen to on the wool question—that the shoddy and adulterat-
ing manufacturers of the North had always made money when
the real wool manufacturers had not.

I am not going into that question again to-day: but the ad va-
lorem mode tends to the discovery of false valuation, and there-
fore aids the honest importer, and secures better chance for fair
competition by the honest manufacturer. :

I find my time slip{;ing away, and the question has been put to
me, If you pass this bill, where shall we get our revenue? For
one, I am glad that it makes a deficit. Ifis no obstacle to my
support that the expenses of the Government outrun a reasona-
ble tariff taxation. I am glad we have reached the point when
we have to assort our taxation under the necessities of a deficit.
Where can we raise them? How can they be made lighter?
From what sources shall we find them with least burden to the
community?

These are questions for the country to take up and answer.
These are questions that the Democral%ggarty should solemnly,
seriously, and intelligently consider. ere shall we find our
revenue? With 70,000,000 people, with so rich a country, with
s0 many sources of wealth, where shall we find it? Left to me,
I would probably have found it not where this committee has
found it. I woufd have repealed the bounty on sugar. I would
have temporarily restored a part of the duty on sugar. I would
have increased the duty on spirits, on cigarettes, on cosmeties,
and on various other luxuries; but I am ready to go with them
in the experiment of an income tax; I am ready to try those sys-
tems of taxation that build up no industry at the expense of
another; that burdens no man for the benefit of arival; that can
be taken off without anybody crying that it destroys industries;
where it shall bz a tax, and nothing but a tax; where it shall not
be obscured with the glamor of sctivities; where it shall not be
confused with the ery of laborer’s wages.

I want to reach the day when taxes are taxes which, laid by
the American Congress, can be relieved when there is no further
necessity for the revenues derived from them: when we shall
have burdens as burdens, contemplated as burdens, lightened
when our revenues allow them to be lightened. Call it income
or succession tax, or tax on spirits, or tax on any other thing, I

want it to come, as far as possible, as well considered taxes of
themselves, isolated from embarrassing relafion to industries;
when they will be nothing but taxes, and will have no other con-
sideration than the amount of revenue necessary for the support
of the Government.

Now, Mr. Chairman, having taken more time thanI expected,
1 have only to add, I came to Congress eight years ago with the
hope that the time had come when economic questions could be
discussed dispassionately. I have avoided as far as possible, al-
together I hope, a dizcussion of sectional questions. Whatever
may have boen my past, I look solely to the future, unto a coun-
try in which my children and your children are to work out the
destinies of the greatest people in the world. 1 believe in the
success of federated republicanism. I saw the confederation of
Canada formed from separate provinces, and I hope to live to see
the d.iy when itand we will be united in some organic union that
will wipe out customs lines from the mouth of the St. Lawrence
to the mouth of the Columbia. [Applause.]

I hope to live to see the day when the continent will be one
for freedom,and in that day our children will look back upon
these discussions as we look back upon some of the old discus-
sicns about the relations of the union of churchand state, or the
question of slavery. We have free speech. free thought, free
locomotion, and beyond that, we will have free trade. We will
recognize that the primal curse *‘ by the sweat of thy face thou
shalt eat thy bread,” is the primary right of mankind; that the
right to labor, the right to work, the right to support his fam-
ily, carries with it the right to spend the {ruits of his labor
wherever he wants to, for whatever he pleases, according to his
own will. This is freedom; that he who works has the freedom
to work for whom he pleases without burden, tospend its recom-
pense where he pleases, for what he pleases. And this is the
mission of the Democratic party. e are the friends of the
laboring meu; aye, we are the artisans of toil, in whose nime we
have taken possession of sovereignty, for whose benefit we labor,
whose freedom we will secure, and when the end shall come, in
humble homes that name will be the sweetest that can be ut-
tered. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. RICHARDS ' Mr. Chairman, when the bill under present
discussion was first reported Iexpected toremain silent and leave
the arguments upon it toother gentlemen of this House, but L am
one of those who believe thatin thisgreatest of legislative bodies
there should beno shrinkiuﬁ; thatevery membershould be aman
of decided opinions with the courage to express them,and hav-
ing carefully studied the economic questions now before us, I be-
lieve it to be my duty to myself and to the people of the great
district which I have the honor to represent upon this floor, to
give the reasons which will direct my votes upon the pending
measure, .

The measure before us has long agitated the country and is
bounded by party lines. One’s convictions on the tariff question
determines to a great degree the party to which he belongs.
If a man believes in a high tariff he is a Republican, while if a
man believes in levying only an amount sufiicient to defray the
expenses of the Governmenf “ economically administered” he
is, on that point at least, a Democrat.

But we must not forget the main question before us. Itisnot
one of protection or free trade. It is that of tariff reform. That
was the battle-cry of the Democratic party in 1892. That was
the demand of the people as expressed at the polls that year,
and that is the doctrine that this Congress is called upon to en-
force by appropriate legislation.

Believing in an economic administration of the Government,
and that only an amount of revenue should be taken from the
people necessary to thatend, having a majority in both branches
of the National Legislature, and an Executive of correct opinions
on this question who has so forcibly shown that he has the cour-
age to assert his convictions, now is the time to act.

The people of this country for many years have been unneces-
sarily burdened with taxation, especially indirect taxation, and
seeing the Republican party in virtual control of the tariff barons
they turned tothat great party for relief whose wards have ever
been the common people—the great masses who form the great
bone and sinew of a nation. :

Working with that due caution and deliberation becoming
this great body, aiming not merely to change the tariff, but to
reform it, bringing to bear the learning of those who by special
study have come to be considered authority on the subject, study-
ing the effects of high and low tariff in other countriesas well
as in our own, compiring the conditions under different tariff
acts, not losing sight of other modifying factors, we will not be
justly subjected to the appellation of * tarif finkers,”and the
act we shall pass while not, perhaps, perfect, will stand the test
of time, and insure to the people & measure of prosperity that
can not exist either with a very high or a constantly changing
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THE QUESTION STATED.

A revenue tariff is constructed with the object of raising the
required amount of revenue at the minimum cost to the people,
but with no reference to reducing importation. A protective
tariff has for its primary object a reduction or prohibition of
4dmportation forthe purposeof favoring the home producer, thus
lessening, and in some cases entirely cutting off, revenue.

To accomplish the object of a protective tariff only such arti-
cles as are produced both in our own as well as in foreign coun-
tries are assessed, and in this way the consumer is forced to an
mors for any given article, for he will either be obliged to buy
the foreign article at & price enhanced by the duty or buy the
hom>2article atabout the same price. The price of the protected
article being raised to correspond with that at which the im-

ried article is sold, the home manufacturers thus receive the
gne fitof the protective tariff. ;

But a strictly revenue tariff being raised principally from ar-
ticles that are only produced abroad, the increase of price by
tariii goes into the national Treasury and not to individuals or
corporations. None of our revenue tariffs have, however, been
strictly confined to this class of articles. The best example of a
purely revenue tariff has existed in Great Britain for thirty
years; £100,000,000annually being collected from sixfeen articles,
five of which yield 98 per cent of the whole.

THE HISTORY OF THE SUBJECT.

Before the Declaration of Independence it was resolved by a
vote of Congress, April 6, 1776, to throw open the ports of the
thirteen colonies to the trade of the world. In the language of
Bancroft, ‘‘ absolute free trade fook the place of hoary restric-
tions.” After the Declaration of Independence, during the war,
and time of the Confederation, there was little restriction placed
upon foreign exchange. A treafy of alliance and commerce was
made between France and the United States in 1778, the basis of
which was ““ the most perfect equality and reciprocity.” Our
Governmentendeavored to have some provision concerning com-
merce embodied in the treaty of 1783 with England, but failed to
accomplish if. ; :

During the revolutionary war many industries were started
for the purpose of furnishing our people with articles formerly
obtained from England, whence our supply was cut off. When
the war closed these manufactories £eareg that they could not
endure the competition of England, and if ever protection was
needed it was at this time. Yet we find thatin 1789 we had
manufactories of iron, glass, paper, leather, flax, hemp, copper,
hats, sugar, and cloth, which had become strong and prosper-
ous, notwithstanding ten years of English competition,and en-
tirely without protection or legislative assistance.

When the first Congress convened the first question brought
to its consideration was how to raise money for the payment of
the public debt. The necessity of levying dutics on imported

s was conceded, but protection was the controverted point,
gome thought it better to pay direct bounties or premiums from
the Treasury rather than make the duties protective or prohib-
itory, and thus the idea of a revenue tariff preceded that of a
protective tariff. However, when this our first tariff bill was
passed it had an avowed protecti¥fe principle. It infended to
secure a prosperous start to our infanf industries. Itwasa very
mild bilf,1 the duties on the whole list averaging about 8 per
cent, and it was to end in 1796; but instead of ending in seven

ears it lasted twenty-seven years and underwentseventeen mod-
cations. \

This brings us to 1816. During the latter part of this period,
the nonintercourse act and the war of 1812, by shutting our ports
to foreign goods, greatly stimulated domestic manufactures, and
to perpetuate these industries the tariff of 1816, sometimes called
“the Calhoun tariff,” and which is generally said to mark the
beginning of a distinctly protective policy, was passed. Its high-
est rate of duty was 20 per cent, and this increase over previous
acts was caused by theheavyinterest onthe publicdebt incurred
by the war.

After the crash of 1819, a stronger popular movement for pro-
tection set in than had been known before. This demonstrates
a disposition, alwaysprevalent in the popular mind after a finan-
cial crisis, to seek in legislation a remedy for its consequences.

At this time the interests of the different sections began to be
manifest, and the protective movement was strongest in New
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Kentucky. These
were the great agricultural States and felt most keenly the
loss of a foreign market for their products and were desirous of
& home market. New England was divided, and the South hav-
ing changed its views since 1816, was now strongly against pro-
tection. The clashing of the different sections caused the fail-
ure of the bill for increased dutiesof 1820.

A profective tariff was passed in 1824, carried mainly by the
Western and Middle States, party lines having nothing to do
with the gquestion. At this time the manufactures of cotton
goods were in such prosperous condition that they did not de-

sire increased protection. John Randolph said in the debate
upon this bill, ““The merchants and manufacturers of Massa-
chusetts and New Hampshire repel this bill, while men in hunt-
ing-shirts and deer-skin leggings and moccasins on their feet
want protection for home manufactures.” And this prosperity
and firm establishment of cotton manufactures was due more to
the introduction of the power loom than to protection, for not-
withstanding the continued protection, they were never iu so
rous a condition before.

Although the encouragement given the woolen manulactures
was very moderate, yet, after the crisis of 1819, this industry
also developed, and the introduction of machinery had about the
same effect upon it as upon the cotton manufactures, and during
the period from 1821 the number of woolen factories greatly in-
creased, especially in New England. Thus we find that both the
cottonand woolen manufactures were firmly established and in no
need of protection some years before 1828, Yet in that year the
strongestand mostcomplicated protective tariff bill so far framed

was Ez:ased.

What was accomplished for cotton and woolen manufactures
by the introduction of machinery, including the power loom,
was, some years later, accomplished for iron manufactures by the
discovery that anthracite coal could be used in the blast furnace.
A patent for this process was taken out in 1833, and was in ex-
tensive use before 1836, leading to arapid increase in the produe-
tion of iron.

Thus in the development of these three great industries we
see that other factors besides tariff enter into the question of
their growth. The tariff of 1823, called the ** tariff of abomina-
tions,” did not long continue in operation. Some of its provi-
sions were changed in 1830, and another tariff act was passed in
1832 doing away with the objectionable features of the ‘‘abomi-
nation tariff,” making the protection about the same as in 1824,
But public opinion was adverse to even so modified a form of

rotection, and in 1833 the compromise tariff act was passed.
his bill provided for a gradual reduction of duties to 20 per
cent. It went into effect, popular sentiment in faver of protec-
tion disappeared, and the compromise tariff lasted for nine

ears. ¢
z The tariff of 1842, called the ** Whig tariff,” was strongly pro-
tective, and was a purely political measure. It lasted but four

ears, when the tariff of 1846 was passed by the Democrats,

his tariff, called the ** Walker tariff,” from the fact of its hav-
ing been framed by Robert J. Walker, Secretary of the Treas-
ury under Polk, is often spoken of as a free-trade measure. It
was not, although it discriminated between articles that could
and those that could not be produced in our own country. Itwas
a revenue tariff with incidental protection. In this tariff the
theory was i)roved to be true that moderate duties yield large
revenues. It produced so large a revenue that in 1857 there was
found to be a surplus in the Treasury; and for fhis reason all
parties were agreed to a further reduction of the tariff. Thisis
said to be the first tariff legislation since 1816 that was not af-
fected %{ a]jolitics.

The Walker tariff lasted fifteen years—longer than any tariff
in the whole history of the country—long enough to demon-
strate the effect of a revenue fariff upon the condition of the
country. Though new tariff acts were passed frequently, they
all, from 1816, had been &)mbective in principle. And in making
a comparisonof the condition of the country under the two kinds
of tariff we may consider the time from 18186 to 1833 as one con-
tinued period of protection. That the result of the comparison
is in favor of the period under revenue tariff can not be denied.
That this was the most prosperous period of our histery has heen
acknowledged by both parties from that time to the present.

The tariif of 1546 produced such good results that, as we have
seen, by 1857 the Whigs were willing to unite with the Demo-
crats and vote for a still further reduction. Theysaw the great
prosperity of the country and were honest enough to acknowl-
edge the low tariff as its main cause. That other factors also
entered into this condition, we do not deny; but that the
werae only secondary is abundantly proved by the fact that bot
parties acknowledged the tariff asthe cause. Letme quote from
some prominent men on the other side. Senator (afterwards
Viee-President) Wilson, in a speech in the Senate in 1857, when
the proposition to reduce the tariff of 1846 was pending, said:

I wish to sayto the Senate and the country, that the Commonwealth I rag
resent has a deep interest in the modification of the tariff of 1816 by th
Congress. They are for the reduction of the revenue to the actunal wants of
an economical administration of the Government; for a free list embracing
articles of prime necessity we do not produce; for mere nominal duties on
articles which make vp a large portion of our domestic industry, and for
such an adjustmentof the duties on the products of other nations that coms

in direct competition with the products of American ecapital, labor, and
skill, as shall Epoaa the least burdens upon that capital, labor, and skill.

And in the same speech he said:

We of New England believe that wool, es lg the cheap wools, manila,
hemp, flax, raw lead, tin, brass, hides, , and many other articles
used in our manufactures can be admitted duty free, or at & mere n
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ang. without injuring to any extent any considerable productive interests
of the country.

Mr. ALLISON, in this House, March 24, 1870, said:

The tariff of 1848, although confe and professedly a tariff for rev-
enue, was, 8o far as regards all the great interests of the country, as perfect
as any that we have ever had. _

Mr. Garfield said in this House in 1878, in answer to the
charge that the year of 1860 had not been one of prosperity:

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, the decade from 1850 to 1830 was one of lip&zﬂ-:e
and general prosperity. Yet, to suit a theory of finance, we are told that
1860 was a year of great distressand de ion of business, equaled only by
the distress of the present year. lhold that the facts I have recited estab-
Hsh, in so far as anything can be established by statistics, that the year 1860
WasS a year not only of general peace, but of very general prosperity in the
DUnited States.

Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years in Congress, says:

The tariff of 1846 was ylelding abundant revenue, and the business of the
country was in a flourishing condition.

Money became more abundant after the year 1849. Large en-
terprises were undertaken, speculation was prevalent, and for a
considerable period the prosperity of the country was general
and apparently genuine. The principles embodied in the tariff
of 1846 seemed for a time to be so entirely vindicated and ap-

roved that resistance to it ceased, not only among the people,

ut among protective economists, and even among manufactur-
ers to a large extent. So general was this acquiescence that in
1856 a protective tariff was not suggested or even hinted by any
oneof the three partieswhich presented Presidential candidates.
Much more testimony of the same kind might be adduced, butI
deem this sufficient for the present.

But this prosperous condition was not to last, A Presidential
election was coming on, and the Republican party, wishing to
curry favor and obtain votes from States where the protective

rinciple was strong, introduced a bill increasing importdnties.
R‘hia, own as the ** Morrill tariff act,” passed the House in the
session of 1859 and 1860, but did not pass the Senate until the
nextsession. The most important changes made by the Morrill
bill were increased duties on wool and iron, and a substitution
of specific for ad valorem duties. In 1861 the eivil war began,
and immediately were the import duties again increased. We
need not follow the various steps of tariff legislation; suffice it
to say that it taxed our resources o the utmost to furnish funds

« to carry on that war.

In 1862 two important acts were passed. The first of these
was an internal-revenue act, by which specific taxes were im-
posed upon the production of iron, steel, leather, paper, coal,
oil, ete., and an ad valorem dutmn manufact articles; a

eneral income fax upon railr , express companies, and

icenses were reguired for many kinds of business. On July 14
of the same year a tariff act was passed for the avowed purpose
of compensating the manufacturers and producers for the in-
ternal revenue they were forced to pay. is was a protective
measure, and levied heavier duties than was necessary even to
offset the heavy internal taxes. As the war continued more
money had to be raised and more internal-revenue and fariff
taxes were consequently levied.

The most important of these acts were passed in 1864. Three
revenue acts were passed at the same time. The first provided
for an ‘‘enormous extension of the internal tax system.” The
second for an increase of duties on imports corresponding to and
compensatory for those of the first act, and the hird authorized
a loan of $400,000,000. Everything was taxed and to the utmost.
The average rate on all dutiable wares was 47.6 per cent, and on
some articles 50, 60, and 100 per cent.

The passage of these acts was mude possible only by the state
of the public mind regarding the war, and thatthe protectionist
element had control of the Legislature. It would be supposed
that the country would have been relieved of such enormous
burdens as spon as possible after the war, but such, unfortu-
nately, was not the case. The internal taxes were gradually re-
duced, and by 1872all those for which compensatory duties had
been enactéd were abolished. No one but the Government had
any interest in their continuance. But the import duties which
were mainly, it was claimed, to compensate for the internal taxes
were continued. Not only so, they were increased, and are to-day
the foundation of our present tariff system.

The protected interests had derived so much wealth from this
measure that they would not willingly let it go. On the other
hand the reconstruction problem, as well as the great suffering
and sorrow brought to many homes, made the people less alive
to these abuses than they should have been; and very unfortu-
nately so for, at so early a period, they might have been cor-
rected. When the matter was agitated in a mild way the de-
mand was appeaszd by reducing the duties on what are called
revenue articles: that is, such goods as are imported but are not
mnced in our own country; thus reducing the Government's

me while not interfering with the gainsof the manufacturer
who it is plain is only interested in the duties on the protected
arficles that he produces.

In 1871 and 1872, when the surplus revenue, after paying all
appropriations and the interest on the public debt, amounted toa
hundred million dollars annually, the people became more earnest
in theirdemandsforareductionof importduties. Consequently,
abill was introduced in this House by the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, which, in the words of the chairman, was intended
merely ‘‘ to divest some industries of the superabundant pro-
tection which smells of monopoly, and which it was never in-
tended they should enjoyafter the war.” This bill provided for
areductionon wool, woolens, and cottons of 20 per cent, pig iron
81 a ton ; coal, salt, and lumber, teaand coffee, aad in fact almost
all dutiable articles, were to pay less.

This bill, it is hardly necessary to say, was bitierly opposed
by monopolists; but finding thatthe tariif reformers were much
in earnest, it was deemed expedient to yield alittle rather than to
arouse too much opposition: consequently, a bill was passed which
had been introduced in the Senate, providing for a 10 per cent
horizontal reduction. Mr. John L. Hays, secretary for many
years of the Wool Manufacturers’ Assoeciation and [presldent of
the tariff commission of 1882, washere at the time of the passage
of this act as agent for the wool manufacturers. He claims, ina
speech delivered shortly after, to have been the author of ** this
wise and foresighted policy.” The tariff reformers, not so ‘* wise
in their generation,” thought they had gained the victory if they
had not received all they asked for, and were quiet for a time.

Without following up this history in detail, we will say: the
act of 1872 was repealed in 1875, thus putting us back to the war
tariff again, and as no tariff act was passed in the next eight
years, we find the war tariff of 1864 in operation in 1883. After
the resumption of specie payments in 1879 there was a general
revival of business and an increase of imports causing a corre-
sponding increase of revenue. After 1879 the surplus revenue
averaged over$100,000,000 annually. Thisstate of affairs caused
another demand for revenue reform. The Government being in
the hands of protectionists, a tariff commission of their own ilk
was appointed fo examine into and report upon the subject.

This was like a jury trying a case in which each juror had
great financial interest—and all the interests being on the same
side. You all know how the tariff bill based upon the report of
this commission was put through. It is not necessary to enter
into the details of this bill; it is a part of our current history.

Its general character may be inferred from a letter written
by the presidentof the tariff commission, John L. Hays, shortly
after the p e of the act.

HThis letter was published in the Wool Manufacturers’ Bulletin.
© Bays:

Reduction in itself was b
to &ubnc sentiment, a
opl

no means desirable to us; it was a concession
g of the top and branches to the wind of publiec

ion, to save the trunk of the protected system. In a word, the object
was protection through reduction. * *# * We wanted the tariff to be made
by our friends.

In this act the tariff on some things, as wheat, corn, oats, beef,
Bork, hams, bacon, lard, cheese, and butter, was nobt changed.

nbarley it was lowered at the request of the brewers. On silks
there was a reduction from 60 to 50 per cent, pig iron from %7 to
$6.72 a ton. On cheap cotton goods, which we export in large
quantities, there was a reduction. On those weimport the duty
was increased. The same may be substantially said of woolen
goods. On the finer qualities, as dress goods, the 'duty was in-
creased; on coarser qualities, which we did not import because
the duty was prohibitory, it was slightly lowered, but still left
high enough to be prohibitory. On wool the reduction was so
slight as to amount to nothing.

Thus we see that the tariff of 1883 was still a high protective
tariff; in faect, it was substantially a continuation of the war
tariff, It was justsuch a piece of legislation we would expect
under the circumstances then existing. To reduce the average
per cent upon the whole schedule, the dut{was lowered on some
articles, but, as we have seen, in doing this the class of goods
and rate of reduction were so selected as toaccrue to the advan-
tage of no one; further, though the condition of the Treasury
and the sentiment of the people demanded a general reduction,
yet the duty was increased on many articles where, from a pro-
tectionist standpoint, such increase “ would do the most good.”

As was foreseen, this farce reform bill, neither relieved the
people of the burden of indirect taxes nor prevented the accu-
mulation in the Treasury. Consequently, the very nexf year,
1884, a bill was introduced looking to a real reform of the tar-
iff: but the same element that passed the bill of 1883 was still
dominant in Congress, and this attempt at reform was a failure.
The same may be said of the bills of 1886 and 1887. The constant
agitation of the subject, however, showed how alive were the
people to the existing wrong. Had the actof 1883 even in part
corrected the conditions which it proposed to correct, the coun-
try would have settled down to guiet, and to a measure of pros-
perity commensurate with the relief so given. 2

In 1890 the protectionists assumed a bold front and passed the
most radical protectionist tariff in the history of the country.

.
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For it there was neither t.headpretext. that the country needed
revenue nor thit an overtax ople needed compensatory du-
ties. Yet the rates were as high and in some cases higher than
when both these conditions obtained. This law is still in force
and working great injury to the country, first, by restricting
commerce and diverting revenue from the public Treasury into
the coffers of corporations; second, it fosters monopolies and
trusts, and these, by limiting production, work the double injury
of depriving the laborer of work and heaping up high prices to
the consumer. Thata high protective tariff is a boon to some
classes we can not deny; but laws should be enscted for the peo-
ple of the whole country and not for a class. It is a benefit to
the manufacturer of protected articles. Jtenables him to amass
millions, and by combines and trusts to control the commerce
and business of the country like an autocrat,

MONOPOLIES AND TRUSTS.

This bill will sound the death knell of monopolies and trusts,
monster evils begotten by protection and organized to prevent
competition in furnishing the people the necessaries of life, thus
making those articles decrease, and robbing the people by en-
hanced prices for the benefit of a few. The agitation of this bill
began at once to affect the stocks of these infamous concerns,
whose organization was against the best interests of the geople.
whose existence was against public policy, and which under the
fostering influence of a high protective tariff grew and flour-
ished, defying the people, defying legislation, and defying the
courts.

A trust has been defined as *acombination to restrain com-

tition among producers, formed by placing the various pro-

ucing propérties (mills, factories, ete.) in the hands of a board
of trustees, who are empowered to direct the operations of pro-
duction arnd sale as if the properties were all under a single
ownership and management.”

Active foreign competition being shutout bg a high Erotective
tariff, the different firms and companies who had heretofore
competed with each other, by this cunningly devised scheme,
kill competition, arrange prices to suit themselves, and regulate
production according to demands at their extortionate price.

The first was the Standard Oil Trust, formed in 1869 by a com-
bination of refiners of erude petroleum in Ohio and Pennsylva-
nia. Next, branches of the iron and steel trade combined and
formed a trust, and next came the great ‘'American Cotton-Oil
Trust.” So closely had this hydraheaded monster wrapped his
slimy folds around the industries of the American people, that
by 1588 it had almost completely in the hands of trusts, petro-
leum cottonseed oil, and cake, sugar, oatmeal, pearl barley,
straw, board, castor oil, linseed oil, school slates, oilcloth, whisky,
rubber, steel, steel rails, steel and iron beams, nails, wrought-iron
pipe, ironnuts, stoves, lead, copper, envelopes, paper bags, paving
pitch, cordage, reaping and binding and mowing machines, thrash-
ing machines, plows, glass, and shortly whitelead, jute b&gFing,
lumber, shingles, fric.ion matches, felt, lead pencils, cartridges
and cartridge shells, watches and watch cases, clothes-wringers,
mrgets, coffins and undertakers’supplies. dental tools, wall-paper,
sandstone, patent leather, and other articles.

Tha very purpose of these organizations has been to advance
prices and check competition, thus placing the people at the
mercy of these combinations, which have reaped enormous prof-
its af theirexpense. A burning iniquity, a tax for the benefit
of the few upon the whole people; a wrong which would be im-

ible of consummation save under a high protective tarifl.
R‘(:i:e, for example, the linseed oil trust formed in January, 1857.
The price per gallon of linseed oil rose from 33 cents to 52 cents,
and was kept up during 1888. Thus every p2rson having paint-
ing done paid to the members of this trust for every gallon they
used 14 cents over and above the sum he would have paid if com-
petition had been freely allowed; and estimating the consump-
tion of linseed oil at 30,000,000 gallons a year, the trust so in-
creased the price that it took from the people four and half mil-
lion of dollars per annum.

One of ths most noted, also, of these concerns is the sugar
trust, whose very life will be taken by this bill.

It was supported by a duty of one-half per cent per pound on
fine sugar, which practically prohibited importation,

During the year 1802 the total amount of revenue from this
source was $76,000, showing that the American trust controlled
the market by the aid of the McKinley tariff, and had an ahso-
lute monopoly. As a result the various refineries were put into
the trust at inflated valuations and the priee of sugar increased,
8o as to compel the people to pay dividends upon fictitious prop-
erty. The protective duty levied upon refined sugar was used
to increase the price, hence making the consumer pay this tax,
none of which was received by the Governm:nt, but all of which
went into the coffers of the holders of trust stock.

Sugar ¢an be refined more cheaply here than in England and
Leeds no protection. The refiners can therefore control the

American market without any protective duty whatever, but .
under this system, which lays tribute upon the great body of the
people for the benefit of the few, this wrong was brought into
existence and it is now demanded E{ the Republican party that
it be perpetuated. It was not until 1887 that public attention
was completely aroused concerning these organizations, but they
have gone on defiantly believing that by working upon passion
and prejudice they can continue their workof reaping ill-gotten

gains.

Only a little while ago, in the face of the fact that the Wil-
son bill would become a law, the Bethlehem, the Carnegie, and
the Illinois companies, manufacturers of steel rails, agreed to
pay the Pennsylvania Steel Company $400,000 as the estimated
profits of one year if it would close and keep closed during the
twelve months of 1894 the great works at Sparrows Point, Md.

What for the laborers in the mills at Sparrows Point, the in-
terests of whom these gentlemen ostensibly desire to guard so
well? It is enough for them that in the face of this contempla-
ted legislation these three mills can afford to pay the profits of
another’s worksif it remainsidle and noncompetitive an amount
equal to the total earnings of a large number of employés. The
railroads will pay for the rails, the people will pay the railroads.
The 4,000 employés of the Maryland Company can go, while
the wealthy members of the steel trust Wholimve amassed their
fortunes under the ery of protection to American labor will add
to their ill-gotten wealth. And now these trusts—the white-
lead trust, the whisky trust, the sugar trust, the coal trust, and
all the others of this infamous band of plunderers of the people,
are opposing this bill and endeavoring to prevent ifs passage
unless it shall be so tinkered as to still permit these leeches to
feed upon the public. Thereshould be no wavering in the Demo-
cratic line. Now is to be struck the first real blow at the life
of monopolies, which will not yield without a struggle, but to
whom the people must no longer be compelled to pay tribute in
order that the wealth of the nation may ﬁ accumulated: in the
hands of a few. [Applause.]

WOOL.

It is claimed that this product of the farmer especially needs
protection; that unless a heavy import duty is levied on foreign
wools the article can not be profitably grown in this country.
This subject demands careful examination at our hands, to the«
end that we may determine whether or not this assertion is sup-
ported by facts. Ideem it my duty to stand with my party and
to vote in accordance with the views of the majority; for if each
of us insisted that some particular view of his own must be in-
corporated in this bill ere it received our votes, it could never
berome a law. But let us examine the subject.

If protection benefits the wool-growing industry, then it must
follow: First, that the higher the duty levied upon foreign wool
the higher will be the price received ﬂy the farmer for the home-
grown wool. Second, that wool-growing becoming more profit-
able under a high protective tariff, the number of sheep would
be increased not only absolutely, but relatively to the increased
population. If wool-growing were a more profitable business
under a high tariff than under a low tariff, each flock master
would increase his number of sheep, and persons not before in
the business would enter it. That the first of these propositions
is not borne out by facts, and that the price of wool has constantly
increased under a low tariff and decreased constantly under a
higher tariff,is shown by the following table teken from the
special report on ** History and present condition of the sheep
industry of the Unifed States,” published by authority of the
Secretary of Agriculture. To this table, showing the price of
wool from 1824 to 189), I have added the price for the last three
years, bringing it up to date.

Year. | Price. Year. |Price. Price.

0. 8. 0.

CEEEPEEPE R L1

shshazzabaznsEnLsy
BEERBEATRAARRARERES
BEERPNALELEREIREES

From 1846 to 1860 we had the lowest wool tariff in the history
of the country. And during the last three years of this period
wool was practically on the free list, all but the higher grades
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being admitted free. Althoughin this period there was one bad

ear (1858), arising from a panic in the money, market which
'IY)rings down the average, yet during these fifteen years medinm
wool brought an average of 417 cents per pound. And during
the three years that I have mentioned, omitting the panic year,
wool was 50 cents,and in 1859 52 cents per pound. This is more
than the average price for the 12st fifteen years, and much higher
“than any year since the McKinley tariff has been in operation.
Would not the wool-grower be willing to exchange the prices
under the M¢Kinley tariff for the average of 41/ cents per é)ound,
under a low tariff, or even for the 50 and 52 cents per pound when
wool was practically on the free list?

In aletter from the Manufacturers’ Club, Phialdelphia, tothe
Ways and Means Committee, under date of September 4, 1803,
we find this acknowledged in the following sentence:

‘Woaol, for example, ismuch lower now than it was in 1890, or than it was
even sorecently as one year ago.

What magnanimity on the part of these manufacturers! They
claim that the duty on woolen goods is to compensate them for the
higher price they are obliged to pay for wool on account of the
duty upon it. Vet this very letter from which I have quoted is
written to persuade the Committee on Waysand Means fo con-
tinue the present duty on manufactures, while at the same fime
it acknow?edges that they get this raw material cheaper than
when it was on the free list; asking that the duty on imported
woolensbe kept up in order that they may keep up higher prices.

Verily, the manufacturer is not extravagantly bedecked with
the jewel consistency. But if he were, perhaps he would not
live in a luxuriani mansion, surrounded by servants, and ride in
his beautiful carriage driven by liveried coachmen, while the
wages of the toiling laborer whom he pretends to love so well
are from time to time cut down even to starvation point. And
the farmer, whose prejudices he endeavors to enkindle against

the party which is his best and truest friend, gets lower prices
for E?: products and pays higher prices for the wares of the
manufacturer. '

One would hardly expect that under any circumstances, in
geace, wool would reach the high prices of war times, when the

emand was so great to supply our immense armies with cloth-
ing and blankets. Yet, in 1867, the duty on wool was so far in-
creased above that of the war as to be 50 per cent on clothing
and combing wool. Yet the price continued to fall, until 1872,
when a 10 per cent horizontil reduction was made in the tariff.
And as wiflabe seen by the table wool immediately went up and
remained high until 1875. In that year the tariff actof 1872 was
repealed, putting us back to the high tariffof 1867. Againwool
fell and has decreased to the presenttime. Theslightreduction
of 1883 can not be responsible for this. For the decrease, with
the exception of one year, 1880, was assteady before asafter that
date: nor did the increased duty of 1880 put any check to the
steady fall.

I therefore say, Mr. Speaker, that a clear examination will
furnish conclusive proof to the unbiased mind of the correctness
of this proposition, that a protective tariff does not increase
the price of wool. i

In examining my second proposition we mustconsider the see-
tions of country east and west of the Mississippi separately,
as entirely different conditions are found in regard to the wool-

rowing industry. West of the Mississippi are great tracts of
and that can be had at little cost, and Government land that
can be used free.

In many sections whole flocks live out of doors all winter with-
out other food than the pasture provided by nature. And where
shelter and food are provided for the most severe weather, it is
done ata comparatively small cost. Consequently, very large
flocks can be kept and wool grown at a profit when the price is
80 low as to be ruinous to the industry where different conditions
obtained. That the number of sheep has inereased in this sec-
tion is natural. East of the Mississippi, however, the number
of sheep has greatly diminished.

In the work on Sheep Industry, from which I have already
?:oted, we find on page 696 that in this section, notwithstand-

g the enormous increase in population, there were two million
less sheep in 1890 than in 1860. And in myown State, Ohio, one
of the most important wool-growing States in the Union, there
has been a falling off of one-third the number of sheep durin
the high-tariff period, although the population has increase
during that time over 1,000,000, This falling off can not in any
way be due to overproduction. It is estimated that we consume
annually about 6,000,000 pounds of wool, while we produce less
than 3,000,000. In 1878, after ten years of high tariff, Ohio,
Michigan, and all the great wool-growing States, had only about

1f as many sheep as they had in 1867, Before 1867 the num-

ber of sheep had been inereasing more rapidly than our popula-
tion. Since then the reverse has taken place.
Again,we are told by manufacturers that some of the best

grades of goods cannot be made from wool produced in this coun-
try, and some not from any one grade of wool; and if the manu-
facture of such articles should be attempted in disregard of this
fact the result would bes a mere imitation, something we all de-
spise, and needing no expert to detect. In a reprint from the
American Wool and Cotton Reporter of an article by Edward
D. Page, of New York, I find this subject discussed. Mr. Page,
speaking of woolen manufacturers, says:

Ifear that many of them do not fully reallize even now how improvement
and economy can be accomplished by m these goods from a mixture of
the stocks, most exactly suited to the qualities the goods are to ss, in-
stead of the makeshifts which our meager market has hitherto afforded.

He further says:

I have been shown in an English manufacturer's wool house a mixture or
blend of no less than fourteen distinct and different varieties of wool, from
which he made a simple fabric in which at home not more than two orthree

ualities are used. Each of these fourteen varieties was found to lend some

esirable peculiarity to the fabric, perceptible only in the finished piece, or
else to economize the cost. And I was told that the blend used had been sub-
stantially the same for thirty years. The goods manufactured from it were
perceptibly superior, in se qualities, to our own.

Some of these qualities are durability of color, fineness, and
softness of finish—all very desirable qualities. Although the
import duties are very high on these fine qualities of woolen
goods, those who can pay high prices will have them. Aund we
can easily understand that if we could import wool free we could
buy as much of these fine wools as we desire, thereby making
these beautiful fine goods in our own country, and being able to
sell them at such grwea that many if not all could afford to wear
them. This would be a great advantage and great saving to the
consumer. And as our home-grown wools could by mixing with
the imported wools bs used in a greater variety of fabrics, a
home market would be created for more than is now produced,
and *‘the flocks would increase on a thousand hills.”

An increased demand would inerease the price, and the farmer
would be benefited in a twofold manner. Nor would the manu-
facturer bz left to suffer. True, he would not be able to charge
such high prices, but he would sell more goods at home and
could export them and find an abundant market where he would
not have to pay duty. He would not make money so fast, but
he would make it honestly. A great weight would be ].{Itad
from his conscience that has rested there, for lo, these many
years. And we certainly would be doing the greatest good to
the greatest number.

Here leaving this subject, let me quote from a few authorities.
Senator SHERMAN said in 1883:

In the table which I have now before me, it is shown that in 1867 the price
of wool was bl cents a&uu.nd; in 1870 it was 46 cents a pound; in 1876 it was
43 cents a pound; in 1880, which was an abnormal {ear,. 48 cents a ;.
But to-day I am told that thess wools are sold in Ohio at from 36 to 40 cents

apound. So the result of protecting the wool-growers has been, as it has
been in all industries, to gradually reduce the price of domestic wools.

Again he said: .

Under the t‘JFeratiun of the tariff of 1867 the price of wool has graduall
gone down. This was the result of the policy of protecting (?) the wool-
grower—togradually reduce the price. p

Senator FRYE, of Maine, a protectionist, said:

Domestic wools have come down in price from the time the tariff of 1867
was enacted until to-day.

In short, foraign wools are imported not to compete but to
combine with ours, and unless the manufacturer can geta higher-
price for his product he will pay less for our wool, and when for-
eign wool is purchased to be mixed with our wool, if foreign
wools cost more, ours will bring less.

