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quette and other portions <>f the State of Michigan; 21 citizens 
of Newark, Ohio; 26 of Pittsburg, Pa., and 21 more citizens of . 
Micbigan City, Ind., for the passage of House bill5804, an act 
to promote the safety of railroad employes-to the Committee 
<m Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of L. H. Whipple a.nd other citizens of Need­
ham, Mass., praying that the income-tax provision of the Wil­
son bill may be amended so as to exempt beneficiary orders, etc. J 

from taxation-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. LAYTON: Res6lutionof the Young Men's Christian 

Association and Young Woman's Christian Association of Nor­
mal University bf Lebanon, Ohio, for thespeedypassage of anti­
lottery laws-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McGANN: Petition of Chicago Stamping Company, 
rela ting to House bill 4897-to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr . PATTERSON: P apers to accompany H. Res.190, for 
the printing of the digest of the laws and decisions relating to 
the appointment, salary, and compensation of officials of the 
United States courts-to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Two petitions of 109 citizens of Beaver 
Falls, Pa., protesting against an income tax being levied on fra­
ternal and beneficiary orders composing the National Fraternal 
Congress, having a combined membership of over 2,000,000 
holding benefit certificates-to the Committee on Ways and 
~ieans. 

Also, resolution of the Economic Literary Club, of Beaver 
Falls, Pa., urging the passage of the two Ooxey bills-to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citiZBns of Pennsylvania, 
-praying that the beneficiary societies be exempted from the in-
come tax-to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of Ed. Brattish and 14 other citi­
zens of H amilton Count-s, Ohio, against sectarian appropria­
tions-to the Committee on Indian Affairs .. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of Good Citizenship Club, of Dud­
ley, Mass., urging the passage of the Hoar antilottery bill-to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Papers to accompany House bill7400-
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SENATE. 
Mol\"'DAY, June 11, 1894. 

must bear the -responsibility and -the recoiling reputation. It is 
wholly a conservative measure-a relief to the Navy, and are­
lief to the observatory. A large portion of the working forceof 
competent officers, professors, and computers now at the obser­
vatory must be retained, although the force will be :reduced by 
the limit proposed to the total expenditures. 

No nation, as I am assured on the best authority, has now or 
ever had an astronomical observatory directed by its naval offi­
cers. The observatory in France is placed in charge of the de­
partment of public instruction, science, and fine arts. The 
Greenwich Royal Observatory is under the admiralty, or navy, 
but the director is a prominent practical astronomer, as he 
should be here. 

No one will dispute that we have had very eminent na val o"ffi­
cers detailed for service .as superintendenfs of our national ob­
servatory, and it was fortunate soon after its start to have had, 
even for a brief time, such officers as Maury and Gilliss, with 
qualifications and genius that won deserved national recogni­
tion. ' · 

Some occasional notable work has eince been done by officers 
of rare scientific culture, such as Prof. Hall, who were n,lso orna­
ments o.f the naval profession. 

Yet many blank vears have passed without so much as n,n 
annual report of astronomical observations to show even the ex­
istence of our Naval Observatory, and when reports of the usual 
work well done have appeared the work has rarely been better 
done than that of observatories of much inferio1• nominal rank in 
differant parts of Qur country. We want an observatory which 
will promote the advancement of astronomical science by day 
and by night, by "labor and study intant," and prove itself by 
its wOI"k at least able to contest the primacy of any other observa­
tory in America. 

We have purchased a site and erected a new Observatory at 
a cost of about $640,000, or greater than the cost of any sim­
ilar national institution in Europe, and have furnished it with a 
26-inch equatorial telescope, as well as other proper instruments 
for scientific observation. Manifestly the design could not have 
been less than to give our Observatory a higher national charac­
ter and the means of answering the public demand for resulting 
work of commensurate importance. The present annual cost 
for its support is extraordinarily large, or $68,600, being nearly 
twice as much as that of the Greenwich Royal Observatory. If 
any recent extraordinary work has been done, its report has not· 
yet leaped to light. 

The United States naval officers are educated and trained in 
their legitimate profession as profoundly as any in the world. 

The Senate met at 10 o clock a.m. The curriculum at our Naval Academy is broad and exacting, 
Prayer by Rev. T. BOWMAN STEPHENSON, LL.D., of London, embracing English studies, modern languages, mathematics, 

England. chemistry, steam engineering, ordnance, gunnery, drawing, me-
On motlon of Mr. MORRILL, and by unanimous consent, the chanics, applied mechanics, and. much else. To master these 

reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was branches in four years is a task full of labor. But the cadets at 
dispensed with. the Academy do not touch either astronomy or navigation until 

UNITED STATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY. ·the s ~cond term of the third year, and all instruction in these 
branches ends with some further attention and one or two brief 

Mr. MORRILL. MR. Speaker, I wish to ask as a personal voyages at sea in the fourth and last year at the Academy. This 
favor the privilege of making remarks about ten minutes long is the whole measure of instruction in navigation and astronom­
in relation to an amendment proposed by me to thenavalappro- ical science with which all our naval officers have been or can 
priation bill on Saturday. , be practically equipped. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair- The numerous studies prescribed at the Naval Academy re-
hears none, and the Senator from Vermont will proceed. quira the utmost diligence of..students in order to pass the rigid 

Mr. MORRILL. I will- not ask for the reading of the amend- examinations to which theyfare subjected, and final success here 
m ent, but will insert it at the head of my remarks. secures to our country the best possible material for the officers 

The amendment (submitted by Mr. MORRILL on the 9th in- of the American Navy, of whose conduct, in peace or in war, our 
stant) was to insert the following: people have always been justly proud. That is their chosen and 

That from and after the passage of this act the Superintendent of the ffi · t fi ld f b't• d h th · 11 th United States Naval Observatory shall be a person selected from civil life, su Clen e o am 1 wn, an owever wor Y 1n a o er re-
learned in the science of astronomy, to be appointed by the President by and spects, it would seem impossible for them to have won distinc­
With the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall receive an annual sal- tion as experts in astronomy where they have merely had a brief 
a.ry of $5,000; he may also occupy the dwelling house near the observatory t •t to 1 1 th · f th d' t d free of rent. The superintendent aforesaid is hereby authorized and d1- oppor Ulll y earn on y some mg o e ru lmen s, an so 
rected, with the approval of the Secretary of the Navy, to reorganize said far only as related to or necessary in navigation. 
observatory establishment and to make such regulations as may be expedi- No one can more fully realize the impropriety of placing ana-
ent in relation to the· observatory and its subordinate officers, professors, 1 ffi t th h d f t · 1 b t th 1 and other employes: P-rovided • . That after Janual'y 1, 1895, the total sala- va o cer a e ea o an as ronomiCa o serva ory an nava 
ries and annual expenditures shall be adjusted to a basis of not exceeding officers themselves. If the question could be submitted to them 
$50,000perannum. I have much reason to believe that no more such appointments 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I make this proposition, af- would be made. 
ter mature deliberation, not in any hostility to the Navy, nor to I will here make a brief extract from the very able report, in 
any of its officers, but as a steadfast friend, with the purpose "'f 1892, of the Secret:try of the Navy, as follows: 
relieving naval officers of the chief responsibility in the direc- The re\"olution which the last thirty years have witnessed in the require­
tion of our astronomical observatory, which the experience for mentsofmarinewarfareontheonehandandinthemethodsa.ndappliancesor 
the greater part of fifty years shows would be a grave error· astronomical research on the other have quite severed that close connection between the naval and astronomical professions which led to placing tha 
longer to impose. • old observatory under the direction of a naval officer and regarding it as a. 

One purpose of the change contemplated is that of eco 0 naval station; and the professional attaJ.nments now exacted by our officers 
· t f th h I · ..... · n my, and necessary to theh· efficiency include so wide a. range or subjects and ex­ln <?rder o escape rom e overw e mmg CrlulCISm that the tend to such minute details that they have no time to devote to matters so 
Un1ted States parades great expen-ditures without the p. arade of I ta.r outside oi the line of their proressio.n as those which.pertafu to the 
great.results. Another high purpose is to obtain a skilled and management of a great modern astronomical observatory. 
practiCal astronomer as superintendent of an observatory which, The position is not regarded as a perquisite logically belon~­
not the Navy but the nation supports, and of which our country ing to naval officers, few of whom hanker for it and less obtam 

,--
I I 
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it. Th~ fair fame of the Navy can lose nothing but gain much 
by the co:lperation of le~ing astr:onomers in building up a ?ta­
tional observatory that w1ll remam under the loyal protectiOn 
pf the Navy Department. 

Since March 4, 1885, twenty-five new modern na.val vessels 
have been completed; fifteen more are to ba completed in 1894, 
three more in 1895, and five ip1896. In all there will be forty­
eio-ht new vessels, for which the best and most competent offi­
ce':-s either have been or must be assig-ned. After deducting 
ves:::els lost or no longer seaworthy, the large addition of new 
vessels will demand an unusually large increase of the number 
of officers inactive sea service and the surplus for duty on shore 
will be diminished. · 

When naval officers are to be enteusted with the command of 
the.se modern" gems or the sea," surely neither the gallant cap­
tain n QW serving as the superintendent or the Observatory nor 
his friends will consent that he shall be neglected or held back 
in tame shore duties. 

The direct and discreet control by the presiding officer of in­
stitutions of learning and even of legislative bodies is found to 
be absolutely necessary, but for such service it has never been 
found equally necessary to select a military officer. Military 
authority is he::tlth!ul and indispensable on the deck of a vessel 
of war, but in the studious and patient direction of a national 
astronomical observatory it may seem sometimes obtrusive, 
rather than alway's useful. · The working force of almost any in­
stitution will cheerfully obey the chief director if known to be 
their superior in practical kowldedge, as well as authority, of 
the work in hand. The number of eminent practical astrono­
mers in the United States is comparatively large. No one of 
them, however, is a candidate for the position, but with a more 
permanent tenure in sight, some one of those who has made and 
still makes astronomy the ambition of life might be had for su­
perintendent of our Observatory. 

Except perhaps for the Nautical Almanac, astronomica~ ob­
servations are hardly more useful to the Naval Department than 
to that of Agriculture. 

An astronomical observatory is a light-house in the skies by 
which we behold the magnificence of possible worlds, infinite in 
number, greater than that where we were created. Eagerness 
of the human race to explore the secrets of the heavens above 
us has prevailed in every age and grows more intense by its 
modern achievements. I only seek to have the work in that di­
rection of the United States, by its admirable establishment on 
Georgetown Heights, take rank with that of other leading na-

- tions. 
I present some papers in relation to the amendment which I 

move be printed as a miscellaneous document, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 
PER30N AL EXPLANATION. -

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to make a. personal ex­
planation. It is understood pretty well that I am not in ~he 
habit of paying any attention to newspaper statements affectmg 
myself, and I refer to this one, first, because legislation con­
nected with the subject is to come up in the other House to-day, 
and if a contradiction is not made it may be affected by the ar­
ticle I send to the desk; and, secondly, because the name of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is given as au­
thority for the lying statement. I ask that the article may be 
read. 

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

The Secretary read from the New York Sun of Sunday, June 
10, 1894, as follows: 
CORRUPTION IN OONGRESB-CHA.RGES A.S SERIOUS AS THOSE INVOLVED IN 

THE SUGAR SCANDAir-EFFORTS OF THE PHILADELPHIA SYNDICATE, OF 
WHICH SENATOR QUAY IS SAID TO BE THE .ACTIVE AGENT, TO GET CON­
TROL OF THE SURF ACE ROADS IN THE DISTRICT AND TO PROCURE CHAR· 
TERS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW LlNES WITH THE TROLLEY AS THE 
MOTIVE POWER. 

WASHINGTON, June 9. 
Congress may soon be called upon to investigate charges of corruption 

against members of both Houses as serious as those involved in the sugar 
scandal. For several years past Congress has been besieged with applica­
tions for charters for the construction o! new surface roa,ds in this city and 
the extension of old lines, and there has been consta-nt con~ntion between 

• the citizens, the District o.fflcia.ls, and Congress as to the motive power to be 
used. The citizens of W a.shington generally are opposed to the use of the 
overhead trolley system, and it i-s in use by only one or two lines within the 
District, and only for a short distance. Moreo\'er, under the law, even this 
short privilege will cease within a !ew months. 

For the past few weeks the Washington News has persistently charged 
that the Phtladelphia syndicate is making a systematic efi'ort to get control 
or all the important s'Uriace roads in Washington, and that to carry out 
their plan a combin:~.tion of wealthy men in the Senate and House has been 
1'ormed by which the stock of the local companies is to be depressed so that 
It can be bought up at a low ftgure. The News charges furtherthat'.rhomas 
Dolan, o! Philadelphia, is the agent of the syndicate, and that the active man 
nn(j.et· h!m in tl'ying to influence Congress is Senator QUAY. For sometime 
t>h~te h~s beel_l a. bUl before the. House granting a charter tor a. cross· town · 
road, and in spite of thtl tact that nine-tenths ot the P:t:Ot>erty oWlJ,ers along 

the proposed route protest against using the street for . a car line, the blll 
came near passing the House last Monday, which was District day. It w1!4 
withdrawn in the face of the strong opposition, however, and will come up 
again on Monday next;. · 

According to the News, which quotes Senator CHANDLER as one of the au· 
thorities for the statement, Dolan and QUAY have made a llst of the tqen 
whose vot-es they can control, and have announced that the bill will cer­
tainly pass, wit.h a proviso authorizing the use of the overhead trolley sys­
tem. The vote on this bill, it is said, is to be used as a test of the strength 
of the Dolan-Quay combination, and if they win on that they feel sure ot 
being able to pass the other bills and gridit·on the city with trolley roads. 
According to the News there are ftfty-eight tlillspending asking for charters 
for new surface roads, in ma.uy of which the syndicate is interested, or of 
which they hope to get absolute control. 

One of the most im:r.ortant car lines of Washington uses the cable system, 
and its main rival still employs broken-down horses. Several years ago 
0ongress ordered this road to change its motive power wi.thin a given time, 
but it did not do it, although the date set has long since passed. This road, 
which is one of the greatest money-making concerns in the District o! Co­
lumbia, also owes the Government a great many thousands of dollars for 
back taxes, and although negotiations have been in progress for two or 
three years for the settlement of the claim, not a cent has been paid. Con­
gress, the District Commissioners, and the directors of the road are still in 
a. wrangle as to the motive power that is to be used, and they are appar­
ently as far from an agreement in this as they are with regard to the pay­
ment of the ba.ck taxes. The directors of the road say that the use of the 
cable is impossible on this line, owing to the greatnumbero! abrupt curves, 
and that the underground electric system, now in use with great success on 
one line within the city limits. is too expansive and too impracticable. The 
District Commissioners are divided in their opinion, and the citizens and 
taxpayers are opposed to the use o! the overhead trolley. In the meantime 
horses pull the cars, the fight goes on, and Congress does not bring the road 
to terms. The vote in the Rouse on Monday will probably show whether 
the Philadelphia syndicate or the citizens of Washington are in control or 
the city. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to state that the allegations in that arti­
cle, as it is prob::tbly unnecessary for me to say, are absolutely 
false. 