CLEVELAND, OHIO, September 13, 1593.

SIR: If you want to suit this mill, kindly put wool and all raw materials

on the free list. Should this be done, we are w. to have the tariff on

manufactured goods gradually reduced 25 per cent, which is sufficient. This

??uzﬁn'{rcan nevlercompem successfully with European manufacturers until

ets free wool. -

e proper thing for your committee to do is to act quickly and settle the

matter for a year or two, and whether or not you reduce the tariff the mills
will start up, as they will know what they have to figure on.

g g e BECKMAN & CO

And, as showing the methods of some gentlemen, I incorporate
in my remarks the following letter from one of my constituents:
CHILL, OHIO, January 6, 1594.

DEAR SIR: Inclosed yon will find a of a petition sent me by Messrs.
Justice, Bateman & Co. No doubt the House of Representatives will be
flooded with such by signers. I concluded to send you it in blank. This
house lsdoin% a wool commission business, but of late years have connected
politics with it. They are well known by all shippers of wool. They have
made a fortune in wool, but mostly at the expense of shippers. They con-
tributed heavily to the election of Ben. Harrison in the cam n of 1888,
and were connected with John Wanamaker in raising the ,000 campad,
fund, and when confronted with the foregoing statement never denied the
same. It appears &her desire to control the Democratic party as well asthe
Republican party, only through other means. 1t is my earnest wish and
desire that the Democratic Representatives in the House, as well as the
Senators in the Senate, will not go back on the Democratic platforms, which
are for reform of the ta iff, and have been so ever since 1878, when Samuel
J. Tilden was elected on & tariff-reform platform. It is my opinion that all
this howl now made about the revision of the tariff the lying idle of
woolen manufactories is to intimidate the Representatives of the people in
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order to continue the muleting of the masses for the privilege of
Although you have been steadfast in your past action, and the
Ad.mjngmtion in the repeal biil, and we have not the least doubt you
will mp?gn and vote for tariff reform, I did not think it amiss to e::"lprm
the sentiments which I did, and believe every true Democrat around this
neck of the woods will indorse.

Yours, respectfully,

Hon. J. A, D. RICHARDS,

JOHN LORENZ.

SHODDY.

Buat there is a wicked, insidious enemy that interferes with
the price of wool, while at the same time it deprives the Ameri-
can people of the substantial woolen elothing which they are en-
titled to, and that is shoddy. The manufacturers of woolen goods
gave some very interesting testimony—I do not say spontaneous
and voluntary—on this subject before the Waysand Means Com-
mittee last fall. Among other things they disclosed the fact
that under the high protective tariff, before the McKinley bill
was, , there was 1 pound of shoddy used in so-called woolen
goods toevery 4 pounds of wool; since the passageof the McKin-
ley bill there is I pound of sheddy to every pound of wool, four
times as much as before.

Thus the McKinley tariff, while it compels the manufacturer
topay higher prices for foreign wools necessary to blend with
our domestic wools to make the better grade of cloths, and by
its duty on woolen goods enhances the priee of proper clothing,
it invites the manufacturer of shoddy to the field. And instead
of placing upon the backs of the people the pure, healthy prod-
uctof the sheep, clothesthem with shoddy made from the ground-
up rags of the slums of the earth. These makers of boguswool
stand in mortal lear of the era of free wool.

From 1870 to 1890, under the protecting care of Republican leg-
islation, they enjoyed prosperity, but since 1890, when, under the
MecKinley act, foreign wools necessary to mix with our own were
driven away and our people compelled to wear such kinds of
dear clothing as could be contrived from our wools, or from old
rags ground up and wove and stuck together in the form of
sheddy. The business of these gentlemen has been a bonanza.
Need I say to the American farmer thatif clothing is made from
woal instead of shoddy it is better for the wearer, and also for
the wool-grower? Cheap real woolen ﬁggds would destroyithis
iniquitous business, and the maker of this spurious stuff would

er hear the rolling of thunder or the sound of cannon than
the bleating of a lamb.

1t has even been said that one of these conscienceless mortals
once actually blushed when he discovered a sheep looking him
in tho face. Yet, as showing which policy is aider and abettor
of their business, we find in 1888 seventeen rag and shoddy
dealers issuing a circular, which was distributed by the Repub-
lican national committee, asserting that free wool would en-
tirely ruin their business, declaring against the “‘free-trade *
party of Grover Cleveland and for Harrison and Morton. Their
election was declared ‘*to be indispensable fo the mainfenance
of our business;” and now, ina petitionto this Congress, wherein
they protest against the placing of wools on the free list, theg
have the effrontery tq declare thatthe numberof plantsengage
in the shoddy business ** is nearly one hundred, with a combined
capital of millions.”

say to this House, ‘‘choose you this day whom ye will
serve,”’ the maker of shoddy, who deprives the American far-
mer of a proper price for his wool by manufacturing cloth from
ground-up and woven rags, and who cheats the people by placing
upon the market this stuff now constituting a large part of our
clothing, or will you serve the cause of common honesty, call
a halt in this iniguitous business, and by pro{»er tariff legis-
lation give our farmer a better price for his wool and our peonle
a better kind of cheap, warm, woolen clothing. If there be one
of the childrenof this Republican system more unlikely than the
others, Shoddyvi.s the ugliest brat begotten by that foul parent,
_High Tariff. View the offspring of your pet: monopolies, com-
bines, trusts, pools—Shoddy. [Applause.fe

COAL.

Coal is a necessity to our domestic and m.a.nufa.cturin%

and great is the store of this fuel laid up for our use in yFona
s, and yet this boon to civilization, this needed article, is
rtually in the hands of monopolies.

Each year there is used in the United States about 120,060,000
tons of coal, which, at an average priceof 34 per ton, is nearly
$500,000,000 or mere than $8 per annum for every man, woman,
and child in the country.

The enormous coal fields are widely distributed, productive
mines being in o tion in many of our States. Anthracite
coal, however, only occurs in a limited areain Pennsylvania, but
the deposit is of wonderful richness. The total area of these
fields is about 300,000 acres, of which about 200,000 acres are
owned by a few (seven) railway corporations. These companies
directly, or through subsidiary companies, control the market,
carry on mining operations, carry the coal to market and sellit.

uses,

Many years ago these seven companies formed the famous an-
thracite coal pool by which they agreed to maintain a uniform
selling frice at all important distributing points where two or
more of the companies carried competition—cities within an
hour’s ride of the miners were compelled to pay as much asthose
hundreds of miles distant, and while this is a thing of the
past on account of the passage of a law in Pennsylvania making
their acts illegal and punishable, there is a secretagreement be-
tween these companies to-day,and where two or more roads meef
the same prices for coal are quoted. Hundreds of thousands of
people of the North and Northwest must pay for coal, this neces-
sity 3! life, whatever the managers of a single corporation de-
mand.

‘We have seen the Missouri Pacific Railway Company working
through subsidiary companies, encireling the coal tields of Mis-
souri, Colorado, and the Indian Territ,ory, and com%eﬂing ri-
vate operators to sell coal at the company's prices in the market;
the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe; the Chicago, Burlington
and Quincy; the Denver and New Orleans; the Union Pacific,
and the Denver and Rio Grande Railway Companies renchi&g
out for the Colorado, and the Union Pacifie, the Chicago a!
Northwestern, and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, reach-
ing out for the Wyoming coal fields. While the Oregon way
and Navigation Company, having a monopoly on the Pacific
coast, from time to time kept prices at San Francisco just below
the point at which it was profitable fo import Australian coal.

e have seen the Hocking Valley and Toledo Railway Com-

y in Ohio grasping the great Hocking Valley coal fields of

the State. The coal of Alabama seized by the Louisville and

Nashville, and the Norfolk and Western Railroad Company and
Chesapeake and Ohio seizing the coal fields of West Virginia.

These facts go to show that the consumers of coal are at the
mercy of corporations.

Let me quote from an article by Henry D. Lloyd in the North
American Review, June, 1886: -

Last July Messrs. Vanderbilt, Sloan, and one or two others out of several
hundred owners of coal lands and coal rallroads, met in the pleasant shadows
of Saratoga to makea binding arrangement for the control of the coal trade.
“Binding arrangement,” the sensitive coal presidents 2ay, they prefer to the
word “combination.”

The gratuitous warmth of summer suggested to these men
the need the public would have of artificial heat at artificial
prices the coming winter. It was agreed to fix prices, and to
prevent the production of too much of the raw material of
warmth bysuspensions of mining. Inanticipationof the arrival
of the cold wave from Manitoba, a cold wave was sent out all
over the United States from their parlors in New York, in an
order for half-time work by the miners during the first threa
months of this year, and for an increase of prices. These are
the means this ecombination uses to keep down wages—the price
of men, and keep up the price of coal—the wages of capital.
Prices of coal in the West are fixed by the Western Anthracite
Coal Association, controlled entirely by the large railroads and
mine owners of Pennsylvania. The association regulates the
price west of Buffalo and Pittsburg and in Canada.

Our annual consumption of anthracite is now between 31,000,
000 and 32,000,000 tfons. The West takes between 5,000,000 and
6,000,000 tons. The companies which com the combination
mine, transport, and sell their own eoal. They are oblltemtinﬁ
othermine-ownersand the retailer. TheChicagoand New Yor
dealer has almost nothing to say about what he shall pay or what
he shall charge, or what his profits shall be. The great com-
panies do not let the little man make too much. Year by year
the coal refailers are sinking into the status of mere agents of
the combination, with as little freedom as the consumer.

Combination is busy in those soft-coal districts, whose produe-
tion is so large that it must ba sent to competitive markets. A
%t has just been formed covering the annual product of 6,000,

tons of the mines of Ohio. Indiana and Illinois are fo be
brought in, and it is planned to extend it to all the bifuminous
coal distriets that compete with each other. The appearanceof
Mr. Vanderbilt last December in the Clearfield district of Penn-
sylvania at the head of a company eapitalized for $5,000,000 was
the first entry of a metropolitan man into this field.

Mr. Vanderbilt's rile is to be that of producer, carrier, dealer,
and consumer all in one. Until he came the district was occu-
pied by a number of small companies and small operators, as
used to be the case in the anthracite flelds in the old days. But
the man who works himself, with his sons, in a small mine,
cutting perhaps from 20.to 40 fonsaday,ean not expect to sur-
vive the approach of the Manhattin m}:ital.ists. The small
Clearfield producers, looking at the fate of their kind in the an-
thracite country, greeted Mr. Vanderbilt's arrival with the
question, ‘‘ What is to become of us?” *If the small operator,”
said one of the great man’s lieutenants, *‘goes to the wall, that
is his misforfune, not our fault.”

And this kind of misfortune has, alas, overtaken many poor
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men that the supply might be kept down, even to the extent of
creating a coal famine, with all its concomitant horrors for the
poor; for a coal famine isalways so man as to happen in the
severest winter weather, and when added to insufficient shelter
and insufficient clothing it brings untold suffering.: We have
heard each partyarraign the other for closing public works and
putt.i.uﬁ out the fires of the furnaces, thus depriving the laborer
of work.

But what shall be said of the man who ‘‘puts the fire out”
on the pdor man's hearth in the dead of winter regardless of the
half-clad sufferer, who perhaps has crawled from her bed of
rags to hoverover the few scanty coals? And all that the price
of coal may be raisedin the interestsof a Vanderbilt, thus taking
the few pennies that should have bought a loaf of bread as the
additional price of a pail of coal. Anyone who has visited the
poer quarters of our large cities during a coal famine, and I hope
many of you have, and seen the wretched, starved creaturesbuy-
ing coal by the pail or half pail know that the picture of their
sufferings can not be overdrawn. And in the interest of such,
I ask you to do away with a tax that makes possible a monopoly,
which is the most grievous of burdens to the already over-
burdened poor. ;

The testimony taken before the Ways and Means Commiftee
shows that it is only the operators of the Eastern coal mines
that fear competition in case the duty is removed from coal.
And the only coal dealers ﬁhe{mantionascompet.itors are those
of Nova Scotia and Canada. Yet it is brought outin the testi-
mony of these men that their mines supply coal to Canada in
face of the duty of 67 cents per ton we pay for selling coal in that
Dominion. Also, thatthese samecoal dealers, who ars soafraid
of competition with Nova Scotia coal, claiming that they can
barely hold their own with the duty of 75 cents per ton, and if
this duty were removed the competition would be ruinous to
their business—these same coal dealers were forced to admitin
their testimony that they ship their coal all the way to Cuba,
where it comes into direct competition with Nova Scotia coal
where it pays no duty, And that this competition is successfu
and the trade profitable to American dealersis evidenced by the
vast amount they ship to Cuba awariy year. L

If this can be done, after paying freight for such a long dis-
tance, as a matter of course it can be done at home. And the
claim that the wages of the miners will have to be reduced isall
buncombe, calculated toexcite the sympathy of the uninformed.
They claim that the cost of coal is mainly labor; that being the
casa, Canada'and Nova Scotia coals cost as much as ours, for
their miners, it is acknowledged in the testimony of these oper-
ators, receive the same wages as do our miners. These being
the facts in the case, free coal can work no injury to the miners
and laboring men. The extensive operator of the Eastern coal
fields will not reap such large profits, and will not be able to
limit the output and increase the price and deprive the miner of
work aft his own sweet will.

I append a report of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce made fo this House on June 10, 1892, which is as fol-
lows:

[House Report No. 1830, Fifty-second Congress, first session].
INVESTIGATION OF RATLROADS COMBINATIONS.
Jume 10, 1892.—Ordered to be printed.

Mr: WiIsE, irom the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, sub-
mitted the following report (to accompany Mis. Doc. —):

The Committee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerpe have considered a
resolution, a copy of which is hereto subjoined, offered by Mr. Stout, in the
House of ntatives, on the 12th of February last, and referred to them,
and respectfully report:

That while that resolution may be inaccurate in some of its statements, it
furnishes sufiicient unds for an inguiry lg Congress into a transaction
which probably vitally affects the interests of the people of the United States.
It 1s very generally and confidently alleged throughout the country; it is
asserted in suits at law and biils in equity pending in the courts; it is cur-
rently believed on the exchanges, in which such t are most narrowly
watched, that a combination of the three leading anthracite coal roads, the
Philadel and Re Railroad Com: 7, the Central Railroad Company
of New Jersey, and the Lehigh Valley }&?}oaﬂ Company, {-herwitg the
companieswhich these several roads control. and a combination of this com-
bination with the Port Reading Railroad Company and other transportation
and producing companies have been effected; and thatthesecombinations are
for the p:gipose of creating a monopoly in the production and transportation
of anthraecite coal and to control its price in the market; that the market

has alrea.dg been advanced without any other excuse than to further
the interests of the monopoly (and this at a season of the year when the con-
sumption of anthracite coal is at its minimum), and that sald combinations
propose to advance the price still further from time to time.

And asitis sg nt that State legislation or action is insuficient to cope
with these combinations, extending as they do, if they exist, over several
States, and constituting a menace to all the prople of the United States, it
18 of vital importance to aseertain (1) whether the alleged combinations, or
any similar combinations exist; (2) whether any law of Congress and par-
ticularly whether ““An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawf
resiraints and monopolies™ (chapter 847 of the Su nt to the Revised
Statutes) have been violated by the companies and collateral companies
said to form, or which may be found to form, the said combinations; (3) what
additionallegislation in such case, on the part of Congress, may be necessary,
uzedlem.. and proper: Therefore,

esoived, That the Committee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce, or

such portion of them as they may specially designate for the p be
empowered and directed to Investigate, at the earliest ticable mo-
ment, whether the alleged combinations of the Philadelp and Read
Rallroad Company, the Lehigh Valley Rallroad Com%;". the Central Rail-
road Company of New Jersey, and the Port Reading road Company, or
any combination between any of these roads and any other roads or canals
or producers of coal. for any illegal or improper purpose, exist, and, if such
combinations do exist, the effect thereof on the production, transportation.
distribution, and grlce of anthracite coal, and upon commerce among the
several States, and to report to the House any and all facts inrelation to the
subject-matter of the investigation which the commiitee of investigation
herein provided for may ascertain, and to make such recommendations as
the said committee may agree ti]ﬁon: and that said committee be authorized
to sit during the session of the House or during the recessof Co , and
at such place or places as 1t may find necessary; to employ a clerk or sten-
ographer, to administer oaths, issue subpeenas, compel the attendance of
witnesses and examine them, and compel the production of books and pa--
pers; and that a sum, not Lo exceed $10,000, sufficient to pay the expenses of
the committee herein provided for shall be immediately available and pay-
able out of the contingent fund of the House on the order of the chairman
of said investigatingcommittee; and all vouchers for any such expenditures
g?lall be likewise certified to by the chairman of sald Investigating com-
ttee.

Thesubjoined is a copy of a resolution offered in the House of Represent-
atives on the 12th of February. 1892, by Mr. Stout, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

“FEBRUARY 12, 1802

“Mr, Stout submitted the following; which was referred to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce:

“Whereas the Reading, Lehigh Valley, the Jersey Central, Delaware.
Lackawanna and Western Railways, operating Unes in different States. and
representing a nominal capital of $600,000,000, the plant of which counld be
duplicated at one-half the sum, haveé combined their capital: Therefore,

* Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce
be recﬂlested to investizate the facts of the case and report whether such
consolidation should not be prohibited by national law; and whether a bu-
reau of interstate transportation should not be organized, headed by a Cabi-
neﬂ: t\)mce:“. known as the Secretary of Commerce.

Attest:
“JAMES KERR, Clerk.”

The subjoined isa letter from the Imuerstate Commerce Commission in
reply to an inquiry addressed to that Commission by the Committes on In-
terstate and Forelgn Commerce, as to whether the Commission has entered
upon any such investization as is contemplated in the resolution of Mr.
Stout, printed herewith:

. “INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISS1ON,
HSOFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
“ Washington, March 81, 1892.

“The Commitlee on Interstate and Fora%n Commerce,
L ouse of Repressntatives;

“Stn: Your communication of the20th instant, inclosing copy of proposed
resolution directing your committee to investigate and report concer
the recent consolidation of the Philadeliphia and Reading with other -
roads, and requesting to be informed whether this Commission has entered
u any investigation of such consolidation, is received.

‘The act to regulate commerce does not give the Interstate Commeres
Commission jurisdiction of matters which relate only to deallngs between
railroad companies and have no bearing upon the rights of the public to im-
partial treatment and reasonable and egual charges in the transportation
of interstate commerce. The magnitude of the railroad deal referred to is
calculated to arouse grave a; hensions of resultant injurles tothe public
welfare, but until the atten of the Commission is called to some contra-
vention of the imterstate-commerce law, caused or made sible bﬁ:a
combination of railroad Interests, no grounds appear to exist upon which
an investigation of the consolidation could properly be instituted by the
Commission under that law."

IRON.

At the beginning of the war, we and iron ore among unclas-
sified articles, upon which a duty of 10 per cent was }
But as no ore was imported either then or during the war, we
find the rate remained the same up to 1870, when it was raised
to 20 per cent. As soon as it began to be imported to some ex-
tent, it attracted the attention of the protectionists; who were
looking for new fields, and the duty was raised in 1883 to 756
cents per ton, which was about 35 per cent ad valorem. Buf to
present this branchof the subject clearly and concisely, I can
not do batter than to quote from the festimony of the president
of the Pennsylvania Steel Company before the Ways and Means
Committee, when Mr. McKinley was chairman of that commit-
tee and they were taking testimony with a view to reform the
tariff: Pl

The demand for free ore, in my judgment, can now be presented from a
commercial standpoint, which can not fail to convince all fair-minded per-
sons that innumerable benefits to our country would follow, without work-
ing harm to a single interest which is legitimately connected with the pro-
duction of American ore, iron, or the products Ii;.;oceeding therefrom. To
systematize this permit me to present the following facts:

First. That only ore which 1s sultable for the manufacture of steel is ever
rmgomd: and if competing at all, can only compete with the like quantity
of domestic uction.

Second. The whole quantity of ore suitable for Bessemer pig iron which
it will be possible to produce in this country during the year 1890 will not
exceed 5,000,000 tons. This estimate inciudes every ton of ore that can bo
raised by hook or crook. Three and one-half millions tons of pigiron, it is
estimated, will be required to supply the wants of. the steel manufacturers
in this country during the present year. To manufacture this amount of
;‘)gii:m 6,500,000 tons of iron ore of suitable quality will be req‘?:md One

one-half millions tons of Bessemer steel ore must therefore be imported
into this country by our steel manufacturers, or their works will remain
id]e one-fourth of the year.

He further says that one-half million tons will come from
Cuba, where the mines are owned by an American company;
and that the importation of thisore is the direct means of secur-
ing the exportation to the West Indies and South America of
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American coal, as return cargo in the steamers which bring the
ore to this country:

In 1839 the export of American coal has been almost equal ton for ton to
the importation of iron ore. There is no reason why, by using these steam-
ers, this country cannot so devslop her coal business in the West Indies and
South America that she will absolutely drive English coal out of those mar-

“kets. One million tons will be impo: from the Mediterranean andthe three
hundred and fifty steamers that will be required to bring that quantity of
ore to this country will leave our shores laden with wheat, cotton, and corn,
carrying this outward cargo more cheaply on account of the freight re-

ceived for bringing the iron ore.

He says further:

Practically the whole of the imported iron ore is used in the furnaces
located at or near tidewater. Seventy-five cents per ton on these ores rep-
resents the cost of hauling one tone of ore 100 miles. Removing this duty,
therefore, only enables iron ore to enter 100 miles farther into the linterior
_ than it does to-day. On the other hand, it will enable my company as ex-
porters to cﬁo 800 or 1,000 miles by sea to compete with our competitors abroad.

The condition of the supply and demand for Bessemer steel raw material
has not materially changed in this country for the past five years. This
country has never since the introduction of the manufacture of Bessemer
steel. imported less than 25 per cent of the material consumed in the manu-
facture of the steel output, and the prospect for the future, judging by the
past, is that the national growth of the country will keep pace with and
-;lmbab!{ more than absorb the increased output of native steel raw material
arising from the new developments that are and have been constantly pro-
jected. It used to come here in the form of pig iron, but as this country in-
creased her furnace capacity the steel manufacturer now seeks to bring it
here more and more in the form of ore.

That is, all the ore we import is of a kind of which we do not
produce enough to supply the demand of our immense iron and
steel trade. Not only so, but being brought here asore and made
into pigiron by our furnaces, is thus Bupglying more work for the
American laborer. And Joseph G. Butler, of Youngstown,
Ohio, in his testimony before the same committee, says that if
it were not for the great development of the gig—imn industry
in this country he doesnot know where we could get our pig iron.
““We could not importa ton.” Yetatthesame sitting, inanswer
to a question, he says:

I say the present tariff does not cut any figure.

Andagain:

‘We want this tariff on everything we can produce in this country. We do
not want to import anything, ¥

Yes; and wants the tariff on pig iron, of which he says we can
not importa ton. What does he want tariff to protect in this
case? Very evidently he wants the tariff to protect high prices.
As to steel rails, none are now imported: the duty is us prohibi-
tory as when it was $17 and $28a ton. The costof transportation
of steel rails is from $2 to $4 aton. All the difference above this
transportation cost is caused by the tariff tax. In 1891 the price
was 38 higher in this country; last year the price was$12 higher,
1f steel rails were admitted free of duty they would not, owing
to the cost of railroad transportation, ge used, excepting near
tidewater.

WAGES.

One of the most important, if not the most important, ques-
tion of the tariff controversailis that of wages. The great ma-
jority of the population in all countries belong to some branch
of the laboring class. That the prosperity of a country largely
depends upon the condition of this class is a self-evident fact.
Were all of this great class employed at remunerative wages,
this one fact would conduce more to the prosperity and happi-
ness of the world than all‘other conditions combined. There
would be no poverty, and, best of all, no strikes and no lockouts.
But to this Utopian condition we never canexpect toattain. Of
all the factors entsring into the wage question I believe the
most potent factor is sup%ly and demand. Where there is more
work to be done than there are laborers to do it, there will
wages b2 extremely high, as in the case of the opening up of
some new field in a distant part of a country, as in the early his-
tory of our Western mines.

en the supply equals the demand,a normal condition, then
wages will become lower; and when the supply exceeds the de-
mand then there will be fierce competition and wages will be re-
duced. We find that in ourown country wages have always been
high. This isowing toour vast domain and to the fact that there
havealways beennew enterprises developing, such as the opening
-of mines, building of canals and railroads, reducing vast tracts
of wild lands to agricultural purposes, building new towns and
cities, etc. Lately theadvocatesof protection have claimed that
we owe it to their policy that wages are higher in this than in
some other countries.

This assertion would not be worth noticing were it not for the
fact that many persons will believe a bare statement without
proper proof to backit up. But high wages have existed in our
country regardless of the rate of the tariff. Whether it was
high or low has made no difference, with the exception that
in the protected industries the owners of such works will some-
times lock out their workmen because, not that they refuse the
higher wages protection makes, but because. they refuse to sub-

mit to reductions—they lock them out and employ the so-called
pauper labor imported from other countries. If protection
caused wages to be higher, then in those countries where pro-
tection exists we would always find wages to be higher than in
those countries having a low tariff or free trade. But that this
is not the case is shown by the following table, taken from the
report of the United States Tariff Corcmission, volume 2, page

Protection. Free trade.
Occupation.

Ger- Bel- Eng-

France. Ty,
BrickIRyers - < o s £8.12
MASONE - Lo o e e s e 8.16
Carpenters . 8.25
ainters ... 7.%
Plasterers.. 8.10
Blacksmiths . 812
Cabinetmakers ._._............ 7.70
DIYOES e e T T an e 7.00
Ly R AL T I 5.40
Grinders in giass works . __._.._..._... 10. 02
Common 1aboTers .. ........coceceeoe 5.00

This table shows that the weekly wages paid by free-trade
European countries is much above the wages paid by European
countries in which a protective tariff exists. But it is neither
fair nor honest to say that because of protection the wages in
this country are higher than in a free-trade European country,
and when the statement is made that wages are higher here
than in England, where free trade exists, it oughtalso to be stated
that they are still further above the wages of France and Ger-
mc;'cl)lily’ where protection exists. Mr. Powderly says that one
good labor organization does more to keeEp uiwages than all the
gotectlve tariffs in existence, and Mr. Frick, in his testimony
before the tariff commission, acknowledged that tariff has noth-
mf‘ to do with the question of wages.

t was the boast of the Republican party that the passage of
the Mc¢Kinley bill would increase the wages of the laborer.
Where and when have they been increased? Has not the manu-
facturer, instead of the workman, derived all the benefit to be
had from this law? Now, Republican speakers and Republican
writers, durin% the cam Saign of 1888, proclaim-d their love for
the laborer. They loved him with a love passing that of David
and Jonathan, and their chief desire in keeping the Democratic
party from power was, that they might do something for him,
All that they asked for their guardian-angel duties was, that
the workingman might be benefited. The workingmen flocked
to the dpol]s; and voted for Harrisonand Morton, and having per-
formed what they considered their part of the arrangement they
sat down and waited for the Republican bosses to throw open the
gates of the Garden of Eden and invite them to walk in.

Harrison and Morton were elected, and the McKinley bill, in-
creasing duties to so high afigure that every wage-earner inthe
land was taxed, was enacted. The manufacturer counted his in-
creased profits by thousands, but no increased benefits came to
the laborer. In 1892 these same wage-earners arose in their
might and rebuked the party thathad thus betrayed them. The
ery of tariff reform was in the air, but these nabobs were not to
be s0 easily defeated. Jacob when hungry sold his birthright
for a mess of pottage, and how easy to crush out the very life of
the laborer by é)'mching hunger. To-day, under the pretence
that if the tariff is interfered with they can not compete with
foreiin markets, they send the honest workman, from whose
toil they have grown rich, to tramp the streets for employment
and to want for food. Meanwhile, American manufactured
goods, made by these same workmen, are sold in Europe cheaper
thanin America.

An instance of the love of these gentlemen for the working-
man was illustrated not long since at the Havemeyer Sugar Re-
finery in Brooklyn. A committee of the firemen requested that
during the heated term of three or four months they might be
allowed to work eight hours a day instead of twelve. ' The heat
is so unbearable that last year inthat refineryover 500 men were
overcome by it and about 100 died. It is a veritable slaughter
house, and the only way to save the men from death is to allow
them shorter hours during the hot weather. But how was their
request met?. By a refusal. What if eight hours were enough
in that seething hell of heat to exhaust the stoutest man; what
cared these protected gentlemen for the long line of funerals,
and the widows and orphans they were making. These men
must work and die while the American people protect the trust
and put miilions each year into its coffers.

.The McKinley bill abolished the duty on ra.vg:uga.r! and thus
gave the trust free raw material, but, at the Bame time left a
protection of one-half cent per pound on refined ar, which
enabled it to extort just so much from the pockets of the people.
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‘When it is remembered that a difference of one-sixth of a cent
per pound in favor of the trust takes $2,500,000 from the pockets
of the people each year, we can form some estimate of its power
for evif.eo

The McKinley tariff does not protect labor. Itentersfrom
foreign lands without restriction. Its importation is free, and is
a menace to the standard of wages and to the continuance of em-
ployment. The manufacturer protests against the introduction
of any goods fromabroad to compete with his, or which might be
bonggt- by his laborers at a lower price; but hedemands that the
laborers from all the earth may be brought in free and dumped
at American factories and mines, and in front of workingmen’s
homes, so that when increased wagesare demanded or reductions
resisted these raw recruits may step in and fill the places of the
old hands, This importation of labor forces wages downward
while a high tiriff, combines,and trusts produced thereby, force
the price of goods~upward. In this way wage-earners are de-
prived of the recompense they would otherwise receive,and from
their hard-wrought earnings are compelled to pay extortionate
rates for articles of everyday consumption. )

The protection of labor is in organization, and every working-
man well knows that throughout the country there has been a
systematic effort to throttle labor organizations in order to effect
t{m diminution of wages at the pleasure of the employer, whose
alleged loveforthe wage-earnerisashamandafraud. Have wage-
earners already forgotten that at the time of the passige of the
McKinley tariff act they were told it would bring them higher
wages; that after it became a law, while the mmufactureruproi-
ited immensely, determined effort was made to take the life of
labor organizations: how wages were cut down, and how the
earth of Homestead drank up the lifeblood of the laborer who
resisted the attempt to erush out the rightof American laborers
1o protect themselves?

AD VALOREM AND SPECIFIC DUTIES.

The champions of monopoly and high taxes attack us be-
cause we are friendly to the levying of ad valorem duties, and
to hear them shout in horror one would suppose that it was a
new device of the present Congress. Specific duties gro:p a
number of articles together and charge upon the cheaper as
much as upon the more costly, thereby taxing the r man
upon his cheap article as much as therich man upon his luxury.
They tax by tge yard, pound, or gallon, compelling the poor
who use cheap goods to pay as much taxes as the rich who use
dear goods. They tax cloth that costs 50 cents per yard the
same as cloth that costs 5 per yard. It is equivalent to taxing
land the same price per acre whether located in the heart of
New York or Chicago or on the Western prairie.

When the same specific duty is collected on a low-priced as on
a high-priced yard, pound, bushel, or gallon, it is self-evident
that the consumers of the low-priced goodsare paying an undue
amount of taxes. Tariff should be charged on what a thing is
worth. Those who are able to pay a higher duty and purchase
the higher-priced goods, should pay more than the poor man
upon his low-priced goods. o

Upon this subject, Henry Clay, in a speech made by him in
1842, after nine years’ experience under the compromise tariff
of 1833, said:

‘What are the other princiP'les of the act? First, there is the principle that
a fixed ad valorem duty shall prevail and be in force at all times. For one,
Iam willing to abide by that principle. There are certain vague notions
afloat as to the utility and necessity of specific duties and discrimination,
which I am persuaded arise from a want of a right understanding of the
subject. We have had the ad valorem principle practically in force ever
since the compromise act was passed, and there has been no difficulty in ad-
ministering the duties of the as on that principle.

It was necessary first to ascertain the value of the goods and then to im-

se the duty upon them, and from the commencement of the act to this
sgy the ad valorem principle has been substantially in operation. Com-
pare the difference between specific and the ad valorem system of duties,
and I maintain that the latter is justly entitled to the preference. The
one principle declares that the duty shall be paid upon the real value of the
wcmeﬂ: lthe specific principle imposes an equal duty on articles greatly
un n value.

t‘.!?ﬂeé. for example (and it is an article which always suggests itself tomy
thoughts), is one of the articles on which a specific duty has been levied.
Now, it is perfectly well known that the Mocha coffee is worth at leasttwice
as much as the coffee of St. Domingo or Cuba; yet both pay the same duty.
The tax hasno respect to the value, but it is arbitrarily levied on all articles
of a specific kind alike, however various and unequal may be their values.
I say that in theory, and according to every sound principle of justice, the
ad valorem mode of taxation is entitled to the preference. Thereis, I admit,
one objection to it; as the value of an article is a matter subject to opinion,
and as opinions will vary, either honestly or frandulently, there issome diffi-
culty in preventing frauds. But, with the home valuation proposed by my
friend from Rhode Island |Mr. SiMMONS], the ad valorem system can be
adopted with all practical safety, and will be liable to those chances only of
fraud which are inevitable under any and every system. What hasbeen the
fact from the origin of the Government until now?

The articles from which the greatest amount of revenue has been drawn,
such as woolens, linens, silks, cottons, worsteds, and a few others, have all
been taxed on the ad valorem principle, and there has been no difficulty in
the operation. I believe, upon the whole, that it is the best mode. I believe
that if we adopt a fixed rate ad valorem wherever it canbe done, the revenue
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will be subjected to fewer frauds than the injustice and frauds incident to
specific duties. One of the most prolificsources of the violation of our reve-
nue laws has been, as cverybody knows, the effort to get goods of a finer

nality and higher value admitted under the lower rate of duty required for
those of a lower value. But if the duty were laid ad valorem. there could
be no motive for such an effort, and the fraud, in its present form, would
have no place.

But even under the McKinley bill more than two hundred and
fifty ad valorem duties are levied. In the schedules of ** Mis-
cellaneous manufactures of leather,” * Leather and manufac-
tures of,” in the button industry, in the wood-pulp industry, in
Schedule L, pertaining to the silk industry, in Schedule K, re-
lating to wool and manufactures thereof, we find the levying of
ad valorem duties.

THE AMERICAN FARMER.
Goldsmith wrote long ago:

Ill fares the land, to hastening ills a prey,
Where wealth accumulates, and men decay.
Princes and lords may flourish or ma{ fade—

A breath can make them, as a breath has made;
But a bold paasantry, their country’s pride.
‘When once destroy’d. can never be supplied.

It isadmitted by all economists that the prosperity of the agri-
cultural cluss is essential fo the welfare of a country;and history
teaches that neglect of agriculture has been thscause of the de-
cay of the most powerful nations. That it has baen the founda-
tion of our own prosperityisproven by a glance at our early his-
tory, and in all the stagesof our growth we need only to inquire
into the condition of our farmers to ascertain if the nation is in
a prosperous condition.

This is illustrated by what occurred in 1880 and 1881. There
was a complete stagnation in manufacturing and commereial in-
dustries, and more than one million mechanics and laborers were
thrownout of employment, and in their destitution and conse-
quent misery they took totramping in search of work. -

But crops were good, although prices were not what they
should have been, yet the farmers were enabled to relieve the
depressed condition of the whole country. Can as much be said
of the prosperity of any other class? Manufacturers have had
many yearsof prosperity; so have the owners of extensive mines;
but can we say that the }Jrosperity of either of these classes has
assured the prosperity of the whole country, much less rescued
it from such conditions as existed in 1830 and 18817 The pros-
perity of these only redounds to the interest of the few.

For the prosperity of the farmer two things are necessary—
good crops and good prices. For the first, a bountiful Provi-

ence has done all that is necessary. With our vast acreage,
each one who desires it can have an abundance of land to till,
and the diversity of climate allows of such variety of products
that each may choose the line of agriculture he prefers, and be
siire that in most years, if he does his part, he will have abund-
ant harvests. But the prices are not so assured; they belong
neither to the domain of Providence nor do they depend upon
the ability and industry of the farmer. But thatsomething ex-
erts an influence over prices is conceded by all; and by a very
large majority, if not by all, that something is believed to be
legislation.

True, the Government can not fix a price for any certain arti-
cles: but by proper legislation it can remove such restrictions
as hinder their regulation by the natural law of supply and de-
mand, and repeal or reform -such laws as reguire the farmer to
bear the burden of or be taxed for the interest of other classes.
But that such burdens area great impediment to the prosperity
of the farmer isillustrated by comparing the statistics of a manu-
facturing with those of an agricultural State, taken from the
United State census report:

These will show that the aggregate wealth of the Staty of Pennsylvania
in 1850 was $313 per capita and that of Illinois was much less. Dur the
low-tariff decade from 1850 to 1850 the State of Pennsylvania increased her
aggregate wealth to $457 per capita, while the State of Lilinois increased hers
to #5089 per capita. From 1860 to 18i0, under the high protective tariff, when
by action of Government the exchangeable values of her main proluct were

enhanced from 40to 50 {:er cent, the State of Pennsylvania in-reased her
wealth to $1,081 per capita; while the State of Illinois. whose exchangeable

value of products was regulated in foreign markets. increased hers only to.

§835 per capita, and during the following decade of high protection for the
Pennsylvania product that State increased her wealth te $1,25) per capita,
while that of the tributary State of Illinois increased to only #1,005 per capita.

Let me call your attention to the opinion on thissubjectofsome
leading men of both parties. Joseph Medill,editor of the Chicago
Tribune, the leading Republican paper of the Northwest, says:

Where, then, is the remedy from the heavy burden of a 50 per cent tax on
the necessaries of life, both imported and domestic? There is only one ele-
ment or class able to remove it, and that Samson is sleeping in the lap of
Delilah and will not awaken. I, of course, mean the farmers—the plun-
dered, nunprotected twenty-five million of geese-like tarmers who _permit
themselves to be plucked of almost every feather by a hundred thousand
“protected " monopolists,

%Vh.i.la the plowmen act llke Issachar's ass and crouch between twa
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burdens, both will be kept on their backs. The fabricants live focalized in | exagger; i
the cities and plot and &tﬁema for the promotion of their selfish interests :stﬁtétlﬁon’ the amount of tax being rather under than over

and bring their united lobby infinence to bear on members of Congress;

wher he farmers live isolated and scattered and can not or do not com- i

Dbine in fefense of their interests. Hence they are unprotected, mm?r . Table showing prices of m:::ﬁ?;c ;:f.tg ,’.”Eﬁi““"“* without protection, and
sented, and unconscious of what keeps them poor. They are captivated by i
the spec¢ious cry of “protection to American industry,” though they get P -3
none of it, and of the value of the *protected’ home markets tothem, as if : Prices | b ﬁt Manufac-
protected monopolists eat any more than other men. with pro- turers’

7 5 tection. tom. tax.
The president of the National Farmers’ Alliance, Mr. L. L.
Polk, said before the United States Senate Committee on Agri-
culture, April 22, 1800:

We protest, and with all Teverence, that it is not God’s fault, We protest Domestic manufactures.
that it is not the farmer’s fault. We believe, and so charge, sol ¥ and | g 00) feet joists and g 5
deliberately, that it is the fault of the financial system of the Government— 5,000 feet floo: seantling. ...........
a system that has placed on agriculture an undue, unjust, and intolerable | T'ang faat co: ﬁngo e oy e -1
proportion of the burdens of taxation. s 3:500 e dmming o A

1t is the present system of taxafion that has been cheapening %3%“;2’;’.%%0“ % Al

not only farm products, but the price of land itself. If it exists | 450 feet base-boards.. o
. much longer is there not danger that the gl‘ediction of the New gﬁ%ﬁ‘fﬁé'ﬁ'ﬁ&'ﬁiﬁ
York State assessors will come frue? And— ’ 5

In a few years you will see the present owners of farms in many Instanees | Glass ... ... .. oo oiooiioeneoeomnas
tenants on them. The cities are prospering, though. New York City has | -

added $50,000,000 property to its real value the past year; Brooklyn, between e o - % I R A P T AT e
220,000,000 and #30,000,000; Buffalo, $5.000,000; Rochester, between &2,000,000and
£8,000,000. MATERIALS FOR BARN.

The following is taken from the United States census reports: | 3,000 feet siding ______ S L e
Of the total wealth of the country in 1850 the farmers owned | g0
- nearly $4,000,000,000, or more than one-half. In 1860the farmer’s | 800 feet stringers... ...
share was still one-half. In 1880, though half the population [ 150 plates..._.._..
was still on farms, his share of the total wealth was $12,000,000,- | 200 posts. ...
000, or a little more than one-fourth. That is, while the agri- | 1.300 feet upper floor
cultural half of our population increased their wealth $4,000,000,- | 2,500 feet lower floor
000 the other half increased theirs $23,600,000,000; and this im- | 10 feet lower joists .. :
mense amount is mainly in the hands of a few millionaires and not | 2,000 feet bin lumber_ 2722777777777
distributed among the many, as isthe amount belonging to the | 16,000 shingles. ._...._. ... _______ ...
agricultural class. : 200 nails
Every farmer knows that he is more prosperous when he has
enough products of his farm to exchange for all the clothing,
groceries,and other necessaries his family may need for the year
than when he has to draw the money out of the bank to pay for
them, or give his note in case he has no money in the bank.
Now, our country has to buy many things from other countries
that we do not produce, and when we pay for them *in trade,”
as the farmer would say, we are more prosperous than when we
have to pay for them with money. t is, it is a mark of na-
tional prosperity when, instead of paying for our imports with
gold, we pay for them in exports of agricultural products, manu- .
factured arficles, etc. Itfollows thatthe commercial policy that | $:000 feet fencing lumber 100,
admits of the most exports is the mostconducive to the prosper- | 150 mds];ggmﬁs"ﬁg{&
ity of the country. History shows that our exports are always | 2 pairs small hinges____.
%arger il'l&ﬂder a low tariff than they are under a high or protect- | £ pounds barbed wire
ve tariff. TSt Wi R T T =i
Between 1850 and 1860, under low tariff, our agricultural ex- laoree:", %mm,m ch Iumber
ports increased 25 per cent yearly. Since then, under protective | 20sawed posts...___._.........
tariff, they have increased onlg 3 per cent yearly. In the same Total ...
low-tariff decade manufactured articles increased 171 per cent;
and 1t!;ml_v( 20 per cent in the next twenty years under protective EARME MACHIRERY.
tariff. ; Y W ARON s e e s s
The exportsof the manufacturershave largely increased, while | 1 re:'%er ______________________
the exports of the farmers have largely decreased. 1 mower.............
These ‘‘infant industries,” receiving from 40 to 250 per cent | 3 gounie caltivator
protection in the home market, are willing to sell abroad with- | 1 harrow ._.._...._.
out any protection whatever,and at alower price. They furnish | 1 hay rare........
their agricultural machinery and carriages and other articles t0 | | corn planter. ... - ...
Europe and Australia at prices competing with the nations of |1 fanningmin.___
the world, underselling them at a fair profit, while they charge | 1 feed cuiter...
the American farmer as much more for their goods as they
charge the foreigners as the fariff will permit.
sﬁ%ﬁgg;aﬁno% ex]?icltrt.ed to AJ:nericat]l:l countries south of us 13;[3 }33%0 POt e
5,000, while our exports to the same countries were $3,899, MRS
400, Let us reflect wha.t?(}))roaperity the reverse of these figures e D

would bring us. 2 sets double harness _

Not only is there a greater demand for our products under a | 3 Ru5eTs -

low tariff, but better prices. We have shown that wool was | 2 saddles
made higher under a low tariff. From 1842-1346, under protec- | ¥ hoes.
tion, wheat was 82 and corn 48 cents; 1846-1850, low tariff, wheat | ; m',‘.;k‘;: _____________________________
81.10, corn 57 cents. After twenty-five years high protection, | 3pitenforks .--____ T 71777
in 1887, wheat was 70 and corn 39 cents; the price has become | !

lower and lower every year until the present time, under the
McKinley tariff, it has reached the bottom.

But the duty being removed or reduced on manufactured arti-
cles the farmer would buy them much cheaper. In the follow-
ing tables the articles are taken that would be needed by afarmer
commencing on a farm with everything to buy. These tables
were compiled by Mr. Lieb in 1888 from market reports and mer-
chants’ price lists, and particular pains has been tuken to avoid
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Table showing prices of commodities, etc.—Continued.

Table showing prices of commodities, efe.—Continued. _

Prices Prices
' Prices Manufac- Prices . Manu-
with pro- ‘;&]}‘e’g_" turers’ with pro- ?rt)hbgg‘ facturers’
tection. tion. tax. tection. tion. tax,
FARM mruuma A:ﬁl.’ SUPPLIES—COD- HOUSEWIFE'S WARDROBE—continned,
u
3 pairs cotton hose 1.00 g | 80.20
5.00 3.7 §1.25 | 3 pairs wool hose 1.50 .90 .60
1 scoop shovel._. 1.50 1.00 .50 | 1woolen cloak. 12.00 81 3.80
1Dbasket_....... 1.00 .70 .30 | 1 woolen shawl 6.00 3.2l 27
1 woolen hood . 1.% .7l B4
Total_.... 181.70 134.09 47.61 | 1straw bonnet. 1.00 i .28
4.00 3.20 .80
HOUSEHOLD FURNITURE. .50 .40 .10
15.00 10.35 4.6 ] o 2
1hen T (B e e S e e : y " ; o
e ] 1w 8 40 5 £ 7
(] oinr.s i - . . . . : ]
2 sj \ae dam 1.50 1.03 4T .60 .46 14
2 ratl.nn rocK:rs-. S 7.00 5.18 L8 .75 .55 .20
6 wooden chairs .. i 3.00 22 .78 .25 .18 07
B0 yards carpet ..........— - s 40.00 30.00 10.09 .85 27 .03
10 square }a.rds oilcloth . - 5.00 3.56 1.44 .50 .29 2
3hedroomsets. . oooee-e-. 3 75. 00 55.55 10. 45 1.25 T8 A7
L e s O e P S e e 4.00 2.96 | 1.04
8 window shades — 3.00 2.07 .93 ey T R W G Y PR o S T 61.90 40.14 21.76
18 t0Wals. . i e e e E 4.00 2.06 104
1 pair scissors... = .50 .37 .18 TWO BOYS' WARDROBES
8springbeds.. 15.00 10.00 5.00
8 wool mattresses. . = 15.00 9.00 B0l | Bwork sulte.. .. o 10.00 6.76 3.24
6 pairs wool blankets _ 3 18.00 11,25 6.75 | 2 good suits ... =2 80. 00 20,70 9.380
B0 yords sheeting. . - 10. 00 7.50 2.50 | 2 overcoats ...... | 30.00 20,70 9.30
1 dozen comiorts ... 12.00 10. 00 2.00 | 6 fiannel shirts £ 6.00 3.42 2.58
2 lJooking-glasses ... £ 5.00 s 1.88 | @whiteshirts ... ... ..... = 4,00 3.2 T3
Scoverlets ... 3.00 295 .75 | 4 pairs wool drawers . A1 4.00 2.28 LT
Seomfortas s s s i e 2.00 L54 .46 | 6 pairswool socks... 2 £ 2.00 1.14 .85
2wool hats._._.... - 4.00 2.28 173
7 ANIE LY e et v Y Ay LNt o 239,60 171.94 67.66 | 2wool caps ._........_...... W 2.00 114 L85
2 boots..__... = 8,00 6.40 L6
KITCHEN FURNITURE. 2 pairs suspenders. ... . 1.00 T2 .28
g 2 paira rubber boots .. oeeeenee 7.00 5.60 140
1ecook8bove . ceoiraam- 30. 00 18.00 12,00 | 2pairs rubber shoes 4.00 3.20 B0
1 1ot cooking utensils .. 3.00 2.07 .98 | 2 pairs wool mitts 1.00 0.67 .83
2 fron kettles _____ 2.00 L30 W70 | 2palrs buck glOVes - oo oo oo e e 2,00 1.5 .75
1 copper kettle . 3.00 2.07 .93 | 2 sllk neckties..___.__ .50 .33 d7
6 sheet-iron pans _ 6.00 3.52 2.48 | 4 linen handkerchiefs. 1.00 .74 20
1lot iron ¢oo! 2.% 1.30 .;I;J 2neck comforters. .. ... - eeecocemeoncnen il 1.00 .67 53
. .44 ¥
.60 ] 25 et Pl PN ) Sl 117.50 81.% 36.25
5.00 3.70 1.30
%% g‘_g :gg TWO GIRLS WARDROBE.
2dozen spoons.. 2.00 1.48 .52 dealino dresses . 3.00 2.50 50
I butcher knife . ﬁ gi }g Lo Barans = 1.00 .85 .15
150 1.00 '50 | 2alpaca dresses. 18.00 10.60 7.4
1.25 .73 "52 | 2Wooldresses ... 8.00 5.00 30)
1.50 11 ‘g9 | 2 balmoral SRIFtS «ooneer oo 3.00 160 1.10
80 gt ‘16 | 4 cotton skirts____. [ 3.00 2.00 L0
1.00 it 28 4 suits flannels . ___.._.. R 5.00 2.86 214
1.20 ‘98 154 4 suits cotion underwear.. = 4.00 2.13 187
2 washboards (zine) ... .70 49 g8 | S DRI AOIURIING. r - o h o
2 dozen dishes, assorted 10, 00 6.45 3.65 st e o R TR S B L A 20,90 20, 28 o
2 tablecloths. ... ; 3.00 2,22 L7 RO I RS : e
2 lots glassware 3.00 2.07 03 gwooll:n ggg.&ls --------------------------- igg ? E 4‘%
- - e WO OO e . ] . .
BT e PR TR L L B S e e e .50 3 .18 §$ é_% ;Ju
= L
g ) R R R R e T 85.60 5. 86 20.74 ig‘& 2:3 ?;;
1 .l
HOUSEHOLDER'S WARDROBE. 150 100 50
B T s el e (i L I Sl i 7.00 4.73 2,27 e 2 8
1 good suit 20.00 13.52 6.48 120 ‘2 ‘53
1overcoat ... 15.00 10.15 4.85 ‘20 55 ‘B
2flannel shirts .__. 1.50 L85 .64 2’08 1,48 i
2 flannel drawers_. 150 .88 .64 100 57 43
1woolhat . _.._. 3.00 L7l 129 2’120 s 1'25 ',;_‘,’
6 wool socks 2.00 Ll4 .88 50 "3 ‘11
1 wool cap . 1.00 BT .43 g ’ 5
e e T S e o PO AL L L U T R n7.20|  76.81 40.9
1 pair rubber boots ... 3.00 2.40 .60
1 pair suspenders _. .50 .38 .14
1 pair buck gloves.__ 1.00 .63 =
1 pair wool gloves.__ .50 29 .21 1.00 .68 OB
.50 29 .8l
2.50 2.69 .81 .50 5. RS
1.00 .66 .84 .50 4 4 EREEErTRE
1.00 .74 .26 .50 .40 10
.50 38 1T .00 .74 .26
125 .83 .42 .50 o 1 .13
1.25 .83 42 1.00 .43 .57
.80 .26 .09 25 .14 A1
15 Al .04 .5 .16 .09
.50 .29 .21 2.00 1.00 100
3.00 2.25 .75 .25 .13 .12
100 .68 .31 25 14 w11
.50 .87 .18
78.70 53.99 4 1.00 .65 .35
Z 5 .20 .05
HOUSEWIFE'S WARDROBE. Y }g ,g g
FeAlzaarsaen. — £ N 5 Ll e 2.25 .75 .50 10 08 02
-, Sesliooapronn o o .50 .40 .10 .10 .08 02
2 woolendresses 2R, 16.00 0.40 6. 60 .10 .07 .03
2 balmoral skirts ____._____ 3.00 1.90 1.10 .50 .30 .20
1.50 1.25 5]
3.00 1.71 1.29 10.75 |' 7.08 3.67
2.00 1.42 .58
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Table showing prices of commodilies, ete.—Continued.

SUMMARY.
Total
amount | peooo )‘?“ff;‘gﬁ
WIthout | o0t rer's| account
facturer's| taX- of the
e : tax.
MATERIALS FOR PERMANENT IMPROVE~
MENTS. 0

Materials fOT hOUBe . . . ..coeecrccaammmmaacmen 8076, 24 £150. 06 £816.20
Materials for barn . ... . coiiicicienrann: s 310, 80 41.70 352.50
Materials fOr fENCH ccuueereeecmmrrecenenann- 754. 40 129, 60 £84. 00

Lk e L S R s e e T 1,741.44 311.26 2,052.70

FARM MACTINERY AND SUPPLIES.D
Farmmachinery . . o ieieeicnanae 651. 60 171.50 823.00
TImplements and supplies . ._....ccoccoacone 134.00 47.61 181.70

Pkl T e T85. 59 219.11 1,004.70

FURNITURE.¢

Household furniture. ..........cocomeeeaeooe 171,94 67,66 289.60
Eitehen ToUrnttare. . ..o oo i raciemedmnr 55, 86 29,74 85.60

e WO S 2 SN LI S £ Bl 221.80 | 97.40 325.20

ARTICLES OF DOMESTIC CONSUMPTION.d

Householder's wardrobe. ... ...ococcceecoae 53.90 24.71 78.70
Housewife's Wardrobe. .. .....cceccaccncnne 40,14 21.76 61.90
Two boys' wardrobe. ... .- cveencscaacaduee 8125 36,35 117.50
Two girls’ WaArdrobe. .. .. .eciceecacacoe vansns 76,81 40. 30 117. 20
Domestic suppHes . ... i Ll 7.08 3.67 10.75

Ol e e e S s 250, 27 126.78 388,05

a Increased cost on account of manufacturer's tax, 18 per cent.
b Increased cost on account of manufacturer's tax, 28 per cent.
¢ Increased cost on account of manufacturer’s tax, 43 per cent.
d Increased cost on account of manufacturer's tax, 49 per cent.

A careful study of these tables and a comparison of them by
the farmer with his own account books will serve to enlighten
him why the manufacturer has constantly grown richer, although
his works were often idle on account of strikes and lockouts,
while he, though toiling early and late and living very frugally,
h's constantly grown poorer, and was perhaps driven by dire
nezessity to put a mortgage upon his farm.

THE LATE ELECTIONS.

But it has been said by gentlemen on the other side of this
House that at the elections last fall the Democratic party was
overwhelmingly defeated, and hence thatthe people at the polls
have repudiated that reform of the tariff which they so earn-
estly demanded in 1892, That the Democratic party was de-
feated in 1893, I admit; that the people have abandoned their de-
mands for tariff reform, I deny.

Mr. Chairman, let us as Democrats look thesituation squarely
in the face and inquire the cause of that defeat.

The first reason was the continuance of Republicans in office
who all their lives had worked for the destruction of the Demo-
cratie party. All over this land there are townships where the
sole boon asked by the sturdy Democrats is that they be per-
mitted to receive their mail from a Democratic postmaster; but
this boon is denied and the Republicanappointee, who has cursed
and attempted to destroy from year to year the party which
they loved so well, still holds rule at the post-office where he
keeps hanging on the walls pictures of his party leaders. Look
around you; a year has nearly past since the present Adminis-
tration came to power, and a Republican who found especial de-
light in removing hundreds upon hundreds of the brightest and
most active Democrats from office, solely because they were
Democrats, is still the General Superintendent of the Railway
Mail Service. When we remember that within 30 days after
the inauguration of President Harrison on March 4, 1889, every
division superintendent of the Railway Mail Service in the
United States was a Republican: that between March 4 and
August 30, 1889, more than two thousand Democratic postal clerks
were removed for purely partisan reasons, while most of those
who remained in service during the. Harrison Administration
were reduced in grade to make room for Republican clerks of
1nfar§)or qualifications, can you wonder at the apathy of Demo-
crats? :

Another reason for the result of those elections was an ill-ad-
vised order of the Commissioner of Pensions whereby pensioners
were suspended without notice. This can not occur again ow-
ing to legislation of the present Congress, and were it in our
power the first cause of trouble which I have stated would be
speedily remedied.

Again, a financial crisis had been brought about by evil legis-
lation at the hands of the Republican party, and the dire effects
of which had been predicted by Damocratic leaders. A hungry
man has no heart to reason from cause to effect, and many
blamed the Democratic party for the calamity which had been
brought upon the country by the Republicans.

No general can win a victory with troops in dympathy with
the enemy, and an administration to win complete success
should have officers and men desirous of its welfare.

THE CIVIL SERVICE :

may be defined to be a piece of legislation which enables Repub-
licans to oust Democrats from office during a Republican Ad-
ministration,and to retain Republicans in office during a Demo-
cratic Administration. Looking to the Pension Office we find
1,300 Republicans to 247 Democrats, and 412 ladies. Four-fifths
of the members of the board of revieware Republicans, and two-
thirds of the board of revision are Republicans. In the medical
division we find 85 Republicans to 26 Democrats, and 30 ladies,
and as these Republican bodies move along with a snail’s pace
in the adjustment of claims, while the old veterans whofollowed
their counfry’s flag to the battlefieid, ready to die if need be for
the Stars and Stripes they love so well, many of them war-scarred,
broken in health, diseased, in actual want, watch and wait in
great anxiety for the pensions due them.

Mr. Chairman, the Democratic majority in this Houss was
sent here upon the issue of tariff reform, and every Democrat
who deserts his party now relinquishes the chief principle of
Democracy.. The Democratic party must not fail the people.
Four years of the prior administration of our party placets) in the
Treasury an available surplus of over $60,000,000. The annual
revenues were nearly $100,000,0G0 in excessof the Government’s
ne2ds. We had accumulated $98,0.0,000 of gold above the re-
serve of $100,000,000. Business flourished and labor was well
employed. The Republican party came to power. It passed
the bullion-purchasing act of 1890, which in one year sent $68,-
000,000 of our gold to Europe, decreased the free gold in our
Treasury at the end of Mr. rison’s term to $970,00), and the
evil effects of which have almost bankrupted the country.

These are fearful, turbulent, angry streams into which the
Republican party has carried our National Government, but if
we act as faithful pilots and steer the Ship of State free from the
dangers that surround her, the threatening rocks and shoals
will be passed in triumph, and we shall glide with renewed
vigor upon the ocean of happiness and prosperity. ‘Then may .
we sing the song of an American poet:

Sall on, O Ship of State!

Sall on; O Union, strong and great!
Humanity with all its fears,

With all the hopes of future years,

Is hanging breathless on thy fate!

Our hearts, our hop:s, Our prayers, onr tears,
Our faith triumphant o'er our fears,

Are all with thee—are all with thee.

E‘?pplause on the Democratic side.]

r. DINGLEY Mr. Chairman, the title of the pending tariff
bill isamisnomer. Itpurportstobea billtoproviderevenue. It
isin fact, however, a bill to abolish revenue. It proposes to sur-
render seventy-six millions, more than one-third of the revenue
derived from customs.

The party which is responsible for it has, in season and out of
season, denounced the Republican tariff policy which has been
in force for thirty-two years, as one which sicrifices revenue in
order to maintain protection of home industries. The Demo-
cratic party, now in possession of full power for the first time
sinee 1:60, proposes as a substitute a so-called revenue tariff
which sacrifices revenue in order to overthrow protection.

Moreover, this surrender of seventy-six millions of revenue
from cust ms is proposed at a time wh:n the Secretiry of the
Treisury, representing the party in power, officially informs
Congress that for the next fiscal year nearly every dollar of
revenue that might be expected from customs duties, without
change of existing laws, will bs required to meet the ordinary
expenditures of the National Government,—the internal-revenue
tax on tobacco, cigars, and whisky being substantially sufficient -
to pay pension obligations,—and when any reduction of revenue
from customs will assuredly leaveadeficit. Instead of a tariff for
rewl'enuo only, what is proposed is in fact & tariff for a deficiency
only.

Such a wholesale reduction of revenue from customs duties is
proposed, indeed, in the face of the official report of the Secre-
tary of the Treasury that in the first six months of the present
fiscal yeur there has been an actual deficit of more than thirty-
seven millions, to be increased to more thansixty millions in the
balance of the year, brouzht about, in my i‘udgmant.by the in-
dustrial and business depression caused mainly by the distrust and
disturbance induged by the anticipation of just such revolution-
ary tariff legislation as this bill seeks to enact into law.
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Six years ago a distinguished Democratic leader, then and
now occupying the exalted position of the Presidency of the
United States, justified far lesssweeping and revolutionary tarift
legislation than this (which was most emphatically condemned in
the national elections of 1888) on the ground that *‘a condition,”
to wit, the necessity of reducing the revenue, ‘' and nota theory,
confronts us.” It might have been supposed that the reduction
of the revenue sixty millions in 1890 by removing the duty on
sugar so that revenue and expenditure became substantially

ual—every dollar of the surplus created before the reduction
of the revenue having beendevoted to the paymentof the interest-
bearing debt—would have satisfied such ayearning for tariff revis-
ion. But it isevidentfrom the recent message of the same distin-

ished Damocratic leader indorsing the pending bill, as well as
rom the defense which its advoeates make on tais floor and in
the majority report, that the argument which did duty so vocil-
erously in 1838 1s reversed for the present exigency. It is no
longer the actual *‘ condition,” but only the * theory often for-
.muiated in Democratic platforms that is allowed to confront
the Democratic vision.

1f the actual *‘ condition” of the national finances and nota
blind pursuit of a partisan *‘theory” controlled the course of
the Democratic majority, they would hesitate long before dis-
turbing the admirable balance between national outgo and in-
come which existed in 1892 and 1893, under existing laws, which
would have existed the present fiscal year if industries and busi-
ness had not been paralyzed by the distrust caused by the antici-
pation of revolutioniry tariff changes, and which, according to
the Secretary of the Treasury, would exist in the next fiscal year
and the years subsequent, in case there should be no change in
our existing revenue system.

WHERE REVENUE 18 SURRENDERED.

Mr. Chairman, the friends of the proposed tariff revision de-
fend it on tllle ground that it reduces the taxation of the masses
of the a.

This claim invites an inquiry into the character of the im-
ported articles said to be used by the masses, on which it is pro-
posed to reduce duties and surrender revenue. I read from the
comparative tables gresent.ed by the Demoeratic majority of the
committee, which show how much revenue has been remitted
on each imported article, on the basis of the importations of last

year:
On Havana and other foreign cigars and leaf tobacco ...o.o........ &;,?R%
OnUQuors. . ccccociacnsrrrammacecraeaeccases s ssrm s s m e ma mane o 0

On laces andembroideries . . cceecseeececemceccamaaneaa 3,075, 779
On silks and sili plushes. ... .. .couociciaaceaniaaaa 3, 196, 631
On kid gloves and JeWelry ...c...ccccecemamcan-s 4 208, 797
On ostrich feathers, downs, artificial flowers, etc. 230, 165
On o[.:um TOF ORI .o i e i et 400,073
On piate glass and chinAWare .. cocceccmeceeaeian 800, 210
On paintings and SEaABUAYY .. ... .cinersememsessosesonssaasondssana 339, 285
On perfumery, cosmetics, and fancy articles for smokers .......... 101,250

Oa the assumption of the majority of the committee thatall of
the duty is added to make the pric:here, the toiling masses must
be greatly relieved by the surrender of $14,112,397 of duties on
these articles! [Laughter.]

But these are by no means the only imported luxuries or arti-
cles of voluntary use (on which all statesmen have heretofore
thought it wise to impose the heaviest duties), where reductions
have been made by this bill.

It will be observed thdt more than half of the woolen goods
imported last year were goods of fine quality used by the well-
to-do, indeed generally demanded by a class of our people of lib-
eral means who are not content with equally good American

oods at a lower price, but will hayve foreign goods—they are

inglish, youknow—and who are entirely wiliing to pay the high-
est duties to obtain them. Of the $21,723,788 of revenue surren-
dered by the reduction of duties on manufactures of wool, not
less than $11,000,000 is on fine woolens of this character, which,
under the circumstances of their importation and use, are prac-
vically artic.es of luxury or of voluntary use, and are therefore
articles on which the highest duties should be refained.

A very large proportion of the imports of manufactures of
cotton, on which the bill proposes to remit $3,448,020 of revenue
by a reduction of duties, is fine and fancy cottons in the nature
of articles of voluntary use; and the same may he said of many
imported articles in other schedules on which duties are re-
duced by this bill.

Not far from $°0,000,000 of the $76,000,000 of revenue surren-
dered by this bill comes from articles of luxury or voluntary

use.

This bill also proposes to surrender £6,284,259 of the revenue
received last year from the duty on imported tin plates, nearly
all of which is practically now paid by the foreign manufacturer
and exporter, notwithstanding the ridicule which the free-trade
theorist heaps on the contention of the friends of protection that
where the foreigner finds that he is in danger of losing a foreign

markef in consequence of the encouragomeﬁrt given home in-
dustries by protection, he invariably reduces his prices and
thereby practically pays in part or in whole the protective duty,
in order to hold his position in such foreign market.

From 1883 to 1891, during which time there was a revenue-
only duty of 1 cent per pound on imported tin plate, under
which no tin plates could be made in this country, the average

rice, including the duty of $1.08 per box, was $4.86 per box.
uly 1, 1891, the duty was increased 1.2 cents per pound, or
81.35 per box. Yet it is stated by the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. DALZELL], who has investigated the subject, that
the average price of tin plate to the consumer in this country
has not been raised by the increase of duty. No one claims that
the increase has been over 25 cents per box. The Welsh man-
ufacturers, finding that under the new protective duty tin plate
was being successfully made in the United States, lowered their
price, which had been previously fixed as they pleased, inorder
to meet the new competition in this country and hold their
American markets, thus practically paying into the Treasury of
the United States about 85,000,000. In their zeal to overthrow
the protection which has already established between forty and
fifty tin plate manufactories in this country, producing tin plate
at the rate of many million poundsper annum, and which within
five years would have furnished all the tin plate we require at
reduced prices, the framers of this so called revenue tariff pro-
pose not only to cripple our own tin-plate industry, but also to
surrender six and a quarter millions of revenue to the Welsh
tiwlate manufacturers.
hile it is moredifficulttoshow sodefinitely in otherschedules
in which the duties have been reduced, as the cireumstances ena-~
ble us to doin the case of the reduction of the duty on tin plate,
thatthere isalarge classof imported articlessimilar tothose that
we are enabled to mike here on account of protective duties, on
which the foreign manu‘acturer pays a part of the duty in order
to meet the new competition here and hold our markets as far
as possible, yet there can be no doubt of the fact. The increase
of from 10 to 15 per cent made by the tariff actof 1890 in the duty on
certain kinds of fine cottons and woolens did not increase their
price to consumers here. The foreign manufacturerssimply re-
duced their prices fo the extent of the increase of du y,and thus
practically themselves paid all the increase of duty. No wonder
they are rejoiced at the proposal of the majority of the Ways
and Means Committee to remit so much of their contribution
toward our revenue, not only in the woolen, but also in the
cotton, metl, agricultural, and lumber schedules, and give them
a better opportunity to send their goods to our markets to take
the place of domestic goods,

There is remitted to Canada $1,445,983 in abolished or reduced
duties on lumber and over $2,000,000 in reduced duties on Cana-
dian animals and farm products competing with our farm prod-
ucts, not to mention over $8,000,000 of revenue remitted on
imported wool—over 811,000,000 remissions of revenue now paid
into our Treasury by foreign farmers and wool-growers seeking
our markets.

Indeed, so far as I have observed, the only rejoicing over the
prospect of the substitution of the pending tariff bill for the pro-
tective tarifis of the past thirty years, has been in Canada and
Europe. In this country up to date the public expressions have
been mainly those of condemnation.

INCREASED IMPORTATIONS EXPECTED,

Mr. Chairman, the President in his recent message and the
report of the majority remark that notwithstanding the pend-
ing tariff bill would result in a loss of revenue to the extent of
$76,000,000 and a deficiency even larger, on the basis of the im-
ports of last year, yet that this would only te temporary, as the
reduction of duties would. in their judgment, increase the im-
portations, and the lower duties on increased importations would
soon ofiset in part,and ultimately all, the apparent loss of rev-
enue. A

It is well for Congress and the people toface the results which
the Democr.tic majority who have framed this bill avow they
are laboring to b-ing about. They defend their policy on the
ground that it is intended to so increase importations of foreign
prod: ets to take the plice of domestic prod.cts—for it must be
remembered that duties are reduced mainly only on articles
that ean ba produced or made here—as to make the reduced
dutjeghgield as much revenue as the higher duties which they
su t. 3

ave gentlemen considered fully what this means? The value
of the dutiable merchandise imported last year was about $400,-
000,000, which paid a duty of only a million and a half less than
$200,000,000, the remaining importations ($444.000,000) having
been free of duty. (Parenthetically,] mayremark that the fact
we now import nearly $400,000,000 of dutiable goods, three-fourths
of which we can and ought to make for ourselves, does notseem
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to sustain the free-trade assumption that we are now manufactur-
ing far more than our people can consume.) 7

%‘ha same dutiable merchandise imported under the pending
bill would yield $76,000,000 less revenue. Now,in order tooffset
this loss, there would have tobean inerease in the importations
of about $250,000,000, foreign valuation, as the average duty of
the pending bill on dutiable merchandise is about 30 per cent.
This would be a sudden increase of 60 per cent in the importa-
tions of foreign goods which we can make here, and would neces-
sarily suddenly giminish the demand for domestic goodsand for
labor to produce or make them to this extent, Do our friends
on the other side—I mean the other side of this House, not on
the other side of the Atlantic; they understand it and are chuck-
ling over it—do our Democratic friends appreciate fully what
disasters to all our American industries would follow such a
wholesale loss of American markets?

For example, the imports of woolen goods last year were about
$37,000,000, on which it is proposed to surrender a revenue of
nearly $22,000,000 by a reduction of duties. Now, in order to
offset that loss there must be an increase of importations of
woolens to the extent of about $60,000,000, foreign valuation,
which would suddenly raise the importations of woolen goods to
nearly $100,000,000 instead of $36,000,000. Imagine what a wreck
of American woolen mills there would be with such a loss of
their home markets.

“But what of that?"” exclaims the free-trade disciple. ‘' Do
you object to having $250,000,000 more wealth come into this
country?” I reply, if it is wealth that we can not produce at
all, or only with an expenditure of a larger amount of labor
than elsewhere, and we want such products for consum;E
tion, we do not object, but on the contrary desire it. But
it is products which we must pay for and which we can and
ought to produee for ourselves, and whose coming here will
deprive our own industries and labor of the opportunity to
produce or make here, then we do not want them to come into
our market because their coming diminishes to that extent the
productive opportunities of our own people.

I am aware that the free-trade school of economists affirm that
it is better for us to import $250,000,000 in goods which we can
male here in exchange for our exports, than it is to import a
similar amount of gold or money. It is sufficient to say in reply
that when gold is imported it does not take the place of goods
which we ought tomake here and thusinjure ourownindustries
-and productive capacity, as is the result when we import such
goeds; but on the contrary, not only permits our industries to
go on without disturbance, but also increuses the capital on
which production depends and adds to the basis on which our
currency rests.

“ But these $250,000,000 additional of imported goods will not
come here unless we have an equal amount of products to
exchange for them,” says the free-trader, ‘““and this implies
that the labor formerly employed in manufacturing industries
have gone to producing aomeliing else that they can produce
to better advantage.” I reply, that for a time, or until our
consumptive capacity was Iilm , the goods would come
in excess of exports, as they for thirteen or fifteen years
before the war, in return for our gold or for our evidences of
indebtedness, which would in the end lead to a collapse as it
did in 1857-'58 and '59. It would be impossible also for us to all
go to the farm or into the crude industries, as the free-trade
programme contemplates without lowering the prices of prod-
ucts of these industries, diminishing the value of our produc-
tion and consequently our earning and consumptive capacity.
In other words, the free-trade policy would lead to disaster.

THE “MARKETS OF THE WORLD."

But ah! listen to the siren song of the President’s message
and the majority report! Theycomfort our industries with the
promise, as did one of old, not perhaps of possession of the king-
doms of the world, but of the capture of the markets of the
ivgrld, as compensation for the loss of so muchof the markets at

me. !

Markets for manufactured goods? Where? How? The whole
world outside of the United States imports only ninety millions
of woolens, which, even if we could capture every dollar of these
imports, would not compensate for the woolens that would have
to be imported to supplant our own goods in our own markets in
order to prevent a loss ol revenue by the reductionsof duty pro-
posed by this bill. What chance do we stand to capture these
marketsmore rapidly than we havealready been doing, in the face
of the fierce competition of Great Britain, France, Germany,
Ita:_‘ll;]/, Austria, Switzerland, and other machine-using nations
with cheaper labor? [Applause on the Republican side.]

‘Why surrender our own markets in order to capture other
markets? How could this help us in competing for the markets
of the world? It must be remembered that the chief reiiance of

every nation is its own home market. Even the United King-
dom, which on account of its contracted insular position is com- -
pelled even to wage war to capture foreign markets, sells 3136
of its production of $172 per inhabitant in its home market,
and only $36 in the markets of the world. And the United
States, which produces $200 per inhabitant, sells 8183 of this im-
mense production, more than Great Britain exports and con-
sumes at home, in our home markets, the best in the world.

Experience shows that under protection, which maintainsour
home market for our own industries, and thus increases the
prosperity and consuming power of the masses, we areable to buy
and import more of articles which we do not produce than we
otherwise could, as well as produce more; sothat the net result
is a larger foreign trade and larger exports, brought about by
the increase of consumption and importation of free goods which
we do not produce, and the increased production caused by the
encouragement of home industries. Our foreign trade hasbeen
50 per cent more per inhabitant in the last fifteen years than in
the fifteen years of revenue only tariff from 1846 to 1860. Onthe
other hand, the increased importation of articles which we can
and ought o produce for ourselves, as proposed L!:f the pending
bill, even if far less than contemplated, wonld resultin depleting
us of our gold and piling up a mountain of debt.

Undoubtedly the increase of importations, although large
enough to erippie ourindustries and]%)ualnass, would notbe lar,
enough to offset the revenue lost by reduction of duties, for the
reason that existing industries would struggle to meet the new
foreign competition and retain the home market by a reduction
of wages, and would to a certain extent succeed, thus leaving a
permanent loss of revenue from customs; and, worse still, per-
manently diminishing the ability of our people to consume prod-
ucts, and permanently impairing the value of our home market,
as well as the prosperity of the people.

TAXATION OF DOMESTIC INTERESTS PROPOSED.

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that it is proposed to add to this
bill to abolish revenue from customs another measure which, it
is estimated, will raise by an income tax thirty millions, and by
an increase of excise and internal taxes fifteen millions, yet all
together less than two-thirds as much revenue as is surrendered
by the reduction or abolition of the duties on foreign imports.

This of itsell would be a comblete revolution in the revenue
system which has prevailedin time of peace since the foundation
of the Government. The duplex nature of our Government—
federal machinery for national affairs and State machinery for
local affairs—unlike the British system under which Parliament
legislates and authorizes taxation for local as well as national
ends, which the framers of this bill arefeebly imitating, demands
that there should be asharpand well-defined line of demarcation
between objects of Federal and of State taxation, especially in
time of peace.

The Constitution of the United States reserves exclusively to
the Federal Government the right to raise revenue by the im-
position of duties on imports; and up to the present hour, ex-
cept in time of war or to meet expenditures like pensions made
necessary by war, when excise and other internal taxes have
been added, all the expenditures of the National Government
have been met by duties on imports and miscellaneous receipts.
S0 strenuous on this point was Jefferson, whom our Democratic
friends claim as their political father, that when he came into

wer in 1801 he insisted on the repeal of the excise tax on

uors, which had been imposed by the Adams Administration
to pay the expenses of the anticipated war with France, and
maintained the doctrine that in time of peace Federal expenses
should be met by dutiss on imports, and other objects of taxation
left to the States. However, our modern Democrats follow Jef-
ferson by indulging in eulogiums of him on the stump and in
party organs, and ignoring his teachings everywhere else.