I will state the facts. Cerhin citizens of Philadelphia, how 
many I know not, and exactly whom I know not, of whom Mr. 
Thomas Dolan, who was recently president of the Manufactur­
ers' Club in that city, is one, have corporate inte.rests in some 
passenger railways in this city. I do not remember the name of 
their corporation. They are seeking an enlargement of som~ 
of their franchises, what I do not exactly know, for I have not 
seen the proposed legislation. 

At their request I did for them what I will do for any other 
citizens of Pennsylvania or for citizens of any other State who 
come here for a fair and honest purpose. My interference in 
their behalf was simply to introduce Mr. Do~ to the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], who is a m-ember of the Com­
mittee on the District of Columbia, in order that Mr. Dolan 
might present the case to him . . 

Ithinki have not heard from the Senator from Michigan since 
on the subject. Also, at the request of Mr. Dolan, I spoke to the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr.FAULKNER], who I understood · 
was chairman of a subcommittee having this matter in charge, 
requesting that he should give Mr. Dolan a hearing. The Sena­
tor from West Virginia informed me that I was mistaken, tha~ · 
he wasnot.chairman of the subcommittee, and I have not heard : 
from him since on the subject. 

On Friday last, at the request of Mr. Dolan, I asked a friend 
of mine of the other House to request some of the delegation 
from his State to be present to-day in order to constitute a quo­
rum. He replied that there would be a quorum there to-daJ. 

That is the extent of my knowledge of or connection with this . 
enterprise. I think I am justified in this instance in departing 
from my usual course in relation to the thousands of newspape~~ 
attacks upon me, first, as I said befor~, because this article w~ r 
evidently written to affect legislation to come up in the other i 
House to-day: and, secondly, because the Senator from New ; 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is alleged to be the author of it. 1 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Pennsylvania did hot . 
call the subject to my attention before sending up the paper. I · 
only heard what he said, and I have not the statements of th~ 
article distinctly in mind. I did, however, see the statement in 
the Evening News, which is quoted by the article the Senator 
has had rea.d. I have heard of the syndica~e an.d the proposed 
formation of a traction company for the purpose of obtain~fg 
control of the street railways of this city, and that is a~out al ~ 
can say on the subject, except that I may..have talked w1th news­
paper men about it and asked them questions, and they may 
have asked me questions. 

I never heard until this morning Mr. Dolan's name in connEtc­
tion with any such project, and I certainly .have made no re­
marks attributing any improper motives to any Senator, or any 
improper relations, or any rela~ion~ whateve: to any s~ch pro• 
posed traction company orgamzatiOJ?--c~rtamly nothmg ~01}­
necting the Senator from Pennsylvama w1th any such orgamza;­
tion in any way whatever. I have no reason to doubt the ex~t 
truth of the statement made by the Senator from Pennsylvani~. 

Mr. QUAY. I do not know but that the matter may as well 
be referred to the special committee of which the Senator fro~ 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is chair"man, so as to let him take charge 
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of this · subject along with the ·other 'matters referred to ·that 
corrm:iittee. I make that motion. · · 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. Is. there objection? The . Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

lv.Ir. QUAY. presented petitions of Herman Diesenger and 230 
other citizens of Philadel-phia; of J. Harold Wickensham and 
33 other citizens of Lancaster; of H. W. Taylor and 37 other cit­
izens of Philadelphia; of W. J. Vance and 8 other citizens of 
Braddock; of John W. Schell and 10 other citizens of Philadel­
phia; of F. B. Schertz and 7 other citizens.of Philadelphia; _ of 
W. M. Geesaman ·and 16 other citizens of Shippensburg; of 
Thomas Lamb and 37 other citizens of Boston; of B. E'· Steele­
ford and 40 other citizens of Wilmerding; of C. B. Keb.l:>er and 
7 other citizens of Coroy; of A. H. Koch and 8 other citizens of 
Sharpsburg; of C. B. Roberts and 10 other citizens of Phila­
delphia; of William H. White and 22 other citizens of Union­
town; of W. E. Baldwin and 19 other citizens of Unionville, and 
of C. R. Moore and 45 other citizens of St. Petersburg, ali in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying that the funds of mutual life in­
surance companies and associations-be exempted from the pro­
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
were ordered to lie on t}le table. . 

M1~. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hunt­
ingdon, Tenn., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies and 
associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; wl;lich was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of M.A. Meyer and 
sundry other citizens of Ohio, praying that the funds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. · 

He also presented petitions or Thomas C. Bope and sundry 
other citize~ts of Lancast(8r; of D. E. Brown and sundry other 
citizens of Niles, and of Job :0. Williams and sundry other citi­
zens of Ironton, all in the State of Ohio, praying that the pend­
ing tariff bill be amended so that fraternal beneficiary socie­
ties, orders, or associations, operating upon the lodge system 
and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, and other 
benefits to the members1 and dependents of such members, shall 
be exempt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxa­
tion in any forrri; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present quite a number of memorials from 
wholes!l>le and retail liquor dealers of various cities in · Illinoi~, 
remonstrating against an increase of the whisky tax, and also 
against an extension of the present bonded period. I call atten­
tion to these memorials because there are a large number of 
them and they all seem to be endorsed alike. I move t.hat the 
memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mor­

gan County, Ill., and a petition of sundry citizens or Elgin, Ill., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associa­
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending taritf bill; which were ordered to lie on the t:lble. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of 176 citizens of 
Lancaster County, Nebr., praying that in the passage of any law 

.providing for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life 
insurance companie~and as,sociations be exempted from taxa· 
tion; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition signed by the officers of the State 
of Nebraska and sundry othee citizens of Lincoln, Nebr., pray­
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on t~e table. 

He also presented a petition of the McCook Cooperative 
Building and Loan Association, of McCook, Nebr., praying that 
mutual building and loan associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on. the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Placer County, Cal., remonstrating against the proposed income­
tax provision or the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to 
Ue on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the abolishment 
of the custom-house at Eureka, Cal.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PATTON presented the petition of A. M. Todd and 69 
other peppermint growers of Kalamazoo and Decatur, in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the retention of the present duty · 
of $1 per pound on oil peppermint; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He a1so presented the petition of B. A.Bornand sundry other 
citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying that the funds of mu· 

tuallife insurance ·companies and associations be exempted-from 
the proposed income-tax proyision ~f the psnding tariff . bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of E. C. Link and sundry 
other citizens of Adair County, Mo., praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and· aSsociations be exe'mp~d 
rom the proposed income-tax provision of the pending · tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. · 

He also presented the petition of Julius W. Koch and sundry 
othercitizens_of St. Louis, Mo., praying that the pending tariff bill 
be so amended "that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or· 
associations operating upon the lodge ~ystem and providing for 
the payment of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to .the 
mem hers and dependents of such members, shall be exempt f_rom 
all the p1•ovisions of the bill requiring taxation ih any fo·rm;" 
which was ordered to lie on the table: 

Mr: MARTIN presented petitions of J. D. Bowersock and 
sundry other citizens of Lawrence; of Alfred Welsh and sundry 
otlier citizens of Atchison; of A. X. Campbell and sundry other 
citizens of Holton, and of H. W. Berkley and sundry other citi­
zens 6f Ro.3sville, all in the State of Kansas, praying that in the 
passage of any law providing for the taxation of incomes·, the 
funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be 
exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie on the table.-

Mr. COQKRELL presented a petition from Eureka Council, 
No. 37, Royal League, of St. Louis, Mo., praying that the pen~­
ing tariff bill be so amended that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or associations, operating upon the lodge system and 
providing for the payment of life, sick: accident and other·bene 
fits to the members and dependents of such members, shall -be 
exempt from all t.he provisions of the bill requiring taxation in 
any form; which was ordered to lie on the hble. 

Mr. SMITH presented a memorial of the trustees of the East 
River Savings Institution, of New York City, N.Y., remon­
strating against the imposition of a tax on the funds of savings 
institutions; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Democratic Club of New 
York City, N.Y., remonstrating against · the proposed income­
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. . 

He also presented the petition of Chas. P. Senger and sundry 
other citizens of Essex County, and the petition of George B. 
Raymond and sundry other citizens of Morris and Essex Coun­
ties, all in the State of New York, praying that the funds ofmu-: 
tuallife insurance companies and associations beexemptedfrom 
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition ·of J. W. Bailey and sundry 
other citizens of Arlington and Jersey City, and the petit-ion of 
the Royal Arcanum, Grand Council, of Jersey City, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying that the pending tariff bill be so 
amended ''that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders or associa­
tions, paying benefits to their members in the nat~re of insur­
ance, and operating upon the lodge sys tern, shall be exempt from 
all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in any form;" 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Alfred L. Barbour and 
19 other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal bene­
ficiary societies, orders or associations, be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented sundry petitions of citizens of Uma­
tilla and Multnomah Counties, in the State of Orogon, praying 
that in the passage of any law providing for the hxation of in­
comes, the funds oi mutual life insurance companies and associa­
tions be exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundrycitizensof Washington, 
praying that section 2324 of the Revised Statutes be amended so 
as to suspend for the year 1894 the performance of $100 worth of 
labor upon mining claims; which was referred to the Committee 
on Mlnes and Mining. · : · , 

Mr. SHERMAN presented sundry memorials of wholesaleand 
ratailliquor dealers of Cincinnati, Cleveland, Sandusky, Bridge­
port, Portsmouth, St. Marys, Zanesville, Toledo, Dayton, Co­
lumbus, Niles, Hamilton, and Chillicothe, all in the Shte of 
Ohio, remonstrating against an increase of the present tax on 
whisky and also against an extension of the bonded period; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of members of the bar of 
Indian Territory, praying for the passa2'e of a bill granting jUdi.:. 
cial relief in that Territory; which was referred to the . Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. · · . 

Mr. MORRILL prese-nted a petition or sundry citizens of 
Brattleboro, Vt., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income-
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tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which wasordered to lie 
on the lable. 

He also presented a petition of the Vermont Association of 
Life Underwriters of Burlington, Vt., praying that mutual life 
i.nsurance companies and associations be exempted from the pro­
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mid­
dletown, Del., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, or­
ders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax 
provision of tb.e pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. \.~ • 

Mr. SQUt~E presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wash­
ington, praying that mutual life insurance companies and asso-­
ciations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition -of the Michigan Life 
Insurance Agents' Association, of Detroit, Mich., praying that 
the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port­
land, Me ., praying for the passageof House hill No. 6723, to pro­
mote the efficiency of the Revenue Cutter Service; which was re­
ferr-ed to the Committee on Commeroe. 

He also presented petitions of 161 citizens of Winthrop; of 22 
citizens of York Village, and of 18 citizens of Bath, all in the 
State of Maine, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, or­
ders, or organizations be exempted from the proposed income­
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. 
Marys, Ga., praying for an increase of the appropriation for the 
improvement of the harbor at that city; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rome, Ga., 
prazy-ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associa­
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of W. B. McDaniel, -of Gun­
d-ee, Ga., remonstrating against an increase of the postage on 
second-class mail matter;· which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the memorials of Parry & Co., of 
Knm..rville; of B. H. Carbary and Emil Nathan & Co~, of Mem­
phis; of N.C. Ford & Co., E. R. Betterton & Co., and Sobel & 
Co., of Nashville, all in the State of Tennessee, remonstrating 
against any increase of the internal-revenue tax on w:hisky; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented memorials of Anne Etchells Lomas, of 
Dayton; of Frank L. Willcut, of Cleveland, and of Trades and 
Labor Council, of Zanesville, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrat­
ing against the proposed increase of postage on second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Piqua, Ohio, 
and Brooklyn and New York City, N.Y., praying for the reten­
tion of the present rate of duty on imported cocoa mats a~d mat­
ting; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Medical Society of Cleve­
land, Ohio, r emonstrat ing against the proposed reduction in the 
appropriation for the: Surgeon-General's library from ten thou­
sand to seven thousand dollars; which was referred to the Com­
mittee on pproprlations. 

He also presented a petition of the General Assembly of the 
State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation provid­
ing a service pension of $8 per month for goldiers of the Union 
Army during the rebellion who have received an honorable dis­
charg-e; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of 44 citizens of Wayne County; 
of 8S citizens of Ohio; of 44 citizens of Mahoning·, and of 212 
citizens of Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio, praying that 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
fl:om th~ proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; wh1ch were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Isaiah Leist, jr., and sundry 
other citizens of Napoleon, Ohio, and the petition of C. W. Nessler 
and -sundry other citizens of Sidney, Ohio, praying that the 
pe~di~g tariff bill be so. al?ended that fraternal ueneficiary 
soCleties, orders, or assoCiatiOns operating upon the lodge sys­
tem and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, and 
other benefits tothe members, and dependentsof such members, 
shall be exempt from the provisions of the bill requiring taxa­
ti{)n in any form; which were oraered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
l\Il'. McPHERSON, from the Committee on ~aval Affairs: to 

whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. MORRILL 

on the 9th instant, intended to be proposed to the naval appro­
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on PubUc Lands, to whom 
was re~erred an amendment submitted by himself on the 9th in· 
stant, mtended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial · appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and be printed; which was agreed_to. 

TARIFF BULLETINS. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I report from the Committee on Finance 

Ta;riff Bulletins Nos. 45 , 46, and 47, inclusive,·whichiask may be 
prmted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2107) granting to the 
Northern Mississippi Railroad Company right of way through 
certain Indian reservations in Minnesota; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2108) to amend 
an act entitled "An act to establish a United States nourt in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes," approved March 1, 
1889, and an act entitled "An act to provide a temporary gov­
ernment for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdic­
tion oi the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes," approved May 21 1890; to provide for the redis­
tricting of the Indian Territory for judicial purposes, for an ad­
ditional judge and more United States commissioners, and to 
prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such judges 
and commissioners, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a. bill (S. 2109) to correc~ the military 
record of George W. Pilcher; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. G<?RDON introduced a bill (S. 2110) to aid and encourage 
the holding of a Cotton States and International Exposition at 
Atlanta, Ga., in the year 1895, and making an appropriation 
therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pi'O­

p~sed by him to the bill(H. R. 4:864) to reduce taxation, to pro­
VIde revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. · 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. HIGGINS submitted an amendment intendeu to- be pro­

posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (select), and ordered 
to be printed. 