Thus far there has been a large number of voters of protec-
tion insfinets retained in the Democratic ranks because they
believed it impracticable to raise from duties on imports two
hundred or more millions of revenue required annually for
current expenditures of Government outside of pensions with-
out incidentally protecting home industries, asif it made an
difference whether protection was called incidental, intentiona.
or accidental, provided protection was there. The framers of
this bill propose to cut the ground from under any such lodg-
mentfor protection by deliberately changing the poliey of the
Government. They propose to raise only one hundred and
twenty-one millions from duties on imports, and transfer sev-
enty-six millions from external to internal taxation. The inci-
gtiaﬁtal protection Democrats have had their guns spiked by this

Our brief experience with the income tax as a war measure
showed conclusively that it is notsuited fo our situation, because
of its inquisitorial character, the expense and difficulty of ad-




1894.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE,

127

ministration, and its practical tendency to encourage perjury.

If resorted to at all, itshould be used by the States for State pur-
es, 50 limited as not to result in double taxation, and not for

Eg?leeml purposes for peace expenditures. :

The difficulties which the Demoeratic majority have had in
devising sources of taxation of our own people to take the place
of the legitimate revenue from duties on imports which they
have surrendered in their warfare on protection of home indus-
tries, have been such that, so far as known, they are still thirty
millions short on their own uncertain estimates, and undoubt-
edly much more in fact.

1t is proposed to increase the internal tax on whisky from 90
cents to $1 per gallon, which it is estimated will yield $10,000,-
000 for the next fiscal year; but, as the syndicate that own the
whisky in bond will undoubtedly withdraw substantially the en-
tire amount that will enter into consumption in that period be-
fore the increased tax goes into effect, the practical effect of it
will be to put $10,000,000 into the pockets of the syndicate in-
stead of into the Treasury. ’

And as the increased tax is coupled witha most extraordinary
privilege, extending the bonded period from three years toeight,
its practical effect will be to grant extension of time to the
whisky syndicate to that unprecedented extent for the pairment
of the tax on whisky—practically a loan for five years without
interest,—while the whisky is aging and improving in value.
Instead of being a propositionin the interest of the Government,
it is in fact one to postpone the payment of the whole tax andin
the interest of the whisky syndicate. .

EEASONS FOR HESITATION.

It would seem, Mr. Chairman, as if in the present condition
of the Treasury, with such difficulty of supplying the revenue
which it is proposed to surrender by a reduction of duties on
imports—a difficulty which ean not be overcome except by most
doubtful internal $axation,—the Democratic majority, even in

uit of the *‘theory " which hasfor some years haunted them,
would hesitate to overthrow an economic policy under which
the country has.so signally prospered for more than thirt
years, especially in view of the fact that an apprehension of suc
revolutionary tariff changes as are proposed has already 1:!vara-
lyzed industries and business to such an extent as to entirely or
partially shut down thousands of manufacturing establishments,
reduce wag s, deprive millions of workingmen of em%lv(;}yment,
and bring distress and want into every communit¥. en the
Demoeratic national platform of 1892, in the face of the unexam-
pled grosperity then ?reva.iling, for partisan ends falsely de-
lared that protectioh fosters no business so much as that of the
sheriff, it unwittingly forecasted with accuracy what has already
proved to be a sad resnlt of the anticipation of the tariff policy
which the pending bill proposes. ;

1t might be supposed that the overwhelming Democratie losses
and Republican gains in the recent elections, after six months’
experience of the results of the efforts of the count{g to antici-
pate the practical application of the Democratic tariff theory to
our industries—a change so extraordinary that if those elections
had been for Representatives to this Chamber and had extended
to all the States with corresponding results, a Democratic ma-
jority of over 90 in this House would have been converted

to & Republican majority of over 50,—would raise more than
a suspicion even in the minds of ‘our friends on the other side,
that the verdiet of the people in 1892 was not intended to be a
condemnation of the protective policy, as they have supposed,
or af least was given under a grave misapprehension, of which
the people have already repented.

THE DEMOCRATIC “THEORY."

Mr. Chairman, the tariff *‘ theory” which the Democratic ma-
jontﬁgr the Ways and Means Committee, under instructions of
the Democratic national convention, have undertaken to em-
body in the pending bill is that a protective duty on an im-
ported article—i. e., & duty which covers the difference of money
cost of productionand distribution here and abroad of an article
which can be produced or made here substantially to the extent
of our wants without natural disadvantage—is ‘‘unconstitu-
tional ” and *‘ robbery.”

This theory rests on the assumption, which runs through the
‘report of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee and
every s h which has been made in defense of this bill, that
such a duty is a tax which increases the cost of every article to
which protection is applied, whether made at home or abroad,
to the extent of the duty without compensating benefit to any
one but the producer or manufacturer of such article.

Now if I believed this theory to be sound—which I do not—no
consideration on earth would induce me to support any protect-
ive duty. If I believed that protection was ' robbery,” as the
Democratic majority who have framed the pending bill say they
do, the only tariff measure which I could support would be one

which imposed duties mainly on articles which we can not pro-
duce, like tea, coffee, ete., and which therefore must be entirel
1m];orbed without possibility of any home production; and whie
so far as it imposed duties on articles that can be produced or
made here, would place these duties so low as to give the for-
eigner the advantage over our homsa producers, and thus insure
the importation mainly of such articles from abroad rather than
their production or manufacture here; becauss the theory main-
tains that whenever the duty is large enough to restriet the im-
portation of such articles and thus encourage their production
here, the Government loses the revenue and the private producer
practically pockets it, and much more.

And yet professing to sincerely believe that protection is
“unconstitutional ” and ‘“‘robbery,” the Democratic majority
who have framed this bill, in their report, say:

The bill on which the committes has expended much patient and anxious
labor is not offered as a complete response to the mandate of the American
people. It no more professes to be purged of all protection than to be free

of all error in its complex and manifold details. * * * We are forced to

consider that great interests doexlst whose existence and prosperity it is no
part of our reform either to imperil or to curtail

Does this great tariff reform bill, then, propose to spare * great
interests,” gigantic '‘monopolies,” as we have been told, ‘* rob*
ber barons,” as I have so many times heard manufacturers styled
by the other side of the House, that are engaged in the ** uncon-
stitutional " employmentof * robbicg " the people? Arewetoun-
derstand that the Democratic members of the Ways and Means
Committee, who have been for years singly and in pairs here
and elsewhere denouncing protectionas ** unconstitutional ” anc
‘‘robbery.” now that they are in full power take the ground that
‘it is no part of our [the Democratic] reform either to imperil
fgurlt;nﬂ ”]“-rohbery " of the people by some * great interests?”

ughter.

This astonishing suggestion can not fail to raise more than a
suspicion that the gentlemen who have been denouncin protec-
tionas * robbery ” eannot really believe what they have been say-
ing, for il they do they would not make t.hemselzres accessories
in so grave a crime as ‘‘robbery.” They have been making
these reckiess charges for partisanends—ina Pickwickian sense
that they did not supgoae anyone, except the poorly informed,
whose votes they sought, would believe.

The majority of the committee evidently appreciate the con-
tradictory position in which they are placed, for they add:

Indealing with the tariff, as with every othar -standing abuse that
has interwoven itself with our social or industrial system, the legislator
mustal s remember that in the beginning temperate reform is safest, -
having in itself the principle of growth.

The idea which runs through this defense is that the framers
of this bill have begun their work of extirpating protection or
“pobbery,” as they style it, by somewhat reducing the amount
of the *‘swag,” that other limitations on this policy of
‘ipobbery ” will come hereafter. For exam?le, they say to the
cotton-manufacturers of the United States: ** You have hereto-
fore been permitted to ‘rob’ the people to the enormous extent
of 55 per cent of the entire consumption of domestic cottons in
thiscountry, according to our theory of the effect of a protective
duty. Hereafter you must be content to ‘ rob’ them only to the
extentof 384 percent.” And thisiswhat is styled by the Demo-
cratic majority of the committee as ' temperate reform, having
in itself the principle of growth.” [Laughter.]

‘What astonishes me is that gentlemen claiming to sincerely
believe that a protective duty on an imported article similar to
that produced or made here without natural disadvantage, isa
tax on like domestic articles to the extent of the duty, should
stultify themselves by paltering with any such measure or any
such defense. :

TUNJUST DISCRIMINATIONS,

Mr. Chai an examination of the schedules of the bill
shows that the objections to it go much farther than this. If it
had unifor uced protection, or as the majority style it
“robbery,” all along the line, while it would have been open to
serious criticism from the standpoint of the revenue-onl
theory, that it had only reduced what ought to have been abol-
ished, yet it would have had the merit of treating all alike.
But the bill in fact makes diseriminations which are not ex-
plicable on any economic or other just basis. If preserves cer-
tain industries by abundant protection; it cuts up by the roots
certain other industries from which all protection has been
withdrawn. Such unequal and unfair discrimination is unjust
and reprehensible, whether a tariff measure is framed on the

rotective or the revenue-only basis, and all the more repre-
ﬁensibla when it is evident that partisan, local, or personal
reasons must have dictated such favors.

The marble quarries of Tennessee are by this bill proteeted
by a certain specific duty e%.livalent to 24 per cent ad valorem
on imported marble in rough blocks, and 41 per cent on marble
paving blocks and marble sawed or dressed; while the granite
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quarriesof New England and the freestone, sandstone, and lime-
stone quarries of the Middle States and the West are deprived
of all protection against similar products of the cheaper labor
of Canada and Scotland by having imported granite and other
kinds of stone in blocks placed on the free list, and an uncertain
ad valorem revenue-only duty of but 20 per cent placed on dressed
or polished granite or other stone, and even finished monu-
mental work.

Cleaned rice is protected by a certain specific duty equivalent
to 83 per cent, notwithstanding itis animportant article of food,
while the farm products of the States adjacent to Canada are
left to compete with similar products of ian farms culti-
vated by cheaper labor, with uncertain revenue-only ad valorem
duties varying from 15 per cent on imported vegetables to 25 per
cent on beans and peas and 23 per cent on hay, while all kinds
of imported Canadian dressed meate, bacon, hams, pork, lard,
tallow, eggs, and app'es are placed on the free list.

Hoop iron made into cotton ties for the cotton-planter are
laced on the free list, but on hoop-iron wire made into ties for
orthern hay a duty of 30 per ¢ent is imposed.

The manufacturer of so crude an article as common building
Brick is protected by a duty of 20 per cent on competing im-
ported brick, and the manufacturer of hydraulic cement by a
certain specific protective duty equivalent to 24 per cent, while
the manuiactarer of lime, who with the present duty of 29 per
cent—134 e2nts per barrel, which is only the difference of money
cost of production—is subjected to severe Canadian competition,
is practically denied all protection by having the duty on im-
portedlime reduced to 10 per centad valorem, which is notover 4
cents per barrel. And the On% suggestion for this reduction
and consequent destruction of the lime manufacturing industry
in this country which appears in the published heari:lzﬁa of the
Ways and Means Committee is contained in a memorial of Hon.
Frank Jones, the Democratic member of the national Demo-
cratic committee of New Hampshire, who informed the com-
mittee that he and his associates had invested capital in Cana-
dian lime quarries instead of in the numerous unworked quar-
ries of this country—presumably because the wages of labor are
lower in Canada t{nan here ($1 to $1.25 in Canada and $2 to $2.25
here)—and desired freer access to our markets,

The following paragraphs from the memorial of Mr. Jonesand
his associates read as though the petitioners thought they were
addressing the Canadian Parliament instead of the Congress of
the United States: > -

The above petitioners represent that, with possibly one or two exceptions,
they are all citizens and most of them residents of the United States: that
they have a large amount of American capital invested in lime properties
uebec. and at St.
ns for the manu-

across the line at Dudswell, near Sherbrook, Province of
John, New Brunswick, consisting of lime quarries, lime
facture of lime, and vessels for its transportation. * * *

They would call attention to the fact that after the erection of the kilns
most of the expense of the production of a barrel of lime is the cost cf the
labor and the cordwood consumed in the burning of the lime rock. * # #

Your petitioners therefore raspect.fuu&gmy your honorable committee to
recommend the complete remission of duty, so that they may t up
their (Canada) kilns and set to work the capital now locked up since the en-
actment of the McKinley law. * * #

As a matter of fact, e on the market went lower after the passage of
the MeK mley bill than it was before. Your petitioners will not deny the
truth of this statement, butitiseasily explained. * # Your petitionersaver
that they themselves have still been manufacturing some lime in a small
way, running some four to six kilns out of thirty, and putting said lime on
to the market at a loss, for the purpose of making a price.

It seems strange to see an American citizen asking the Cqn-
gress of the United States to legislate so as to encourage indus-
tries in Canada and discourage themin the United States; but
this is just what this bill does, not only in this respect, but in
its treatment of the lumber manufacturing industry, farm prod-
ucts, coal, the fisheries, etc. Indeed, what this bill grants
Canada without asking any return counld have been made the
basis of a raciprocal agreement that would have secured the ad-
mission of many manufactured articles into Canada either free
of duty or at favored rates.

THE RAW MATERTAL THEORY.

Mpr. Chairman, great stress is laid in the majority report on
the fact that this bill places on the free list imported articles
like coal, iron ore, wool, flax, sawed lumber, granite and other
stones in blocks, which are designated raw materials. This
policy is defended on two grounds—first, that it will enable our
advane:d industries which use thase articles as their materials
to successfully compete with forzign producers of manufactured
articles in foreign markets; and, secondly, that it will cheapen
such articles to our own consumers.

By the use of the term ‘‘raw materials” it is sought to convey
the impression that the articles thus dssignated are material
objects which have sprung into existence like Jonih's gourd or
been stored away by nature in the recesses of the meuntains,
without the use of human labor, instead of being the completed
manufacture of one industry ready for a new transformation by
a more advanced industry. Timber in the forest,and coal, iron

ore, and stone in the hills, the actual *‘ raw materials,” are as
cheap and abundant here as anywhere in the world, and the only
reason they cost more here in money, not as estimated in labor,
after the hand of man has transformed them into lumber, coal,
iron ore, granite or sandstone blocks, is not becausa it requires
more labor here than elsewhere to so fransform them, but be-
cause that labor here receives higher wages for doing this work.
This is infleed the chief reason why anything costs more in money
here than abroad.

Now, what the so-called raw-material theory embodied in this
bill does is to apply one principle, that of free trade, to the
laborers who produce the articles thus designated, and another
principle to the laborerswho take the completed productof the
so-called ‘‘raw materials” industry, and further advance it.
This is a discrimination utterly indefensible, provided it costs
more in money to produce the so-cilled raw materials here than
abroad, on account of our higher wages for labor, as the authors
of this bill assume that it does when they declare that by im-
porting iron ore, coal, sawed lumber, wool, granite blocks, etc.,
free of duty, it will cheapen the articles made from them or by
their use. But if this argument is sound for one class of prod-
ucts then it is sound for all others. ;

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON],in his open-
ing speech in this discussion, undertook the dangerous feat of
making an argument for the latitude of the Virginias and Mary-
land, that placing these so-called raw materials on the [ree list
would not ba a diserimination against these industries, bscause
these articles are produced and sold in this country as low as in
any other competing country. He evidently overiooked the fact
that in his majority report, as well as in another part of his
speech, he had contended that all these raw materials would be
madecheaper to our advanced industries if they could be imported
free of duty from Canada and other countries where labor is
paid less wages. One or the other of his arguments needs re-
vision.

The effort of the majority report to create the impression that
free raw materials will enable our industries o secure foreign
markets and thus give a larger employment to labor here, ig-
nores the fact that their policy proposes to surrender to foreign-
ers a large part of our own market—the best in the world—
in order to engaﬁf in the chase after foreign markets already
gorged; ignores the further fact that under the existing tariff
any manuficturer may import, almost free of duty, materials
however advanced for making articles for export; and also ig-
nores the additional factthat even where we have the materials,
as for example cotton, as cheap and even cheaper than our for-
eign competitors, we are able to export but comparatively few
goods, in competition with foreigners—only twenty-four mil-
lions, against an export of four hundred and twenty-five millions
by England—for the reason that our labor employed in making
the advanced manufactures receives from 50 to 100 per cent more
pay for a given amount of human effort than the foreign com-
petitor pays.

PROGRESSIVE WAR ON PROTECTION,

Mr, Chairman, notwithstanding some industries have been
wholly or partly protected by this bill, as well as some sent at
once to the wall, yet the rule has been to so far reduce duties as
to increase foreign competition and importations, leaving the do-
mestic industries affected an opportunity to make the reduced
duties protective by lowering wages, until another reduction of
duties foreshadowed shall follow.

There runs through the report of the majority, and through
the indorsements of it by the tariff re orm or free trade
clubs, the idea that this bill is only one step in the process of
reduction, although made with unfair diserimination, to be fol-
lowed by other steps, uatil all the duties shall be absolutely
for revenue only, and every chance of possible protection re-
moved. The gentleman from West Virginia was frank enough
to tell us in his opening speech that, while he had treated man
industries tenderly in this bill, he believed that the time woulg
soon come when any remains of protection would be uprooted.

Indeed, the woolens schedule puts these steps into law by pro-
viding that there shall be an annual 1 per cent ad valorem re-
duction of the low dutizs provided by the bill for five years, thus
at the end of that pm-io&J bringing down the duties on woolen
goods—the most ditiicult of all the textiles to manufacture—to
rates varying on the face from 20 to 23 per cent for flannels and
blankets and to 35 per cent for cloths and dressgoods. Although
no other schedule has this downward sliding scale, and woolens
are therefore specially discriminated against. yet it is not to be
supposed that it would have been applied in this case. where the
highest duties are needed, if the purpose had not been in the early
future to apply it all along the line. In this lightit isamusing,
if it were not so serious, to have some of the advocates of this
bill arguing that it h s the merit o’ offering stability to our’in-
dustries, especially when it is remembered that for thirty-two
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years there has bezn one continuous, stable tariff policy, that of

protection.
AD VALOREM DUTIES.

But, Mr. Chairman, the reduction of duties which appears on
the face of this bill has been in factlargely increased by the gen-
eraladoption,except in some conspicuous instances where favors
have been extended to particular industries, of ad valorem du-
ties in lieu of the specific or mixed duties of the present tariff.
An ad valorem duty, as the name indicates, is levied on the for-
eign price of an imported article, and as that price is in most
cases practically determined by the foreign manufacturer in his
invoice, as a rule such article is undervalued, and the duty thus
reduced below what was intended by theéaw. A specific duty,
on the other hand, is a fixed charge levied on each pound, yard,
or other unit, and can not be avoided.

The art of undervaluation so as to reduce ad valorem duties
has been carried to such an extent that honest importers have
been largely driven out of the business, and import2d goods are
largely sold duty paid by the agent of the manufacturer in this
country.

‘When I was in Europe last summer, an English manufacturer,
who exports largely to this couutrg, said to me that he did not
care what our dutics might be madeif we would only make them
ad valorem.

It is the judgment of well-informed manufacturers that the
actual duties which will be realized by the Government in case
the pending bill should become a law, so far as woolen goods,
fancy cottons, and many other goods of a varied character which
are made especially for our markets, would be at least 10 per
cent if not 15 per cent ad valorem less than would be realized
with equivalent specific duties, because of undervaluations. In
other words, ad valoram duties of 40 per cent or 35 per cent, will
be found no more valdable for protection or revenue than specific
duties equivalent to 30 per cent or 25 per cent, respectively.

The only argument presented by the majority for the substi-
tution of ad valorem for sp :cific or mixed dutics is that specific
duties impose relatis:agf higher duties on cheap grades of an
article than on more valuable grades. There is little raal force
in this argument, certainly none comparable with the objec-
tions, because there is no difficulty in adjusting a specific rate
to each grade which will largely overcome even the apparent
discrimination when expressed in percentages. Moreover, this
apparent discrimination is only seeming, not real. Percentagss
atiord no just basis of comparison when the bases are widely dil-
ferent. For exampie, 1 is 50 per cent of 2, and only 10 per cent
of 10, but notwithstanding it appears ten times as largs in the
latter case as in the former when expressed in percentages, yet
it is exactly the same 1 in both cases.

Take the illustration given in the majority report of the dutK
onso-called woolen cloth invoiced at 27 cents per pound and clot
invoiced at 97 cents. The majority reportstates that the fariif of
1890 imposes 162 percantduty on the cheap cloth “‘for poor people”
and only 93 per cent on the fine cloth for the well todo,ete. Yet
as a matter of fact thed ity on the so-called ** cheap woolen cloth”
is 44cents par pound and on the fine cloth 93 cents —less than half
as mﬁlch on the cheap as on the fine, instead of nearly twice as
much.

But inasmuch as the majority report has made uss of one ex-
ceptional import of what the majority call ‘‘ cheip woolen cloth
for poor people,” valued at 27 cents per pound, to prop up the
vicious chinge to ad valorem duties, it may be well to examine
it more fully.

It is evident on the face that there was something peculiar
about this small import of woolen cloths under 30 cenis per
E‘onnd, valued at only 30,0 0 in 1892, and only $13,000 in 1593.

or if there are any wool cloths suitable for even * poor peopie ”
to wear that ean be bought abroad at 27 cents per pound, it is
certain that even with 44 cents per pound duty they would be
imported in immense quantities. If the chairman of the com-
mittee had inquired he would have ascertained that even in
England, with her low wages, a pound of woo.en cloth can notbe
made for less thun about 20 cents. That leives only 7 cents, or
not ovar 12 cents, for the wool; and clothing wool, even of the
cheapest variety, sufficient to make a pound of wool cloth, can not
be puarchased in London for less than 35 cents before it goes to
the mill. Certainly a pound of real wool cloth can not be pur-
chased in England for less than 55 cants.

Yet it seems that a small quantity of so-called wool cloth was
invoiced at 27 cents per pound. Certainly if this was re.lly wool
cloth the undervaluation must have been most remarkable. Tt
does not se>m to have succeeded to any extent—only once each
{em.r to give the majority of the committee a shininz example.

t is evident that the specific duty of 33 cents per pound was
found in the way of a repetition of the job. If the cloth had
been imported under the pending bill the ad valorem duty would
have made the duty only 10§ cents, and this cut would have af-

i(_)rded a big premium for the continuation of such undervalua-
ion.

The example cited by the majority is really an argument for
instead of against specific duties.

Indeed, every Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, from
Gallatin, who served in this eapacity under Jefferson, to Secre-
tary Manning (Walker alone excepted), has maintained that
specific duties are essential fo prevent frauds against the Gov-
ernment and discriminations against honest importers. The
fact; however, that an ad valorem duty opens the door for a re-
duction of duties beyond what the law provides, and diminishes
protection as prices go down in unfavorable times when-protec-
L’]llqn %;3' ﬁmst needed, seems to have commended it to the framers of
this bill.

Nothing can be more misleading than percentage dutieg on
invoice value, especially in comparing dutiesatdifferent periods
and under differens tariffs. Where the duty is specific, percent-
ages rise with decline in values, although in fact the duties are
unchanged. Indeed, I notice that the protective specific duty of
14 cents per pound on rice, imposed by this bill, gives an equiva-
lent ad valorem of 71 per cent duty on the imports of 1892, and
83 per cent on the imports of 1893; an apparent advance of 12 per
cent ad valorem in duty by percentages when there is nochange
in fact. This shows the misleading character of ad valorems.

The ﬁeutleman from New York [ Mr. CooMBs]called attention
to the duty of 1 cent per pound in the tariff of 1390 on hoop iron,
and informed us that hoop iron is selling for 1.2 cents per
pound; pretty good evidence that the protective duty isnotatax
which increases the price to the extent of the duty. Yet that
duty, which appears to be 80 or more per cent in the tariff of 1890,
is less than one-third the specific duty on hoop iron imposed by
the tariffs of 1828 and 1830, when it was said to be only 40 per cent.
I repeat, in order to show the misleading nature of ad valorem
figures, that the duty on imported hoop iron under the tariff of -
1828 and 1830 was 3% cents per pound. The tariff of 1890 reduced
it to 1 cent, and yet it is made to appear by ad valoram percent-
agesthata reduction of two-thirds has lm-ge{y increased the daty.
Thus notwit.hst,andin% duties expressed in specific terms have
been argely reduced in the tariff of 1890 balow even the earlier
tariffs, yet the reductions are made to appearas increases by the
use of per centage ad valorem equivalents.

EFFECT OF A PROTECTIVE DUTY.

Mr. Chairman, the real issue between the advocates of a pro-
tective tariff and the advocates of a tariff for revenue only, or
British free trade (for both terms mean the same thing in tariff
discussion), is as to the effect of a protective duty on the cost to
the consumer of a domestic article, 1. e.,a duty imposed on a like
imported foreign article ejuivalent to the difference of the money
cost of production and distribution here and abroad, where such
article can be produced or made here substantially o the extent
of our wants withount natural disad vantage.

The majority report and free-trade advocates generally affirm
that such a duty is a tax which increises the cost to the con-
sumer of such domestic artiele substantially to the extent of the
dutv. The advocates of protection deny this.

Of course, there is no controversy over the effect of a duty on
an imported article not produced or made here, to any considera~
ble extent. Tn that case there is comparatively little or no do-
mestic production to affect the price; and as thearticle mustall
or for the most part be purchased abroad, the cost to the con-
sumer must be the foreign price plus the duty. Theissue is en-
tirely as to the effect of a duty on the price or cost of the do-
mestic article which can be produced or made here substantially
to the extznt of our wants without natural disadvantage.

The usual course of the free trade or anti-protection*dispu-
tant is to assume that such a duty is a tax on the domestic
article. and without meeting the counter facts and arguments
adduced by the advocates of protection, togo on from that poind
as if it were conceded. That has been the course pursued in this
discussion by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WiLsoni.
ngetimes the assumption is fortified by such an argumentas
this:

“You protectionists say that you want duties on certain im-
ported articles which it is desired to produce or make here, be-
cause they cost more to make here on account of our higher
wages, and the articles can not be made here and sold in competi-
tion with similar foreign articles admitted fres of duty. If,
then, the duties on foreign articles do not enable the domestic
producers or manufacturers to make the prices of the domestic
articles substantially thatof the foreien articles abroad, plus the
duty, then they fail to protect. If they do so raise the price,
then they ars in effect a tax on the domestic article, which does
not go into the Treasury.”

The fundamental fallacy of this argument is that it uses the
term *‘cost” in its money and not its economic sense, and thus
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deals with the préblem as if man were only a consumer and not
a producer also.
t is evident that when there is no natural disadvantage in
.producing or making an article here—ani proteztion does not
roperly apply if there be such—then it requires no more
ﬂ.bor to produce or make an article here than abroad; and if
80, then measured in labor or service, which is the true eco-
nomic measure of cost, it costs no more to produce or make any
such article here than elsewhere. There can be no economic
loss, therefore, in the production of such article or articles here
rather than abroad.

‘When it is said, therefore, that it costs more to produce or
make an article here than abroad because of our higher wages,
it is only meant that it costs more in money—not more in labor
or service, in which nearly all men ultimately pay for everything
they buy. Money is only the medium of making the exchange
of labor for products.

Thus, the true test of the cost or price of an article in any
country is not money cost, but labor cost. When it is said that
a workingman in England‘ean buy a coatfor $9in money and that
a similar coat costs $10 here, you can not determine which is
relatively cheaper to the workingman or other person who ulti-
mately pays in his labor or service, or produet of his labor or
efforts, until you know how much money either receives for his
labor or earns by his gervice. When you have both sides of the
equation, then you can determine wh.m)h’ money price ia relatively
cheaper, and not before. If it turnsoutthat the laborer receives
81 per day es in England and 82 here, then the cost of the
coat to the workingman in England is nine days' work, and tfo
the workingman in theUnited States five days’ work. In spite
of the assumption of the doctrinaire who looks only at money
price, thatthe workl.nﬁma.n in England can buy his coat a dollar
cheaper than the workingman in the United States, the fact is
that the cost.of the workingman’s coat here in the only commod-
ity he has topay is only five-ninths of the cost to the workingman
in England. [Applause on the Republican side].

It may be said that if such a workingman here could buy his
coat abroad and import it free of duty, then he would save §1.
I reply that while this would be true if only one or a few persons
should be granted this privilege for the reason that a few cases
like this would not disturb our economic system under which
higher wages are paid here than abroad; but if everybody in
this country could send the money received for wages or service
or their products to England and buy such goods as are cheaper
in money there and import them free of duty, instead of having
them made here, then, first, American would soon fall to
the British standard, because of want of diversification of indus-
tries and dearth of employment outside of agriculture, which
would be glutted; and secondly, with such an Increased demand
for goodsabroad and withdrawal of American competition, prices
of goods there would rise. No one can have his cake and eat it
at the same time. Whether the economic system of a country
is free trade or protection, it must be an entirety.

Measured in labor, there is not‘a single article made here
under protection—no matter whether the duty on a similar im-

rted article is 30 per cent, 50 per cent, or 100 per cent—which

not cheaper here than in any other country inthe world. Our
free-trade friends have much to say of cheap prices of products
measuyed in money, and never anything of cheap prices meas-
ured in labor. Produets cheapened by labor-saving devices are
a boon. Products cheapened by reducing the compensation of
labor and by depriving the laborer of opportunities to work are
acurse. [Applause.] We are having now the free-trade para-
dise of cheapness, and the workingman’s gehenna of dearness.
Prices measured in money are abnormally cheap; prices meas-
ured in labor are exceptionally dear.

These observations have paved the way for a closer exami-
nation of the workings of protective duties, which are simply
duties on imports equivalent to the difference of money wages
of labor production and distribution here and abroad. Such
duties simply equalize the basis of competition here and abroad.

money prices of domestic products are determined by the
cost of production or manufacture under competition paying
American wages, and when they costmore in money than abroad
it is simply because labor receives higher wages. Even if the
duties are more than such actual difference of cost of production
and distribution here and abroad, competition inevitably brings
the money pricesdown to thelowest possible standard. The ob-
ject of Erot.ectlon is not,as the free-trader insists, to increase
}Jrices, ut to encourage production here by making it possible
or us to compete, and the competition thus induced tends to
lower prices eveerhere, rot by reducing wages, but by stim-
ulating the use of labor-saving devices.

The money prices may be more here than abroad at the same
time, but these money prices will be gradually reduced by the
competition here, made possible only by protection, below what

they were before the industries wero established here, and fre-
quently aslowas abroad. But the prices estimated in labor or
service, as I have already said, will always be lower than any-
whereelse in the world. Applause.]

Every instance in which we have applied protective duties to
secure the manufacture of articles here, which had been previ-
ously imported, has thus resulted. In 1883, when we applied a
protective duty to wira nails, the price was 8 cents per pound,
and nearly all were imported. We were charged with a pur-
ggsa to tax the people 4 cents per pound for all their wire nails,

cause the proposed duty was4 cents. Yet wire nails never
advanced; but as soon as we had firmly established the indusury
they began to decline—our competition affecting the forei
price,—und even before the tariff-reform cyclone struck the
country some months ago the price had declined to less than 2
cents. And this is only one ont of thousands of similar ex-
amples.

This means that our policy of providing by protective duties
that campetition here shall be on the basis of our higher stand-
ard of wages and higher standard of living rather than on the
lower European standard, as it would necessarily be under free
trade or duties lower than the difference of wages here and
abroad, results in higher prosperity of the masses of our people
than is found anywhere else in the world.

PROTECTION, NOT PATERNALISM.

Mpr. Chairman, this policy is not *‘ paternalism " mor *‘ partner-
ship of the Government in private industries,” nor ‘‘class legis-
lation,"” as charged by the gentleman from West Virginia ¥
‘WiLsSON], unless indeed the establishment of colleges of agri-
culture and the mechanic arts by the Government in the several
States for the purpose of increasing the industrial efficiency of
the rising generation, which the fentleman and his associates
advocate, is “ paternalism:” or unless the improvement of the
rivers of West Virginia and the harbors of the Great Lakes and
of the ocean, in order to enable private citizens to navigate their
boats and ships with greater efficiency, for which the gentleman
and most of the members of his party voted, is * class legisla-
tion” and ‘‘partnership of the Government in private indus-
tries.” [Applause on the Republican side.]

Thedistinction between “*paternalism” and protectionisas wide
as the difference between giving a man an opportunity to work
and doing his work for him. Paternalism dwarfs men; protec-
tion gives them the best opportunities to develop themseives.
The function of good government should never be paternal, but
always protective. The ‘‘let alone ” theory of government, on
which free-trade ideas are based, has been abandoned for the most
part by practical statesmen everywhere, and there has come to be
general acceptance of the view that it is the proper function,
aye, the duty of government to so protect and enlarge the op-
portunities of its individual citizens as to enable them to use
their own powers more efficiently, whether by education, re-
striction of temptations to vice, building highways, improving
rivers and harbors, erecting light-houses, or restricting unde-
sirable immigrafion which would tend to reduce wagesand lower
the standard of living. [ﬁ%npla.m‘]

And the protective-tariff policy, which imposes duties equiv-
alent to the difference of wages in production and distribution
here and abroad on such imported articlesas can be produced or
made here without natural disadvantage, in order to maintain
competition here on the basis of our high wage and high living
standard, and thus secure the highest prosperity of the masses
of our people, is exactly in the same line.

Our protective policy simply says to the foreign manufac-
turer: *‘Before you can place the products of your cheaper
labor in onr markets in competition with the products of our
higher wage labor you must ﬁy into our Treasury and thus
contribute to our revenue substantially the sum which you
g‘thhold’ from your workingmen, but which we pay our work-

gmen.’

It will be remembered thatwhen the tariff act of 1890 increased
the average duty on woolens so as to make it more protect-
ive on the finer grades, it was assaulted all along the line by
the free-trade theorists as an increase of $30 tax on every hun-
dred dollars’worth of the woolensand the clothing of the people.
The gentleman from West Virginia has repeated this assertion,
entirely in line with the theory on which this bill is framed, as
if facts which could have been ascertained by a study of markets
rather than maxims, had not already disproved it. And yet the
report of the Senate Finance Committee, based on statistics col-
lected by Labor Commissioner Wright, showed that the effect of
this increase of duty was not to advance the price of woolens—
indeed the price was 5 percentlowerin 1801 than in 1890—but to
reduce importations about twenty millions,and thus increase the
demand for domestic goods and for labor. And the manufacturers
state that, notwithstanding they received 5 per centless per yard
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for their goodsin1801 than in1890, yet they did a more prosperous
business, for the reason that it cost them less to make their goods
in 1891 than in 1880, because of the larger demand, which enabled
them to make more effective use of their machinery.

In other words, the increased duty which restrieted foreign im-

rts gave our own manufacturers a larger home market, made
it possible for them to make theirgoods atalower cost, and com-
petition compelled them to sell them at a lower price. Yet all
the gentlemen on the other side who have spoken, in the face
of such facts, keep right on asserting that a protective duty is
a tax which increases the burdens of the American consumer.

Ex-Senator Eaton, of Connecticut, himself a Democrat,
although he would be ruled out of the new Democratic party by
the framers of this bill, when a member of the House told an
anecdote of a scholastic free trader thatillustrates the tendency
of m2n whose whole training has been outside of practical life,
to blindly follow theories and shut their eyes to the facts of life
all about them.

“A certain professor, a theorist of the first water,” said ex-
Senator Eiton, “eame up into a large manufacturing village in
my country to address the people on the fariff question. There
was a farmerstanding by a post in the lecture room, and the pro-
fessor thought he might be a good subject to operate upon. So
he said to him ‘ My friend, you are a farmer?’ ‘Yes.” ‘You live
here? ‘Yes.’ ‘Do you know these manufacturers in this vil-
lage are robbing you?’ ‘Why, no; I do not know it. How have
they robbed me? I came here ten years ago with only $500 and
bought a farm for $2,500, and run in debt for the balance. I
went to raising truck and selling to the mill hands. I have paid
off my debt and now own my farm, free of debt. How have
they robbed me?’' The professor, not at all taken back, went on.
‘Will, I suppose you have been a hard-working man and have
lived througg it. But you pay 6 cents a yard tax for the very
cloth your shirt is made of. * Well,” replied the farmer, ‘' you
may think so, but you can not prove it unless by Asop’s fables,
for 5 cents a yard was all I gave for the cloth.”

THE WAGES QUESTION.

My, Chairman, there are two answers which the free-trade
or revenue-only advocates make to thiscontention of thefriends
of protection. First, they affirm that wages are no higher here
than in machine-using nations abroad when efficiency is consid-
ered. They admit that money wages per day or week are 67 per
cent higher on an average here than in England as shown by
Labor Commissioner Wright'sreports; but they claim that work-
ingmen here do enough more to offset this difference.

t is sufficient o say that there is no evidence of the truth of
this assumption. The only evidence ever adduced in this direc-
tion was some statistics of the relative labor cost of making low-
grade cottons, in which the labor cost is very slight, at a par-
ticular time when we had introduced some improvements in ma-
chinery not then adopted abroad. In other words, they were
statisties of the superior inventive genius of Americans when
protection gives us the opportunity to compete on an equal plane,
and not evidence of the superiorefficiency of our labor. Indeed,
in many industries, particularly textiles, our best skilled labor
comes from Eumﬁe.

The fact that the gates of Castle Garden alwaysswing inward
and never outward is an absolute demonstration that a given
amount of labor receives not only larger money wages but also
larger wages estimated in purchasing power than abroad, even
if Labor Commissioner Wright's statistics of piece work had not
removed this fact beyond the pale of dispute. Indeed, the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] charges that our protective
policy has induced excessive immigration by making our wages
and opportunities for poor men so attractive; leaving it to be in-
ferred that he advocates this bill because it will diminish these
w%es and ggport.unities.

ven if other evidence were not conclusive, the fact thateven
withdutiesof40percent or more on imported manufactured goods,
foreign manufacturers find themselves able to pay that duty and
still sell three hundred millions of dollars’ worth of their products
in our markets, and the further fact that our exports of manu-
factured goods are mainly coarse cottons and specialties, demon-
strate beyond doubt that the latter pay much less for a given
amount of labor in such industries than we do.

‘* American workingmen are the smartest in the world, and
not afraid to compete with the produets of the workingmen of
Euroge,” exclaims the theorist, It is not a question of ** smart-
ness,” but a question of compensation for ‘‘smartness.” The
American workingman receives 67 per cent more for a given
amount of “*smartness” than the workingman in Europe re-
ceives. Whatthe American objectstois competition with prod-
ucts produced or made abroad by labor that receives 67 per
cent less than he does until the beneficiary of thatcheaperlabor
has paid our Government enough duty to even up the basis of
competition. When the foreign laborer comes here, provided

he comes to be an American and to gradually adopt the Ameri-
can standard of living—and no other immigrant should be per-
mitted to come—he demandsand receives American (notforeign)
wages: and as he brings asmuch or more demand for products for
the consumption of his family as he adds to the labor supply,
his coming does not reduce wages nor injure our own labor,

THE “NATURAL CHANRNEL" ARGUMENT.

The second answer of the free-trade theoristsis that we should
not undertake to carry on industriesin which foreign producers
or manufacturers have an advantage over us, but should confine
ourselves to industries in which we have advantage over other
countries. This is the free-trade contention of the gentleman
from West Virginia [Mr. WILsoN] and the contention of the
majority report.

Now, if this {free-trade contention referred simply to a natural
advantage; if the argument of the majority report, insisting
that we should not attempttoextend our industries and business
to ““artificial channels,” referred to disadvantages of climate,
soil, or other natural conditions, it would be accepted as sound.
No protectionist holds that the protective policy should be ap-
plied to any industry which must be carried on here under nat-
ural disadvantages, that is, where a larger amount of labor is
permanently required to make or produce a given article here
than is required elsewhere, except as there may be cases where
national defense demands it.

‘What is meant by opponents of protection, however, is not
this. It is that we should not earry on any industry here in
which our higher wages of labor make the produet cost morein
money, although no more in labor or service than elsewhere
where the laborer receives less pay—this, the gentleman from
West Virginia [Mr. WILsON] tells us would be an ‘‘artificial
channel,”—but should confine ourselves to * natural channels,”
or such crude industries, mainly agriculture, in which we have
sufficient natural advantage to offset the difference of wages.

Indeed, the free-trade contention—and it is noticeable that
nearly all the speeches for 'this bill on the other side have
adopted free-trade arguments to their logical conclusion, and as
such have been most enthuﬂiaaticall{vnapplauded by nearly all
our Demoeratic {ricnds, thus showing that the Democratic
party no longer disiuises its free-trade policy—the free-trade
contention is that where we find industries in which our higher
wages of labor makes the product cost more in money (although
not more in labor or service) than they cost abroad because we
pay higher wages for a certain amount of labor, we*should drop
such industries, notwithstanding they comprise nearly all our
manufacturing industries, and import such goods instead of
making them here, and turn the labor which has been employed
in such manufacturing industries ipto agriculture or the pro-
duction of erude materials in which we have natural advantages.
This is the policy which has been again and again enthusias-
tically applauded on the Democratic side. And it is seriously
contended by the free-trade theorist, that this policy—which in
fact would be going back where we were a hundred years ago—
would give us the largest production of wealth, highest wages,
and greatest consuming capacity. Perhaps the gentlemen who
advocate this theory will be able to tell us what any of our farm
products would be worth with such a multiplication of farmers
and such an annihilation of nonagricultural consumers.

This is the free-trade idea, pure and simple; this is the advice
which the British Cobdenites give us—to confine ourselves to
producing raw materials and let England do our manufacturing,

It is sutficient to say in reply that any economie theory whic.g,
revent a diversification of industries,
and especially the establishment of advanced manufactures, is
fundamenually wrong. For nothing is clearer in the light of
reason or in the teachings of experience, than that people who
so far multiply their pursuits as to give an opglrtuni foreve
variety of talent, and 'especially the highest skill, to do most ef-
fective work, take the lead in agriculture, manufacturing, and
commerce, A nation with advanced industries, placed along-
side the farm, produeces far more per inhabitant than one which
confines its industries to what free traders call ‘‘natural chan-
nels.” [Applause.]

It ean not be too often pressed upon the attention of the _
thoughtful citizen who listens to the free-trade argument that it
isaloss of productive powerforus toecarry on industries in which
the cost of production is greater than the costelsewhere: thatno

rotectionist proposes to do this, if by ‘““cost” is meant cost in

boror service. What the free trader means is that we should
notearryon industries here in which, while they require no more
labor for production here than isrequired abroad, we pay higher
wages for such labor. The fact that other countries pay lower
wages than we do is not a natural advantage on their part: it is
an *‘artificial ¥ advantage, created by crowding labor to the wall,
and as aresultof asystem in which man isleft out of consideration;
and the only way in which we can prevent competition through

put into practice, would
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the products of such a system coming into our marketsand fore-
ing us down to the low-wage and low-living standard of other
muchine-using nations, is by placing protective duties on their
products, so as to place competition here on our high-wage
- and high-living standard basis.
PROTECTION HISTORICALLY CONSIDERED,

Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of history that the most promi-
nent incentive to the adoption of the Constitution and the estab-
lishment of a truly national government in 1789 was the neces-
sity which was felt for such uniform regulations of commerce as
would provide revenue, promote trade, and encourage new in-
dustries, and thus free us from our industrial and commercial
subjection to England, arising mainly from the fact that we raised
the raw materials and she developed them into manufactured
products,

One of the first acts passed by the first Congress under the
Constitution, in response to the popular demand, was a triff,
whose title was an act to raise revenue ‘‘and encourage manu-
factures.”

The act received the warm approval of Washington, Madison,
andJefferson. Thesame Jefferson whom our Democraticfriends
claim to ba politically descended from, was one of the fathers of
protection, one of the original advocates of the policy of so ad-
justing duties as to ‘‘encourage manufactures,” a policy which
the framers of this bill now tell us is * unconstitutional,” as well
as “‘robbery.”

The idea of the fathers who framed the Constitution, and
passed the first protective tariff to encourage manufactures as
well as raise revenue, was that the prosperity of the country, of
all classes, demanded that we should not confine our labor to what
thegentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] calls ** natural
channels,” the crude industries and agriculture to which the
peo?le of a new country first address themselves, but should
apply protective duties with a view of diversifying our indus-

tries and establishing manufacturing industries—**artificial
channels,” as the free trader thinks.

To be sure, the average duties on all imports (as there were
few free goods then)' of the various tariffs enacted up to the close
of the first term of Jefferson were only 224 per cent, but at that
time the slow and expensive means of transportation across the
Atlanticafforded a large measure of protection in itself, and the
industries to be introduced in those early days were only those
for the mannfacture of the coarser articles adapted to a new
counhr{l. These dulies were subsequently inereased as experi-
ence showed necessary. In 1821 the average duty w.as 36 per
cent, and in 1830 it was nearly 49 per cent on dutiable goods.
The important fact to be considered is that the framers of the
Constitution, who may be sipposed to have had some knowledge
of the scope of that instrument, not only held that protective
duties are constitutional, but that they are a wise measure of
public policy. '

WHAT THE FATHERS THOUGHT.

The fathers did not consider the objection, even then urged,
that the adoption of protective duties to secure the establish-
ment and maintenance of manufacturing industries would be
*class legislation,” or the '* partnership of the Government in
business,” to be anything but chaff, unworthy of a moment’s con-
sideration.

The{;lr] argued that the infroduction of manufacturing indus-
tries in this country and the diversification of pursuits would
be, as it ha:l}Jroved, a benefit to the industrics already existing,
and especially a benefit to agriculture, and to all our people.

They regarded the whole people as an industrial unit. They
held that manufacturing industries would benefit the farmer by
preventing so large a concentration of labor in agriculture as
would greatly increase the surplus for export, and thus reduce
the foreign price, and by giving him a larger home market and
better prices; for whatever the farmer sells at home escapes the
heavy charges of transportation. They saw by faith what those
who will open their eyes can to-day see by actual vision, that
farming pays much better when manufacturing communities are
set down by the side of the farms.

They knew, what some of their descendants are blind to, that
the carpenter and mason, as well as some other industries, are
protected by natural conditions which forbid the importation of
what they work on, but that their wages and their prosperity,
as weil as that of the farmer, could not rise above the wages and
prosperity of the workingmen and consumers in other industries
that would be open to competition with the products of the
cheaper labor of Europe, without protective duties. Hence the
reasoned, and reasoned correctly, that protection concerned all.

PROTECTIVE FERIODS ERAS OF GREATEST PROSPERITY.

And our experiences since have only demonstrated the wis-
dom of the judgment of the fathers. Our periods of highest
w rity havealways been those in which the protective policy
L n maintained.

_ The contention made nowand then byopponents of protection,

and reveated in the report of the majority, that the revenue-
tariff period from 1846 to 1860 witnessed the greatest progress of
our manufacturing industries and was the golden era of the na-
tion, has no basis except rhetoric, and even more deceptive per-
centages, to stand upon.

The simple fact told by the census is that in the decade be-
tween 1850 and 1860 the value of our manufactured products in-
creased $765,000,000, or 816 per inhabitant: and in the decade
betweon 1880 and 1300, under protection, 3,146,000,000, or $20
perinhabitant. or nearly twice as fast in the latter as in the for-
mer, The value of our manufactured products rose from $1,885,-
750,000 in 1850 to 3,515,500,000 in 1890. And the growth in
volume was much greater than this, bacause the price of manu-
factured goods has been reduced 25 per cent since 1860.

The majority report speaks of the revenue tariff period be-
tween 1846 and 1840 as one in which our woolen industry sig-
nally flourished. The figures of the census, however,show that
at the close of this period in 1360 the value of our manufactures
of wool was only $68,750,000, or $2.10 per inhabitant, against
$344,250,000, or $5.50 per inhabitant, in 1890. In other words,
the increase per capita in value of our woolen industry under

rotection was one and a half times as much as the entire growth
rom the first settlement of the country.

The value of the wealth accumulated by the people of this
country in the thirty yeairs between 1860 and 1890 unger protzec-
tion was nearly four times as much as was that accumulated in
the two hundred and forty years from the landing of the Pil-
grims to the election of Lincoln. The wealth of this country in
1800 was only 8514 per inhabitant; in 1890 it was $1,000 per in-
habitant. The e ntention that the woalth in the poss2ssion of
the workingm:n is no greater than thirty years ago is disproved
by the returns of the savings binks, which show a large in-
crease in average deposits, as well as by the increase of 68 per
cent in the purchase powerof wages.

In the thirty years from 1830 to 1860 there were built in this
country only 30,603 miles of railway. In the thirty years from
1860 to 1890 there were built 106,512 miles of railway. In the
decade befween 1880 and 1890 there was built in the United States
nearly four times the mileage of railway that was built in the
decade between 1850 and 1860.

A better teststill of the wisdom of any economic policy is its
effect on the welfare of the masses of the people.

It has been said that the consumption of iron in any country
isthe infallible test of its material progress. Apply this test to
the revenue and protective eras of the United States and to
Great Britain. In 1860 the United States consumed only 61%
pounds of iron per inhabitant, the most of which was imported,
while Great Britain consumed 173 pounds per inhabitant,

In 1892 the United States consumed 335 pounds of iron per in-
habitant, five times as much as in 1860, nearly all of which was
made in this country, while Great Britain consumed only 215
pounds per inhabitant. ;

Whages increas2d 60 percent in money and 68 per cent in pur-
chase power between 1860 and 1890 under our protective poliey,
and less than one-third as much in Great Britain. -

In 1850 one day’s work of a weaver in this country would buy
8% yards of s'an sheeting; in 1860 it would buy 10 yards, and
in 1891, 27 yards. But in 1891 one day’s work would buy only 20
yards in Great Britain.

In the revenue decade betwesn 1850 and 1860 one day’s work
of an ironworker would buy 50 pounds of bar iron; in the pro-
tective decade between 13%0 and 1390 100 pounds, while in the
latter decade in Great Britain ons day’s work would buy only
75 pounds.

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr, WiLS0N] and others
who are now trying to revise history by affirming that the reve-
nue tariff period b:tween 15346 and 1860 was the most prosperous
era of the United States, overlook the fact that there are gentle-
men living. some of them in this Chamber, whose memory goes
back to those days, and who themselves experienced some of the
evil results of that tariff policy, which were delerred for a time
by the Mexican war, the gold discoveries in California, and the
Crimean war, but finally bursi with tornido foree upon our coun-
try in 1857-'58-'59. I suggest to these gentlemen that they
ta{a down the musty volumes which contiin President Buchan-
an’s messages to Congress in Dacember, 1857 and 18533, and re-
read his pictures of the sad condition of our industrial and finan-
ciil interests in those vears, which our free-trade friends tell us
were the **golden era” of our history. And ths tarnished char-
acter of this **golden era” will be mde strikingly apparent if
they will also reread the official reports of the almost ineffectual
efforts of tho National Government in 1860 to borrow money to
meet a deficiency in the Federal Treasury even at 12 per cent
interest.

It is sometimes charged that protection is selfish and unchris-
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tian and antagonistic to the dictates of a broad philanthropy.
If so, then the family relation, ordained by God, in which the
head is admonished to care first of all for those placed in his
churge, is selfish and unchristian. If 8o, the nation,alsodivinely
ordained, whose primary duty it is to make the most of its own
people, and in that way do the most for mankind, is selfish and
unchristian. Nofamily and nonation may do injustice to others.
Protection does no injustice to others. It isno injustice toany-
one for this nation to say to others, *“ For the highest well-being
of our people we maintain a high wage and a high standard of
living, and in order to maintain this competition for our mar-
kets must proceed on the basis of our wage and living standard.
If you choose to maintain a lower wage and a lower standard of
living you can do so for/yourselves, but when you seek our mar-
kets, we ask that you pay into our Treasury as a duty a sum which
shall place your competiton on the basis of our high wage and
high standard of living.” This is not only just, but eminently
Christian and philanthropic. Indeed, we hope that the influence
of our example may lead other countries to adoptour high wage
and high standard ofliving, under which the masses of our pzo-
ple have bacome the most prosperous on the face of the earth.

- LABOR COST OF PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION.

Mr. Chairman, there is one defense of the pending- bill which
I must not pass by. ‘‘After all,” say its advocates, ‘‘ there is
enough average duty left by this bill—3J per cent—to fulls' cover
the di’er:nce of wages of labor here and abroad in production
and distribution.” 4

This is an after thought, and entirely inconsistent with every
other argument that has bzen put forth in antagonism te pro-
tection. More than this, the fact is not as claimed. If it be
true, then this bill is open to the same objections from the other
side that are made against our protective tariffs. No; the au-
thors of this bill well know that they have not been as incon-
sistent as that.

In the first place, of course the claim is not trueas to the prod-
uets of industries which have been placed on the [ree list. And
no one will contend it is true as to the large number of industries
whose competing foreign products are to be admitted with aduty
of only 10 to 15 per cent.

Even as to those industries whose competing foreign Prodncts
are to be admitted ultimately at from 25 to 35,and in a few cises
40 per cent ad valorem, which will not exceed a specific duty
equivalent to more than 25 to 30 per cent in the case of textiles,
the duty will not be equal to the difference of wages in produe-
tion and distribution here and abroad.

While the labor cost of manufacturing textiles, for example,
averages about 25 per cent of the domestic valuation and 33 per
cent of the foreign valuation on which duties are imposed, yet
this 33 per cent only includes the manufacture after mill and
machinery are completed and the supplies and materials fur-
nished. It does not include the labor im building mill, ma-
chinery, and harnessing power, nor the labor on materials and
supplies, nor the labor in transportation, selling, ete. Ex-Con-
gressman Abram 8. Hewitt, a practical manufacturer, stated to
the Committes on Ways and Means a few years ago that 90 per
cent of the cost of every manufactured article (not simply 25 per
cent) is labor; and whenthis labor receives nearly double here
for a given amount of effort than is paid in England, it is absurd
to talk about a duty that will practically be only 30 per cent,
placing on an even basis an English and an American industry
manufacturing an advanced article.

When it is borne in mind that $32,000,000 of fine cotton goods
were imported last year in the face of a duty of 15 per centad
valorem higher than is proposed by this 1x:1; $37,000,000 of wool-
ens in the face of a duty 20 per cent ad valorem higher; not to
mention more than $200,000,000 of other manufactured goods in
the face of a duty 15 per cent higher, it is clear that even
those higher duties coufd not have been much, if any, in excess
of the actual diference of money cost of production and distribu-
tion here and abroad.

REDUCED DUTIES MEAN REDUCED WAGES.

As a matter of faét, with the exception of certain instances in
which some industries have had special and exceptional favor, the
duties fixed by thisbill will in practical administration prove not
tobe protective on the basisof the wages that existed in this coun-
try one yearago. They arenotintended tobeprotective. They
will necessitate a reduction of wages in order thatour industries
may compete with foreign industries whose produects are to be
admitted to our markets at lower rates of duty.

What has already taken pluce in the reduction of wages
throughout this country in consequence of the necessity im-
posed on industries to anticipate the large reduction of the du-
ties on competing foreign imports, ought to be acomplete answer
to the contention of the free-trade theorists that protective du-
ties have had nothing to do with increasing wages 60 per cent
estimated in money and 68 per cent estimated in purchasing

power since 1860, as shown by Labor Commissioner Wright's sta-
stistics; or that duties may be reduced below the protective point
without lowering wages. An ounce of experience is worth more
than a ton of theory. Butin this case our sad experience since
it became evident that there is to be a revolutionary tariff
change, weighs many tons. 3

' Wages are made by demand and supply and not by protec-
tive duties,” exclaim the opponents of protection. In one sense
wages are made by supply and demand if all the elements af-
fecting supply and demand are taken into consideration; but -
supply is affected by the standard of living and many other
conditions, and demand by the extent of the diversification
of industries and the consumptive capacity of the people.
Where the industries of a country are confined to agriculture
and a few crude industries, as they were everywhere in this
countrygeventy years ago, and as they would be now if we should
give up manufacturing industries and import our goods from
abroad, the demand for labor is restricted and wages compara-
tively low. But when under the policy of protection we began
to send less and less of our raw materials to Europe to be manu-
factured for us there, and to establish manufacturing industries
here, the demand for labor increased, our productive and con-
sumptive power multiplied, and wages began to increase as esti-
mated in money, and even more as estimated in purchase power.
In other words, our protective policy has maintained and in-
creased wages by enlarging the demind for labor and so multi-
plying pursuits as to give each man the opportunity best adapted
to his tastes and capacity, and by increasing the consumptive
power of the people.

There ought to be nothing clearer to any thinking man than
that when thousands of industries are being carried on here and
emgloying labor which is paid from 50 to 100 per cent more than
in England for the same amount of service,and the duties on the
competing gooas are lowered so as to not fully cover the differ-
ence of money cost of production or manufacture and distribution
here and abroad, then one of two things must take place here;
either such industries must stop here or wages must Ea reduced
to offset the new competition caused by a reduction of duties.
As. a matter of fact, both of these results are taking plice all
around us in anticipation of the reduction of duties. Labor or-
ganizations are valuable in maintaining uniform wages in the
same industries within our own borders; but when competition
comes inin the shapeof the products of cheaper labor abroad, ad-
mitted free of duty or at alower rate than the difference of wages
here and abroad, such organizations are powerless for the rea-
son that they ean not control foreign wages.

And it is not simply the laborers and owners of so-called pro-
tected industries that are feeling the evil results of this threat-
ened change, but every class of our people. Allof our industries
are interlinked; and under our economic policy, as it existed for
more than thirty years, all were under our protective system—
some protected by natural conditions, some by protective duties.
And when it became evident that this policy was to be over-
thrown, and businessand industries began to prepare for the rev-
olutionary change, then all classes felt the blow.

Our sad experience the past six months contrasted with our
prosperity for thirty years dprevious demonstrates that the polic
of maintaining protective dutiesisnot‘‘robbery,” noratax whic
increases the burdens of the people, as the Democratic majority
of the committee reporting tgis bill affirm, but just, wise, states-
manlike, and promotive of the welfareof all our people, in that
it tends to diversify our industries, develop our nutural re-
gources, gives wider employment suited to the differing apti-
tudes of our people, develops healthy competition on the basis
of our high wages, stimulates our inventive genius, encourages
agriculture by opening up large near-by home markets to the
products of the farm, increases the production of wealth,
and greatly contributes to the prosperity of the nation. [Loud .
applause.]

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois., Mr. Chairman,I ask unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Main> be allowed a few
minutes. I understand thathe can conclude in a very few min-~
utes.

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Regular order.

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think, on reflection, I will
stop right here.

[Mr. SPRINGER addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr.DOLLIVER Mr.Chairman,I have often thought during
the progress of this debate that if we on the Republicanside were
charged with the responsibility of defending abill open to as many
objections as my [riend from Illinois |Mr. SPRINGER] has just
pointed out,we would not begin the argument by areference to the
present condition of the country. Iiverybody knows what the
state of our finuncial and industrial affairs was a year ago. The
last reportof Dun’s Commercial Agency for last year showed tha
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highest level of business activity ever known in the history of
our people, an activity in which all occupations of the people
shaved. Agriculture had its part in that prosperity. -

In my own State which I love to think of as the great cul-
tursl area of the earth, the people in every department of busi-
ness enjoyed a full measure of the general prosperity. In his
message of 1892 the chief executive of fowa, the first Demo-
cratic governor in a generation and J__111-01)&ny the last we shall
ever have, began his address to the Legislature with a general
congratulation to our people that never before since the State
was organized had everybody enjoyed so universal and. wide-
spread prosperity. From the pinnacle of the temple of national
fortune the American people deliberately cast themselves down,
trusting that Divine Providence would in some pecuiiar way give
His angels chdrge concerning them to keep them. [Launghter.]

Within one year we find the country in a situation as has baf-
fled the eloguence of my friend from Michigan [Me, BURROWS]
and my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER| o describe it. The
Demnocratic party came forward at once with a remedy for the

ic which followed the accession of Mr. Cleveland. After
B:‘\l*ing attributed all of our misfortunes for thirty years to the
rotective tariff, after having gone through the campaign of
892 without mentioning any other subject, they discovered
about the first month of last summer that it was the silver poliey
of 1590 that had wrecked the industries of the United States; and
though pledged to the American people to make a speedy and
fatal attack upon the protective tariff, nearly a year elapsed be-
fore that subject was mentioned at all.

I have never heard anything more perfectly illustrative of
the reluctance of the Democratic party to begin their assaulton
the tariff than the case of a gentleman who was riding in asleep-
ing car from Chicago to Rockford. He gave the porter a dollar,
charging him under no circumstances to fail to put him off, say-
ing that even if he resisted the porter must at all hazards put
him off the car. He woke up at Galena without the assistance
of the porter and went into the smoking room where that fune-
tionary was asleep. He found the porter’s clothes torn, his face
scmﬂa& and his entire make-up in a state of dilapidation.
“Didn’t 1 pay you a dollar.” said the indignant traveler, *‘ to
wake me up atRockford?” * Fo de Lawd, Massa,” said the mys-
tified darkey, ‘‘who on earth do you suppose that man was I
I done put off?” [Laughter.] So now we find the Democratic

arfy here, dilapidated, torn with dissensions, wounded in the

ouse of its friends, having disposed of the comparatively harm-
less question of silver, now at last reluctantly falling into con-
verzation with the main quesfion that has occupied their atten-
tion for so many years.

1 like to talk about the tariff as well as anybody, but I confess
that I sometimes get confused in the mists and fog banks of
theory through which we are called to pass in condueting such
a discussion. Tomy mind the tariff question is a question of fact.
So that when we find a man in the clouds, in the ugper air of
speculation, the first thing I tr{oto do is to bring him down to the
ear:h where people live and labor and do business. That I pro-
posa to do to-day with the kind attention of the House. The act
of 1892, tried by the evidence accessible toeverybody, thoroughly
justified itself even in the brief time before it was overturned.

t hd specific objects; and it is historically certain that even in
the brief space of two years before the election of 1892 it accom-
}Jl_ishgg these objects in a measure hardly expected even by its

riends.

There is no slavery in the world which deludes a man’s judg-
ment and binds his faculties like a long devotion to the theory
of free trade. Ifseems to destroy the most useful faculties men
have. Common sense is the most splendid possession of the hu-
man mind. Itis the only absolutely reliable human faculty. If
this world were full of philosophers, of statesmen, of orators, of

litical economists, it would hardly be possible for a plain man

live in #t at all. They would him to death; or if he es-
caped that, they would argue him, after the manner of Edward
Atkinson's recent address to the workingmen of Boston, into the
belief that by some new principle of cookery the shin bone of a
beef can be so prepared as not to bedistinguished from a sirloin
steak. [Laughter.] Fortunately we have had in the history of
the country at least four resplendent types of American common
gense—Benjamin Franklin, Andrew Jackson, Horace Greeley,
and Abraham Lincoln. [Applause.]

If the Ivcmng men of the United States can find a doctrine of
practical politics upon which that little group of statesmen are

eed, it is a waste of time fo hang around the lecture rooms
of afree-trade university in the hope of getting a patentable im-
provement omrr their wisdom. [Applause.] The doetrine of the
prolective tariff, vindicated by the united judgment of these
men, may be attacked, may even be for a time discredited, but
can not be permanently dislodged from the sober judgment of
the people. The storm of clamor and hea.rs:{ and Interest may
threaten it, but in the end itwill find an anchorage in the pub-

lic judgment that is sure and steadfast. Can any sane man be-
lieve that God gave to our fathers the far-sighted prudence of
Benjamin Franklin if he had intended this country to be guided
by the adviee of John Randolph, who used tosay that hewould go
amile out of hisway to kick a sheep? [Laughter and applause.]

Can it be believed that Andrew Jac made the 8tn day of
Januarynotable and famous only to give the Democratic orators
of our own times an opportunity to exploit the free-trade no-
tions upon which the on} 'ma.nce of nullification in South Caro-
lina was predicated in 1832% [Applause.] Is it credible that
Horace Greeley, faithful journalist that he was, made a daily
record of the free-trade famine, in the midst of which the peo-
plecelebrated the Christmas of 1854, if the chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee is now to persuade us that the starving
multitudesof thatafflicted winter were reallyenjoying the bless-
ingsof a ‘‘symmetrical industrial development”? [Laughter.]

an any man in his senses suppose that Abraham Lincoln was
called to think, tolabor, to suffer, and atlast to die, that through
his martyrdom the struggling millions of the earth might be
free, if, after all, his countrymen are to east away his counsel
and reorganize their affairs on the lines laid down in the Con-
federate constitution? [Loud applause.] So that I for one am
not discouraged, even if this Congressshould enact the proposed
bill into law without substantial modification, because I know
that the people of the United States, having learned their lesson
in the midst of broken fortunes and impoverished industries, will
come back speedily to the historic standards of American com-
mon sense. [Applause.]

But I started to say that the web of the free-trade theory once
wound about a man’s judgment absolutely deludes his faculties
and leaves him helpless and worthless in the arena of practical
affairs; and I want to comment upon that by a few illustrations.
None of us wish to disparage any member of Congress; in fact,
we would not dare to do it. Between ourselves it will never do
for us to assume that anybody could get into this body without
having shown symptomsof being agreat man. [Laughter.] So
I do not wish to disparage the membership of the House. But
in East Liverpool, Ohio, last fall they elected a Democrat to rep-

 resent their interests in Congress [Mr. IKIRT]. I have not the

pleasure of his personal acquaintance, but I am told that he is

an excellent man. He ran for Congress on the theory that the
rotective tariff isa fraud, a violation of law, and ought to be
mmediately displaced by a tariff for revenue only.

Now, you would suppose that a man like that would have been
sitting up in the night after his arrival here trying to kill off
the protection idea. Yet early in the contest we find our friend
before the Ways and Means Committee pleading like a condemned
anarchist for the life of the industries that have been built up
on the ruins of the Constitution in the neighborhood where he
resides. ughter and applause on the Republican side.] I
will read from his testimony before the Ways and Means Com-
mittee to illustrate whatT mean.: Let usfirst read the questions

ropounded to him by that serene philosopher from Maine [Mr.
ED]. [Applause on the Republican side.]
Mr. REED. How much does that duty—

That is, the 68 per cent on the crockery schedule—
increase the price to the consumer?

Mr. IKIRT. That is a question I can not answer.

Mr. REED. It does increase the price to the consumer, does it not?

Mr. IKIBT. I can not answer the question.

Mr. REED. You think the tariff is a tax added to the price of the article?

Mr. IKIRT. Yes, sir; undoubtedly it is. 8

Here we have a man wedded to Democratic phrases in the act
of reeeiving his sight, but unable as yet to see men even as trees
walking. And so our friend, enslaved by the language of Dem-
ocratic politics, was absolutely unable to apply it to the practical
phases even of the industry he represented. [Laughter and
applause on the Republican side.]

t us take another illustration, selected by chance from some
of the proceedings in which my amiable friend from Nebraska
[Mr. BRYAN] participated. Now, our friend is a man solid and
fixed in the conviction that the tariff is a tax. He may lose his
grip on every other question, but that cherished conviction of
his soul can not be shaken. It would appear that such is his fa-
naticism that if he went into a store and bought an article for
less than the tariff amounts to, he would still be able to, by a °
perfect process of reasoning, to convince himself and possi’bly to
convince the people of his district, that in some thysterious way,
visible to the mind’s eye, though to flesh and sense unknown, he
had been compelled to work one dag to pay for the article and
another topay the tariffon it. [Laughter on the Republicanside.]

The only man that I have ever heard of who was able to make
any impression on the mind of my friend was a witness who
came here by authority of Queen Victoria to plead the cause
of Bermuda potatoes and to bring tears to the eyes of the Ways
and Means Committee by reciting thesad experience of Bermu
onnios. [Laughter.] Now, my friend, full of his theory, was
amazed at this witness. The man actually said thal the tax was
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very burdensome to Bermuda. He went so far as to observe
that the farmers of Bermuda paid that tax. This aroused
the interest of the gentleman from Nebraska, and he began to
suspect that the witness had come to Washington by way of
Columbus, and had stopped off between trains for a little talk
with McKinley. [Laughter on the Republican side.] So he
roused himself and demanded to know whatthe price of Bermuda
vegetables was EIrior to the MeKinley bill. e witness was
unable to say. He then asked what the price of those vegetables
was after the McKinley bill. The witness could not tell,since
the price varied from time to time. And now comes my friend
from Nebraska, armed with his theory, and undertakes to make
war against the facts in the case.

Mr. BRYAN. How can you tell without knowing the price before the Me-
Kinley billwas enacted whether the consumer pays the tariff?

Mr. MasTERS. Well, I was treasurer of the ers’ Alliance and I know
that during the latter part of the nt season the shipment of some 10,000
‘boxes or cases to New York paid 38 cents a box and the freight was 16 cents.
They sold for about 60 cents. There was clearly a loss and they brought us
indebt. Ifwe did not pay the duty, who did?

&Laughter and applause on the Republican aida.‘] i

have no doubt that my friend from Nebraska is figuring on
that yet. He has not so far appeared in this debate, though we
trust he may. I have sometimes thought, however, that he
would not, for the reason that last summer he found occasion in
this House to account for all the calamities that surround usand
all the misfortunes we are heir to by charging them to the de-
monetization of silver; and it is possible that after having put
the workingmen of the country and the farmers of the country
at the head of the free-coinage e he might feel a certain
hesitation in overworking them 31yplm:iug them in a prominent
position in the free-trade procession. [Applause and laughter
on the Republican side.]

But we will not rest on particular instances. We will enlarge
the field of observation a little. I was very much interested
the other day when my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WiL-
SON], a few years ago president of my old college in West Vir-
ginia—TI loved him as Tam O'Shanter loved the landlord, like
avery brother, though for an entirely different reason [laughter]
—opened this debate. I was interested in what he said. I ad-
mired his eloquence and wondered how a man could conjure up
a scheme of argument like that to contradict the experience of
mankind. I was especially interested in his discussion about
woolen cloth, how the tariff had been raised to 300 per cent,and
how the poor working girl of the United States looked long-
ingly across the sea upon her sister on the other side who was
wearing a cloak she could not have without working one da
for the garment and four days more to pay the duty on it; an
I asked myself whether it would not have been a substantial im-
provement on the intellectual equipment of my old college

resident if there had been left in his head room for a few prac-

cal ideas. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

My friend talked as if his countrymen were beggars waiting
for the cast-off clothing of Europe, and as if the more cow’s hair
it contained the more ardent ought our expressions of gratitude
to be. He dwelt with a solicitude, evidently sincere, upon what
happens in the custom-house; but that isnotthe question. The

uestion is what happens in the homes of the American people.

he question is, How are the American people dressed? how
have thirty years of protection left the great masses of the peo-
ple of our country in the matter of clothes? And every man
whose mouth is on speaking terms with his mental faculties
knows perfectly well that this is the only well-dressed country
in the world. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.]

You may be able to deceive yourselves in this matter, but you
can not deceive even a casual traveler from abroad. Here is a
little volume just printed by Daniel Owen & Co. (limited), Car-
diff, Wales. It contains the letters written from the United
States last summer by Lascelles Carr and printed in the West-
ern Mail, the most influential Tor{g newspaper of Wales, of
which he is the editor. The book is entitled ‘* Yankee Land
and the Yankees.” On page 23 he says:

The more I see of this wonderful country and the further my inquiries
reach, the more satisfied I am that it is the paradise of the workingman and
especially of the working women. Wages are high and for the workman
the cost of living is comparatively low. Except in the matter of house ac-
commodation their circumstances are in every respect better than those of
their English brethren. They eat better and more varied food, they dress
better, they have at least as good means of education and other sources of
intellectual and social recreation. Yesterday evening I stood at a ferry in
{reor:lgy City and saw the work girls trooping over in the boat from New

The crowd was w of much the same social elements as those of
which the crowd over Black Mars bridge consists. But, ah, what a
difference in the ap of these two sets of girls. These New Jersey

18 were neatly and a priately dressed, and not one of them but wore

ent, well-fi , and {n some cases, quite el t boots and shoes. They
walked and spoke, and in every way behaved themselves as ladies. Mind
¥ou, this is no reflection on our English girls; it is only a reflection on the
Wages as puts noat clothes' ﬁ”ﬁ&mm“':m“ﬁe”aﬁmmm“ and propriosy
of behavior which accompany well-paid labor beyond their reach.

The workingwomen of the United States,for whose safety our

friend awakened our interest, are not looking in anxious enthu-
siasm at the cloaks that are on the backs of their sisters in
Europe: the workingwomen of Americaare sending their money
to Europe fo enable their sisters to ﬁet out of the countries
where cloaks are so very cheap. [Applause on the Republican
side.] Neither are the men, for on page 36 of the same volume
Mpr, Carr says:

I have several times alluded—once more I change the subject—to the con-
dition of the workingman in this country. The further my inquiries ex-
tend the more convinced I become that the real truth of the matter is that
in this country a workman earns nearly twice as much as he would in -
land, and the cost of his living, except in the matter of rent and clothing,
about the same. Even in the matter of clothing the difference is not great,
except in so far as it is brought about by the general use of much better
clothing by the artisan in this country than in England.

Now, if my friend from West Virginia by some miracle of
Divine grace could enlarge his vision totake in that fact, the
spezch which he delivered here the other day, and which my
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] was so desirous of
seeing in print,would never appear in the CONGRESSIONAL REC-
orD at all. [Laughter.] I wish to say another thing. I have
remarked that common sense is the only reliable guide in men’s
affairs; and thechief guardian and enlichtener of common sense
is experience. We have had in the United States a good deal of
experience with this matter of the tariff; and if T thought you

entlemen would listen to me I would read from the New York
Tribune of January 6, 1855, from the pen of grand old Horace
Greeley, a few lines which condense the tariff history of the
United States into a single paragraph. They are full of truth
and wisdom.

A MEMBER. Let us have them:

Alr. DOLLIVER. T will read them:

Protection died in 1818, bequeathing to British fres trade a trade that gave
usan eXcess import of specie, a peoa]la among whom there existed ﬁat
prosperity, a large public revenue, and a rapidly diminishing public de

British free trade died in 1824, baqusanhx;f to protection a trade that gave
an excess export of specie, an impoverished people, a detlining public reve-
nue, and a stationary wgl:_bllc debt.

Protection died in "85, bequeathing to British free trade a trade that
gge an excess import of specie, a people more prosperous than any that

ever been known, a revenue so0 that it had been rendered necessary to
emancipate from duty tea, coffee, and many other articles which we did not
produce, and a treasury {ree from all charge on account of public debt.

British free trade died in 1842 bequeathing t[?dprobecuun a trade that gave
an excess export of specle, a paogle ruined, and their government in a state
of repudiation, a public treasury bankrupt and begging cverywhere for loans
at the highest rate of interest, a revenne collected and disbursed in irre-
deemable paper moneg’and a very large foreign debt.

Protection died in 1847 bequeathing to Bri free trade a trade that gave
an excess import of specie, a hiy prosperous ple, their government
restored to credit, a rapidly gro commerce, a large public revenue, and
a declining foreign debt.

British trade has next to make its will, having nothing to bequeathe
but a trade that drains mus of our specie, a people rapidly passing toward
ruin, a declining eommerce, and a foreign debt requiring for the payment of
its mere interest at least twenty millions of dollars a year.

Now, my friend the chairman of the Committee on Ways and
Means, both in his speech and in the report which was submitted
to this House, tells us that the }:)eriod of the Walker tariff, 1847
to 1857, was the golden age of our industrial prosperity; and
there are in existence some statistics, always open to suspicion,
that would lead even a careful student to that opinion. I have
made it my business during this debate to go down into the
daily record of events preserved in the newspaper files in the
Library of Congress in order to find out how the }:eople lived in
those days, what they did, and what they thought; and I stand
here to say that, notwithstanding the discovery of gold in Cali-
fornia, notwithstanding that magnificent stream of wealth poured
into the channels of American trade, the Walker tariff, going
into effect in 1847, had impoverished and bankrupted this people
long before the middle of 1854; and I intend to prove that state-
ment to the satisfaction of every unprejudiced man.