THE PADRONE SYSTEM. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution to be printed and go 

over until to-morrow. 
The resolution was read and ordered to lie over and to oo 

printed, as follows: ' 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 

Senate, so far as the records o! the Department enable Wm to do so, to what 
extent the system now prevails under which immigrantsfromitalyorother 
countries fall into the hands of agents or bankers who entice or force them 
into contracts or customs under which their labor 1s farmed out to their 
employers, commo:J;l.lY called the padrone system; and also to inform the 
Senate whether any"'Special measures are being taken or contemplated by 
the Treasury Department for breaking up every such system; whether the 
Department has sufficient funds at i ts disposal derived from the head mon­
eys, or whether additional appropriations are needed for the suppression 
and extermination of such systems and for the due enforcement of the laws 
prohibiting the importation of contract laborers. 

, GRAND ARMY PLACE. 
Mr. PALMER submitted thefollowingconcurrentresolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 
Resolved by the Senate oj tM United States (the House of Representatives con­

curring), That that portion of the public reservations in the city of Wash­
ington, D. C. , lying south of the grounds of the Executive Mansion, and 
bounded on the east by Fifteenth street, on the soutn by B street, and on the 
west by Seventeenth street, be designated and hereafter known as" Grand 
Army Place." 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 

ToWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of electrical 
measure; 

A bill (H. R. 7293) regulating the procedure in criminal causes 
in the district of Minnesota; and 
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A joint resolution. (H. Res.172) granting full permission to the 

State of Maryland and to the several State courts to occupy the 
old United States court-house in f:he city of Baltimore for the 
period of five years. · 

THE REVENUE BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 

having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate! as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con­
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Gove1·nment, and fol" other purposes: the pend­
ing question being on the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH, in para­
graph 237, line 25, page 521 before the word" cents," to .strike 
out " one dollar and eighty " and insert " two dollars and fifty;" 
so as to read: 

Brandy a-nd other spirits ma.rrufactured or distilled from grain or other 
materials, and not specially provided for in this act, $2.50 per proof gallon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the ques­
tion on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that we hJtve the yt:.as and nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretar,y prnceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was j}alled). 
I announce once for all, for the -day, that I am paired with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. The Senator from Wyo­
ming wished me to state that he has been{3alled out ol the city 
by the death of a member of his family. 

Mr. PAL.L\1ER(when hisnamewas called). TheSenatorfrom 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] is absent from the city, un­
well. I announce my pair with him, and withhold my vote. I 
will not again announce the pair to-day. If he were present I 
should vote "nay " on this question. 
• Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland fMr. GmsoN]. If he were 
present I should vote "yea." 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama (Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should •' yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr.McPHERSON(after having voted in the negative). Has 

the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Then I wish to withdraw my vote, as I 

am p:llred with that Benator. I shall not announce the pair 
again to-day. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I inquire if the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
POWERl has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Theniannounce my pair with that Senator, 

and withhold my vote. 
Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 

Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
I RBY] and vote '' nay." 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the senior Senator from Mary­
land LMr. GoRMAN], who is detained from the Chamber by ill­
ness. 

Mr. LODGE. I am paired with the senior Senat-or from New 
York [Mr. HILL], and withhold my vote. If he were present I 
should vote'' yea." 

Mr. HOAR. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. PUGH]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am paired with the senior 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], and the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] is paired with the Senatorfrom 
Wyoming[Mr. CAREY]. We haveagreed totransferourpairsso 
that the senior Senator from Wisconsin will stand paired with 
the Senator from Wyoming. I vote "yea." 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Under that arrangement I 
vote ''nay." · 

Mr. DANIEL (after JJ.aving voted in the negative). I desire 
to explain that I have a standing pair with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], but I have transferred that pair to 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], who is absent, under­
st~nding that he has no pair. If he has, I should be glad to 
know it, so that no mistake be made. If the SenatorfromGeor­
gia is not paired I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I inquire if the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. McMILLAN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with that Senator, and with­

hold my vote. 
Mr. GEORGE. In order to make a quorum, I vote "nay," 

although paired with the Senator from Oregon fMr. DOLPH]. 
Mr. HOAR. I .suggest to the Senator from Mississippi that 

we transfer our pairs. I am paired with the Senator from Ala­
bama [Mr. PUGH], and I will transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], which will enable tbe Senator irom 
Mississippi and me to vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all right. I vot.e "nay." 
Mr. HOAR. I vote'' yea." 
Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the affirmative)~ Has the 

Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. PLATT. Then, I think perhaps I ought to withdraw 

my vote, as I am pajrBd with that Senator. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I suggest to the Senator froll!. Connec­

ticut that, if agreeable to him, we transfer our pairs. I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware tMr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. PLATT. I shP.ll be very glad to do so. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Then I transJer my pair with the Sena­

tor from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] to the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. PLATT. So that the Senator from Virginia will stand 
paired with the Senator from Delaware: 

Mr. McPHERSON. YesA 
Mr. PLATT. Then my vote may .stand. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I vote "nav." 
The result was announeed-yeas~18, nays 27; as follows~ 

Allison, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dubois, 

Allen, 
Berry, 
Blackburn,· 
Butler, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 

YEA.S-18. 
Hale, Morrill, 
Hoar, Peffer, 
Kyle, Perkins, 
Manderson, Platt, 
~tchell, Oregon Sherman, 

NAYS-27. 
Daniel~ .McLaurin, 
George, 1 McPherson, 
Gordon, Martin, 
Barris, Mills, 
Jarvis, Mitchell, Wis. 
.Jones, Ark. Murphy, 
Lindsay, Pasco, 

NOT VOTING-40. 
Aldrich, Fanlkner, Hunton, 
Bate, Frye, Irby, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Jones, Nev. 
Brice, Gibson, Lodge, 
Caffery, Gorman, McMillan, 
Camden, Gray, Morgan, 
Cameron, .Hansbrongh, Palmer, 
Carey, Hawley, Patton, 
.Dixon, Higgins, Pettigrew, 
Dolph, Hill, Power, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Shoup, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 

Roach, 
Smith, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
White. 

Proctor, 
Pugh, 
Quay, 
Ransom, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Vilas, 
Walsh, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 

\ -

Mr. ALLISON. I observe in the printed bill an amendment 
at the end of paragraph 237. Has that been agreed to? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It has not been offered. 
T_he VICE-PRESIDENT. Tl}e reading of the bill will be re­

sumed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

228. Each and every gauge or wine gallon of measurement shall be counted 
as at least one proof gallon; and the standard for determining the proof ot 
brandy and other spirits or liquors of any kind imported shall be the same 
as that which is defined in the laws relating to internal revenue; but any 
brandy or other spirituous liquors, imported in casks of less capacity than 
14 gallons, shall be forfeited to the United States: Provided,, That it 
shall be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, to au­
thol'ize the ascertainment of the proof of wines, cordials, or other liquors 
by distillation or otherwise, in cases where it is impt"acticable to ascertain 
such '[lroof by the means prescribed by existing law or regulations. .,. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I notice that in Schedule H, 
spirits, wines, and other beverages, the rates of duty prescribed 
by the existing law have been very largely reduced. On the 
first item, the one upon which the vote has already been taken, 
the duty has been reduced from $2.50 per proof gallon. to $1.80 
per proof gallon. 

I also notice that in the latter part of the bill, in dealing wHh 
internal revenue it is proposed to increase the tax on domestic 
spirits very largely and to give certain advantages to the distill­
ers of whisky. I should like to know from the Senator having 
charge of the bill whether it is true or not that the duties on 
importe'd brandies and spirits ar-e largely decreased, while the 
tax on domestic spirits is largely increased? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Under the present law the tariff on 
brandy and liquors of that kind coming from abroad is $2.50 .a 
proof gallon, and it is now proposed to reduce it to $1.80. The 
internal-revenue tax stands now under the present law at 90 cents 
a gallon, and the provision in this bill raises that tax to $1.10. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatistheverypointtowhich I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate. It seems to me that this is grossly 
wrong. Brandy is one of the strongest possible forms of spirit­
uous liquor !or common consumption which is imported from 
abroad. It does not come up to the standard ol alcohol, but it 
approaches nearer to it than any other spirit. 

It seems :to me that here is a diffieultythatought to be atonoe 
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corrected. ·There is no reason in the world why the duties on 
wines, spirits, andotherbeveragel'limported fromabroad, which 
are entirely articles of luxury and consumed mainly by those 
who are perfectly able to pay the duties, should be reduced, and 
I can see no reason, as this is intended to be a bill to provide 
revenue for the support of the Government, why the rates of 
duty should be reduced on articles which would be imported any­
way, whatever may be the rate of duty, and would be imported 
probably to the same extent whether the duty is high or low. 

Therefore, it seems to me that the theory of this whole sched­
ule is wrong. I can not comprehend why the duties on these im­
ported articles-not taking into ac~ount the question ~f. protec­
tion at all, because, so far as that 1s concerned, no sp1r1ts made 
in the United States would probably compete with brandy, ex­
cept whisky, which is very cheap, and on which the tax is very 
high-should be reduced, while the tax is increased on the do­
mestic article. 

I hold in my hand a large number of remonstrances, petitions, 
and resolutions of different commercial bodies, not only in Ohio 
but in other parts of the country, and even including Kentucky, 
against the increased tax on whisky and against the additional 
discrimination that is proposed to be given to imported spirits. 
I present these papers and ask that they be laid upon the table. 
They come from large organizations of business men, and from 
large firms and dealers who are known to me personally, and 
they uniformly remonstrate against any increase of the tax on 
spirits. 

It is true, we have not yet come to the internal-revenue por­
tion of the bill; but certainly we ought not, in view of the pro­
posed increase .o~ the tax ~m domesti? spir~ts, to reduce the ~uty 
on imported sp1r1ts, espe01ally on art1cles llke champagne wmes, 
although I believe the duties on them have not been materially 
changed, but if at all, they have been reduced. On brandy, gin, 
and all articles of that kind there is no occasion, in my judg-
ment, for a reduction of the duty. ' 

No one has complained against the duties now placed on those 
articl~s; no petition has been presented here for such a reduc­
tion and there would be no sympathy in the Senate or among 
the people of t4e United States in favor of a reduction of duties 
on -thesearticlesofluxury, which may be consumed, but which 
the people are better without than with. 

I think, under the circumstances, the Senate ought to give a 
little deliberation to the question of this proposed reduction of 
the duty on brandy alone. I have not the statistics before me, 
but I think it will bring about a lar:~e reduction of the revenue 
and that the decrease of revenue will not be made up by the in­

.crease of importations. 
I think, in considering this whole schedule, it would be better 

for the Senate to allow it to stand as it now is. There has been 
-no complaint against the provisions of the existing law, so far 
as the rates of duties on these imported articles of spirits are 
concerned, and no petitions and no remonstrances have been re­
ceived against the present rates of duty on them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The opinion of the committee was 
that the present tax on liquors of this class was entirel.v too ~igh 
to derive the largest amount of revenue from them. We believe 
that a larger amountof revenue would come to the 'rreasury from 
a smaller rate of taxation; we believe that the prese!lt rate of 
duty approaches, in a considerable degree, to the point of prohi­
bition, and that there would be a larger commerce in these 
articles under a tax of $1.80 per gallon than under a tax of $2.50 
a gallon. · 

We impose an internal-revenue tax of 90 cents a gallon under 
the law upon domestic spirits, and we impose a tariff tax of $2.50 a 
gallon on imported spirits. It seem to me that those rates are 
unreasonable. When we reach the internal-revenue features of 
this bill, whether or not we shall impose a large domestic tax 
on liquor is a question to be determined tb,en. The petition pre­
sent-ed by the Senator from Ohio, of course, is addressed to that 
-subject; an~ when we rea~h ~hat portion of the _bill will be the 
time to consider the queshon. For the present, It seems to me 
the proposed reduction of the tax on these foreign liquors from 
$2.50 a gallon to $1.80 a gallon is not unreasonable, particularly 
as French brandy is, to a very considerable degree, a medicinal 
article, a prime necessity otherwise than as a luxury or as a 
beverage. · 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator sits down, I wish to say 
that, of course, the reason he has given was expected to be the 
only one that could be given in reply to the statement of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], that this being a revenue 
duty a larger amount of revenue was expected from this duty 
than·from a higher one. 

Now, will not the Senat.()r, as the organ of the committee 
conducting this bill upon business principles and in business 
fashion, tell the Senate upon what he bases his judgment that 
there-will be a larger revenue from this reduced duty than from 
the old ,duty? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As a rule, Mr. President, a reduc­
tio}! of tariff will increase the importations. I presume it is not 
nec~ssary for me to undertake to enter into an argument to show 
why that should be so, and that that rule will apply in thi:l case 
as well as in others. 

Mr. HALE. There must be some point at which that rule 
should cease. The Senator does not hold that, if duti~s were 
reduced 50 per cent or 75 per cent, there would be a larger rev­
enue? I take it, if he did, he would have moved to reduce the 
duty to a lower point. 

What I was seeking was the reason why the Senator, who has 
given a great deal of study to this bill-a.nd we know his intelli­
gence upon it-struck this particular point as being the place 
that would give the most revenue, and not any other. Why did 
he not eithe1• allow the old revenue rate to remain, or! if reduced 
duties give larger revenues, why not cut the rate still further 
and not rest at this point? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a matter of conjecture as to 
what the rev~nue point will be on an article until after a trial 
has been made. I am fully satisfied that a duty of 300 per cent 
is not a revenue duty; and so believing, I favor a reduction at 
least to this extent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator sits down, I wish to 
state that I have the statistics before me, which I did not have 
a while ago, showing that this article of brandy and other spir­
its yields nearly $3,000,000 annually of revenue. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator will allow me to say, 
in that connection, that more than a million and a half of that 
is levied upon an article that costs abroad only 65 cents; and the 
present duty is a tax of almost exactly300 per cent on that class 
of goods. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; but we now tax our domestic 
whisky, which can be manufactured anywhere in the West for 
20 cents a gallon, 500 per cent. The present tax on imported 
brandies, according to their valuation, is only 91 per cent, less 
than 100 per cent, and the Senator :{lroposes to reduce it to 66 
per cent on three items which now y1eld us nearly $3,000,00D of 
revenue. We certainly ought not to interfere with the revenue 
by such a reduction, especially when we know that these articles 
will be imported, and that the reduction of duty will increase 
the importation, but even if it would increase the importation 
we ought not to legislate in that way. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not see on what authoritv the 
Senator from Ohio can assert that there will be no increase of 
importation. The committee believe that there will be not only 
an increase of importation, but an increase of revenue from this 
decrease of taxation. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas suggests that 
one reason for reducing the duty upon brandy is that it is used 
largely as medicine. It is used to some extent for that purpose; 
but, as I take it, our grape brandy in this country for medicinal 
purposes is quite as good as the grape brandy of France. But 
the unit of value on brandy is now $2.73 a gallon, as shown by 
the official tables. So that the duty is only about 65 per cent 
upon this great article of luxury. There is no article which is 
more an article of luxury than French brandy, and yet it is re­
duced here in this bill to a point much less than the duty upon 
many necessary articles of consumption. 