I had occasion in the last Congress in a speech made here fo
cite the daily record made by the New York Tribune; and some-
body who was evidently unable to appreciate a man like Horace
Greeley, said that he wasa protectionist, and therefore, like the
wage-earners in their protests against this bill, entirely unrelia-
ble and probably intimidated. BfLa.ught’er.] I go now into the
columns of: the free-trade press, and will read a few lines from
the New York Herald editorial of January 1, 1855, a free-trade
editor's farewell address to one of those years of *“ symmetrical
prosperity. about which the gentleman from West Virginia told
us: '

Seldom indeed within our recollection has there been a year so darkly
overshadowed by general calamities, national misfortune and local disas-
ters and suffering as the eventful and gloomy year which has just
The great finavcial and commercial panic of 1837 did not bring to us, with
all its train of bankruptcies, explosion, and general ruin, so much of posi-
tive suff. to the working classes of our great cities, the combined causes
which have ught about the existing lamentable financial and commenr-
claldepression.

I present here also the memorial of the unemployed working
men of the city of New York to the mayor and common couneil

ty | at that time, a memorial which, taken in connection with the

speech of the chairman of the Committese on Ways and Means,
is to me very interesting. We had the pleasure yesterday of
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hearing the eloquent observations made b{lt.he gentleman from
Ohio[Mr. JoENSON], whoseemed to think that he had discovered
a rem.dy for the evils of our times, or that if he had not, the
apostle whose follower he ischad discovered it; but I call his at-
tention to the fact that the humble working people of New York
in 1854, in the midst of the poverty which surrounded them in
that city, made a logical, square, and persuasive presentation of
the theory which proposes to relieve the people of their distress,
by putting the burdens of the Government upon the landed
property of the country. : :

I will print a portionof this memorial, which appearsin full in
the New York Herald of January 4, 1855:

To the mayor and common council of the city of New York:

The memorial of the undersigned respectfully shows that at a meeting of
more than 2,000 unemployed laborers and mechanics of the city of New York
commenced in the Park on Tuesday afternoon of the 26th day of December
and adjourned from there to Hope Chapel, in Broadway. on the evening of
Friday. the 20th of December, for the purPoaa of providing not merely tem-

rary but permanent relief to the unemployed poor of the city who arenow,
P:addjtion to their inability to obtain work, threatened with famine, g:aur
memorialists were appointed a committee in behalf of the meeting to w
up and canse to be presented to you for your immediate action thismemorial.

In an editorial in the New York Herald of January 4, 1855,
you will find these words:

The past four months have witnessed a series of disasters affecting most
gravely corporation and individual credit, and tend:ng 1otake away from
moneyed institutions and merchants the means on which they have traded
for the last year or two. Stocks of various kinds have ceased to exist alto-
gether. Rallroad shares have fallen to the verge of bankruptey, and indi-
vidual paper has ceased to be negotiable.

That seems to be a fac simile of the condition that has pre-
vailed this year. Here is another editorial from the New Yorl:
Herald of January 6, 1855, showing that the depression to which
the newspaper referred was not confined to the city of New
York:

Elsewhere will be found some mention of large failures at Boston and
New Orleans. The epidemiec is traveling over the whole country. No cit
of any note can expect to escape. All followed the eéxample of New Yor
when flush times began. All must now follow her as closely in adversity.

You will find in the Herald of January 6, 1855, an address of
the unemployed workingmen’s committee to the mayor of the
city of New York. It wasread by Mr. West. He said:

We do not come before the committee as beggars, but we ask what we
deemright. We ask not alms, but work. We dun't want a little soup now
and some cast-off clothing to-morrow. But we do wantwork and the means
of making an honest livelihood. The condition of the working classes is
most piteons. They want bread. Is there not enough in the city? They
want clothes. Is there none made nowadays?

In the same column appears an appeal of the Five Points Mis-
sion House for the multitudes, victims of starvation in that por-
tion of the city. It exhibits a picture thatevennow would touch
the heart with pity if it were not in the midst of surroundings
substantially the same, and surroundings, in my judgment, de-
pending in main part upon the same causes.

It is well known—

Says the appeal—
to those who are acquainted with that locality, that hundreds of families
have sold or pawned the last article of furniture or apparel to procure food.
and arenow left on the bare floor without bed or fuel, and not knowing
where they may get the next mouthful to eat. rsons in these circum-
stances (many of them sober, industrious people) are thronging the Mission
House daily.

Mr, TERRY. What vear do those quotations refer to?

Mr, DOLLIVER. The close of 1854 and January, 1835.

Mr. TERRY. How long did that depressed condition con-
tinue?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Thenextthing we hear of itis the message
of James Buchanan of December 8, 1857, stating that it had be-
come epidemic, universal, and chronic in the United States.

Mr. TERRY. I will ask the gentleman whether the condi-
tion of the country did not improve afterwards—

Mr. DOLLIVER. There is little evidence of it. Sofaras I
can find the condition of the country during that period was such
that few of us would have bzen able to live in it.

Mr. TERRY. In that statement the gentleman differs from
a very distinguished member of his pariy (Mr. Blaine), who
shows that aftar that there was a revival of business.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have gone to the sources ol information;
I do not care with whom I may differ, evenif he be our mostdis-
tinguished leader.

I will read also an editorial article from Hunt's Merchants’
Magazine, a free-trade journal of trade, and the only one that is
preserved from that poriod:

The commercial embarrassments noticed in our last have been continued,
and in many sections of the country the pressure has increased, while cont-
dence is shaken everywhere and all classes are made to realize the inse-
curity of worldly pos=essions. The canseswhich led to this have been along
time at work. The prosperity which prevailed almost universally up to the
middle of last vear had made our business men so confident in their own
strength that all classes had expanded their engagements far beyond the
protection of their own resources. and were exposed to the storm which be-

i to Eatharon every side. Goods which had accumulated abroad when the

mand had almost ceased were crowded upon our shores at whatever ad-
vance could be obtained, thus aggravating the evil. —Hunt's Merchants’ Maga-
gine, volume 31, page 716, December, 1854,

-

This article shows that the depression to which I have been
referring visibly began in the middle of the year 1853, a thing
which it will be important to students of this situation to bear
in mind. It may be worth while, also, fo call the attention of
the committee to the fact that é.urlug all this depression the
antics of the Democratic party were very similar to, their be-
havior in the present Congress. I read froma Washington letter
to the New York Herald of January 6,1855. If isa ray of calcium
light thrown on the background of the situation:

Next Tuesday is the day fixed upon hg the Committee on Ways and Means
to call up the bill for the reduction of the tarif.

And here is a letter from Washington to the North American,
quoted in the New York Herald of 18535:

The conspiracy of the Democratic members to break down the tariff of
1846, and to deprive the country of the little protection which it affords was
considerably advanced last evening by a secret meeting or caucus held at
the Capitol sometime between dark and midnight.

It was supposed that the present Congress had furnished us
with the first example in our history of a secret caucus without
delibsration, publicity, or discussion, agreeing upon an indus-
trial programme for the American people. We are glad to re-
lieve the members of the Ways and Means Committee of to-day
by citing the example of their predecessors. Then, as now, the
secret Democratic caucus and the public soup house went to-
gether. -~

OQur city reporters—

Says the New York Herald editorial of January 14, 1855—

note that Mr. A. T. Stewart supplies from nine to twelve hundred people
daily with soup, Mr. Lindenmiiller does the same in Chatham street, and
%aﬂitgrm committees discharge a like duty in each of the populous wards of

8 C .

If this had been read without giving the date of the paper ev-
erybody would have said that it was from the New York Herald
of tu-day. Here is a workingman's procession described in the
New York Herald of January 11, 1855. To-day is the thirty-
ninth anniversary of that great demonstration of unemployed

workmen. Its banners will serve to illustrate the situation
that now prevails:
‘We want work and must have it.
Hunger is a sharp thorn.
This is our last resource.
Live and let live.

I call the attention of the Democratic managers to the fact
that these starving multitudes were not asking for a reduction
of the tariff, they werae not even asking for cheap clothes and
cheap food. They were asking for the privilege of being em-
ployed. The country can gain no advantage through cheap
goods that can at all compare in its ministration of good to the
community which comes from the universil employment of the
people. There isno burden levied at thecustom-house, whether
1t is 100 per cent or 500 per cent, fhatean compare at all with the
incalculable burden of three millionsof willing workers without
anything for their hands to do. [Applause.]

A '?IEMBER. Did you say three millions of unemployed per-
sons?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I saw that number stated in a great news-
paper. I have no doubt there are more of them. This matter
long since ceased to be amere question of politics with me. The
saddest sight I ever witnessed in this Capitol was that delega-
tion from Philadelphia, intelligent, well-dressed, manly young
workingmen, standing before the Ways and Means Committee
pleading, as they said, not for their employers, but for their em-
ployment, for their wives and their children. These men stated
that the working people of Philadelphia are withoutoceupation,
and in many cases without food. They said that they repre-
senied 200,000 people, one-fifth of the population of the greatest
industrial eity on this continent.

Now it is a libel upon our common manhood and a slander
against human nature itself, to say that these men were Intimi-
dated except as their actions were influenced by the facts and
circumstances that surround them. And so when the chairman
of the Committee on Ways and Means stood here and undertook
to fell us the other day that the hundreds of thousands of work-
ingmen of the United States who have protested by petition and
in great public meetings against this bill have done so under
duress from their emplolyars and had been bullied and driven
here by brutal threats, I could not keep out of my heart a sense
of indignation at the disparagement of the workingmen of the
United States implied by that reproach against their manhood.
[AFplause.I

The chairman went further, and in the same breath illustrated
the attitude of our greatest and most thoughtful trades unions
and the mass of our laboring people in looking with a protest of
alarm upon this bill by the bogus petitions of John Quincy
Adams’s time, in which slaves were brought into this Houseunbr

etition asking that their slavery might be made perpetual.
orgee Greeley once said that the man who pretends to be in
favor of high wages and a low tariff is either a knave or a fool.
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Has it come to this that the doctrine of free trade, the favorite
article in the creed of slavery, can not be resisted by the work-
ing people of the United States, enlightened as they are both
by experienceand by the wisdom of faithful and approved states-
men, without inviting from a leader of the Democratic party an
odious and infamous comparison with slaves. [Applause on Re-
publican side.]

A great deal has been said in the course of this tariff contro-
versy from time to time about the working people of the United
States and about the farmers. If there is anything that stirs
up pathetic sentiment in the heart of the Democratic politician
more than the distress of the workingman it is the distress of
the farmer. AsI said, Ilive in the Ereateat agricultural com-
munity in the world. Itis true, as the gentleman from Illinois
observed, that we have some mortgage indebtedness, because
wherever you find wealth and prosperity accompanied by a
business integrity that never reFudi.abed a debt or dodged the
fulfillment of a contract, you will find the credit which lies at
the basis of investment and enterprise.

The States that are freest of individual debts in the United
States are shown by the census to be the poorest and by the
record to be given over to questionable business methods and in
many cases to the open repudiation of their obligations. These
States are comparatively free from mortgages, not on account of
the thrift of their people, but by reason of the well-grounded
caution of people who have money to loan. I know something
personally of mortgages, having confributed at least one to the
census of 1890. It represented the amount I paid for my home-
stead when I was without a dollar in the world and had to con-
vert credit into a mortgage. I do not believe that it increased
my poverty; on the contrary 1 have always suspected that it in-
creased my wealth. And it does not take a very high order of
intelligence to discern that thatsimple case represents the situa-
tion of nine-tenths of those who are in debt in the State of Iowa.

That is not a matter of speculation. It was made a matter of
investigation and record in the county of Crawford, in my own
Congressional district, where the census showed that 90 per cent
of the indebtedness of the people represented the purchase price
of land and only an insignificant fraction of the people’s debts
represented either their misfortune or their poverty. Itis true
that our people have suffered from time to time through the de-

ression of business and the decline of market values; but we
ve been bombarded for a generation with humbug arguments
for free trade; and the grand Commonwealth stands to-day first
in the column of Republican States with the doctrine of protec-
tion made secure by the intelligence of the farmers of Iowa.
[Applause on the Republican side.]

y friend [Mr. WILSON] in closing his address to the House
took occasion to set up thestandard of free trade; that is to say,
the standard of plantation polities before the war in the United
States; and as he called the Democratic party to rally around it
in the name of the workingman and of the farmer, I made up my
mind at the first opportunity to tell him that the farmers of the
State of Iowa want none of the theories any less of the sympathy
of the Democratic managers in this House. [Applause on the
Republican side.] They talk about their affection for the
farmer! Yet even the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]
who has just taken his seat has just stated that if wisdom such
as his could have left its impress on the proposed legislation he
would have framed the bill in respect to the schedule of agri-
cultural products exactly as the McKinley bill was framed.

‘What have these demonstrative friends of the farmers done?
I recall very well the day when somebody introduced me to our
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. STEVENS]. I took up the Con-
gressional Directory and found that he was the largest individ-
ual woolen mill proprietor in the United States. When I saw
him go over to the Democratic side and sit down my heart came
into my mouth and I said, * Those fellows will murder that
man.” [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] Iwas

oung in this business then. I had atthat time a tendency to
ge]ieve everything I heard in speeches, and used to sit here lis-
tening as the precious truths fell from the lips of the orators. I
heara these woolen manufacturers denounced as thieves, as burg-
lars, as cutthroats, as pirates, and as pickpockets, fastening their
smooth fingers upon the pockets of the American farmer, and I
said, ‘" If that woolen manufacturer goes over there, BRYAN and
SPRINGER or some of those brethren will get around him, draw
him into ambush, and murder him in cold blood.” [Laughter
on the Republican side.]

But the next thing I heard of it was that the Democratic man-
agers had placed him on the Ways and Means Committee of the
House to help lift the burdens from American agriculture; and
how did t.he%]ilt them? Exactly as this House is about to do.
They take the seventh agricultural industry of the American
people, wool-growing, and gut it into helpless and hopeless com-
petitirn with those latitudes of the world where the business
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can be conducted almost without cost, all in order that the
‘“thieves and burglars” of New England may have cheaper ma-
terial out of which to manufacture cloth. Now, we do not take
the view that the managers of industrial enterprice in New
England or elsewhere are thieves and burglars. We havesense
enough to know that these great centers of production are man-
aged by men of affairs with economy and integrity, and il the
people of New England prosper the people of our country have
never had any quarrel with them on that account, because we
have things to sell and we wish our customers to have money
with which to buy them.

So the Republican party has never encouraged a quarrel with
New England on that account; but when I find this masquerade
of reform sacrificing the seventh agricultural industry of the
country in order to increase the advantages of the woolen manu-
facturers of New England, I say to myself that nothing can com-

to the thrift of New England, except the stupidity and the
ypocrisy of the Democratic party. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.] What else have they done? They have taken every
article that the farmers of the United States produce and eifher
put it on the free list or so greatly reduced the duty as to invite
an immediate increase of importation; and in order that I may
not be suspected of partisan bias in that judgment, I want to
read what the greatest Democratic newspaper in the United
States has to say this morning of their treatment of the Ameri-
can farmer. I quote from the New York Sun of to-day:

Prof. WILSON'S service to the great silent masses, the farmers, is the put-
ting of a lot of agricultural products on the free list for the benefit of their
n competitors, and the increasing of the farmers' taxes for the ben-
efit of manufacturers. The greas silent masses must bear additional bur-
dens in order that the manufacturers, protected and favored by the remis-
sion of duties on raw materials and by the continuation of protective duties
on the manufactured products, may wax fat while the silent masses are
plodding their way with WiLsoN taxation weighing them down.

I wish also to say a word about the wages of the working peo-
ple of the United States. This country will find out within the
next five years that Mr. Blaine was right in stating that the
tarift qltlxeat.lon is essentially a question of wages. The lesson will
come through experience: and for one I am not sorry for it, be-
cause the Ruler of the Universe has only one way in which to
teach'men and nations, and that is to send them along the path-
way of experience.

_The trouble with this country to-day is that a whole genera-
tion has grown up in the United States since we have had any
practical experience on the other side of the tariff question; and
80 dreams and visions and mysteries and speculations,-drawn
mostly from the text-books of foreign political economists, have
taken the place of the knowledge which would have saved the
American people from the folly of 1892, And even now we are
regaled in this debate with long extracts from Adam Smith,
brought into this House as novelties, as if the American people
had never heardof Mr.Smith. Adam Smith printed hisbook the
same year that our fathars declared their independence; and if
the people of the United States had desired to govern themselves
by the wisdom of the father of English Eolitma.l economy they
haye had more than a century to read his book and apply his
philosophy to their affairs.

It is an interesting fact that while our Ways and Means Com-
mittee is enlightening this debate by bringing into it the pre-
ce%t.s of English political economists, old and new, great EnE-
lish statesmen like Lord Salisbury, speaking to the English silk-
weavers and observing the almost total destruction of that great
English industry, looked upon the maxims of his own school and
mournfully declared that their application might be sound phi-
losophy, but it was poor business. Nor is it remarkable that the
editor of the Cardiff Mail, recently returned from an extended
tour with a party of friends through the United States, takes
the trouble to print the little book, of which I have already
quoted freely,in which the sturdy Welsh good sense candidly
admits that the situation and experience of the United States
have contradicted the economical speculationsin which his judg-
ment had always yielded a ready acquiescence. He says:

Iam, as you know, a convinced free trader. Protection is to mean econom-
ical heresy, the frand and folly of which are capable of mathematical dem-
onstration—demonstration as absolutely convincing as that by which the
solution of a problem in Euclid i3 arri at. Andyetthroughout the length
and breadth of this vast continent one is almost daily brought face to face
with solid, indisputable facts that seem to give ths lie to the soundest and
most universally accepted axioms of political economy. Let me give you
justoneexample: Under theshadow of a stringent protective tariff the man-
ufacture of paper was copnmenced in the United States. Paper is still sub-
ject to a heavy import duty, According to our theories that ought to en-
hance its price to the consumer in this country.

Asa matter of fact, the New York nawspa&r proprietorsbuy thelr **news "
at o less price than that at which it counld supplied to them in London,
and some of the paper mills in New Jersey are actually exporting paper to
the old country. Unless it can be shown that this paper industry would
have grown up without the aid of a protective ta:ift, it is futile—nay, itisan
im ence—for an outsider to say that the Americans have acted un-
wisely in t.a:ing themselves for a few years in order to establish in their

midst a t industry, giving occupation to a great quantity of highly paid
labor. .ﬁ it seems to gm that this set of facts and &earg‘gﬁentamon
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Now, I like the English, They have never in any emergency
failed to take care of themselves. I hope we have not lost our
inheritance in that serviceable furn of mind. I can easily see
how the problem of cheap production has driven English states-
manship to ignore every other element that enters into the life
of man, resisting even that reduction in the hours of labor
which is the hope of the working people of the world. So that
Inever tried to convince an Englishman that his countrymen
have not had ty enough to look after their own interests.
All T object to is that the leaders of English opinion should
feel called upon, having taken care of their own people, to pro-
pose & plan for taking care of us.

I have an old friend at home, & farmer, who comes in occa-
sionally to see me, a great talker, ea%ecially on the tariff. He
likes to argue with the Democrats. Every time they make an
argument in favor of the free-trade theory the old man always
begins his reply with these words, ‘‘I recollect.” If the Repub-
lican party in 1892 had had to do with men and women able to
recollect what had happened in the axferience of the United
States we would have avoided the folly of that election.

Now, what of the labor condition in the United States? I be-
lieve that if our civilization is ever destroyed it will be by the
degradation of American wages. This Government has no fa-
cility, for any length of time, to take care of universal ular
discontent. In other countries it may be done with . In
this country it may be done for months with soup-houses and
with the bread of charity: but in the long run the idleness will
destroy the fabric of our instifutions and produce the irrespon-
sible and uncontrollable forces that may shake the structure of
modern society to its foundation.

I heard my friend from Illinois [Gen. BLACK] the other day,
and who of us eould express the amazement with which we heard
him, deliberately advising the degradation of American labor
in order to discourage immigration? Why, gentlemen, it is a
great thing for a nation to be able to take care of itself. It is
more than any nation in Europe has been able to doj buf the
glory of the Republican party is that for thirty years we have
not only taken care of our own, but we have opened the doors of
hospitality to the struggling people of the world, and they have
come, ten millions of them, and instead of bearing down the level
of our civilization they have helpedus to liff it up, until to-day
the American workingman has within his reach a larger share
of the comforts of life than could have been secured by a day's
work in any nation of the world or in any age in the history of
the human race. [Applause.] That statement doesnotdepend
upon my testimony alone, for we recall that in the midst of the
eloquent remarks of my friend from New York [Mr. COCKRAN],
last summer in the silver debate, he made that notable admis-
sion in the eause of truth and political integrity, that a day’s
work in the United States goes ?tfrther to provide a family with
the necessaries of life than ever before since society was organ-
ized. [Applause,]

Where did the idea come from that the American workingman
ought to take his place on the levelof the civilization of the Old
‘World? My countrymen, it came from the plantations of the
slave power, where labor received no wages, and where the lead-
ers of politics openly maintained that proposition in express
words. Gen. Me e, chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee in 1832, without quibble or equivocation, admitted on this
floor that the wages of American labor under free trade would
fall to the level of the wages paid in other countries, and boldly
declared that it ought to be so. That idea lies historically at
the bottom of the free-trade agitation in the United States, and
I denounce if here in the name of every Americin family that
bu}ga t]]m comforts of life with the wages of daily labor. [Ap-
plause].

The Republican party, whatever may be the discipline of its
defeat, will never consent to take away from the firesides of
American labor the shield of American law. My friend from
West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] speaks of the lordly and almost
kingly tone in which the employers of labor describe the un-
fortunate strikes which prevailed in some of the derpa.rtments of
industry in 1892, He emphasizes what the organ of the iron and
steel industry describes as ‘‘ the rebellion of labor.” I do not
undertake to apologize for the phrase; but I stand here to say
that if there was a rebellion of labor it was a rebellion against
organized capital and not an aetive hostility against the pro-
tective tariff, and if any proof was necessary I need only call the
attention of this House to the fact that the **rebellious” Associa-
tion of Iron and Steel Workers came before the Ways and Means
Committee at this session pleading for the maintenance of the
tariff of 1880 while Andrew Carnegie, departing for the Valley
of the Nile for a winter's vacation, made a farewell address to
%ﬁll fellow-citizens by advising them tosupportthe Wilson tariff

There is one case in which the protests of labor were not the
result of intimidation for it would almost seem that the argu-
ments which have bmrléght. American labor to this Capitol with
its protests have secured for the Wilson bill from the most re-
pulsive syndicate of capital the benediction of approval. I am
content if the indorsement of Andrew Carnegie costs the Dem-
ocratic party as many vofes in times to come as it has caused us
in times past. We gladly exchange the support of the syndicate
of iron and steel employers for the good will of the Amalga-
mated Association of and Steel Workers.

A great many people talk as if in the general decline of values
the American farmer had been leftbehind. I intend fo putinto
the body of my remarks a few observations made by my friend,
once a member of this House, Senator MILLS, of Texas, a man
whose tariff bill in the light of the present seems like the work
of a statesman, f[aufahter'on the Republican side.] Itisa pro-
found study of the relation of American agriculture to the de-
cline of values in recent times, a study which enabled the Sena-
tor to prove upon the floor of the Senate that while the products
of the Amer farmer have declined in value in thirty years
their fall has come far shortin the fall of the value of everyarticle
that is essential to the comfort of farm life of the United States.

Prices of certain products from 1578 {o 1591.
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Prices of certain products from 1873 o 1891—Continued.
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Average reduction in ten farm products, 26.1.

This table shows that from 1873 to 1891 silver fell Sg?pe‘r cent, cotton 53, corn 6,
wheat 30, bacon and hams 14, Iard 25, k 24, beaf 27, butter 32, cheese 31, and
tobacco 19. These are the articles which farmers sell. The average decline
of the ten articles is 26.1 per cent between 1873 and 1801, During the same
time refined sugar declined 50 per cent, nails 62, bar iron 51, steel rails 75,
Rio coffee 11, tea 73, sheeting 48, drilling 55, shirting 45, standard 8 47,
print cloth 56, quinine 89, glass goblets 70, 10 by 14 window glass 50, under-
shirts 58, ginghams 54, carpets 56, pepper 52, molasses 53.

These are the articles the farmer buys. Now, if what he buys declines at
an equal ratiowith what he sells he is just as well off at one time as another,
Bme?t what he buys falls more in price than whathe sells he is benatited.
When we average the articles he buys we find that the decline is 5.4 per
cent. "

What is our situation to-day? I do not intend to say evena
word about the industrial depression that surrounds us. God
knows that it is bad enough, and God knows that it is plain
enough, without the necesaitﬂjcg & description and without the
need of an argument. Mr, Blaine very truly says, in his discus-
sion of the tariff in Twent{ Years in Congress, that in all the
industrial depressions of the past the American people have
never failed to turn fromlow duties to the standard of protection.
He says that neveronce was a financial or industrial panic in the
United States relieved by turning from protection toward free
trade. In the disturbance of 1857, while possibly the panic was
mixed with financial complications, the remedy proposed by the
Democratic President was an adjustment of our affairs along the
lines of a protective tariff. _

I used to think that Mr. Buchanan was a weak and practically
useless public man, afid that he failed in yielding to the events
which surrounded him at the outbreak of the rebellion. I have
lived long enough to revise that impression. He was a man of
culture, of large faculties, and of approved statesmanship, and
if he fell short in the crisis of the civil war it was becausze he
was dealing with a situation in which the Supreme Governor of
the Universe had puthis hand upon American society to revolu-
tionize and reform it; and I believe the human race never pro-
duced a man strong enough to stand erect in that storm and
come between Providence and the Divine purpose to create a
nation strong enough to resist disintegration, and grand enough
to cast off the barbarism of slavery. AFplause.]

And so I have quite revised my idea of James Buchanan. The
remedy which he E:'oposed was not a new one. It had already
been suggested in his annual message of Ja.nuaryy 2, 1855, by My-
orn H. C%arke, governor of the State of New orit, before the
Republican party wasborn, in these words:

Many branches of domestic industry are Ianguish.l.t% for lack of that
protection which groper tariff regulations wouldhave afforded. which, had
they been seasonably adopted, would have averted much of thedistress con-
sequent upon the paralysis of business which now pervades the country.

The remedy was to return to the protective tarifi, and when
my friend, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means,
described the tariff then enacted as a war tariff, I answer him
that it was a tariff enacted for economical and commercial pur-
mabefore the war began and signed by the last Democratie

ident save one.

Average reduction in nineteen other products, 55.4,

Mr. Chairman, what is the remedy for the evils that now sur-
round us? Our people are without work. Isitpossible that the
human mind is capable of the folly of seeking to correct that sit-
uation by sending the people’s work to be done in other coun-
tries? e remedy for the evilsthat surround us is the employ-
ment of our people. That makes for the general prosperity. Iyn
the year thatfollowed the enactment of the tariff law of 1590, no
willing hand from one end of the country to the other was with-
out occupation.

Every woolen mill and factory was in motion. More than a
bundred new industries had been established and the American
people, as President Harrison showed in his last message, had
touched the highest level of prosperity. That seems now as if
it were a generation away. Yet it was a condition to which we
mstg go back if we do not blindly despise the wisdom of ou™
fathers. The opportunity to work measures the ability to buy.
The ability to buy creates the American market place. Destroy
that or discourage it and the American farm goes back to the
open prairie from which it came. Out West we long ago went
through the experience of having nobody in the United States
to buy what we had to sell.

In 1802 we thought we were beyond thatexperience. We had
found the bread-producing power of the world at last overtaken
by the bread-consuming power of the world and we believed that
the permanent prosperity of American agriculture had at last
come. To-day we are confronted with the sgectacle of two or
three millions of our customers deprived of their ability to buy,
whereby the American market place is degraded and the wel-
fare of the American farm threatened. I beg of you, gentle-
men, by the counsel of every great statesman this country has
produced, from Washington to Lincoln, to save the American

ple from renacting the folly which has already four times
in our history destroyed our industrial and commercial pros-
perity. [Prolonged applause on the floor and in the galleries.]

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that possibly
the discussion of the theory upon which this whole question
rests may be supposed to have been exhausted, and yet perha
asmall portion of my time agplied to that branch of the su
jeet may not be wholly wasted.

In the first place the justice of a system which professedly, as
protection does, aims to benefit one class of the community at
the expense of another is certainly open to question on its very
face. Forinstance, if would be manifestly unjustif this Congress
were to pass laws reducing the selling value of manufactured
articles in order that the consumer might be benefited.

I say it would be unjust to me as a manufacturer if this Con-
gress tﬁﬂl,e islation should arbitrarily put down the price of the
goods that

[ put upon the market; yet that would aprogb:-
sition (com tively) easy to defend. Why? BecauseIam but
a single vidual and have hundreds, or possibly thousands, of

customers, and it might be contended with some ibility
that the good done to the greater number was a justification for
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the injury done to me. I am sure, however, that as an ethical
proposition, it would be difficult o maintain.

But when you furn to the op&;ite side of this propositionand
contend that it is the duty of this body to make laws to put up
the price of my goods, then the wrong is manifest to all crea-
tion, because ther the injury which in the other case fell upon
one in order that good might come to many, now falls upon many
in order thal good maycome to one. [Applause on the Dem-
ocratic side.]

Then examine briefly the economic prineiple which isinvolved,
i. €., the idea that protective tariffs increase national wealth.
Let us, if you please, go the whole length with gentlemen on the
other side, and admit, as was contended by my eloquent and
learned friend from Pennsylvania[Mr. DALZELL] yesterday, that
it is within the constitutional power of Congress to impose taxes
upon one class of the people in order that the proceeds of such
taxes may be poured into the pockets of another class; let us, I
say, admit for an instant that the gentleman from Pennsylvania
is right, and that the principle he endeavored to establish is
correct. I do notadmit it in fact, but for the purpose of thisar-
gument I do admit for the moment what most men here believe
to be untrue, that Congress has aconstitutional right to put bur-
dens upon a portionof the peoplein order to enrich another; and
then, 1 ask, can you justify the act?

Let us see whether your plan would produce a large increasa
of national wealth, whether it would increase the fund out of
which wages are paid; and if it would not, then it would be un-
wise, even if you had the Constitution upon your side, as you
have not. On what grounds can a man appear before an intfell-
igent committee of this body and ask protection on his line of
manufacture? What are claims for protection? His first
claim is that he can not pay as large wages as his neighbor; his
next plea must be that capital is too high in this country for
him to employ it in his line of industry. These two claims are
the sole grounds upon which he can ask for protection.

Now, what does it mean? We are a practical kind of people,
and we ought tobe able to get to the bottom of a question no more
intricate than this. What does this mean, I say? It simply
means that capital and labor employed in the ordinary industries
of the United States are more profitably employed than they
would be in the industry in which he proposes to use them.
Now follow me if you please. When does a man grow rich fastest?
When he employs all his capital and talents in the form of busi-
ness or the calling which is profitable. All will admit this. It
is not when he employs a portion of his time and a part of his
capital in a profitable industry, and the balance in a business
which loses him money every day. No sensible man continues
long to carry on businessin that way. Sooner or later he dis-
covers that he can make no money in the unprofitable enterprise.
What does he do? He takes the capital and labor which he em-

loyed in the unprofitable line of business and carries them over
Fut-o the one that is profitable.

This ought to be the policy of a great country, for what isa
nation but an agdgm%tion of individuals? But, on the contrary,
what do we find? e find gentlemen claiming that it is un-

rofitable to put capital into certain manufactures. They come
fore the Ways and Means Committee (and I have wondered
why that committee did not always put these men who ap-
pear before them under oath. The habit of allowing Tom,
Dick, and Harry to come before a great committee and tfell that
committee any fairy tale they choose should be terminated)—

Mr. REED. I think that has been reduced to a minimum be-
fore the present committee.

Mr. HARTER. The House is always glad to hear from the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]; and I confess I am never

sorry.

Mr. REED. Thank you.

Mr. HARTER. If the gentleman desires to ask me a ques-
tion—

Mr. REED. I merely remarked that the thing you are com-

laining of—the committee listening to Thomas, Richard, and
enry—has been reduced to a minimum by the present Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Mr. HARTER. I give the committee credit for the posses-
sion of good sense; but if I were chairman of that committee, or
had any influence in the committee, any manufacturer, or any-
body else coming before it and proposing to give testimony upon
which he hoped to obtain le%'isla.tion in this House, taking away
from the earnings of his fellow-citizens for his private gain, if
he refused to give his testimony under oath so that he might be
indictable for psr}ury if he lied, I would ask the doorkeeper of
the committee, if I were not able to do it myself, to kick him
away from the door of the committee room. The failure to re-
quire such statements to be made under oath in all cases is, in
my view, one of the prime causes of the mistakes which have
been made in our tariff system from 1792 down to the present hour.

But allow me fo follow up the argument I was making. A
man comes saying, * Because the employment of capital in my
business is unprofitable, because I can notafford to pay for labor
what my neighbors can, therefore the balance of the country
should be taxed in order that I may withdraw labor and capital
from where they are properly and profitably employed and put
them into a sink-hole which you are to fill up afterward with
taxes wrung from the people.” Why, gentlemen, any man who
would pursue such a system as that in his private business would
become a bankrupt. The mystery to me is that the able, intel-
ligent, accomplished, oratorical men upon my right, when they
discover a great industry built up in this way by taxing profita-
ble enterprise, say that all the people of the country ought to
fall down and worship this ruinous poliey, bless the industry it-
self, and thank God that they have had a body of legislators so
wise as to build it up.

Any man looking at this matter as he looks at the things of
everyday life, as the merchant and the manufacturer regard
their business affairs, as our wives in the kitchen or in the par-
lor look at questions of domestic ecomomy, must say at once that
this is the worst kind of economic waste; for so long as it is con-
ceded that protection is necessary for any industry, just so long
it is admitted that that industry is unprofitable; and the higher
you build it, the more men you employ in carrying it on, the
more injury it is to the country.

You can not create capital; you can not manufacture labor by
act of Congress. Hence the capital and the labor which go into
these protected, unprofitable industries must come from where?
From the profitable industries of the country which require no
protection. Is it not easy, then, to see that by such a policy
not only do you not he!& the industries of the country, not only
do you not build up the wealth of the country, but you injure
the nation in two ways; fou strike it two blows. By your laws
you build up unprofitable enterprises, and at the same time in
doing so you tear down the profitable industries of the country
by caompalling the withdrawal of a portion of the labor and cap-
ital employed in them. Therefore, I say, from any point of
view it is a mistake, an economic blunder.

But the next proposition, Mr. Chairman, ordinarily brought in
by these gentlemen is that labor has been benefited by this sys-
tem. The positive, natural, logical answer to this, an answer so
plain that in my &'udgment ablind man could read it, is thatafter
you bave adopted a system and carried it on thus constantly,
which retards the growth and increase of the capital of the coun-
try, you simply reduce the fund out of which the wages of labor
are paid,and as a conmﬁuenoe wages are reduced.

It is not necessary, Mr. Chairman, to go further than this
lain and indeed self-evident proposition to answer the un-
ounded claim that high taxes make high wages. Youinjure the

workman in two different ways, however. Under your plan,
which increases the cost of the goods, or rather the selling value
of the goods made by the protected manufacturer, you diminish
the purchasing power of the wages of the laborer, while by re-
ducing the fund out of which the wages of the laborer are to be

id you have already reduced the compensation he receives
or his labor. A protective fariff is simply a plan for taking

money out of the workingman's pocket; and to suggest that it
would have the effect of enriching him is about as s=nsible as to
propose to make him a millionaire by taking gold out of his
pockets and filling them up again with lead, ashes, gravel, or
sand. {Laughterﬁ’

But speaking of thelabor proposition. Therearemany things
about it which are worthy of consideration. Before we had tariff
taxes af all in this country, the difference in wages between the
United States and Europe was much greater than it is now, It
seems to me that there has been too much silence even on our
side on this branch of thesubject, and it isasuggestive omission,
it strikes me, in the speech of my good friend from Iowa who has
just taken his seat, that he did not mention the fact that under
our low tariffis wages were higher as compared with the wages
of European mechanics and laborers than they are now or ever
have been under high-tariff taxation when gold is used to meas-
ure them. It is the fact, and you need not go any further than
the argument I have made fo show the cause of it. How could
in any way a protective tariff benefit the workingman? Is there
any method by which you can pour prosperity into his pocket,
except by freeing him from the clutches of the high-tariff fax-
ers? When you inerease the cost of the clothing of himself and
his family and of those things that he consumes you must neces-
sarily injure him.

Now, these gentlemen who argue on the high-tax side of this
question ought to be able to give us an object lesson on this

int. They ought to show us, as water runs overa mill wheel,
ow protection runs into the home and blesses the habitation

of the workman. But they can not, unfortunately for these elo-
quent people. The less ‘‘ protection ” he has the highar are his
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wages. This is not only true of the United States, but it is
equally so of every other country in the world.

Why, Mr. Chairman, when long hefore the time of the Rev-
olution our manufactures were being established, not only under
freedom of trade, but under restrictive legislation by Great Brit-
ain directed algainst our prosperity, what were the wages of the
working people as compared to the present time? Again, early
in this century Mr. William Cobbett, who spenta very large part
of his time in this country in Philadelphia, and who then re-
turned to-Great Britain and afterwards to Pariiament, s ing
of wages in the United States, as compared with those of the Eng-
lish market, Earticularly of wagesin Pennsylvania, as compared
with the English wages, said that they were three times as great,
and that was, as you all know, when you had a low tariff.

Mr. BOWERS of California. What time was that?

Mr. HARTER. Early in the canturg. You will, however,
find the ex:ct date in any life of Mr. Cobbett. .

Mr. BOWERS of California. Can the gentleman give usa
statement as to its condition in 1879 and 1830, and back of that?

Mr. HARTER. Ishould be infinitely pleased to go into the
discussion of that question with my friend from California or
anybody else if I had the time. If the opportunity occurs befora
I conclude my remarks I shall be very glad to do so. I only
speak of one thing, and that is the hallucination which hasled
our high-taxing Republican friends on this floor to imagine that
wages &pend on the amount of the tariff, thatis, that the higher
the tariff is the higher are the wages. 3

If it was not for a wantof respect to the Chair, I would turn
my back and ask him to select any country in Europe, and I
would tell him, without knowing the name of the country,
whether the wages are high there or not. I am not a mind
reader, either; but the Chairman of this body can take any
country in Europe, keeping it in his mind, and if he will ask me
whether the wages in that country are high or not (or he maj
take half a dozen countries and do the same thing), I will
simply ask one question, ““Is the tariff high in that country?”
If he answer that the tariff is high, I will reply, ‘‘ Mr, Chair-
man, the wages are low,” and without any exception you will
find I am right.

If anation hasa high tariff, even if it produces two or pos-
sibly three crops to the acre annually, as do some portions of
Italy, even then, with a high tariff, the advantages of God
and nature will fritter away under high taxes, the steady belief
in which makes the American Republic, economically speaking,
the laughingstock of every intelligent country in the world.
repeat ao-caﬁid protection wastes the advantages of any nation.

t me illustrate. These gentlemen here have been talking
about high tariffs and low tariffs, and the blessings of high tax-
ation for the workingman. Let us take two conspicuous exam-
ples. Our good friends, the amiable and able gentlemen on
the other side of the House, are talking tousabout England and
America; and they say, ** Why, gentlemen, the wages in Eng-
land are much lower than they are in America.” After
awhile, if T have the time, I will show you the fact as discovered
by the Harrison Administration, that labor cost (not wages) is
lower in the United States than in England. But they say that
the wages are much higher in this country than thay are in
Great Britain. Well, to start with, we have about twenty times
as much land and about a hundred times as many advantages
for each inhabitant, as they have over there. Now, it is plead-
ing the baby act for the American people in a manner that the
Democratic party never will have occasion to do, when you say
that the nominal rate of wages is higher in this country than
it is in Great Britain. It ovght to be.

Why, bless your soul, if I lived upon a farm of 200 acres of fer-
tile land, which would produce more to the acre than my neigh-
bor’s land, with mines under it, when my neighbor had not any
mines under his land; if under my 200 acres I had a gold mine
in one corner, a silver mine in another, iron ore in another cor-
ner, and coal in another, with stone in the center, and timber
all around, if the land was so fertile that when I tickled it with
a hoe it would laugh with a harvest, and if my poor neighbor in-
stead of having 200 acres of land had but 20 acres of land, if I
could not grosper under such circumstances in a greater degree
than he whom Providence had placed so unfortunately, indeed,
gentlemen, I would ask to have the probate judge appoint a re-
ceiver for my estate and a guardian for my person. [Laughter
and applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow me
to ask him one question?

Mr. HARTER. I am one of the most obliging men in the
world, but let me say thatI am unexpectedly on my feet, and
with no set speech prepared, and my remarks of necessity must
be rather disconnected and if you put questionsto me they will
be still more so. At the close of what I have to say I will be

glad to try to answer any question that any gentleman desires
to ask me.

Mr. BOWERS of California. It would not have taken yon
half so long to have answered mg question.

Mr.HARTER. So far sogood. With what nation should we
compare Great Britain. You are intelligent men, and some
might eall you ingenious in your arguments, but I prefer to say
that you are ingenuous. You are simple minded on this ques-
tion. You do not conceal your views at all. You want to be as
open as the day, do you not? Therefore, I suggest, gentiemen,
that you need not travel 3,000 miles across the Atlantic for an
illustration and a comparison between low-tax countries and
high-tariff countries. You need not launch your frail bark on
the Atlantic and fravel over the stormy and tempest-tossed
ocean for 3,000 miles for an unfair comparison, because you can
have a fair one within 25 miles.

Come with me and you shall have a free pass and, if you are
seasick, a physician. e will go across from England to France,
about 22 miles. Here you may find in all its beauty a compari-
son that is fair and just. You have two countries within twenty-
odd miles of each other. Both of them are old eivilizations, not
newones. Inboth counfries you have to a great extent a homo-
geneous population, instead of the magnificent and varied popu-
lation we have in this country, made up of the best, not the worst,
as many men would say, of the whole earth. There you have
homogeneous populations. Both England and France are densely
populous They both have large standing armies, both have
large expenses, and, ordinarily speaking, the rates of wages
should be the same in these two countries. Here, then, you may
find a perfectly fair comparison to start with.

Now, bring the tariff question in. What effect does the tariff
have? England has what we call freedom of trade, and France
has the blessing of a high protective tariff. Now, gentlemen,
if there is any virtue in your medicine; if there is any truth in
your argument, starting out with an equality, with a parity of

pulation and advantages, if there is anything in your argument

rance should pay the highest wages. Should it not? If there
is any flaw in my proposition I will yield toany man in the House
to state where the flaw exists.

Mr. BLAIR. I will make the suggestion to the gentleman,

then.

Mr. HARTER. How much time dozs the gentleman desire?

Mr, BLAIR. If it would interrupt the gentleman I will take
occasion at a su uent period to offer my criticism.

Mr. HARTER. I yield now.

Mr. BLAIR. I would say this tothe gentleman, that I do not
understand it to be the contention of the Republican theory or the
Republican party that necessarily the highest wages in all cases
must give the greatest return to the individual. That depends
upon the civilization or the grade of civilization of which he
happens to be part. But this is the point, that when you allow
the producer of France and the producer of Great Britain, or
the producer of any country where the costof the article is much
less than the same article in the United States and give free-
dom of access to our markets, then, of course, you deprive us of
our work, and the more dangerously so just in proportion tothe
lesser cost of the article produced.

Mr. HARTER. I will answer the gentleman. Our object in
demanding lower taxes is not todeprive a workman of labor, but
to reduce his occasion for it. [ would be very glad indeed if
the gentleman could arrange to keep my income in 1894 up by
giving me only one-half the labor to do. It may be easily done,

ut not by doubling the cost of what I consume, by cutting off my
salary and telling me I am *‘ protected.”

The facts are that the difference between English wages and
the wages of France is greater than the difference between
the wages of America and the wages of Great Brifain; and yet
Great Britain, within about 22 miles of her high taxed (pro-
tected?) competitor and paying very much higher wages, does
not ask for a protective tariff. Yet, gentlemen speaking for
American manhood, ask for protection from competition 3,000
miles distant, begging for a dishonest system which taxesall
their neighbors for the benefitof industries which ought to grow
as the acorns grow intooak trees, out in the open, and not because
they are kept in hothouses or coddled like orchids, but because
the winds of heaven, the blasts of winter, and the storms of the
summer sweep through them and strengthen them.

Mr. BLAIR. But is not English agriculture dying, and do
not, the agriculturists of England cry for protection against the
competition of American agricultural products?

Mr. HARTER. I would be very glad to yield to questions,
but I have not the time. A fair question and an honest answer
often throw a flood of light upon a subject.

Mr. BLAIR. The gentleman seems to be asking questions,
and yet declining to have them answered.
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Mr. HARTER. Isaid before that I would be glad to answer
all questions at the conclusion of my remarks. The gentleman
from New Hampshire suggests the idea that there is another
condition. Here it is. When the free-trade mechanic in Great
Britain, after earning higher wages than his French neightor,
goes to the market and the storehouse he finds he can supply his
wants and needs better and cheaper than in any nation in the

world. How is it with the protected and therefore underpaid me-
chanic in France? When he goes to spend his wages he finds
his untaxed English

he must pay far more for what he buys t.

cousin. %ou see so far as the workingman is concerned, the ap-

lication of the principle of so-called protection simply cutsdown
wages and increases his living expenses at the same time.

You may as well say you help a man support his family by first
cutting off his right arm, then give him another boost toward
fortune by cutting off his left arm, leaving him armless, but

rotected. [Laughter.] Where men disagree it is well to arbi-
te. Iam one of those people who like arbitration in all its
forms. While sometimes compelled to go to the lawyer, still I
prefer the arbitrator. There is one infallible arbitrator for all
uestions like this, and one that can always be appealed to, and
%mt arbitrator is history.

Myeloguentand intellectual friend from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]
said thathe was fond of facts. I think he intimated that a quart
of facts were better than a bushel of theory. Now, I am goin
to pour in the quart of facts and wash away, drown out, an
smother a bushel of my friend’s theory, for perhaps gentlemen
will have noticed that on this subject I am a practical sort of
a fellow and not much of a theorizer. [Laughter.] Let us have
a little history. Would you like to back as far as the expe-
rience of the children of Israel? [Laughter.] If thefHouse will
give me time enough it will be easy to take them almost back
to Adam.

Mr, LOUD. You might get lost on the way. [Laughter.

Mr. HARTER. Well, the men who support this bill, and by
its early passage hasten the time when the working people of
this country can get employment, evenif they do lose their wayon
earth, will never miss the path to Heaven [laughter]; for it has
been most troly said: “ Inasmuchas ye do it to theleast of theze
little ones, ye do it unto me.” But, Mr. Chairman, as my time
is so limited, and as many of the genflemen on the Republican
gide are unfamiliar with sacred history, it will be better to con-
fine myself to history which they know something about. Take
Great Britain. Great Britain which is held up to gentlemen
on the other side like a jumping jack, and painted in every
color. that the average Republican statesman or orator fancies.
They tell us that formerly Great Britain hud protection.

Yes, Great Britain had protection down to about 1842, but what
was the condition of England’s trade under it? How did her
commeree flourish? Did her manufactures prosper? What were
the w in Great Britain under protection? These, and ques-
tions ﬁﬁatham, will throw much needed lightupon thissubject,
which so utterly befogs theaverage Republican intellect. 1beg,
therelore, to say to the House thatatthe time tariff-reform meas-
ures were first introduced in Great Britain the chronic condition
of her working people was one of hunger. One of hunger, I re-
peat. Her manufactures were languishing. At the end of a

eriod of many hundreds of years of protection her trade was
gormant, her shipping was small in extent, wages on land and
sea were low, and occupation was about as uncertain as it has
been in the United States of America, especially in Pennsyl-
vania, during the past few years, a period in which we have sul-
fered most from a so-called protective tariff. [Applause on the

Democratic side.
i+ It was pro to throw down the barriers, and even such a
man as Mr. Gladstone, who was then a member of the Govern-
ment, opposed the proposition. Some of the ablest, most con-
servative, and most conscientious men in Great Britain—men
who, I am proud to say have their equals on the Republicanside
of this Hou-e, for no man is more willing than I am to accord
intelligence, to account [airness, to acknowledge honesty of pur-

to most of those who are opposed to us on this question—
some of the ablest, and most conservative and most conscien-
tious men in Great Britain, I say, opposed it, among them Mr.
Gladstone. They said: ‘‘As surely as you reduce the tariff, so
surely will ruinous competition come upon us from France and
from Germany. ”

But what was the result? All the dismal predictions that
were made, predictions like those which have been made here
80 eloquently by my able friend from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS],
made still more dexterously by the gentleman from Pennsylva-
nia [Mr. DALZELL], made more specifically in the s of the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], and finally retchoed
and added to by thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], came
to naught. You say that if we reduce the taxes of this country
we thereby bring paralysis upon our manufactures, destroy

JANUARY 11,
our commerce, reduce the wages of our working ple, and
supply no compensating advantage for this great blight which

the Democratic party would put upon the country. Gentlemen,
there is nothing new in this world, as you have lgarobu.bly discov-
ered; and if lym:} will go back to the records of Parliament from
1838 to 1842 1 will show you that the speech which the senior
Reﬂubhczm member of the Ways and Means Committee will
make to-morrow or the day alter on the floor of this House was
made there long ago.

Mr. REED. Do not be too prophetic. [Laughter.

Mr. HARTER. Well, I venture fo make the prediction with
absolute certainty that it will be fulfilled. [Laughter.] I have
read the speech. [Laughter.] It will be the same speech, onl
that the gentleman from Maine will make it better. He w
add to and improve if, but that is all. All your speeches have
been made in England. You are only thrashing over old straw.
You are making the predictions here that were made just as
earnestly, just as honestly, in 1838 and in 1842 in Great Britain,
and facts in the United States as in Great Britain will prove you
wholly and fortunately wrong in them all.

Mr. BOUTELLE rose.

Mr. HARTER. M{friend can ask me a questionat the close
of my remarks and I shall be vegeglad toanswer it. Not being
a Rollin, a Gibbon, or even an Heroditus, I fear I may not get
through with this bit of history within my time——

Mr, BOUTELLE. I was not going to ask the gentleman a
question. I was merely going to suggest——

The CHATRMAN. 8 the gentleman from Ohio yield?

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman,asthe House hasso frequently
refused to yield to the gentleman from Maine in the Hawaiian
matter, I will show him the courtesy, on behalf of the House
generally, of yielding to him on this occasion. [Laughter.]

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was simply going to suggest that the
gentleman seemed to be making a confession that he was him-
self enga.god in thrashing over Mr. Frank Hurd’s old straw.

Mr. HARTER. Well, if Mr. Hurd ever used these arguments
the better for Mr. Hurd. [Laughter.]

Mr. SPRINGER. Bu:rﬁou never ' hurd ” of it. [Laughter.]

Mr. HARTER. Wit will never die out in this House as long
as the gentleman from Illinois remains in it.

The people of England did not listen to the croakers. The
calamity howlers were d ded and she passed the reform
measure. What happened? I think even my friend from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. WALKER), who is always 8o particular about
authorities, will admit that Mr. Robert Giffen, president of the
British Statistical Societ{, is probably the best authority on this
subject in the known world, and if he had made any misstate-
ments about it they would certainly have been called in question
before this.

I am about to show to you the wretched, the miserable, the
heartrending results of tariff reform in Great Britain, so that

ou may be prepared for the calamity which is to come upon the
{Inited States alter the Wilson bill becomes a law. [Laughter.]

Forty years after the reform came, nearly a half century after
they had deprived themselves of the h‘lasslng: of Y:otection,
leaving nothing that could interfere with the horrible havoc of
fres trade in that little insular kingdom which was to drive the
inhabitants into the sea and consign their industries to Hades,
what do we find happened to them? Of course mourning and
lamentation must have been heard in the land.

The heavens must have been draped in crape, in order to ful-
fill the predictions of the protectionists of that day, as will be
necessary here inorder to carry out the programme which gentle-
men have presented so eloguently and picturesqua}v from time to
time. I am sorry to shatter this dream of gen en on the
other side; but here is the exhibit. Here is a statement of the
wages of carpenters, bricklayers, masons, miners, cotton and
woolen workers. We would have supposed that they would not
get any wages after that bill had passed; that every industry
of Great Britain would have been stricken to the ground. But,
on the contrary, wages increased 73 per cent.

Mr. SPRING Good.

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman may well say * good;” but it
is not eqﬂulal to what we can do with our unrivaled advantages
in the United States under low-tariff taxes.

English seamen’s wages in competition with all parts of the
earth increased from 25 to 70 per cent. But here is another ob-
ject lesson: The net earnings of the people also increased—how
much? Eighty-six dollars and fifty cents a year. Why, sir,
many a poor fellow in my Congressional district does not make
under this protective tariff $135 a year, with all the advantages
of afree government and the great opportunities of American
life and cft.izenship. Yet the average increase of wages among
the workingmen of Great Britain, over and above what they
got under & high tariff, was $86.50 a year.

Pauperism: This is another index, and I think a fair one, of
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the condition of a country. Did pauperism increase? Why, if
you had heard Mr. Gladstone and his eoaduiutora in that Parlia-
ment you would have supposed that it would become necessary
to build almshouses to take the place of all the factories and
public buildings of the country. But what was the fact? Al-
though the population increased enormously in Great Britain,
yet alter forty-odd years of “*free trade” there were but two
paupers where, under a protective tariff and with a very much
smaller population, there had been three. )

Savings deposits: The number of depositors increased ten
times over, and the sum of the savings deposits increased five-
fold.

Another thing. Under a profective tarifi in our country,
unless a workingman is folerably fortunate, he never leaves
any estate whatever behind him. In Pennsylvania,in the ore
mines (a protected industry), and at some of her ‘ protected”
coal mines, whenaﬁrotected Pennsylvanian is carried to his
burial place he is taken to the potters field at the expense of the

ublic. But what was the effectin England upon estates—the
al test of prosperity in any man's life? Did estates in Great
Britain godown tozero under free trade? Onthe cont , they
rose on an average $1,700. Why, gentlemen, it will take sev-
venteen hundred years of protective tariff taxationin this great
country of ours before the average workingman will have even
a$1,700 estate to leave behind him.

Mr. QSPRINGER. What is the showing as fo the cost of
living?

MIEHARTER. Oh, necessarily, the showing is in the same
line. That accountsfor theincreasein the net profits. Not only

did wages go up, but living expenses went down.
Mr. SIMPSON. It practicafly doubled the pay of the work-
man.

ir. HARTER. Exactly,but hereisanother exhibit. There
were 106,000 taxable incomes in Great Britain at the end of four-
teen hundred years of a protective tariff. After forty years of
free trade the number of taxable incomes had increased to 320,
000. This tells a significant story. .

I look forward to seeing in the future my friend from Maine
[Mr. BouTELLE] and these other eloquent gentlemen who have
spoken for high taxes as being better for the people than low
taxes—I expect to see them flocking to our side of the House in
a few years—why? Because I find that the statesmen of Great
Britain, men who were your peers, but not your superiors—the
men who had opposed this measure were within two years after
the statute reducing taxes had passed Parliament the advocates
of still larger reductions. Mr. Gladstone, from having been an
opponent of free trade and low taxes, grew up to the point where
he was the champion who a few years ago unhorsed and threw
into the dust the premier of your last Republican Administra-
tion on this question.

One thing further. The manufacturers of England were op-
posed to this measure; many of them said ‘‘ under free trade we
can not compete with the manufacturers of other countries;”
but the very men who made that opposition and who sent- to
Parliament petition after petition, even larger, broader, thicker,
heavier, and more numerously signed perhaps than the one that
came in here from the overprotected manufacturers of Troy—
even that class of people within two {’ears confessed their mis-
take in the most practical manner by asking that the taxes
which they had objected to having lowered should be taken off
altogether.

Mr. BOWERS of California. Our manufacturers do not ask
any such thing.

Mr. HARTER. They will within two years after the Wilson
bill becomes law.

Having referred to the experience of England, let me follow
history back to our own shores. And here I hope to show, es-
pecially from the experience of the State of Pennsylvania, one
of the most impressive object-lessons that has ever been exhib-
ited in this House.

Mr. PAYNE. Will you not please tell us—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield?

Mr. HARTER. I can not yield. 1 have only about ten min-
utes of my time remaining, and I am under the impression that
I might ask in vain for an extension of it.

Mr. PAYNE. I wanted you to tell us why these working peo-

ple from England came over here?

°  Mr. HARTER. Letmesay toyou, gentlemen, that in 1846 we
proposed to ravise the tariff by a reduction, and the same hue
and cry which you make now was made then. What was the re-
sult? I said Iwould use Pennsylvania as an object-lesson in this
connection. Listen, you sons of the great Keystone State. In
1846 you only had two Representatives at Washington who were
intelligent emough to vote for a reduction of tariff taxation.
One was David Wilmot, who then sat in this very Chamber,

and the other was the Pennsylvanian who was Vice-President
of the United States at that time, George M. Dallas,

Mr. Dallas gave the casting vote for the reduction of the tariff
in the Senate. What happened? The skies of Pennsylvania
were lurid with the fires with which you burned Mr. Wilmot
and the Vice-President of the United States in effigy because
they voted, forsooth, to reduce the tariff and thus lightened the
burdens of the poor. But mark the result.

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow an
interruption? :

Mr. HARTER. I cannot yield the few moments Thave. My
obliging iriend from New Hampshirz intimates that I can not
have an extension of time.

! lsIr. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, I will not be put in that atti-
Uae—

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield?

Mr. HARTER. I cannot yield for any more interruptions.

Mr. BLAIR. Then I give notice to the gentleman now thatI
will object to an extension.

Mr. I:JLAR'I‘ER. Twoyearsafter thatreduction of the tariff what
occurred? The results were so magnificently beneficial to the
Keystone State that the low-tax people of Pennsylvania nomi-
nated Mr. Shunk for governorand actually carried Pennsylvania
for the Democratic party and what is here called * free trade”
by a majority of 15,000,

I am sorry the time is so short, for I would like to go a little
further into similar historical facts.

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman will
now allow me a moment. :

Mr. HARTER. Very well.

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. You spoke of the prosparity
of the country under the tariff of 1846.

Mr. HARTER. Yes, sir.

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. I want to say right here that
right in my district, including thatof my colleague, Mr. KRIBBS,
from Western Pennsylvania, thirty-three furnaces were closed
in two years, and every one of them went into bankruptey, with
one or fwo exceptions. [Adpplausa on the Republican side.]

Mr.HARTER. Yes;and each of thoselittle two-penny, seven-
by-nine protection furnaces were replaced by the magnificent
Democratic furnaces erected under the low-tariff period between
1846 and 1860.

Mr. KRIBBS. Will my colleague allow me to ask him one
question?
thT}IIie CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to

e floor, .

Mr. ERIBBS. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a
moment.

Mr. HARTER. Oh, yes; I will yield to all the Pennsyl-
vanians,

Mr. KRIBBS. I wish to ask my colleague how many of these
furnaces started up again under high protective tari(t?

Mr. HARTER. The final effect of this was that after the
lapse of a few years the manufacturers of the United States came
here to Washington and made a tariff for themseclves; and I may .
say in reference to the ‘‘ manufacturers’ tariff ” of 1857, that it
was a great reduction even on the so-called *‘free-trade” tariff
ad.cun.i 1846, Pennsylvania and Massachusetts voted for that re-

uction.

I wish I had time to take you through the **manufacturers’
taviff ¥ bill of 1857, schedule after schedule, and compare it with -
this Wilson bill that you olgect to, and show you that the bill
which we areofferingto the House and to the country is to-day
putting a higher tariff tax on the great massof these schedules
thandid even the manufacturersof the country whosaton the floor
of this House and voted for the tariffact of 1857. And since that
time we have had a constantly mounting stream of protection and
spoliation, tax after tax. When, tharefore, you say that the tariff
tax, which is higher yet, even under this bill, than it was in
1857, must be made higherafter thirty years of tariff protection, it
is a confession on your part that the result of protection has been
damaging to the interests of the manufacturers, and that after all
of these years they are less able to compete with foreign man-
ufacturers than they were in 1857.

I had a number of these schedules that I had intended to have
the Clerk read for the benefit of the House, but will, because
of lack of time, have to confine myself to a very few.

Will the Clerk be kind enough to read from the bill the tax
on chemicals—the average tax upon chemiecals, paints, and oils?

The Clerk read as follows:

Average tax, 20 to 30 per cent.

Mr. HARTER. If will be found to be about 30 per cent. In
1846 this tax was 20 per cent, and the tax on these articles was
still further reduced by the manufacturers themselves in 1857.
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I ask the Clerk to read from the bill the tax on varnishes—the
average tax under the Wilson bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Average rate, 25 per cent, ~

Mr. HARTER. Varnishes were free under the tariff act of
1846. I will not ask about earthenware and china, for my time
is too short to treat the subject properly; however, let it now
suffice to say that we made earthenware and china under a
lower tax in those days than the Ways and Means Committee
bill proposes now, after we have burdened the people for thirty
fem'us to build up that industry. What is the tax upon cut-

ery:
l"il‘y}:uan Clerk read as follows:
Cutlery, 35 to 45 per cent.

Mr. HARTER. In 1846, as I recollect the figures, the tariff
was about 30 per cent, and it was still further reduced by the
manufacturers themselves in 1847. Now I will ask the Clerk to
give the tariff on cotton manufactures.

The Clerk read as follows:

Cotton manufactures, 40 per cent.

Mr. HARTER. Listen! The cry has gone over the country
that 40 per cent is not enough. Letme go back to the childhood
of your cotton manufactures. Samuel Slater established cotton-
manufacturing in Rhode Island in 1790, under a tariff tax of
about § per cent, and he imported most of his cotton, paying, I
think, 3 cents a pound tariff tax on his raw material,and then he
competed successfully with Great Britain, and you, sons of New
England, you degenerate descendants of Samuel Slater, a cen-
tury later come before this House and say you have fallen so con-
te:‘l[atibly low that you can not protect yourselves with prac-
g lg}aeight. times the protection your great grandfathers had
4n 17 ;

I have in my possession a letter I received to-day from one of
the great cotton-manufacturers of New England, in which he
condemns our bill because, as he knows from long experience,
the tariff on cotton goods is made too high, not too low; and thus
practical manufacturers Fut. to shame their hobbﬁhorse repre-
sentatives on the floor of this House, members whoprateabout
manufacturing as if they knew all about it and who nevertheless,
in the simplicity of their souls, think the mule they use in fac-
tories w on two legs, is kept in a barn, and has ears as long
as their own.

Why, my good friends here from Maine, I would like to know
when your cotton industries wereestablished? Of course the gen-
tleman from Iowa[Mr. DOLLIVER]is excusablyignorant, because
he comes from the boundless and trackless prairie where they do
not know anything about cotton mills or cotton-mill machinery
[laughter]; but you gentlemen from Maine are not excusable on
that ground. When did you establish your cotton industries?
When were those magnificent industries, the pride of New Eng-
land and the glory of the United States, established? They
were established under what was called the free-trade tariff of
1846. 1f you look over the census reports you will find that
nearly every blessing that has fallen upon this counfry came
down upon 1t in richest profusion immediately after the intro-
duction in 1846 by the Democratic party of this miserable, hor-
rible, damnable system of free trade that we want again to fas-
ten upon the country.

By the way, I will say to the gentleman from Maine [Mr.
REED] that cotton manufacturing was established on the Amer-
ican continent before Columbus discovered it. I do not think
they had a high-taxing protective tariff at that time, because
the leaf of history from which I quote does not refer toany such
blessing.

Mr. REED. If America was not discovered, it was very well
protected from Europe up to that time. [Laughter on the Re-
publicanside.

Mr. SPRINGER. The industries did not flourish very much
under that protection, though,

Mr. HARTER. My good friend [Mr. SPRINGER] reminds me
that the industries did net flourish much up to that time; and
I would like to remark that this industry did not fairly begin
to flourish until Samuel Slater, in spite of the laws d by
England at that time against the exportation of skilled labor
in cotfon manufacturing, came across here and established cot-
ton mills in Rhode Island.

Mr, REED. 1If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] is
satisfled with offering a second-hand answer from the gentleman
{rom Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], I am satisfied.

Mr. HARTER. I have known the gentlemen from Illinois
[Mr. SPRINGER] for a long time, and I have rarely heard him
make an answer that was not well worth attention, and also of
quotation, either in this House or elsewhere.

Now as to the woolen manufacture, gentlemen,

rhaps you

think that must have been established under the McKinley bill.

On the contrary the woolen-manufacturing industry of the
United States was established in 1643 or thereabouts. Let me
see, when did the Mayfiower land?

Several MEMBERS. In 1620.

Mr. HARTER. Well, we were not on the Mayflower, and I
am excusable for not remembering the exact date. My ances-
tors were able to remain in Europe a little longer than yours
were. [Laughter.] But I want to speak a little while about
the iron trade, for it is at the bottom of all our industries,atthe
very foundation, indeed, of our civilization. We give iron, I
think, 223 per cent under the Wilson bill, and steel 25 per cent.

I took pains last week, when over in Philadelphia, to get a
copy of the London Iron and Steel Traders’ Journal, and alsoa
copy of the (American) Iron Age. I took the English paper of
December 16and the American gaper of December 14. Inlooking
over the English paper I found that in Staffordshire, England,
certain grades of bar iron were selling for $37.56 a ton; and I
found I could buy the same grade of bar iron in the United
States of America for $26 a ton, leaving the difference between
the English price and the American price $11.56 a ton, the price
in England being that much higher than it is in the United
States. The average freights are $1.25 to $2 a ton for crossing
the ocean.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Are you complaining of that?

Mr. HARTER. I say that there is no need of 224 per cent or
any tariff tax whatever to ‘‘protect” iron manufacturers, yet
with the 22¢ per cent given them by the Wilson bill you are stilla
“rmla.mi‘g howler,” and if you had 2,200 per cent I think your
crg would be the same.

teel billets are the foundation of the whole steel trade of the
United States. I discover that steel billets were worth, on the
16th of December, in Great Britain, $23.42, while I could buy
them at Pittsburg for $16.75.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then, where is the tax?

Mr. HARTER. There is no need of any tax, and yet you
shriek and cry as if you were crippled for life while our bill feeds
you with 224 to 25 per cent of tax. I am just showing you that
we are able to compete not only under the Wilson bill, but that
with absolute free trade we could have all Europe within five
years kneeling at our feet and the world buying and consuming
American goods, made by untaxed Americans.

Here the hammer fell.]

r. BOUTELLE. What is the tariff on stcel billets?

Mr. HARTER. Iregret that the expiration of my time pre-
vents me giving to the gentleman the attention he would other-
wise have at }n&r hands.

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I am very sensible indeed
that this is not the hour for a serious discussion of this measure,
and remembering the generous indulgence of the Hous= to me
on other and indeed on every occasion heretofore, I am reluctant
to detain you to a later hour for the purpose of hearing any-
thing I may say.

If the reapers in the field of Boaz had been as diligent and
thorough in their work as have been the gentlemen who have

receded me in this discussion, it is not possible that the fair

aobitess gleaner could have gathered enough grain to reward
her labor. Inthis debate, at thistime, the gleaner is absolutely
withouthope. Stilll mustask the indulgence of the House while
I go over portions of the field of discussion, if only to empha-~
size'some arguments already many times made.

I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER], and
I hope he has tarried, that there is a great diversion of opinion
among us upon the tariff question, a great confusion of tongues.
I do not see him in his seat.

Mr. HOOKER of New York. He has just gone out.

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, he is not here. . Those who are-here
can tell him whatI say about Pennsylvania and the tariff.

As a prologue to what I shall say I desire to submit a senti-
ment from a de{Jarted statesman, whose memory the people of
Pennsylvania will not willingly let die:

Every highly cultivated nation has made the protection of domestle in-
dustry the special care of government. It has been found by the experience
of more than twenty centuries that the protection of domestic manufac-
tures by prohibitions, discriminating duties, and commercial regulations
ﬁ:g been and is the true, natural, and wise policy of nations, or all history

These are the wordsof the ‘* Old Commoner” of Pennsylvania
who a generation ago sat in this Chamber, and with his imper
intellect and superb statesmanship guided the deliberationsand
determinations of this body in the stormiest seasons of its his-
tory. I can not withhold the homage due to greatness by omit-
ting to say that I reproduce the words of Mr. Stevens to-day
with undisguised satisfaction. They accentuate the statement
made by my distinguished colleague [Mr. DALZELL] in his exe
haustive argument yesterday, that Pennsylvania never
wavered in her loly:ua.lty to protection.

Horace White, in the preface to his trznslation of Frederick




1894.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOURSE.

45

Basteat's Sophisms of Protection, says that the national Repub-
lican convention of 1860 offered a bribe to the State of Pennsyl-
vania for its vote in the Presidential election, which bribe was
set forth in the following resolution of the platform adopted by
that memorable convention:

Resolved, That while providing revenue for the support of the General
Government by duties upon imports, sound Eoﬂcy requires such an adjust-
ment of these Imposts as to encourage the development of the industrial
Interests of the whole country; and we commend that policy of national
exchanges which secures to the workingman liberal wages, toagriculture re-
munerative prices, to mechanics and manufactoriss an adequate reward for
their skill, labor, and enterprise, and to the nation commercial prosperity
and independence.

I do not bring this antique and somewhat unique observation of
Horace White into public notice for the purpose of resenting the
apparent insult to Pennsylvania, for he distinctly disclaimed any
intention to charge unworthy motives for the political action of
that State in giving her augport. to the nominee of the Repub-
lican party. %use the incidentas a pleader would use the name
of John Doe or Richard Roe, to bring the cause into court; the
cause of The Peoplevs. the Wilson Tariff Bill on an indictment for
assault with intent to kill the industries of the United States
[laughter and applause], the intent, asin similar cases in our
criminal jurisprudence, being presumed from the nature of the
weapons used. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.]

I have never known the distinct ends had in view by those
who have cherished the protectivesystem in vogue in the United
States in almost unbroken continuity for a hundred years to b2
more clearly and strongly stated than in the resolution to which
Pennsylvania gave the honor of her support a third of a century
ago. {Ior were these sentiments the exclusive possession of the
Republicans of Pennsylvania—they were shared by the Demo-
crats as well. N

In the very year that the representatives of the Republican
party in the Republican national convention at Chicago were
glving their adhesion to the principles of the resolution I have

ust read, a Pennsylvania Democrat, the late lamented Hon.

ohn Cessna, a delegate to the Democratic national convention
at Charleston, introduced on the floor of that convention the fol-
lowing resolution:

Resolved, That the convictions of the Democratic party of the country re-
main unshaken in the wisdom and justice of the adequate protection of
iron, coal, wool, and the other great staples of our couung. based upon the
necessities of areasonable revenue system of the General Government; and
approving the views of President Buchanan upon the subject of specific
duties, we earnestly desire our representatives in Congress to produce such
modifications of existing laws as the unwise legislation of the Republican

in 1857 renders absolutely necessary to the prosperity of the great in-
rests of the country.

‘When the principlesof these two declarationsof Pennsylvania
sentiment on the tariff question were embodied in the tariff act
of 1861 and passed by both Houses of Congress, it was promptly
approved by another great Pennsylvania Democrat, President
Buchanan,

To-day that great State waits in the attitude of expectancy to
see her Democratic representatives inthis Congressalign them-
selves on these long-established Pennsylvania principles and
take the touch of elbow with their distinguished predecessors,
who in earlier days shed luster upon the Keystone Democracy.

[A’Fglause.]
eseevents, however, marked no departure, denoted no epoch
in Pennsylvania sentiment on the tariff question. They were
in consonance with the views held by the people and the states-
men of that State of both parties for more than a century. In
her infancy she lisped the same accents; in her vigorous youth
she shouted the same notes, in her mature manhood she utters
the same glorious voice in favor of such defensive duties as will
promote the remuneration and elevation of labor, adequate re-
wards for enterprise and capital, and the prosperity and hap-
Fninass of all our people. [Applause on the Republican side.]
1860 her convictions were uttered in the perfectly articulate
and distinetly audible tone of 60,000 majority. In 1893, afteran
experience of a third of a century, she reaffirmed them in the
detonating and reverberant thunder of 135,000 majority. [Ap-
lause on the Republican side L My friend from I;enmsylvanm
Mr. DALZELL] is right. She has never wavered in her loyalty
to protection.
hazard nothing in saying that the best developed and most
scientificconception of defensive dutiesexisting when the founda-
tions of our Government were laid was a Pennsylvania notion,
One hundred and eight years ago on the 20th of last September
the Assembly of that State passed a fariff act, the preamble of
:whlzgg stated the grounds upon which it proceeded. "It declared

Whereas divers useful and beneficial arts and manufactures have been
ually introduced into Pennsylvania, and the same have at length risen

a very considerable extent an ection, insomuch that auring the late
war between the United States and Great Britain, when the importation of
European goods was much interrupted. and often very difficult and uncer-
tain, the artisans and mechanics of this State were able to supply in the
hours of need not only large quantities of weapons and other implements,

but also ammunition and elothing, without which the war would not have
Eﬁ:ﬁ:ﬂr_ﬂﬁdon. whereby their oppressed country was greatly assisted and

Where'a.s‘ although the fabrics and manufactures of Europe and other for-
eign parts imported into this country in times of peace may be afforded at
chexper rates than they can be made here, ifeﬁ good policy and a regard to
the well-being of divers useful and industrious citizens who are employed
in the making of like goods in this State demand of us that moderate dutles
be laid on certain fabrics and manufactures imported which do most inter-
fere with, and which, if no relief be given, will undermine and destroy, the
useful manufactures of the like kind in this country.

That was the germ of our protective system. Itcontained the
power and potency of all that has been evolved out of it, or de-
veloped from it. It was the infant, grown now to a giant, which
like a faithful sentinel stands guard over factory, forge, field,
and every fold of American labor and industry.

Hamilton, with his prescient intellect ang mighty reach of
statesmanship, scarcely saw bzyond the lines marked out by the
Pennsylvania Assembly. Clay elaborated the scheme, broad-
ened the field of vision, and furnished some arguments in su
port of the system. He gave its data classification, polished ?t-.
and labeled it for popular study, and did more perhaps than any
other American statesman to relieve the subject of its abstruse-
ness and bring it within easy range of popular comprehension.
In later years the contributions of economists and statesmen,
the lessons of experience, and the more scientific study of its
principles have demonstrated more clearly its superior utility
and deepened the American conviction of its necessity to the
weliare and prosperityof our industries, and established its title
to the veneration and affection of every patriotic American citi-
zen, until the feeling widely prevalent among all ranks of our
people may be tersely and truthfully expressed in the words of
Grattan, speaking of the Irish Parliament: * It is our very ex-
istence; nay, more, it is our life to come.”

It has been through the century a leading agency in nourish-
ing infant inaustries and in maintaining mature ones, in diversi-
fying employments, and promoting the conditions of mutually
advantageous intercourse between them; in utilizing all our
powers and capabilities by employing them upon the totali
of our native resources, giving empﬁo ment to our labor an
applying our own capital to our own industrial pursuits, thus
meeting our own wants with our own supplies, our satisfactions
with our sacrifices, and mutually serving each other to the
greatest extent compatible with the conditions under which we
are working out the problem of our industrial development, and
in opening the way to results of such unrivaled splendor in the
production and acquisition of wealth and the growth of trade
and commerce as to extort from the greatest living Englishman
the handsome tribute—and now where is the gentleman from
Ohio [laughter]—thatsplendid tribute, * That so rapid has been
our growth, and so swiftly are we forging ahead that our com-
mercial suﬂremacy is only a question of time.” [Applause on
the Republican side.]

So much for our past. What is our present situation in the
shadow of an impending peril? It beggars description. In our
factories you can hear & pin drop. In our forges a whisper re-
verberates. In our furnaces a friction match illumines the
darkness, and in many American homes a piece of corn bread
would be a feast. A few rough-hewn lines of some doggerel
rhymes feebly portray the clouds and darkness round about us:

From forges where no fires burn,
From mills where wheels no longer turn,
From looms o’er which no shuttles leap,
From merchants’ shops—which sheriffs keep,
From banlks gone up, from stocks gone down,
From God-made country, man-made town,
From Wall street men, from sons of toil,
From the bronzed tillers of the soil,
From North, from South, from East, from West,
Business is with a zest—

“Don’t monkey with the tariff.”