On the next item, "other spirits distilled from grain," tho unit 
of value is not 65 cents, but 85 cents a gallon. That is chiefly 
Scotch and Irish whisky. 

I call the attention of Senators to the fact that by incre:tsing 
these importations, they displace other articles of revenue in 
our own country. Why it is that this schedule should be . se­
lected when in all past tariff laws it has been considered purely 
a r evenue schedule and nothing else, and it had no other pur­
pose or ai.m, a.nd why we should single this article out and re­
duce the duty upon brandy~ upon Scotch whisky, and Irish 
whisky, and upon still wines seems to me a marvel. Thero will 
not be one cent additional revenue produced by this reduction, -
in my judgment; in other words, the reduction of duty will only 
reduce the revenue. 

People are not going to drink Scotch whisky because they can 
get it a few cents less a gallon upon importation. Those who 
drink Scotch whisky do .so because th~y like it and prefer !t; 
they are accustomed to 1t, and they w11l pay the duty on 1t; 
and yet it is reduced to $1.80a gallon from$2.50agallon. P~ople 
who are fond of gin will buy it and pay the duty. There 1s no 
smuggling '!nde~· it, and there is no ~omplaint of. a s~ngle ~ort as 
to the existm(T hquor schedule. It 1s a duty whiCh 1s easily col­
lecte:i. Now~with all these cries for revenue, here is an article 
yielding $3,000,000 to the Treasury, which we are told \Ve must 
cut down to a revenue point, as the gentleman from Arkansas 
s::tys, in order that we may get a little more revenue. 

Mr. President, the effect of this proposition will be simply to 
induce the importation of these foreign luxuries and reduce tht 
revenue. That is all there is about it. 
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Mr. PLATT. The vote upon the paragraph which we have 

just passed w!i's taken so quickly and quietly1 and while my .at­
tention wasd1verted for the moment, that I d1d not say anythmg 
when it was under consideration. Of course, a motion to re­
consider would put me in order but I had supposed that the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISONj would oppose this reduction 
before the vote was taken. I· agree to all that has been said, 
but there were one or two other considerations which I should 
like to advert to. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has well said that thl;lre 
would be no more imported under a reduction of duty, for the 
reason that people who drink brandy and Scotch whisky and 
gin drink it because they have acquired a taste for it. Brandy 
is used for medicine, and by a few gentlemen of wealth, whom 
we call brandy drinkers. They will drink no other kind of 
liquor. The same is largely true of Scotch whisky. Nobody 
supposes that a prescription will be a cent cheaper by reason of 
the reduction of the duty on brandy. There will be no benefit 
to those who are obliged to use the medicine. It is quite im­
probable that there will be any diminution in the price to those 
who have acquired the habit of brandy drinking. 

The Senator from Arkansas says we make no brandy in this 
country. I think the Senator is mistaken in that respect. I 
remember when I was in San Francisco I wa.s taken to the grape 
farm of the late Senator ~tanford1 and I know t~at the proc~ss 
of making brandy was gomg on there at that t1me. I am m­
formed that large quantities of brandy are made in California. I 
know that during recent sickness in my family myphysicianad­
vised that for medicine I should obtain California brandy be­
cause it is pure, and we have no pure French bra.ndy, certainly 
none the purity of which can be guaranteed. 

There is another consideration which has not been adverted 
to. We have made a discrimination against Germany on sugar. 
I should like to speakatsomelength upon thismatter, but being 
limited to five minutes I am precluded from doing so. If the 
newspapers ara c01·rect, and I think they are, an informal pro­
test has been entered by th·e German minister on account of the 
discrimination which iJ proposed against Germany by reason of 
the special discriminating duty on sugar. Now, I will not say 
Germany and France are at swords points, but there is friction 
between them, as we all know. If we discriminate against Ger­
many in the matter of sugar and discriminate in favor of France 
in the matter of brandy, will not Germany have the greater 
reason to complain to our Government, and will it not be an in­
ducement for Germany to restOre the prohibition on pork? I 
have little doubt that that will be done if we insist upon discrim­
inating against Germany in the matter of sugar and discrim­
inating in favor of her rival, France, in the matter of brandy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro­
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
239. On all compounds or preparations o! which distille:l spirits are a 

component part of chief value, not specially provided for in this ~c_t, there 
shall be levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled sprrtt.s . 

The Committee on Finance reported to strike out paragraph 
239 and insert: 

231}. Upon all comp::> unds or preparations containing alcohol there shall 
be levied a duty at the rate or ~l.t!O per proof gallon upon the distilled spirits 
contained therein in addition to the- duty provided by law upon the other 
ingredients contained in such compounds or preparations. 

Mr. J ONES of Arkansas. ~I withdraw the committee amend­
ment. I move to strike out paragraph 239 and insert: 
· 239. On all compounds or preparativns (except as specified in the preced­
ing paragraph of the chemical schedule relating to medicinal preparations, 
of which alcohol is a component pa:rt), of which distilled spirits are a com­
ponent part or chief value, not specially provided for in this act, there shall 
be levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The Secretal'Y read the next paragraph, as follows: 

240.- Cordhls, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other 
spirituous beverages or bitters of all kinds containmg spirits, and not spe­
cially provided for in this act, ~1.80 per proof gallon. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para­
graph 240: after the word "gallon" in line 19, to insert: 

But when imported in bottles or jugs no separate or additional duty shall 
be assessed on ~he bottles or jugs. . 

So as to read: 
240. Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other 

spirituous beverages or bitters or all kinds containing spirits, and not spe­
cially provided for in this act, $1.80 per proof gallon; but when imported in 
bottles or jugs no separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles 
or jugs. · 
· Mr. ·JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 
: Mr. ALDRICH. In p~ragraph 240, line 18, I move to stdke 
out" $1.80" and insert "$2.50;"·so as ·to read: 
_ Two dollars and fifty cents per proof galion. · 
· Mr: President, the reasons w~ich were stated ·by the Senator 
Irom Iowa against the reduction of the duties upon brandy apply 

with greater force to the paragraph now under consideration. 
I can not understand why absinthe and the other cordials and 
liqueurs should be placed at a lower rate of duty than they are 
in the existing law. Certainly there can be no rea.son for in­
creasing the importation into this country, and if they are im­
ported they certainly ought to pay a very high rate of duty. 
Therateought to behighereven than theexistinglaw. There­
fore I have moved to restore the rates of the act of 1890. 

Mr. VEST. The decrease in the duty on these cordials, ab­
sinthe, ratafia, and other articles is inconsiderable. In the 
McKinley act the rate is 97.63 per cent, and we make it 70.27, 
a reduction of something over 20 per cent. We would judge 
from the arguments made by the Senator from Iowa and the 
Senator from Ohio that there was an inconsiderable duty upon 
these brandies which we have passed. But I simply want to call 
attention to the fact that brandies made out of grain have·a 
duty in the pending bill of 211.14 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That rate does not apply to brandy; it ap 
plies to other spirits-Scotch whisky. · 

Mr. VEST. And brandy made from other materials 264.06. 
I am talking about the items we have passed. - ·. 

Mr. ALLISON. The rate the Senator has quoted is appli­
cable to Scotch and other whiskies. 

Mr. VEST. It is spirits; other spirits not specially provided 
for, manufactured from grain, etc. -

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri think it 

good policy to encourage larger importations of absinthe and 
other articles enumerated in this paragraph? -

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, I would not encourage the 
importation of any of them, and I would not encourage the man­
ufacture of any of them in this country, to be entirely frank. 
But I would put such a duty upon them-- . 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas says the object 
of the duty is to increase importations. 

· Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from Arkansas to say 
wh'lt he and I entirely agree about, that it is simply a revenue 
question. We reduced these duties because we think they are 
too hig-h under the McKinley act. We are taxi.ng those articles 
under the internal-revenue system, and as long aswetreatthem 
as manufactured articies we ought to treat them as we do other 
articles in the bill. We put upon whisky, for instance, and 
other alcoholic stimulants an internal-revenue tax of $1.10 in the 
bill and $1.80is the import duty, making the differential70 cent.:;. 
Under the English system they impose in their tariff law an 
equivalent to the internal-revenue duty. We go beyond that 
and put in 70 cents more. Under the McKinley act the duties 
are considerably higher, and they are too high. 

In other words, our friends in making the McKinley law did 
not increase the duties upon these articles simply because they 
are luxuries, but they seem to have injected into the act the idea 
of excluding them from the country because they are injurious 
luxuries. It seems to me that the duty now proposed upon cor­
dials, a reduction of only 20 per cent, is a very fair one. There 
may be people in the United States, and we have no right to 
suppose anything else, who think that these cordials are neces­
sary to their health and comfort. There is no question of com­
petition betweenanythingwe produce here and thesecompound~t; 
they do not come in competition directly with anything we make 
in this country, and the duty proposed is, it seems tome, a very 
fair O:J.e. 

Mr. SHEHMAN. Mr. President, although this item looks 
very innocent and harmless, it covers merely articles of luxury. 
Whatever may be said of pure brandy used for medicine can 
hardly be said of cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwas­
ser, rat!l.fia, and other spirituous beverages, which are used 
merely to encourage an appetite for drink. They a-re seasonin~ 
materials for brandy or whisky or anything of that kind. Their 
importation yields now a revenue of $491,596. The· decrease of 
the rate of duty will not in the slightest degree- affect the im­
portation. The large amount of 196,000 proof · gallons is intro­
duced here, and will be introduced whatever rate of duty is put 
upon it. The present revenue derived from the imports is 
$3,213,000, and as a rule the committee have reduced it about one­
third; so that it sacrifices about $1,000,000, which is paid by a 
class of people for a luxury that is not enjoyed generally. 

Now, here is the discrimination. The tax of 90 cents a proof 
·gallon upon spirits ma:ie in this country is 450 per cent, and you 
propose to tax these liqueurs at a rate of from 60 to 85 per cent, 
the present rate being, according to the McKinley act, from 00 
to 115 per cent. It seems to me this is a great mistake, but I 
consider that my duty is done when I call attention to it. There 
is no public demand -for it and no . petitions a3king that it be 
done. If there is any ring or trust behind it I do not know. 
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Certainly there ean be no motive for reducing the rev-enue on The Senatm~a in eharge of the bill o not quite agree. The 
these articles. Senator from Arkansas says frankly that he thinks more duty 

I hope Senators will review the matter. With the large will be raised by this lower rate; and while it is a matter of con-
' proposed increase in the internal tax on spirits, which is op- jecture, he believes that they have reached just the prope. r rate 
posed by our own people very stoutly and strongly, as I have where the most money can be put into the Treasury. But the 
shown by the mass of petitions which I have presented this Senator from Missouri balks at that conclusion--
morning, to reduee largely the duty on foreign brandies and Mr. VEST. The Senator is mistaken. 

. whiskies a,nd gins, it seems to me, is a departure from a just Mr. HAL:E. I understood the Senator to s.ay--
principle. It is throwing a burden upon our QWn productions J,!J:r. VEST. I said this is a pure revenue duty. 
andrelievingtheforeignproduct. Itidegislationintheinterest Mr. HALE. So the Senator di<l say; but when he was re-
of foreigners and not in the interest Qf our own people. It is mfnded by the Senator from Iowa what the Senator from Ar­
not in the interest of anybody here who .complains of the prices kans.::lB had said, that this would raise more l'evenue and result 
he now h as to pay for these expensive liquors. in larger importations, the Senator said that he is not in favor 

Mt'. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri has of larger importatioas and that wa-s not the reason why the duty 
stated, as I think everyone must agree, that this is a revenue had been reduced. 
question. No one desires to encourage the production of ab- Mr. VEST. I said I wou~d not put it lower to increaseimpor-
sinthe, liquors, an·ack, and the -other artielesenumerated in the tations. 

• schedule, in this country. The question of free trade or protec- ' Mr . .HALE. So I say the Senators differ. The Senator from 
tion does not enter into this clause at alL It is purely a revenue Arkansas says plainly, squarely, and frankly that the rate has 
question. been reduced bec1tuse he believes it will result in larger impor-

Now, these are articles of luxury. If there are any articles · tations and larger revenue. The Senator from Missouri does 
in tbe world that ought to bear a high ta.x, cert!Linly it is the not agree to that. 
articles enumerated in this schedule. Their production is un- Mr. President, the whole sum and substance of this provision 
desirable; their importation is undesirable, and it seems to me is that it will benefit only one very narrow class. The importar­
that all we ought to look at is how high a duty we can impose tions .oi these strong liquors, what are called good brandies, 
on those articles without going beyond what is called the smug- Scotch whiskies, Holland gin, and these cordials, is in the hands 
gling limit; that· is, without making it profitable to smuggle of a few importers, almost all foreigners. They are the only 
these things in large quantities. men who will get the benefit of it. The consumer will not get 

As the Senator from Iowa said, these articles are going to be a dollar of benefit in a year; he will not get a cent of benefit at 
introduced and sold in substantially the same quantities that any time whate-ver. The consumers oi these liquors are small 
they are now sold, without any reference to the duty, until you in number. The consumers of these heavy liquors and cordials 
reach· the point at which it beeomes profitable to take the risk .are a very small portion of the American people, but they are 
of -smuggling. No -one pretends that that point was passed in vet·y much larger than the importers who bring them here. 
the McKinley act. The consumers will not get any benefit from it, while the very 

The only argument I .can see here made in regard to this pro- few men, the foreigners who import these articles, will get so 
vision is that it is mo.re or less modeled after the English sys- much more benefit from it. They will not charge a dollar less 
tern. Surely we ought to be able in this country to raise our in their prices, and their profits will be increased. 
own revenue, in what we think the best way, on produ{}tions of If this duty is fixed, anyone who gets the figures, the facts, 
this character on some better reason than the English brill. It will learn that that is the result. Under the present duty there 
seems to me that we ought to get from these articles the largest is no smuggling to amount to anything. There is no complaint 
possible reve nueA I can n-ot understand t_he principle on whieh from the Treasury Department that the pre-sent duty ought to 
a duty is pla.eed upon sugar and then every duty~ reduced on be lowered in order to -preventsmuggling. Thereisnopretense 
thesespirituousliquors, cordials,etc.,articleswhich ought to bs ofthatanywhere. TheSenatorfromMassachusetts[Mr~LODGE] 
m ade to bear the very heaviest tax which ean ba placed upon stated it right. It is not because the present duty reaches the 
them. smuggling limit. I do not understand that it has been stated 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the more this matter is dis- here that the Treasury Department, looking carefully after the 
cussed the more its importance is seen. If there is anything ing-ress of these liquors into this country and the payment of the 
upon whi{}h persons with differing views upon protection and duties, see where there are infractions of the law. I do not 
free trade have been .agre~d, it is that luxuries ought to have a understand that the Treasury Department has declared that 
high duty placed upon them. Another principle has com-e in, here is a grievance in the Department, and that the duty ought 
which is that deleterious luxuries may have such a duty placed to be lowered. Where does the demand come from? Not from 
upon them as to be practically prohibitive. the people; not from the Treasury Department; not from the 