[Laughter.] ~
THE WILSON BILL.-

And yet we have before us a bill which proposes, in relation
to a number of our leading and most necessary industries, to
strike down those defensive duties in some instances and reduce
them in others, and thereby diminish that protection under
which they have prospered in the past, and without which they
will not only be unable to prosper in the future, but must lan-
guish, and if not succored at an early day by wiser legislation,
must perish by starvation or strangulation, unless they continue
a precarious existence by reducing the wages of American labor
to the foreign level. 1t is the tourth bill that has been written
over the name of a Democratic statesman in thirty years. We
have seen a Wood bill, a Morrison bill, a Mills bill, and now we
have a Wilson bill. Which is the worst bill I am not able to say.
When all are so bad it would be invidious to discriminate.

It is not a free-trade bill, for it admits protection to a limited
extent. It isnot a protective bill, for it contains too little pro-
tection to be of any use. It is like a dike too low to keep the
water out. It isnot a revenue bill, for it fails to produce reve-
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nue. Itembodies all the vices and none of the virtues of com-
mercial restriction. It entails all the cost and vexation of main-
taining custom-houses, while it brings none of the benefits the
system was designed to secure.

THE BASIS OF S0UND LEGISLATION.

Allsound and beneficial legislation onlines of commercial regu-
lation must proceed upon these fundamental postulates:

First. Ourownlaboring people must be employed at remuner-
ative wages.

Second. We have no advantageous indusfries which can em-
ploy all our labor in the production of commodities whose excess
over and above our own consumption can find a marketelsewhere
at prices commensurate with such a ratio of result to exertion or
of s.utisfaction to sacrifice as would justify the cumulation of our
labor in them.

Third, Thatunderthese conditions the best results are attain-’

able by the employment of .our labor and all our productive
forces on our own raw materials to meet our own consumption
as fur as is compatible with the nature and extent of our re-
sources, In other words, under existing conditions of produc-
tion, distribution, and consumption the world over,the Ameri-
can market is the best one, not only for the products of Ameri-
can soil, butas well those of American mines, factories, forges,
furnaces, and the whole round of American production.

These propositions derive support not only from the deduc-
tions of reason applied to the facts of our situation, but from the
lessons of our actual experience as well. If a shoemaker has a
market for all the shoes he can make at a price which pays him
more for a day's work than he can make at any other employ-
ment, he puts in all his time at making shoes; butif his market
fails him, if he can not sell all his shoes at a price that consti-
tutes that his advantageous industry he must either be idle a
portion of his time or accumulate a surplus of shoes without ex-
changeable value. He is driven, therefore, to give a portion of
his time to some other employment to eke outaliving. Or,ifhe
finds a market for all his shoes, but can not find a supply of some
necessary article of consumption, say stockings, at such price as
would pay him better to buy than to make, then he must smgloy
a part of his time in making his own stockings. This would be
an economic necessit{.

Similarly, the peopleof the United States, having no single in-
dustry or limited number of industries in which their labor and
exertion would be more efficient than in others, because there is
no market to take all they could produce in them at a price that
would give their labor superior efficiency, must do other things
to make a living. And moreover, if t.hag had a superiority in
one or more industries they could not find an adequate supply
of their remaining wants at a price which would pay them better
to buy than to make. So that the economic limitations of the
gituation in which we find ourselves, and from which we have no
means of escape, compel us to the course we have chosen to pur:
sue, that of producing to a large extent our own consumption.

Bat if the necessities of our situation compel us, as the solici-
tation of our manifest interest moves us, to employ ourselves in
the miscellaneous and manifold industries, with the resources
and aptitudes for which our country and our people have been
so richly endowed, and we are already established in these in-
dustries with fabulous amounts of eapital invested in numerous
plants equipped for business, under a scale of defensive duties,
which secures to us so generous & share of our own markets as
to give employment to our own labor in production at remuner-
ative wages commensurate with the high general level of char-
acter and intelligence which distinguishes American labor,
should we by withdrawing that protection, by the reduction or
total removal of those duties, relinquish a portion of our own
markets to foreign producers, dlsgluce our own labor for foreign,
impair our own fixed capital, and voluntarily abdicate our soy-
ereignty over o1r industrial realm.

The answer of the advocates of this measure doubtless is that
the bill has no tendency to the production of the results named,
but on the contrary it will tend to lighten the burdens of taxa-
tion, promote the activity of our industries, better the condi-
tions of labor, and secure a progressively increasing efficiency
in all our productive agencies.

But for the indisputable presumption of your sincerity in this
contention I would say it is in vain you protest that you are

ctical economists working out the problem of your country's
terests, while the agencies you propose are calculated to par-
alyze the industries they are meant to help, unless indeed it be
economists of the class of whom Napoleon said: “If the empire
were made of adamant they would grind it to powder;” in vain
t.haltﬂﬂfu declare your solicitude for workingmen while you are
legislating bread out of their mouths; in vain that you insist that
their condition will be bettered while you are closing the mills
in which they earned the highesi wages ever to labor; in
vain that you pretend to be seeking access to the markets of the

world for American manufactures when England’s factories are
crowded with an accumulation of products for which the double
advantage of free raw material and low wages does not enable
her to find a market. but subjects her to the mortification
of witnessing her foreign commerce in a progressive decline;
in vain that you insist that you are cheapsning commodities
for the people’s consumption W{Lile youare curtailing their means
of buying the satisfactions of life at any price. But for the con-
straint ]Fa.m under to believe you serious, the irony of your
declarations and protestations is so apparent that I would be re-
minded of the hypocrite who protested his love for his Savior,
his veneration for his Bible, and his devotion to his religion,
while he daily broke every commandment in the decalogue.
THE REPUBLICAN DOCTRINE OF PROTECTION.

Conformably to the principles I have indicated, the Repub-
lican doctrine of protection is that imposts are to be levied for
two purposes, both distinctly declared by the founders of the
Republie, and to secure which was one of the chief reasons for
the adoption of the Constitution of 1787, namely, to raiserevenue
for the support of the Government and to encourage our domes-
tic industries: and a constitutional duty is one that has for its
object this twofold purpose: A duty which yields sufficient reve-
nue and at the same time guarantees our own producers the first
chance in our own markets is a protective and constitutional
duty; while a duty which aims to raise revenue while it injures
home enterprise and discourages domestic industries by invitin
importations is a destructive duty, and, if not an unconstitutio:
one, is maintained by an abuse of constitutional power.

Duties in the two instances are imposed on totally different
principles. A duty regulated by the revenue principle alone
proceeds upon the assumption that the point on the scale of
rates at which a duty should be fixed is the lowest figure that
will yield the requisite amount of revenue without regard to
grotection, on the theory that the less the duties the lighter the

urdens. It is easily seen that this results in largely increasing
importations, for as the duty falls the imports swell—to the in-
jury of our home producers.

The principle of the maximum revenue from the maximum
importations is the one stab the industries of this country can
not survive, for it means the minimum of home productions. It
substitutes foreign for home products and foreign for home in-
dustries, and is to that extent unpatriotic and un-American, if
not treason to the welfare of the country.

On the contrary, a duty regulated upon the twofold principle
of revenue and protection proceeds upon the assumption that
the true point on the scale of rates at which a duty should be
fixed is the highest figure consistent with sufficient revenue and
adequate protection.

By the Democratic method the revenue is to bs collected with
as much incidental injury to the paoPle as possible. By the Re-

ublican method the revenue is collected with as much inei-
gentai benefit to the people as possible.

We believe that if the collector of customs can dispense bene-
fits while he is gathering revenue it is a relief and not a dis-
tress to the people. A revenue that earries a double blessing
upon its wings is none the worse on that account.

Daniel Webster, the great expounder of the Constitution, said
on this very point:

Can it be that we have only a revenue power in this matter? That is, we
have the clear and undoubted power to take so much money out of your
pockets and apply it to our public purposes; but God forbid that in doing
8o we shounld Ao you any good at the same time.

Now, let us give some attention to the contentions in support
of the bill. The proponents of the measure rely upon a course
of deductive reasoning totally invalid when tested by the eco-
nomie facts of our history. e only verification by actual ex-
Pﬂerience which they have ever thought worth while to attempt

found in the period between 1846 and 1860, Asthe devout Mus-
sulmen in prayer turn their faces toward the Caaba as their

oint of adoration, so do our devout tariff reformers when they
Eend their exertions to the rescue of their country from the
robber barons of protection turn their faces to the of 1846
to 1860 as their poinf of adoration.
FREE-TRADE PERIOD. .

A characteristic mode of depicting the unspeakable charms of
that idyllic season after the winter of their discontent had been
made glad summer by the glorious sun of free trade in the
tariff of 1846 may be found in an address of the present Vice-
President at Bloomington, Ill., just before his election. These
are his words:

The decade and a half extending from the passage of the low-tariff law of
1846 to the ing of our civil war has been truly called the golden
period of our history. The cost of the necessaries of life had reached the
minimum, and at no time in our hlsmr{ was it easier for the wage-earner
Wm . ‘The farmer, the mechanie, the day laborer alike

the benefit of low taxation. A benefit, why? Simply for the reason
that it lessened the cost of food, of clothing, of every that conduced
to his comfort. Our manufactories did not languish. The fires did not go
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out in our furnaces. The wheels and spindles were not idle in our great
#dves of industry. The demand for labor was not lessened, norwas its value
depreciated. ;

Mr. Chairman, an effective answer to the Vice-President, as
well as to the fairy tales given us yesterday by the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] concerning this lgng-w-hg-rememhered
period when the industries of Pennsylvania languished, and lan-
guishing, died by the scores, with none to succor, may be found
in the work of Robert Ellis Thompson on Social Science and
National Economy. Mr. Thompson says:

Thus during the years 1846-'40 English iron was cheap, selling in New York
at $i0 a ton, and largely driving the home producer out of the market. One-
third of the 1'111‘:14&1::%!;.4:(a and h-?g mﬂlts) cfasedho%m&on:“ am ?;tgzo lg.fll; ;géi.ﬂ
‘Was enact man g0ld out by the sherid, 8 i
pled, and ?.%'e amgunt.%{r; their production tly diminished. In 1551- g.
when home competition was virtually out of the way, iron seld for 80 a ton,
whereas native iron had been sold for 80.

A COSTRAST AND CONTRADICTION.

But further, Mr. Chairman, for the sake of the contrast, and
in the interest of truth, I submit without note or comment the
dispassionate statement of President Fillmore in his annual mes-
sage to Congress in December, 1851. This is what he said:

The value of our exports of breadstufls and provisions, which It was su
sed the incentive of a low tarifand largeimportations from abroad wu'nf‘s
ve greatly augmented, has fallen from $88.701,921 in 1817, to $26,051,373 in

1850, and to £21.845.653 in 1851, with a strong probability, amounting almost

to a certainty, of a stiil further reduction in the current year.

e te value of rice exported during the last year as com-
pared with the previous year also exhibits a decrease amonnting to $460,917,
Which with a decline in the value of the exports of tobacco for the same
period make an aggregate decrease in these two ariicles of #1,156,751.

The policy which dictated a low rate of duties on foreign merchandise it

was ht by those who moted and established it would tend to benefit
the t?rg;ﬁf pg nlation of mcounmr by increasing the demand and raising
the price of agriculiural E‘Uﬂﬂcm in foreign markets. The foregoing facts,
however, seem to show incontestibly that no such result has followed the
adoption of this policy.

BUCHANAN'S TESTIMONY.

To make confirmation strong as proof of Holy Writ Iwill place
on the record of this discussion the statement of President Buch-
anan at a later period, when the evils of arevenue tariff had enl-
minated in the overthrow of our industriesand the impoverish-
mentof our people. President Buchanan, in his annual message
to Congress December 8, 1857, said:

We have possessed all of the elements of national wealth in rich abun-
dance, andyet, notwithstanding all these advantages, ourcountry in its mone-
tmgslnt,erests i3 at the present moment in a deplorable condition. In the
midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions of agriculture and in all
the elements of national wealth, we find our manufactures suspended, our
public works retarded, our private enter of different kinds abandoned,
and thousands of useful laborers thrown ous of employment and reduced to
want. '

In the same message, affer describing the distress and want to
which the people had been reduced, President Buchanan en-
larged upon the inability of the tgec:plss to purchase manufactured
articles for lack of means, and that goods therefore ceased to be
produced. The decay of our own industries so lessened the peo-
ple’s means of purchasing imported goods that imports fell off
to guch an extent that the revenue declined so that it was inad-
equate to meet the necessary expenses of the Government. To
gupply this deficiency Congress, by act of December 23, 1857,
authorized the issue of $20,000,000 of Treasury notes. Thisprov-
ing inadequate, in June, 1858, aloan of $20,000,000 was authorized
to meet the expenditures of the Government.

The conditions progressed from bad to worse until March 3,
1859, when the situation was so appalling that the President is-
sued a special message to Congress, a ¢ in tones of touch-
ing pathos to preserve the credit of the country.

The Treasury was bankrupt, the credit of the nation was re-
duced to its lowest terms, and no provision was made for the
necessary expenses of the Government.

Thus—

Says the message—
the country, which is full of resources, will be dishonored before theworld,
and the American people, who area debt-paying people, will be disgraced by
the omission on our part to do our duty.

And these calamitous results ensued, it must not be forgotten,
coincidently with an unparalleled succession of fortuitous cir-
cumstances, calculated in the highest degree to countervail the
depressing influences exerted by the mistaken tariff policy of
that unhappy period. These circumstances, as all will remem-
ber, were & succession of famines in Ireland, a crop shortage in
Germany and other European countries, European wars, and the
discovery of gold in California. Butall these aids to prosperity
could not overcome the noxious effects of the Walker tariff, and

the country sank deeé)or and deeper in the slough of dee‘!lpond
until the Morrill tarifi brought succor to a demoralized and dis-
tressed country.

TARIFF FOR REVENUE.
One of the numerous contentions upon which the advocates of
& tariff for revenue rely is the assumption that free raw material
cheapens production, enlarges consumption, multiplies markets,
promotes manufactures, and secures remunerative employment

tolabor. Precisely what mode of imposing duties is required
Ey 13 tariff for revenue only may be a question not free from dif-

culty. g -

There is cradible Democratic authority for holding that such
a tariff excludes entirely the idea of free imports of any kind,
that the Democratic doctrine of the unconstitutionality of a pro-
tective duty carries the necessary implication that revenue be-
ing the supreme and only purpose of the impost, it must be ex-
acted from the whole field of importations without omission and
without favor. In every quarter in which this view meets with
acceptance, free raw materiuls must be condemned as repu t
tothe principle of a revenue fariff and in derogation of the latest
distinct tenet of the Democratic party. For a fuller exposition
of this incongruity in the bill I refer o the following observa-

‘tions from the New York Sun:

FREE RAW MATERIAL

We have had the honor to recelve from the attorney:
the Iilon. Frank Johnston, a communication con!
quest:

“Ihave written to ask the Sun to give its readers elaborately its views on
u;:-og\ibject of fres raw matarial, with a protective duty on the manufactured

uct.™
e As any and all discussion upon this subject can be theoretical and academic
only, and of no possible application to the tical of the
Democratic Cor Wwe must respectf Mr. Johnston'’s attention to
the fact. Debate on free raw material isclosed. Such a featureof the tariff
was presented for approval to the 1ast great court of the Demmti&gsﬂy,
the National Democratic Convention of 1882, and it was repudiated, not
m erely b{ntha negative of deliberate and ecategorical rejection, but by the
added declaration of a principle that made the notion of free raw materials

a constitutional impossibility.

TheCh.hﬁ convention, w put forward Mr. Cleveland for the Presi-
dency, deci that there shonld be a *“tariff for revenne only,” and in so
saying it double locked the door on further D:;fumem as to the expediency
of other policies, or as to national ty by other methoas, or the
inevitable changes in manufacture and commerce, or sectional advan!
or individual interests, or personal opinions, or discrimination of any
or shade in customs duties. Each became thereafter anabsolutely forbldden
factor in the tariff, as ribed by the Constitution. Each and all must be
eliminated from the system and barred out.

Free raw material, or free thing, is out of the guestion in a constitn-
tional revenue tariff. A free list is as impossible under the Democratic
platform as a prohibitory tax. Revenne is the supreme principle, and reve-
nue (ﬁlg. 10 be exacted from the whole fleld of importation, without omis-
siom without favor. The reformers have been proclal earnestly
for years past that any other than a revenue tariff robs some one, and now
the ocratic platform says the same thing. What any Democratic jour-
nal or Democratic statesman, therefore, thinks individ: ¥ of the free-raw-
material prineiple can have no more standing before a Democratic Co:
or a Democratic Administration than advocacy of highway robbery, direct

neral of Mississippi,
g the following re-

and simpie. The Sun would have to attach as much im nece to elabo-
rating an essay on the multiplication table as to aren ononthe
merits of a fres list.

In assuring Mr. Johnston of our most distinguished consideration, we
must justify this somewhat blunt response to his courteous note by the fact
that the Democratic pledge, sol offered and publicly acce toler-
ates no other. The tariff must be for revenue only, without humbug, back-
gliding, or delusion. Otherwise people will say the Democracy is a fraud.

Mr. Chairman, I indulge the hope that the humbu%, backslid-
ing, and delusion of ‘‘free raw material,” so pungently referred
to by Mr. Dana, may be eliminated from the bill before it reaches

its passage.
HENRY WATTERSON.

Another father in Israel of the Democratic faith, from the o
posite section of our ecountry, Henry Watterson, says this bill
an attempt to steer between wind and water, to serve two mas-
ters. A tariff for revenue and a tariff for protection are the op-
posites of each other, and the conflict between them is irrepres-
sible. If the party did not mean this in 1876, then the platform
lied. If Mr. Cleveland did not mean it by his message of 1887,
then he misled the people and is at this moment the custodian
of stolen goods. At least the convention of 1892 meant it, be-
cause the issue was therein made so decisive and incisive that
nobody could mistake it. The people voted distinetly to displace
the protective system with a revenue system.

The safe course to pursue was to make a tariff for revenue only
in consonance with the pledges of the pArty. The imperfection
of the bill is its complications. It admits the smug face of pro-
tection in some parts and half its body in other parts. So says
Henry Watterson in the Louisville Courier-Journal.

So firm is Mr. Watterson's conviction that the Democratic
party has been guilty of a base betrayal of the people’s trust in
undertaking to foist upon the country the Wilson bill for a
tariff-for-revenue measure that he has deliberately declared that
‘“ his party is marching through a slaughterhouse to an open
grave.” 1 do not quarrel with him on that poinf, but am happy
to be in unity with him. [Applause on the puialic.a.n side.

Andrew Jackson Steinman, as broad-gauged, clear-headed, and
conservative a Democratic journalist as can be found in Eastern
Pennsylvania, in the Lancaster Intelligencer says: -

Mr, OATES furthermore believes that the free list in the Wilson bill is too
large in view of the need of revenue. We are entirely in sympathy with this
opinion. We are unable to understand how a Democratie committee, in-
structed by a Dsmocratic convention in favor of a tariff for revenus.
been able to formulate a tariff bill which 1s not ex to Any'r.htn§
like the revenue needed by the Treasury; which es a large free liat tha
yields no revenne at all, and continues a Repubiican bounty on sagar which
not only fails to produce, but actually dissipates revenue.
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It seems to us to be really silly to establish a free list, when we need the
revenue it can be readily made to yleld without complaint and without
tieular burden upon anyone. A tariff for revenue really pronibits a
list; though it'would be a good policy, as to articles of prime necessity, pro-
vided the revenue was superabundant. It is a good way to release revenue,
to establish a free list; but when we do not want to ease revenue, it is a
foolish establishment.

There should be a light duty levied upon all articles on the free list in the
Democratic bill; a duty so light as not to hinder their importation, but
enough to raise the revenue they can be made to g:m without checking
their importation. And certainly there should be no bounty on sugar. That
it Lo o o ok ropori o coult 2are
?ﬁ’%"’ Democm%ﬂc p?:llc;ce of the ooumry:. ‘whi t.l?oerougm:r and nnd%ubetlédlypl?:
pudiates the idea of a bounty; and especially when the revenues are short,
will it forbid the ]?l.“sagu of such a measure.

The honest truth is that the Wilson tarifl bill needs to be promptly recom-
mitted to the committee with instruction to cause it to provide sufficient
revenue; and the sooner this is understood and done, the better it will be
for the party and the country.

FREE RAW MATERIAL.

I beg now to observe that if the theory of Mr. Dana and Mr.
‘Watterson is not sound, and protective duties are after all com-

tible with the principle of a tariff for revenue only, then the

‘free raw material ? clauses of the bill come under equal con-
demnation on another ground. If protection is admitted into
the bill to any extent, however limited, as a direct object, it isa
distinet concession to the principle of protection, and we may
well insist that its application shall not be arbitrary but con-
formable to the reason of the case and the requirements of our
industrial situation.

We do not want a fariff bill like that of 1846, which a distin-
guished economic writer characterized as ‘‘neither fish, flesh,
fowl, nor good salt herring.” Weought to havea bill consistent
with itseli—without mpugnwtiy—that stands by the logic of its
principle and does not quail before its sequences.

The President says in his recent annual message that restric-
tions must be removed from the importation of the raw materials
of our manufactures to enable the latter to compete on equal
terms for the markets.

OI course a full and complete answer to that contention is
that under existing law there is practically no duty on raw ma-
terial manufactured for export. Nine r cent of the duty is
refunded. But supposing it was not. hat is the philosophy
of this proposition? 1t must be clear that if our manufacturers
are barred from the world’s markets it is because of some obsta-
cles that are not in the way of other competing nations. Inan
economic sense what are the obstacles to free commerce on equal
terms? Anything which prevents equality of facilities is an ob-
stacle. Higher wagesis an obstacle. Greater cost of material is
anobstacle. There may be others, but these are all that concern
us in thisdiscussion. An aqﬁmlizatioa of facilities can be secured
by the removal of one or both of these obstacles.

1 do not believe the people of the United States can afford to
secure a foreign market at the cost of foregoing any part of our
wages or of any part of our protection to raw material. The
President, however, thinks we can, and advises us to forego the
defensive duty on raw material. On what principle is this se-
lection made? In either casean injuryis done tolabor. Those
employed in the collection and preparation and transportation of
raw material can no more compete with the cheap labor abroad
employed in similar work than can American manufacturers,
a.r.u'{J the result must be a cut in wages or a cessafion of business.

The protective principle being admitted, then every industry
in which American labor comes in competition with cheaper for-
eign labor ought to have its share of protection if it needs it.
The production of raw material is as much an industry as its
elaboration into manufactured articles. Those employed in it
are as much workmen as any other laborers. They have the
same wants, the same aspirations, the same need for protection
against the corresponding labor abroad at lower wages. If is
labor that is the object of protection, and any commodity repre-
senting labor is wit}ﬂn the principle. If there is araw material
that is untouched by labor let that go on the free list:

Even Bastiat, who was a free eerar excellence, made that
concession to the protective theory. He held that if protection
is admissible at all, all labor should be protected: ‘‘ No labor, no
protection.”

If it is the wish of the House, Mr. Chairman, I shall not de-
“tain it further this evening if I can have about twenty minutes
in the morning. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied forty min-
utes of his time. He will be entitled to twenty minutes again
when this matter is resumed.

Mr. BROSIUS. Then I will yield the floor, Mr. Chairman,
at this time.

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection the committee
will now rise.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. RICH ARDSON of Tennessee reported that
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,

having had under consideration the tariff bill, had come to no
resolution thereon. ; .
PRINTING COAST AND GEODETIC REPORT,
. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this morn-
ing the House agreed to a Senate resolution to print the annual
report of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for 1892. There was
an error in the resolution. Itshould have been 1893. I msve
to reconsider, or ask unanimous consent to reconsider, the action
of the House in order to ask its return from the Senate and cor-
:gcﬂou. I submit a resolution, on which I ask immediate ac-
100,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution of the
gentleman from Tennessee.

The Clerk read as follows:

Rezolved, That the Senate be raquested to return to the House the Senate
concurrent resolution to printthe report of the Superintendent of the Coast
and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year 1892 ?

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
this resolution?

Mr. DALZELL. What is the suggestion? Should it be 1893?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is the correction
which should be made in the resolution.

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and
agreed to.

The SPEAKER. As it wants now only three minutes of the
time for taking the recess, if there be no objection the Chair
will declare the House in recess until 8 o'clock, The gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will preside and perform the
duties of the Chair at the evening session, which will be devoted
to debate only upon the pending bill.

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o'clock p. m., was
called to order by Mr, BROOKSHIRE as Speaker pro tempore.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session for
debate only on the tariff bill, and will resolve itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole under the special order.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
‘Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair.

[Mr. MAGUIRE withholds his remarks for revision.
pendix.]

[Mr. COCKRELL addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr. SIMPSON. I move that the committee do now rise.
The motion was agreed to.
The committee accordingly

See Ap-

; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE hav-
ing taken the chair as Speaker pore, Mr. KILGORE, Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera-
tion the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue
for the Government, and for other purposes, and had come to no
conclusion thereon. !
And then, on motion of Mr. KILGORE (at 9 o'clock and 46
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,
January 12, 1884, at 11 o’'clock a. m.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS.
Under clause 6 of Rule XIII, Mr. TAWNEY, from the Com-
mittee on Pensions, reported the bill (H. R.3195) granting a
pension to Lovica , & widow of a soldier of the war of 1812;
which, with the accompanying report (No. 257), was ordered to
be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R,
5142) to increase the pension of H. S. Mayhill, and the same was
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol-
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R.5166) to regulate
enlistments in the Army of the United States—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R.5167) to grant the right of way
to the Indian Pacific Coal and Railway Company through the
Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes—to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 108) au-
thorizing Maj. Gen. Oliver Otis Howard, United States Army,
to accept from the President of the French Republic a diploma
conferring the decoration of Commander of the National Order
of the Legion of Honor—to the Committee on Military Affairs.
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following
titles were presented and referred as follows: s

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R, 5168) for the relief of the
estate of Alfred W. Green, late of Carroll Parish, La.—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5169) for the relief of Washington West,
Madison Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R.5170) for the relief of Dr.
John B. Read—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R.5171) for the relief of John Me-
Naughton, second lieutenant Company G, First Regiment
West Virginia Cavalry Volunteers—to the Commitice on War
Clai :

Also, a bill (H. R.5172) to authorize the Court of Claims to
hear and determine the claim of the heirs of Dudley D. Smith—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R.5173) granting a pension to Sarah
L. Maxwell—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 5174) for the relief of the heirs
of John Innerarity—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 5175) for the re-
lief of Mrs. Ann M. Brown, Claiborne County, Miss.—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R.5176) granting anincrease of pen-
sion to Milton Iseman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Arra Van der
Sinden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H.R.5178) for the allow-
ance of certain claims remrted by the accounting officers of the
United States Treasury Department—to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H.R. 5179) for the allowance of certain claims for
stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the
provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act,
and for other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5180) to remove
the charge of desertion against the record of William J, Me-
Falls—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: A bill (H.R. 5181) to correct the
military record of John Smith—to the Committee on Military
Affairs. )

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 5182) for the relief of the heirs
of S. H. Hill, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 5183) for the relief of Joseph W.
Parish—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. FIELDER: A bill (H. R. 5184) for the relief of Maria
T. Karge—to the Committee on Pensions.

# PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa-
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows:

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of George E. Andronette & Co.
and 6 other firms of glass-manufacturers of Chicago, protest-
ing against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Henry W. King & Co. and 41 other manufac-
turers of clothing of the city of Chicago, protesting against the
?Hassage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

Also. petition of E. Johansen and 14 other cigar-manufactur-
ers of Chicago, fora uniformduty on all unstemmed leaf tobaceco—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade, favoring the
adoption of House bill 4182, providing for an international mari-
time conference for the better protection and care of animals in
transit—to the Committee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce.

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of the Board
of Trade of the city of Nashua, N. H., in favor of the early com-
pletion of the Sandy Bay breakwater and harbor of refuge—to
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, memorial of the farmers eng&.%ed in the tobacco culture
and cigar manufacturers of Hinsdale, N. H., protesting against
the tobacco schedules of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of 280 miners of Brookside,
Ala., protesting against placing coal and iron on the free list—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BRANCH: Petition of citizens of Carteret County,
N.C., to open Darien Inlet between Portsmouth and Cape Look-
out—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, petition of W. F. Willis, of Plymouth, N. C., for re-
lief for property destroyed by United States Government in the

town of Plymouth, N. C., during the late war—to the Commit-
tee on War Claims.

Also, petition of Greenvyille Tobacco Board of Trade, protest-
ing against the increased duty on cigarettes—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of Cigar-makers’ Union, No.
126, Ephratah, Pa., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Memorial from the Legislature
of Idaho, praying that certain waters in that State be drained—
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Me-
Keesport, Pa., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means. .

By Mr. DE FOREST: Petition of sundry citizens of Danbury,
Conn., against proposed change of duty on manufactured hats—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, remonstrance of sundry citizens of Connecticut, against
reduction of duty on imported leaf tobacco—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of James Fanning for his re-
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of George Glenn, of Madison County, Ark., for
his relief—to the Committee oa Military Affairs.

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of 31 citizens of Hardman,
Oregon, protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Protests of 240 citizens
of Hadley; 153 of Amherst; 123 of Agawam;97 of Northfield, and
63 more of Westfield, all in the State of Massachusetts, inter-
ested in the cultivation of tobacco, against the Wilson bill—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, protest of 777 emlfé?éa of the Otis Mills, Ware, Mass.,
irrespective of party affiliations, against the Wilson tariff bill—
to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, grotest. of 83 citizens of Winchendon, Mass., against the
‘Wilson bill, especially as it affects manufacturing of toys—to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, protest of 44 emplo;rés of the Swift River Company, En-
field, Mass., irrespective of party affiliations, against the Wil-
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, protest of 21 employés of the Excelsior Woolen Com-
Bgny, ales, Mass., irrespective of party affiliations, against the

ilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GROUT: Protest of the lithographers of the cities of
New York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City, against the passage of
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, protest of the All Tobacco Cigarettes Manufacturers’
Association of the United States, against the passage of the Wil-
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, remonstrance of H. C. Battey, Prooctorsville, Vt., and
194 other farmers, laborers, and employés of the Taft, Burbank
& Murdock Woolen Mills, against the passage of the Wilson
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. HAINES: Petition of James A.Hover and other citi-
zens of Columbiaville, N. Y., against the passage of the Wilson
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, protest of Doty & Serimgeour, of New York (manufac-
turers of surface-coated paper), against the passage of the Wil-
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, remonsftrance ﬁ&inat the passage of the Wilson bill
from employés of the Valatie (N. Y.F(}otton Mills—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of A.B.Knowlson and other citizens of Sand
Lake, N. Y., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, protest of the employés of the Valatie Cotton Mills, the
Wild Manufacturing Company, and the Valatie Paper Mill Com-
pa.u‘%a against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, protest of Gilbert Sherwood and other persons of Valatie
N. Y., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways an

Means.

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce
of West Superior, Wis., u.%ai.nst placing iron ore on the free list as
KIroposed in the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and
eans.

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: Petition of Mrs. Mathilda
S. Lawler, widow of Nicholas Lawler, late a soldier in the Fourth
United States Artillery, praying for a pension—to the Commit-
tee on Pensions.

By Mr. HENDERSON of Towa: Petition of J. E. B. Hudson
and 402 other citizens and old soldiers of Iowa, praying for leg-
islation to prevent suspension of pensions until after due notice
of proof of fraud, and for restoration of suspended pensions until
such proofs are secured—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of 35 farmers of

Cattaraugus County, N. Y., against the Wilson tariff bill—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KEM: Petition of citizens of O'Neill, Nebr., asking for
auniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobaceco—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition and resolutions
and signed by the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against the pas-
mﬁiﬂ% the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, g:ition signed by W. A. Williams and 135 others, citi-
zens of
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition signed by Abram Simmerman and 20 others,
against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means.

Also, petition signed by John Camtgbell and 179 others of Glass-
boro, N. J., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Com-
mittee on W md Means.

By Mr.M RY: Petitionof leves men todredge Charlotte
Harbor, Fla., asking an appropriation of $150,000—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Crystal River, Fla.,
praying retention of existing tariff on lead pencils—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MARVIN of New York: Remonstrance of Howard
Greenleaf and 37 other citizens of Hampton, Orange County, N.
Y., against reduction of tariff rateson tissue papers of all kinds—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Petition of sundry citizens of
Peru, Ind., for the defeat of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. :

Also, petition of Local Union, No. 73, American Flict Glass
‘Workers' Union, of Marion, Ind., against the Wilson tariff bill—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Maj. H. B. Sayler and 64 other ex-Union sol-
diers, for the passage of the bill (H. R. 1109) to eorrect the mili-
tgrﬂy ireoord of Charles A. Larkin—to the Committee on Military

4Irs.

By Mr. MCDEARMON: Petition of Mrs. Melissa Gill, for pas-
sage of a bill to authorize the Seeretary of War to place the
name of George W. Gill on the rolls and records of Comsmny I,
Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, to accompany House bill 5149—to
the Commiftee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. OHN: Protestof minersof lead ores in Mis-
souri and other Western States, against the provisions in the
tariff bill which prescribes 15 per cent ad valorem on lead ores
and admits duty free all ores in which the value in silver is

ater than that of lead—to the Committee on Ways and

By Mr. O'NEIL: Petition of Boston Fruit and Produce Ex-
change for eompletion of Harbor of Refuge at Cape Ann, Mass.—
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of the employés
of Irvington Woolen Mills, Delaware County, Pa., protesting
%ﬂnst the passage of the Wilson bill—to Committee on

ays and Means.

Also, petition of the employés of Wolfender, Shaw & Co.,
Limited, of Cardington, ware County, Pa., protesting
%ﬂiﬂst the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on

ay!

s and Means.
Also, tgetition of the ¢ tte manufacturers, A:roteat.ing
against the of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee

on Ways and Means.

Also, two petitions of the manufacturers and employés inthe
manufacture of gold, silver, aluminum, and metalleaf, protest-
ing against the passage of the Wilson bill—fo the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Algo, petition of theemployers of labor, workingmen, citizens,
and others of Parkersburg, Chester Count y Pa., protesting

inst ﬂée assage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on

ays an .

so, petition of thread workers and spinners of fine cotton
of New Jersey, protesting against the passage of the Wilson
bill—to the Committee on %&ya and Means.

Also, petitionof lead miners of Southwest Missouri and South-
east Kansas, protesting inst the - of the Wilson bill
2s now framed—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, protesting
%njmt the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on

ays and Means.

, petition of the employés of I. & I. Eastwood, Lyndell,
Pa., protesting against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.
~ ByMr. RUSS of Connecticut: Protest of farmers of West-
chester, town of Colchester, Conn., the tobacco schedule
of $he Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

yton, N. J., against the passage of the Wilson bill—,

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of farmers wers of cigar leaf
tobacco, and their employés, protesting : gil;?st. the pmg:d re-
duction of duty on foreign wr&ppem—m-ﬁ: Committee on Ways
angymﬁt“s.TEPBENSON Memorial kingm

- 2 Mem: of wor en, employers
of labor, and others, citizens of Gogehic County, }‘dicl})., %ro-
testing against the proposed free admission of iren ore and
declaring that such action by Congress would bring suffering
and distress to all those engaged in the iron industry—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of Martin Hazzard and 37 other
members of Lodge No. 41 of Amalgumated Assceiation of Iron
and Steel Workers, of Findlay, Ohio, against the passage of the
i?-ealled Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.,

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: Protest by 531 em-
ployés of the Bausch & Dombe Optical Company, against the

assage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers in the claim of John
8] Tanner, of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee onWar

alms. '

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Martin Good and 20 employés
engnged in the manufacture of woolen goods, of Highspire, Pa.

ainst the Wilson tariff bill—to the gommittee on Ways an

eans.

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Petition of Adam Smith
and other farmers of Bradford County, Pa., against the reduc-

tion of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

SENATE.
FRIDAY, January 12, 1894.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rav. W. H. MILBURN, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CHIPMAN.

Mr. MCMILLAN. Mr. President, I desire togive notice that
on next Friday at 3 o'elock I shall call up the resolutions of the
House of Representatives in reference to the death of Hon. John
fi[agu.n Chipman, a member of that body from the State of Mich-~
gan.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, T. O.
ToOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of
the House ﬁ)roviding for the appointment of a special joint com-
mittee of the House and Senate to investigate and consider the
;Iank, pay, and other matters relating to the personnel of the

avy, .

The message also communicated a request to return to the
House the concurrent resolution of the Senate toprint thereport
of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the
year 1892,

PETITIONS AND' MEMORIALS.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the memorial of John S. Krier
and other citizens of Michigan, remonstrating against the pas-
sage of the Wilson fariff bill; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

He also presented the petition of Daniel Scotten & Co., of De-
troit, Mich., praying for an amendment of the present tariff law
80 as to permit the sale of leaf tobacco in its natural state free of
tax; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of the Central Labor Union
of Worcester, Mass., indorsing the Wilson bill in its own behalfl
and that of twenty-four labor organizations which it represents.
I suppose these gentlemen are very much inferested in the re-
duction of the hours of labor, as the pa e of the Wilson bill,
in accordance with the view of the petitioners, carried to an
extreme, would prevent there being any hours of Inbor at all to
a very large number of workingmen. I move that the petition
be refarred to the Committee on Finance.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. HOAR presented a petitionof the Rubber Garment Work-
ers’ Local Union, No. 51, of Boston, Mass., praying for the gov-
ernmental control of the talegraph service; which was referred
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Local Assembly,
No. 7954, Knights of Labor, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the

| passage of the Wilson tariff bill and for the imposition of an ic
|come tax; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented the memorial of Hayes Young and 24 other
citizens of Champaign County, Ohio, remonstrating against the
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