Now, one of the articles included in this paragraph, absinthe, consumers of these cordials, many of which are noxious; only 
is about as deleterious as opium. One of any extensive reading from the importers. 
can not but know that in F rance the habit of using this cordial Mr. HOAR. I was in hopes that before the Senator from 
is almost as deleterious to human life as the morphia habit . I Maine ended he would have asked the Senator from Arkansas if 
think it does not prevail to such an extent in America, but a he could state to the Senate from what source, if any request 
person who gets in the habit o! using it will go on with its use came to the committee, or on what authority this reduction was 
until death comes. made. Is the Senator able to state:' 

Now, why, when we want revenue, when we h~ar every day Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The bill came in thisform from the 
about the need of revenue and the deficiency in the Treasury, Ways.and Means Committee of the House of Representatives. 
the revenue upon articles of this sort should be reduced passes It was considered and passed by the other House in this form. 
comprehension. I thought for a moment that when the Senator It had the indorsement of a large number of gentlemen there, 
from Missouri stated that duties were too high in the McKinley and I have no doubt the provision was indorsed by many other 
act t he reason might be that the other side do not want to fix people besides. 
exactly the same duties that were fixed in the McKinley act, but Mr. HOAR. The mere fact that a particular rate of duty had 
I turn to the next paragraph and I see there is at least one duty the indorsement of the Ways and Means Committee or of the 
which the committee does not consider infamous, for they have other House, does not seem to have governed our committee irl. 
let the rate of duty upon champagne stand without any reduc- other things. Do I understand the Senator he did not get any 
tion. So that can not be the reason. evidence which was before the Ways and Means Committee ot 

I submit under the circumstances there can be no reason ad- the House, and that there was nothing before his commHtea 
duced why the duty upon the articles which we have been con- urging this reduction of duty? I suppose from the answer of the 
sidering should be reduced. It is a reduction of the revenue at Senator we are to understand that nobody applied to the Finance 
a time when the univers31 cry is that we have not revenue Committee of the Senate to reduce this duty? 
enough - Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think anyone did. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it is another wonderful feat;ure Mr. HOAR. Why, when they depart from the House com-
of this most wonderful bill, that while upon many articles of mittee and put up duties because they say they need the rev· 
everyday consumption by all the people the duties have been enue, the committee should put this rate down and keep it down, 
raised, when you strike articles which are pure luxuries, and I do not understand. 
also, as the Senator from Connecticut suggests, injurious luxu- Mr. HALE. They put it down from the old law. 
ries, and that are used by but few people, the dutiesarereduced. Mr. HOAR. They put it down from the old law. I under· 
Here are brandies, Scotch whiskies, Holland gin, which are stand this is a foreign product, in the first place, purely. It is 
luxuries used by comparatively few, and in this class of cordials, a luxury, in the second place, and the business of importing 
liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, articles of lux· these liqueurs and the high-priced brandies is conducted by e. 
ury oi a still narrower range than brandies and the other liq- class of persons mainly in the State of New York. I think the 
uors, the same reduction is made. principal house in Boston which imported such things hasnea.rll 

'· 
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discontinued its direct importations. I am not sure about that; 
but I suppose it is done by a few houses in New Yurk, who are 
themselves foreigners chiefly, and the business is largely estab­
lished by foreign capital, with foreign partners, under foreign 
management, so that the commerce part of it is foreign as well 
as the production. 

The consumers perhaps are not foreigners, but they are pretty 
much all th2.t class of Americans who spend a large part of their 
lives ab1·oad, and when they are at home spend their time mainly 
in wishinrr that they were foreigners. I do not think there will 
be any in~reased revenue by this reduction, and if any revenue 
comes by the reduction anywhere, I do not think it will ever 
reach the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, the Republicans have made 
two points on this schedule. One is discrimination against the 
home manufacturer. I suggest to them that that discrimination 
has been measurably set off by the proposition in the bill to ex­
tend the bonded period five years for the benefit of the manu­
facturers. The other point is that we shall lose revenue. I sug­
gest to those Senators that while we shall lose revenue upon the 
liquor schedule, it is made up about tenfold or more on the sugar 
schedule, so that we are not going to lose any revenue in the 
end. 

For myself, I regard it as a verY great mi~take upon .t~e part 
of the committee to attempt to reduce duties upon spirits and 
upon the different varieties of liquors imported into this coun­
try for any purpose, no matter what the purpose may be. I be­
lieve it would be a good deal better, if instead of having any 
schedule of duties upon imported liquors there should be a pro­
hibitory paragraph, a provision that there should ben<;> liquors 
of any kind imported into the country except for medical pur­
poses, or s.cientific purposes, or som"B useful function in the arts 
or sciences. 

But to remove duties from an article whose use is wholly vol­
untary, whose use is confined almostexclusively to the rich and 
to that class of rich people who neither do us nor anybody else 
any good, a class of people who spend a large part of their time 
in club houses, in yacht racing, in horse racing, and things of 
that kind; gentlemen and ladies who are able to pay very high 
prices for an article and who prefer such articles because they 
are high priced and because they are foreign. That class of 
people almost exclusively use the articles upon which these du­
ties are proposed to be levied, and I submit to the Senate that 
it would be much wiser to prohibit their importation entirely 
rather than to reduce duties upon them, especially when we have 
to place a duty on sugar, a necessary of life, in order to make up 
a deficiency. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The y~-as and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 

pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he 
were present I should vote "yea." 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and I refrain from 
voting. 

Mr. PEFFER(whenMr. KYLE'snamewascalled). The Sena­
tor from South Dakota has been called away from the Chamber 
on official business. He requested me to state when his name 
was called that if he were present he would vote for this amend­
ment. 

Mr. GORDON(when his namewas called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the junior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY] and vote "nay." 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [11r. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon {when his name was called). lam 
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILASl. 

Mr. PAT TON (when his name was called). I wish to announce 
my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he 
were present I should vote" yea." 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Has the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. PLATT. Then I withhold my vote. 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask if the Senator from New Hamp­

shire [Mr. GALLINGER] has voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. MILLS. I am paired with that Senator. I should vote 

"nay" if he were present. ' 
Mr. CAMDEN. I have a general pair with the Senator from 

South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], but with the understanding 
that I can vote whenever it is necessary to make a. quorum. 

The Senator from South Dakota is not in the city to-day, and I .. 
shall not vote at this time. 

Mr. FRYE. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Air. GoRMAN] to theseniorSenatorfromNevada[Mr. 
JONES], and vote ''yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 22, nays 26, as follows: 

Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Allison, 
Cameron, 
Chandler, 
Davis, 

Berry, 
Blackbmn, 
Blanchard, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 

Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Frye, 
Hale, 
Hoar, 

YEAS-22. 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Morrill, 
Pefl:er, 
Perkins, 
Power, 

NAYS-26. 
Coke, Martin, 
Gordon, Morgan, 
Harris, Murphy, 
Jarvis, Pasco, 
Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Lindsay, Roach, 
McLaurin, Smith, 

N01' VOTING-37. 
Bate, Gorman, Lodge, 
Brice, Gray, McPherson, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mills, 
Carey, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon 
Cullom, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. 
Daniel, Hill Palmer, 
Faulkner, Hm:iton, Patton, 
Gallinger, Irby, Pettigrew, 
George, Jones, Nev Platt, 
Gibson, Kyle, Proctor, 

Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Teller. 

Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees} 
WaJ.sh, 
White. 

Ransom, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Vila~. 
Washburn, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 

So the amengment was rejected. . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The readinD' of the bill will be pro-

ceeded with. o 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
241. No lower rate or amount or duty shall be levied, co11ected, and paid 

on brandy, spirits, and other spirituous beverages than that fixed by law 
for the description of first proof; but it shall be increased in proJ;>?rtion for 
any greater strength than the strength of first proof, and all imitations:; of 
brandy or SJ?irits or wines imported by any names whatever shall be sub­
ject to the highest rate of duty provided for the genuine articles respectively 
intended to be represented, and in no case less than $1 per gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert the words" and :filtv cents" 
after "one dollar," so as to read: u 

And in no case less that $1.50 per gallon. 
The other House reduced the rates upon all genuine liquors, 

spirits, and wines, and here it is proposed t-o reduce the duties 
on importations of spirits and wines, I do not know for whose 
benefit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 7, page 55, paragraph 2!1, after the 

word ''dollar" insert the words "and fifty cents," so as to 
read: 
one dollar and fifty cents per gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope there will be no objection to this 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestionis on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

Bay rum or bay wat-er, whether distilled or compounded, of first proor, 
and in proportion for any greater strength than first proof,· $1 per gallon. 

Mr. ALLISON. The articles mentioned in this paragraph 
are not used as medicine; and therefore I move to insert the 
words "and fifty cents'~ after the words "one dollar." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 10, page 55, paragraph 242, after the 

word" dollar," insert "and fifty cents;'' so as to read: 
One dollar and fifty cents per gallon. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

Wines: 
2:!3. Champagne and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each not 

more than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, $8 per dozen; containing not mora 
thanl pint each and more than one·half pint,$! per dozen; containing one­
half pint or less, $2 ;per dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing mora 
than 1 quart each, m addition to $8 per dozen bottles, or the quantity in 
excess of 1 quart, at the rate of $2.50 per gallon. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the par-
agraph by adding thereto: 

But no separate or a-dditional duty shall be assessed on the bottles. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment is withdrawn. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask some member of the 

Committee on Finance whether the duty on champagne wines 
is reduced from the present law proportionat~y as the reduc­
tion is made on brandies and cordials, arracks, absinthe, ete. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not reduced at all. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senators in charge 

of the bill why a reduction ia made on one class of spirituous 
drink and not upon another. 

-
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· Mr. VEST. Simply because· we thought this a .fair duty, con­
sidering the quantity brought in and consumed in this country. 

Mt;. CHANDLli:.R. I must confess that I am at a loss to un­
derstand the principle upon · which the Senators: on the other 
side of the Chamber have constructed this schedule. It seems 
that white we ara to change free s_ugar to dutiable sugar and tax 
every poor man's household in the land, we are to encourage a 
larger importation of French brandies and "cordhls, liquors, 
arrack, .absinthe, kirachwas3er, ratafi.a, and other spirituous 
beverJges or bitters of all kinds containing spirits;" and we are 
to enlarge if possible the consumption of those articles in this 
country. They are luxuries and they contribute to vices; and 
they are to be encouraged at a time when we need more rev-
enue. · 

Senators perhaps think there will b3 more revenuo by encour­
aO'inO' a larger importation, but that larger importation will be 
a~ i~porhtion that will come in competition with our .own 
whiskies and spirituous liquora, which I think it must be ad­
mitted are purer liquors and spirits t4n.n imported French 
brandies are likely to be. But that is the policy. This is to be 
done to get more revenue .by encouraging vice; and when we 
come to champagne, which certainly is not m~re harmf~l than 
brandy and absinthe, we are told that the duty 1s to remam upon 
champagne. I did not distinctly understand the reason given 
by the Senator from Missouri for the discrimination, but we are 
to dea1 with one kind of intoxicant differently from the way we 
deal. with other kinds of intoxicants. We are to encourage by 
a 1.•eduction of duty the importation of foreign ardent spirits in 
competition with Kentucky and Illinois whisky. We are not to 
encourage the importation of champ~gne wines, which are com­
paratively pure. 

Mr. President, I dislike to coerce the Senator from Missouri 
into listening to speeches from me. He may stop up his ears if 
he likes, or go out of the Chamber; but I am obliged to t.·:tke the 
opportunity to say that I think this schedule as it is being made 
is utterly inconsistent; and following the term which the Sena­
tor from Missouri commonly applies to the system of prote~tion, 
it is an infamous schedule when you compare it with the duty 
that is to be impo3ed by the bill upon the sugar that is to be used 
in the coming years in this country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro-
ceeded with. . 

The Secretary read the next par.1graph, as follows: 
24-1. Still wines, including ginger win9 or ginger cordial and vermuth, in 

casks or packages other than bottles or jugs, 50 cents per gallon: Provided, 
'!'hat no such still wines in casks shall pay a higher rate or duty than 100 per 
cent ad valorem. In bottles or jugs, per ca.se o! 1 dozen bottles or jugs, con· 
taining each not more than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, or 21 bottles or jugs 
containing each not more than 1 pint, $L&J per case; and any excess beyond 
these quantities round in such bottles or jugs shall be subje::t to a duty or 5 
cents per pint or a fractional part thereof, but no separate or additional duty 
shallbeassessedonthebottlesor jugs: Provided, Thatanywines, ginger cor­
dial or vermuth imported containing more than 25 per cent or alcohol shall be 
classed as spirits andpaydutyaccordingly: .A..ndprovidedfurther, Thatthere 
shall be no constructive or other allowance for breakage, leakage, or dam::~.ge 
on wines liquors, cordials, or distilled spirits. Wines, cordials, brandy, and 
other spirituous liquors imported in bottles or jugs shall be packed in pJ.ck· 
ages containing not less than 1 dozen bottles or jugs in each package, or 
dutyshall be paid as if su::h p:Lckage conta.ine1 M least 1 dozen bottles or 
jugs. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Finance 
to paragraph 244 was! on page 56, in line 2, after the word 
"jugs,'' to insert: 
If containing 14 per cent or less of absolute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if 

containing more than 14 per cent of absolute alcohol. 

So as to read: 
Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in casks 

or packages other than bottles or jugs, H containing 14 per cent or less of 
absolute alcohol, 30cents per gallon; 1f containing more than 14 per cent of 
absolute alcohol, 50 cents p er gallon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of-the Senator from Mi&­
souri to what I think must be a vice in the amendment. It wiil 
practically allow all still wines to come in at 30 cents a gallon, 
because as a matter of course they will contain only 14 per cent 
of alcohol. The difference between 30 and 50 cents, 20 cents a 
gallon, will result in all these wines being so diluted as to alco· 
hol as to make them measure only 30 cents. I think that is a 
very dangerous provision~ I trust the Senator will leave the 
paragraph in that respect as the other House left it and as it is 
in the existing law. I certainly think the provision on page 56 
was not put in at the request of the California Senators. · 

Mr. WHITE. May I ask the Senator from Iowa to repeat his 
statement? . 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the amendment proposed 
by the committee, found on page 56, reduces the duty upon the 
cheap wines to 30 cents a gallon. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from Iowa, if I will 
not interrupt him, that the amendment reported by the commit-. 
1<:-e is_ much more advantageous to the wine producers than the 

bill ·as it came from the other House, and it was on their sug~ 
gestion that the change was made. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is mu.ch less advantageous, however, than 
the existing law. 

Mr. WHITE. It is very little less; and in fact, in my judg­
ment, so far as affecting the industry is concerned, there is no 
difference. 

Mr. JONES of Arkans3.s. The question as to where this line 
should come in was discussed with representatives of the wine 
producers and the importers, and the opinion of the Treasury 
Department was taken on the question. Fourteen per cent was 
accepted as being the proper line for the cheaper class of wines, 
wines of little strength, and the strong wines. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the question is as to whether we shall 
allow these wines to come in at 30 cents a galion, or a little 
more than one-half the rate now imposed on the same class of 
wines. 

Mr. JbNES of Arkansas. My opinion is it ought to be less 
than that. The importations are absolutely prohibited by the 
present law. The wines o.f that class do not come here at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Still wines? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That class of still wines which go 

below 14 per cent. There is a considerable importation of still 
wines, but they contain more than Hpercent of alcohol. Wines 
containing less than 14 per cent of alcohol are absolutely pro-
hibited. _ 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me to be very curious that just 
at the line of 14 per cent of alcohol there is to be a change, and 
that there shall be suddenly a jump from 30 to 50 cents. I think 
that will make great confusion in the administra,tion of the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am greatly surprised at the 
statements both of the Senator from Arkansas and that of the 
Senator from California in this regard. One of the descriptions 
here given of the two kinds of still wines, that containing less 
than J4 per cent of alcohol, is intended to apply to clarets and 
red wines of that kind, ai!d the other to what are called sweet 
wines. All clarets contain 14 per cent or less of alcohol, and all 
sweet wines, like ports and sherries, contain more than 14 per 
con t of alcohol. 

If this paragraph is adopted as it now stands all clarets, which 
come in competition most largely with California wines, will only 
pay 30 cents a gallon, while ports and sherries will pay, as under 
the present law, 50 cents. Some time since I asked a large im­
porter of wines in NewYork,a manwhoithink is morefamiliar 
with this q uea tion than anyone else, for an estimate of the amount 
of wines that would come in under these different rates. He 
gave me a statement which he had prepared, based on the im­
portations of 1893, showingthatsubstantially one-half of the still 
wines imported are claret and other wines containing 14 per cent 
or less of alchol, and about one-half wines containing more than 
14 per cent. Any reduction of the rates of duties on stj.ll wines 
will, in my opinion, be harmful tothe wine-producing interests of 
this country. -

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand the Senator to say that no 
claret contains more than 14 per cent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No claret contains more than 14 per cent. 
None of the ordinarv red table wines do. 

Mr. ALLISON. Red wine. . 
Mr. ALDRICH. None o.f the ordinary red wines contain more 

than 14 per cent alcohol, 6r are not supposed to at least, and do 
not unless they are doctored; that is, if they have not had alco­
hol inserted. But the ordinary red wines as they are usually 
made would not contain more than 14 per cent of alcohol. 

Now, I can not see any good reason for reducing duties on any 
still wines at all. It makes a difference in the revenue, as Ire­
member, of about $250,000 a year if the reduction in rates is 
made. I think myself that the provision as it now stands will 
be less harmful to the domestic industry than the bill as it came 
from the House, because the imitation wines made in Cette and 
other points in France would come in at very much less than 30 
cents per gallon, as I think they are sold at 10 or 12 cents a gallon. 

Mr. WHITE. Seven or eight cents, sometimes. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Sometimes they are sold, as the Senator 

says, at 7 or 8 cents, or even less. So the duty under the House 
provision would be very much less than the Senate provision as it 
now stands. We produce large quantities o.f still wines in this 
country, and will soon produce a sufficient quantity for our con­
sumption. If people prefer foreign still wines to American it is 
no great hardship for them to pay the difference in cost growing 
out of the imposition of a considerable revenue duty. 

Mr. WHITE. The statement of the Senator from Rhode 
Island that this rate is more favorable to the prodl}cers of wine 
than the rate prescribed by the other House is cort·ect. I think 
he agrees with me in that regard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. , 
Mr. WHITE. I will state the difficulty with the pt'(,vlsion as 
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it came from the other House. The language used by the House 
is as follows: 

That no such s~ill wines in casks shall pay a higher rate of duty th~m 100 
per cent ad valorem. 

Of coucse where wine is sold at 8 cents a gallon, as . wa.S the 
case last year in France, where there was an immense surplus 
crop, the result would be very apparent. 

Now, the win~ producers of California got together and sent 
here a representativewho is an expert in the business. Hewas 
in constant communication with me and with other members of 
the California delegation. We found the provision in the bill 
as it came from the other House and thought it was hardly fair. 
On the other hand, there were other parties representing other 
interests from other parts of the country where wines were not 
produced. ]finally, as the result of COD:Siderable talk upon t.he 
subject, and, ·as the Senator from Arkansas has stated, after con­
sultation with the revenue officers of the Government, we reached 
a point where we consented to accept the schedule as it is now 
found in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator from California tell us what 
interest is represented by the other side with which he says the 
California wine growers came in conflict and had to be yielded 
to, reducing the present duties? What is lihe interest to which 
the Senator refers? · 

Mr. WHITE. Those whom I spo~e_ toaboutit-Imetthepar­
ties myself-are from New York City. 

Mr. HALE. They are New York importers? 
Mr. WHITE. I presume so. Anyway, they are gentlemen 

-who were here upon the subject. I refer to the men I myself 
saw: 

Mr. HALE . . Those were the men whose representations here 
resulted in the duty being reduced to the ·rate proposed, which 
is better than the House duty. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say no. There were many others beside 
these parties, as I discovered, who were endeavoring to have 
low duties. In fact., there wasa demand that camefrom various 
parts of the country. I read an article in a Chicago newspaper 
the other day attacking me very vigorously because it was sa.id 
I insisted upon a duty of two or three hundred per cent upon 
some classes of wine3. It was not confined to importers. 

I will further state that the difficulty we have encountered in 
marketing our wines has been mainly due to the fact that a 
great many persons who consume beverages of that kind are 
still wedded to the idea that they must get their liquor abroad. 
Just before the last commercial treaty with France was ratified 
some of our California producers understood that · our Govern­
ment had succeeded in procuring the insertion of the favored 
clause in the treaty, and they entered into a contract with 
French manufacturers, involving some hundreds of thousands of 
dollars, to sell their wine in France. But we found that Mr. 
Reid had not been able to obtain, or at least did not obtain, the 
insertion of that clause in the treaty; and as the result, the Cal­
ifornia producers were forced to cancel their contracts. 

Mr. ALLISON. What was the contract? 
Mr. WHITE. They made a contract in France to sell wine to 

French dealers for the purpose of being remanufactured there, 
and sent back and sold to us under French labels. 

Mr. ALL1SON. Is not that prohibited under the French 
law? 

Mr. WHITE. Under the French law a.s it is to-day they were 
unable to carry it out, principally owing to the French duty, 
which remains under the treaty negotiated . by Mr. Reid, and 
which is a troaty very detrimental to our interest. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Californh whether it is not true that the pure article of brandy, 
made from the California grape, is sent to France and doctored 
in that way, coming back as French brandy? 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from New Hamp­
shire that I, of course, do not know of my own knowledge, but I 
have heard that such is the case. But, as I said, I do not know 
anything about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have been informed by a person who 
thinks he knows, that that is the case. Therefore, I call the at­
tention of the Senator from California to the importance of not 
having this reduced rate of duty, reduced from $2.50 to $1.80, put 
upon French brandy, because after all it is valued very high; it 
comes in an impure article, and is consumed here. I suggest 
to the Senator that if, instead of a specific rate of duty, he would 
get an ad valorem upon these high-priced French brandies-and 
that I believe is the Democratic principle now-it would be a 
gre~t deal better for the consumers of this country and quite as 
well for the producers of_ brandy in California. 

. Mr. WHITE. I def!ire to correct a mistaken inference which 
p1ay be .drawn irom a remark I made just.riow. I learn from 'an 
lnspeQtiOn of the record that but 1,000 gallons of brandy were 

exported-to France last year. So that it could ~ot have be9n 
sent over there to any great extent to be doctored. 

Mr. HOAR. II the Senator will allow me, the proposition is 
that the ·product of the California grape is exported. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; grape brandy. 
Mr. HOAR. Is it not true that millions and millions are sent 

abroad and come back into this country? 
· Mr. WHITE. I think not. . 

Mr. HOAR. 1t is exported and comesoack into this country 
as foreign wine. 

Mr. WHITE. Not a great deal of it. 
Mr. HOAR. It is a subject which I have not investigated, but 

I was told, I think by as high an authority as California contains, 
that that is true, going up into the millions. . 

Mr. PERKlNS. I will state for the information of my col­
league that I was informed a few days since that all the 'vintage · 
of brandy on the Stanford estat.e had been shipped to Europe, 
part of it going to France. . 

Mr. WHITE. If my colleague witl allow me, I shall perhaps 
explain the whole matter by simply referring to the table I hold 
in my hand. We exported to France 1,096 gallons, to Gecinany 
38,052 gallons, undoubtedly to be remanufactured in Hamburg, 
and to the United Kingdon 77,000 gallons. 

Mr. CgANDLER. I desire to st.ate to the Senator from Qali­
fornia that I am obliged to him for enlarging the 1,000 gallons 
which he said was all that was exported to France. I did not 
say that the importations .or manufactured brandy came from 
France. I said there were importations of French brandy, not 
intending to imply that it was manufactured in France. 

Mr. WHITE. I was speaking o.f the exports. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose it makes no difference whether 

French brandy is made out of California bra-ndy in the United 
Kingdom or ·Germany; the fact remains that the brandy goes 
abroad. I do not think itcan be made intoanythingbutbrandy, 
except that it may be made into some of the infernal cordials 
which are referred to in the bill, probably ratafia. But other­
wise it is made into brandy and comes back as brandy, whether 
French brandy or any other brandy; and instead of being duti­
able at $1.80 a gallon it ought to be $2.50 a gallon, or it ought to 
have a high ad valorem rate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The q uestiou. is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee; which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 244, after the word "jug," in 
line 2, insert: 

If containing 14 per cent or less of absolute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; it 
containirig more than 14 per cent of absolute alcohol. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to para­

graph 244, was, in line 5, page 56, after the word "gallon," to 
strike out: 

Provided, That no such still wines in casks shall pay a higher rate of duty 
than 100 per cent ad valorem. _ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. In lines 18 and 19 I move to strike out 

"twenty-five," an_dinsert "twenty-four," so that the proviso will 
read: 

Provided, '!'hat any wines, ginger cordial, or vermuth, imported, contain­
ing more that ~4 percent of alcohol, shall be classed as spirits and pay a duty 
accordingly. - ! 

Under the existing law where those articles contain more than 
24 .per cent of alcohol they are forfeited. Nowf 24 per cent of 
alcohol or 25 per cent of alcohol is equal to about 49 per cent, 
I should say, of proof spirits, and the object of the existing law 
as respects these articles is to forfeit them ~n case they are 
sought to be imported as wines and cordials and not as proof 
spirits. The House provision simply says that they shall be 
classed as spirits and pay duty accordingly. -

There is no forfeiture and no punishment for the effort to im­
port spurious or distilled spirits under the name of wip.es. But 
I remember very well, as I think the Senator from Rhode Island 
must remember, that in the consideration of the tariff bill in 
1890 we were very careful as to the per cent. I remember that 
we had before us a good many dealers, and especially experts, 
who stated that 24 per cent of alcohol was a line beyond which­
it would not be safe to go. 

I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that the amendment 
I have proposed be made, and if afterward any reason can be 
shown why it should be increased (and I do think there can be, 
because it is equal now to more than 2 per cent proof spirits 
added) it can be changed afterward. The Senator from Arkansas 
may be . in possession of a reason for ~t of which I am not ad­
vised . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The object of the 'committee. ip. 
making this provision in lieu of the one which now exists-is 
that we believe the tariff shoul~ be _levied upon these spirits _in 
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case they come in in this way without undertaking to levy a for­
feiture. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask the Senator to change the pro­
vision in that respect. I do not contemplate moving an amend­
ment for a forfeiture of the aeticles, but inasmuch as you have 
now provided that the.v shall be classed as spirits and pay duty 
accordingly I think it is import3.nt to insert 24 per cent instead 
of 25, because I am quite sure, although I speak only from mem­
ory, that when we had this subject up two years ago it was stated 
distinctly that that was a line beyond which forfeiture could 
not well go, beyond which, if you provided a greater strength, 
it would lead to fraud. Now, I suggest to the Senator that he 
allow 24: per cent to go in, and if later on it shall appear that25 
per cent is essential 1 I shall make no objection to it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The penalty attached to finding 25 
per cent of alcohol in wines is of, course, very heavy; they are 
classed asspirits, and compelled to pay a duty accordingly. The 
difference between 2-1 and 25 per cent is not very great, and It 
doea not seem to me to be at all likely that any harm can be done 
to allow a margin this much wider for what might be an acci­
dent in the increase of the strength of wines beyond the point 
that it ought to be. I do not think there is a very great differ­
ence in it. We consulted the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
on tJ_lis point, and his opinion was that 25 per cent is nearer a 
correct line than 24; and we were governed more by his judg­
ment than our own. Altogether itseems but a slight difference 
between the present Jaw and the pending bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. With all due deference to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, I know this was a topic of very great con­
sideration and it was a topic.. as respects what was called the 
legislation, in favor of California. Senators have stated on this 
floor that very little wine is exported and that very little brandy 
is exported. We went into a mo3t elaborate and complicated 
scheme two years ago whereby the Californians were permitted 
to withdraw their grape brandy in bond. For what purpose? 
For the purpose of enabling them to fortify the wines in order 
thn.t they might carry them around the Horn. Fourteen per 
cant was the minimum and 2!per cent the maximum. We went 
into that matt-er with the utmost elaboration. I remember it 
very well. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Arkansas that I agree with 
him that this is very little: but it is a very big thing to some­
bo:iy or else we should not see this provision in the bill: Some­
body thinks it is a little bigger thing than the Senator from 
Arkansas does; All I ask of him is to make an amendment here 
so that we shall have it in control, and if it turns out that he is 
rio-htand I am wron2', then we can change it. 

Mr. VEST. Why not let it stay at 25 per cent, and if the Sen­
ator from Iowa can show us afterwards it is such an important 
matter we will change it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. You can not change it then. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This provision was sent from the 

other House; the Commissioner of-Internal Revenue indorsed 
it; the Senators from California, who are interested in the ques­
tion, preferred 25 per cent. Why should we make a change? 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand thatthe Sena,torsfromCal­
ifornia prefer 25 per cent? 

Mr. WIDTE. The matter has never been suggested. . 
Mr. ALLISON. If the people who are interested in the ques­

tion do not care anything about it, I do not see why I should 
stand up here and ask for the change. He-re is a change that 
comes from the other House. I venture to say, without know­
ing anything especially about it, that there is an individual in 
the wood pile. If the provision is left as it is now, we can not 
go b:10k to it and change it without haling the fight all over 
again in the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Letmeask the Senator from Iowa if he does not 
think the "individual in the wood pile" is likely to be one of 
these New York importers, whom the Senator from California 
says he met here and who made :the representations before the 
Committee on Ways and Means? Is not that likely to be the 
interest? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know what the interest is; but I 
know that this matter does not come under the jurisdiction of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue at all. He has no more 
to do with it than the man who is reputed to be in the moon. 
Whilst his opinion on everything within his jurisdiction is valu­
able, and may also be valuable upon this subject if he has ex­
amined it, still, having examined it two years ago and having 
looked into it with the utmost care, I should like to look into it 
further before I consent to the change. 

The Senator says let it go, and if it turns out to be all right 
so be it; but if we allow it to remain as the other House has put 
it, then the only way to deal with it is in the Senate after the 
bill has been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. With the permission of the Senatorfromiowa, 

!desire to state that I have no doubt if I had called the attention 
of the committee, or if the committee's attention had in any way 
been called to the fact that there was a mistake, it would have 
been rectified. I do not know that there is any mistake about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Neither do I. 
Mr. WHITE. The expert who was here representing our 

interest did not pojnt it out. But as the difference is slight I 
think it is advisable to make the change. I do not see that any 
harm can come from making it 2! instead of 25 per cent, and it 
might possibly prevent a mistake. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I am fortified by the Senator from Cali­
fornia, I hope the committee will yield to him, as they do not 
tome. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We shall agree to it; but I hope 
the Se14,ator from Iowa will point out the "individual in the 
wood pile," as we get further along in this matter. 

Mr; ALDRICH. I think I can do thn.t right now to the satis­
faction of the Senator from Iowa and _the Senator from Arkan­
sas. 

Mr. ALLISON. I di.d not see the individual, I will say to the 
Senator. I should be glad to see him now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be obliged to the Senator 
if he would point him out. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Senator from Ar­
kansas and the Senator from Iowa to the fact that under the pro­
vision as it now stands, taking- the two provisions together, all 
still wines, including ginger wines and vermuth containing more 
than 14 per cent of alcohol, shall pay 50 cents a gallon duty. 

If they contain 2.5 per cent of alcohol, according to this pro-vi­
sion they will pay, as we now have it, only 45 cents a gallon. In 
other words, a vermuth containing 25 per cent of alcohol would 
pay a less rate of duty than a vermuth containing 15 per cent of 
alcohol,as 15 per cent would pay 50 cents a gallon, and under the 
provision as you have it, if it contains 25 per cent, it would pay 
less. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would be classed as spirits. 
Mr. ALDRICH. And of course it would pay a duty of 25 per 

cent proof spirits, which, at $1.80 per gallon, would be 45 cents a 
gallon, according to my arithmetic. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would be classed as proof spirits, 
and pay a duty accordingly. We understand it pays a duty as 
if it were proof spirits. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It pays duty on the -proof spirits in it. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is not what the provision says. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is what it would do according to the 

terms of the proposed law in other respects. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It says," Containing more than 25 

per cent of alcohol shall be classed as spirits and pay duty ac­
cordingly." 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would be 45 cents a gallon. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would pay the full tax. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If you say it shall pay a duty of $1.80 a gal­

lon I shall not object to it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment proposed by ~he Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 244, line 18, strike oui 
"twenty-five" and insert" twenty-four;" so as to make the pro­
viso read: 

Provided, That any wines, ginger cordial, or vermuth imported containing 
more than 2! per cent of alcohol shall be classed as spirits and pay duty ac­
cordingly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In line 20 I move to strike out the words 

"duty accordingly" and insert" a duty of $1.80 per gallon." 
Mr. VEST. There is no occasion for that. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If that is the meaning of the language we 

might as well have it expressed. 
Mr. VEST. We prefer our own language, with all due respet 

to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Senator from Arkansas say 

in respect to my suggestion, that it will pay a duty of only 45 
cents a gallon? What answer does the Senator make to that 
suggestion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is provided for in the bill, and 
that is sufficient. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think it is provided for. I there­
fore move to strike out the words "duty accordingly," in line 
20, and insert: 

A duty of :n.so per gallon. 

So as to read: 
Sh::~.ll be classed as spirits and pay a duty of $1.80 per gallon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro­

ceeded with. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

2!5. Ale, porter, and beer, in bottles or jugs, 30 cents perg~llon, but no sep­
erate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs; otherwise 
than in bottles or jugs, 15 cents per gallon. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment, in line i, 
before the word "cents, :' t<> strike out "fifteen" and insert 
''ten;' so as t.o read: 

Ten cents per gallon. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend the paragraph by inserting 

"rorty'~ instead of ''thirty" in line 4, and "twenty" instean of 
"ten'' in the last line. Those aJ'e the r ates of the present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Ssnator from Rhode Ishnd will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 2-15, line 4, strikeout "thirty" 
and inser t "forty;" and in line 7 strike out "tcnll and insert 
"twenty, ;' so as to make the p:1ragraph read: 
~.5. Ale, parter. an1 beer, in bottles or jugs, 4.0 cents per gallon, but no 

sep::trate or a.ddi!.ional duty shall be asses ed on the bottles or jugs; other­
wko than in bottles or jugs, :!0 cents per ga.lloa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment propos:;d by the Senator from Rhode Island . 

~\Ir . HALE. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not quit9 see why it is proposed to re­

duce the duty upon these articles imported from abroad. The 
duty is not a very high one, and especially in the last clause, 
which the committee propose now to reduce to 10 cents a gal­
lon, while the House provision, I believe, is 15 cents a gallon. 

Under the existin.z law ale, porter 1 and beer imported other­
wise than in bottles or jugs pay just ba.lf the duty put upon beer 
in bottle3. Now, it is proposed to make the duty upon bottled 
beer 30 cents, and the duty upon beer imported otherwise 10 
cents a gallon . I think that is too great a difference, and I do 
not see any reason why we should reduce the duty. It is purely 
a l'evenue duty, just as the other articles here are articles having 
revenue duties.- Of course, I do not expect to see it changed, 
but I regret that' the committee have made the reduction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkans3.s. Twenty cents is the difference pro­
vided for under the McKinley act between bottled beer and beer 
in b3.rrels. 

Mr. HALE. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa, 
but in my own time to the fact that upon ale, beer, and porter 
in casks, imported from abroad, coming in competition with our 
own manufactures, at the moderate duty imposed by the present 
law, the imposts fort 1893 amounted to $il2,377 .40, and upon ale, 
beer, and porter in bottles, they amounted to $!95,751, or an ag­
greg-ate of $907 ,oao. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under an ad valorem of 41 p~r cent. 
Mr.HALE. Tlilltsum was paid bytheconsumersofthesehigher 

priced malt liquors from abroad. No representation appears to 
have been made here by anybody, by the people at large, by the 
Tre!l.Sury, by the consumers, a.s to why the duty should be re­
duced, and yet the committee proposes to take from it a large 
portion of this revenue and make it up on something else. Of 
course it is in the same line with the treatment which the com­
mittee h ns accorded to these imported products in the form of 
spirits, not malt liquors. 

Somebody or other, somebody whom the Senator from Cali­
fornia met when he was trying to protect his own producers, 
hus been here. The foreign importer has been here. He has 
been abroad. His mark is shown here in the bill, and it runs 
all the way through whetheritisspirits, brandy, Scotch whisky, 
Holland gin, favorite foreign liquors, or the finer kinds of beers, 
porters, and ales, made in England, Austria, Germany, and per­
haps in France. It is all one way. The only person who in any 
way will get one dollar of profit out of it will b~ the foreign im­
porter. There will not be a bottle of German beer, or Bass's ale, 
or molt liquor, or porter which will be one cent less to the con­
sumer after t he bill is passed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, whatever political differences 
there may be between the Senator from Maine and myself, I 
think he will believe me when I make a personal statement. 
Not a single human being has approached our committee in re­
gard to these duties. This reduction from 15 cents to 10 cents 
upon ale and beer not in barrels or kegs was made at the in­
stance of a member of the committee who is not present here to­
day, and who insisted upon some reduction, and urged vehe­
m~ntly tha~ the present duty is too high. I thought then and 
think now It should be put back, and I have no objection to put­
ting back~h~ duty to what was fixed by the other House, 15 cents, 
although It IS not~ matter of very great difference. It applies 
?nl y to .these pecul1ar brands of German_ beer which a.re brought 
mto this country and are drank principally by Germans. 

Americans very seldom drink any of them, but prefer the do-

mestic beer. We will withdraw the amendment, because it is a 
matter of not the slightest importance. I wish to say to the 
Senator from Maine, however, that so far as any solicitation is 
concerned, none was made to us at all by anybody; not even a 
written communication. 

Mr. HALE. Of course nobody will raise any question upon 
that score after the Senator's statement. I referred most natur­
ally to the belief that the importer had been here, and largely 
because of the shtement of the Sena.tor from California-that 
when he was wrestling for the interests of his own people he did 
meet the New York importer who had other ends and other ob_, 
jects in view. 

I am very glad he did not make his way to the committee. I 
for one do not think that the taking of the House proposition 
will satisfy either the revenues of the Treasury or the people. 
I think the vote ought to be taken upon the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, that restores the present rate, 
which is a moderate duty, and which gave us nearly a million 
dollars in revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if this proposition becomes 
a law the revenues will be reduced by it, based on the importa­
tions of 1893, at least$325,000ayear. The reduction of the rates 
would be about to 30 per cent ad valorem in both cases, if the 
changes suggested by the committee are adopted. 

Now, I can not undershnd any economic theory which pro­
pose3 to impose a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem upon.foreign 
ale, porter, and beet•, and on Saturday imposed a duty of 300 per 
cent upon c urr3.nts, a revenue duty in both cases. It seems to 
me that if a high revenue duty is t-o be imposed upon anything 
it ought to be upon foreign ale, beer, and porter, and if we are 
to impose high revenue duties, we ought not to select sugar and 
currants, and other articles in common use by the people of the 
country and a necessity to them, and reduce the duty to the low­
est point upon French brandies and upon foreign ales and porters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhod.e Island [Mr. ALDRICH], on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am paired 

with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and withhold my 
vote unless I see that it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. CULLO ... :f (when hisname was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [.Mr. GRAY]. He is not pres· 
eht and I withhold my vote. I should vote "yea" if he were 
present. 

l\fr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senaror from New York (Mr. HILL]. If he were pres­
ent I should vote" yea." 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore with~ 
hold my vote. ' 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he were 
present I should vote" yea." 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. PLATT. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY], 

who was called away by the death of a relative and has notre· 
turned, is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER]. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with theSenatorfromiowa 
[Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY], 
and vote" nay." 

Mr. MILLS. I am paired with the Senator from New Hamp­
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. If he were present I should vote 
"nay." 

Mr. CAMERON. Has the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Car­
olina has not voted. 

Mr. CAMERON. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I wish to announce my pair wi-th the Sena­
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] under the conditions· · 
heretofore stated. I shall only vote when necessary to make a 
quorum. 

Mr. BRICE. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. WoLCOTT]. If he were present I should vote" nay." 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the senior Senator !rom Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with that Senator. 
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Mr. DANIEL. I desire to state ·that I am -paired wit~ the 
~enator from Washington [Mr. SQUIREl. Otherwise I should 
vote'' nay." 

Mr. CAMDEN. Under the terms of my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] I have a right t-o vote. I 
vote;, nay." 

Mr. DANIEL. Having the same privilege, in order to make 
a quorum, I vote ''nay." 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] voted? 

The·PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has not voted. 
Mr. ALLISON. Then I take the liberty of withdrawing my 

vote for the present. Of course if it is necess::try to make a 
quorum I will renew it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
withdraw his vote? 

Mr. GEORGE. He had better let it sta.nd. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will allow my vote to stand. 
Mr. CAMERON. Having a right .to vote to make a quorum, 

I vote'' yea." 
Mr. MILLS. I do the same thing. If my vote is necessary to 

make a quorum, I vote "nay." · 
Mr. BRICE. If it is necessary to make a quorum, I vote "nay." 
Mr. CAFFERY. ~reserved the right to vote to make a quo­

rum, and I vote " nay." 
Mr. GEORGE. If necessary to make a quorum, I vote" nay." 
Mr. MORRILL. If necess:try to vote to make a quorum, I 

vote "yea." 
The rasult was announced-yeas 19, nays 29; as follows: 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Cameron, 
Chandler, 
Dixon, 

Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Caffery. 
Camden, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 

Dubois, 
Frye, 
Hale, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 

YEAS-19. 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Morrill, 
Petrer, 
Perkins, 

NAYS-29. 
George, Martin, 
Gordon, Mills, 
Harris, Morgan, 
Jarvis, Murphy, 
• Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Lindsay, Pugh, 
McLaurin, Ro~ch, 
M:cPne:son, Smith, 

NOT VOTING-37. 
Allen, Gallinger, Kyle, 
Bate, Gioso:1, Loige, 
Butler, G.-> :.u 1.n, Mlt::b..ell, Ot·egon 
Call, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. 
Carey, Hansbroagh, Palmer, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Patton, 
Cullom, Hill, Pettigrew, 
Davis, Hunton, Platt, 
Dolph, Irby, Power, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Quay, 
Shoup, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 

'l'urpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White . 

Ransom, 
Sherman, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Vilas, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand 
the amendment of the committee is withdrawn? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was withdrawn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed. 
'rhe Secretary read_ the next paragraph, as follows: 

2!6. Malt extract, including all preparations bearing the name and com­
mercially known as such fiuid, in casks, 15 cents per gallon; in bottles or 
jugs, 30 cents per gallon; solid or condensed, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is a mistake in punctuation 
in line 9 of the paragraph. The comma after the word "fluid" 
should come in after the word "such," and not after the word 
''fluid." 

The PRESIDING OFFJCER. If there be no objection that 
change will be made. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read tha ,next paragraph, as follows: 
217. Cherry juice and prune juice or prune wine, and other fruit juice not 

specially provided for in this act, containing 18 per cent or less of alcohol, 
50 cents per gallon; if containing more than 18 per cent of alcohol, &11.80 per 
proof gallon. • 

Mr. ALLISON. I call attention to paragraph 247 in analogy 
to the wine provision. If cherL·y juice and prune juice contain 
18 per cent of alcohol or less, they pay 50 cents. If they con­
tain more than 18 per cent, they pay $1.80. So I think I am 
somewhat strengthened and invigorated by my statement made 
awhile ago. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The purpose of this paragraph is 
to prevent fraud being perpetrated under the pretense of the 
importation of fruit juice. Eighteen per cent is sufficient to 
preserve the juice and bring it here in a sound and healthy con­
dition. When a greater amount of alcohol is put in it is evi­
dently the intention of tke importer to smuggle juice into the 

. COUtltry, and the intention is to make him pay a penalty for 
undertaking to do so. *If they want to import fruit juice fairly 

- . ~ j 

and honestly they can put in the necessary spirits to bring it in 
without difficulty, and after that limitation if they undertake to 
perpetrate a fraud they pay a penalty.· 

Mr. ALLISON. I am thoroughly in accord with the provi­
sion of the paragraph, but I was merely contrasting it with 
the one which we had under debate a little while ago when cer­
tain other people who want to bring in spirits under the name 
of wines were allowed to bring them in at 25 per cent-. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The things are totally unlike. Reg­
ular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question before 
the Senate. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. HALE. I noted and appreciated what the Senator from 
Arkansas said, that the object is to make the difference between 
the two sufficent to deter false entries; but why was it consid­
ered necessary to make the discrimination between the juices 
which are 18 per cent or_less and those which are over so much 
greater than under the present act? 

In the present act it is 60 cents per gallon for 18 per cent of 
alcohol or less, and for that which is over 18, where the oppor­
tunity for fraud arises, it is $2.50, or a difference of $1.90 between 
the two. The committee have made the difference by adopting 
the provision of the House only the difference between 50 cents 
and $1.80, which is $1.30 . . Now, does the Senator think that that 
discrimination is better ... than the older and larger discrimina-
tion? -

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand the criticism 
of the Senator from Maine. This juice containing 18 per cent 
or less under the present law pays 60 cents. Under the bill we 
propose that it shall pay 50 cents. That is a reduction from 60 
to 50 cents. Then the juice containing more than 18 per cent 
pays the same duty that a gallon of proof spirits would pay, and 
for the reason I have explained distinctly to the Senator from 
Iowa. The tax on a g-allon of proof spirits imported from abroad 
under the McKinley act was $2.50. Under this bill it is $1.80. 
That imposed the tax on a gallon of proof spirits upon this 
article when more than the required per cent of alcohol went 
into tl).e prune juice, and t.his is just the same provision exactly. 

Mr. HALE. Now I ~a;tch what I did not catch before, and it 
is perfectly satisfactory. -This is made to adapt itself to the rate 
that is fixed on proof spirits. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Exactly. 
The PRESIDIN9" OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 

resumed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

248. Ginger ale or ginger. beer, 20 per cent ad valorem, but no separate or 
additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles. 

24(}. All imitations of natural mineral waters, and all artlflcia.I mineral 
waters, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 249, line 21, I move 
to strike out the- word "thirty" and insert "twenty," so as to 
make the rate 20 per cent ad valorem on "all imitations of nat­
ural minera.l waters, and all artificial mineral waters." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Me. CHANDLER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

LODGE], not now in his seat, desires to offer an amendment at 
this point in the bill. I have sent for him, but in the meantime 
I send the amendmeu:-t"to the desk, and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the SenatOr from New Hamnshire for the Senator from Ma2sa-
chusetts will be read. 

4 

The SECRETARY . . It is proposed to strike out paragraph 249, 
and in lieu thereof to insert- , 

249. ·All mineral waters, and all imitations of :c.atural mineral waters, and 
all artificial mineral waters not specially provided foJ; in this act, in green 
or colored glass bottles, containing not more than 1 pint, 16 cents per dozen 
bottles; if containing more than 1 pint and not more than 1 quart, 25 cents 
per dozen bottles. But no separate duty shall be assessed upon the bottles. 
If imported o~herWise than in plain green or colored glass bottles, or it im­
ported in such bottles containing more than 1 quart, 20 cents per gallon, a.nd 
in addition thereto duty shall be collected upon the bottles or other covering 
at the same rates that would be charged if imported empty or separately. 

Mr. CHANDLER. :If the Senator from Massachusetts does 
not come into the Chamber before I conclude the brief statement 
I desire to make, I shall ask that the paragraph may be passed 
over. He is engaged in performing a duty to which he has been 
assigned by direction of the Senate. 

I notice that the present law puts a duty of 16 cents per dozen 
pint bottles on all mineral wll.ters, which, I suppose, includes 
natural mineral waters. The committee not only reduce the 
duty on imitations of natural mineral waters and artificial min­
eral waters, but they propose to admit free of duty all natural . 
mineral waters. I do not understand why it is necessary tore­
lieve natural mineral waters from the payment of any duty 
whatever. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from New Ramp-
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shire was kind enough, during my tempomry absehce on busi­
ness of the Senate, to offer an amendment which I desired to 
offer when this paragraph was reached, reimposing the rates of 
the McKinley act. Of course, this paragraph covers articles of 
consumption totally different from all the other articles in this 
schedule. It involves not only the important industry of nat­
ural mineral waters and the making of artificial mineral 
waters, but also many associated industries. I desire to read 
a letter stating the case, written by a gentleman largely engaged 
in this business. He is also an importer. So that, so far as he 
is immediat~ly concerned, his business would not su:ffe~; but he 
puts the case for the home manufacturer. He says: 

' BOSTON, June 2, 1894. 
DEAR Sm: I wish you would place before the honorable Senate the fol­

lowing statement baaring upon the importation of mineral waters. 
During the past twenty years the importation of mineral waters ha~ in­

creased to an enormous extent, and keeps increasing every year. This has 
seriously crippled the mineral-water industry of this country. 'l'he amou:&t 
of money that leaves this country for those waters foots up to at least three 
quarters of a million dollars every year. 

These imported waters are by no means superior to the waters we have in 
this country. We have the richest production of mineral waters, North, 
South, East, and West, that can be found in any part of the world. I can 
not. understand why some check can not be put on the importation of foreign 
waters. 

Several industries connected with the mineral-water trade have suffered 
seriously through this source, viz., the manufacture of mineral waters, 
manufacture of glass bottles, manufacture of mineral-water apparatus, the 
cork trade, label printing, etc., which would give thousands of skilled labor­
ers employment m this country. 

I wish to state here that we pay our employes from $10 to $30 per week, 
whereas in Germany, where the greater part of this water is manufactured, 
the same class of workmen receive from 6 to 18 marks per week (some re­
ceiving 1 mark per day, some as high as 3), or from about $1.50 to $4.50 per 
week. This is in the rural districts. 

I am well acquainted with this subject, as I have been in Germany on 
three occasions and have traveled through those districts. Under such con· 
ditions it would be impossible for us engaged in the mineral-water business 
to compete with the importers, labor being so cheap there and high here, 
and the freight from Hamburg, Rotterdam, or any other port to this coun-
try is so low. ... 

On that account instead of having the duty 30 per cent ad valorem, as it is 
in the Wilson bill, it sb.ould be 10J per cent, or in other words those waters 
should be prohibited altogether, as it is only a matter of fancy and luxury 
to use foreign waters in preference to our mineral waters here. 

I nope you will -make a strong argument in behalf of the mineral-water in­
dustry of this country, and also in behalf of the labor and industries in gen· 
eral, as in my judgment it is impossible for the country to exist in a pros­
perous state without a high tariff. 

I remain yours, respectfully, 
ROGER F. SCAI'{,NELL. 

Ron. HENRY C.ABOT LODGE. 

· The writer of that letter is familiar with the entire business 
in all its aspects. Mineral springs, as he states, exist all over 
this country. Some are developed and some are undeveloped. 
They stand, so far as their value is concerned, on precisely 
the same ground as iron, or coal, or any other gift of nature of 
that character; and I can see absolutely no reason for drawing 
a distinction between mineral waters and coal or iron, which 
have both been given a large protective duty, whilst the duty 
-proposed here on these mineral waters is absolutely insufficient. 
It will result in driving the native mineral waters from the 
market; it will also greatly diminish the associate industries, 
which are very numerous and employ a great many men. 

It strikes not only the manufacturers of mineral water, but the 
manufacturers of glass bottles, which are made in this country 
for our own mineral waters, and it also strikes at the manufac­
turers of mineral-water apparatus, the label printing for bottles, 
and all the men engaged in every branch of the industry. If 
there -could be any industry suggested entitled to a fair protec­
tion it certainly is this one. Mineral waters, if they are to be 
introduced and imported into this country, are a proper source 
of revenue. For that feason, Mr. President, I offer the amend­
ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, reflection convinces me 
that mineral waters imported should pay aduty; that they should 
contribute to provide revenue for the Government and the gen­
eral welfare of this country; and that they should also pay a 
duty as a protection to our own industries. 
It is very evident from the letter read by the Senator from 

Massachusetts that the cost oi the production of mineral waters 
is almost entirely'a question of labor. The cost of producing 
foreign water for importation into this country is substantially 
all labor. 

When I was in Carlsbad in 1889, where I saw them ·bottling 
the Carlsbad water for exportation to the United States, I in­
quired the price of labor and the kind of labor that they employed 
to do that work, and I was informed that full-grown men who 
did that work we1•e paid a florin a day; that is, 40 cents. The 
same kind of labor for which 40 cents a day is p aid in Carlsbad, 
according t<> my observation, would receive i.n this country 
from a dollar to a dollar and a half a day, and perhaps the more 
intelligent workmen engaged in bottling the mineral waters of 
this country would receive much more than that. 
· Mr. President, thetakingtheduty offofforeignminei_'al waters 
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will simply flood the market with those mmeral waters to the 
destruction of our mineral water industry. To be sure it is bet­
ter that these waters should come in ana supplant our own 
waters than that French brandies and vile compounds, like ab· 
sin the and other cordials, should come in and poison and destroy 
nurpeople; but certainly the mineral waters which are produced 
by the cheap labor of Europe and other countries ought to have 
a duty imposed upon them out of regard to our own labor. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, l desire to add a word to what 
has been said by the Senator from New Hampshire and the Sen­
ator from Massachusetts. -

In Idaho the bottling· of mineral waters has become a great 
industry. We have near the village of Soda Springs, on the 
line of the Oregon Short Line Ra.ilroad, several mineral springs 
which produce immense quantities of natural mineral water. 
The water is bottled, being naturally charged, and having as 
much life as the Apollinaris and other wat.ers which are arti­
ficially charged. 

The water of these springs find a market in Idaho, and they 
are also exported in la1·ge quantities into Montana, Oregon, 
Washington, and Utah, but the waters can not be shipped East 
on account of the heavy rates of transportation to Eastern points 
in this country, where they come in competition with the im­
ported waters; and hence, in my opinion, a duty of 16 cents 
per 1 dozen pint bottles or 25 cents per dozen on quart bottles 
ought to be imposed on the imported waters. 

As stated by the Senator from New Hampshire, and as I un­
derstand it, these imported natural mineral w~ters are a proper 
subject for the imposition of a duty, and in my opinion they are, 
of all waters, those which ought to pay a duty. 

I will go further and say that artificial mineral waters should 
be required to be sbmped "artificial mineral water'' on the 
bottles, so as to prevent our people being deceived by them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May! ask the Senator what would be the 
cost in Idaho of the ordinary labor of adults that would be em­
ployed in bottling those waters? Would it be as low in a.ny case 
as 40 cents a day for any kind of adult labor employed in that 
work? 

Mr. SHOUP. · Oh, no; nothing like it. 
Mr. CHANDLER. What would probably be the labor cost in 

Idaho? 
Mr. SHOUP. The probability is that the labor in such woPk 

there would cost from $1.50 to $2 a day. 
Mr. HALE. Let me ask the SenatoP whether the mineral 

waters in his own State have not been proved by analysis and by 
use to be as good and as safe table waters as the mineral table 
waters of Europe? 

Mr. SHOUP. I will say to the Senator that our waters are 
equal or superior to any waters of the kind in the world ; and 
the mineral waters are bottled just as theycomefrom our springs, 
requiring no artificial charging whatever. The difficulty is, as 
I have stated, that the rate of transportation from Idaho to New 
York is two or three times as much as the freight from Europe 
to the city of New York; and so our mineral waters are driven 
out of the Eastern market. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to emphasize the point which has been 
so strongly confirmed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP], 
that under this clause natural mineral waters, as I understand 
it-if I do not misread the clause-go upon the free list, and a 
duty of 30 per cent ad valorem is imposed on imit:l.tion mineral 
waters. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that before he came in the committee proposed an 
amendment :r;educing the duty of 30 per cent ad valorem to 20 
per cent, wh1ch was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. That I had not heard; but it only still further 
strengthens the point I make. Why should there be a duty on 
coal or a duty on iron ore and the refusal of a duty on mineral 
~aters? We are opening these springs all over the country, and 
they are of great value, just as valuable as the European springs, 
and if they are stricken down and not allowed to be developed, 
while we have a duty on coal and iron, or if the duty on mineral 
waters is cut so low it will force men like my correspondent, 
whose letter I have read, who prefer to go on bottling the Amer· 
ican mineral waters, to become solely importers. The result 
would be under this clause the practical destruction of the na­
tive industry and the forcing of these men into some other oc-
cupation. · 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo· 
rado [Mr. TELLER] :whether water is not bottled at Colorado 
Springs, at Manitou, and also at Idaho Springs? When I was in 
Colorado in 1873 there was no habihtion at the so-called soda 
springs at Ma.nitou. There was a village at a place called Idaho 
Springs. I have been informed that since that time a large in­
dustry has grown up in the bottlingof those waters. I should 
like the Senator to state wh~ther that is so or not. I call bis at-

: 

\ 
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, tention to the fact that mineral water is to be admitted free 
' Under the provisions of this bill, and I should like the Senator 

to state what the price of labor would be in Colorado to-day em­
ployed in bottling those waters? 

Mr: TELLER. Natural mineral water is bottled at Manitou 
in large quantities, and it is also bottled at two or three other 
places in the State-not at Idaho Springs now; that, I under­
stand. has been discontinued; but quit-e a large industry has 
grown up in the bottling of n ::~.tural waters, and it is being ex­
tended to a great many springs; though in my St~te there are 
many sprin O'S which have never been touched. 

'rhe labor"' cost in Colorado, as a rule, is nearly double what it 
is in the country e :1st of the Alleghanies. 

Mr. VEST. I can not undeestand why _there is any complaint 
in the duties proposed in this bill on artificial mineml waters. 
As I understand, we are not now discussing the natural mineral 
water s . 

Mr. FRYE. There is an amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] to include natural mineral 
waters. 

Mr. VEST. I did not know that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 

Senator from Massachusetts is to impose a duty on natural min­
eral waters. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon. In 1890, after a debate which I 
remember very well, both by Republican and Democratic votes, 
all natural mineral waters were put upon the free list, and they 
remain there to-day under t.he existing law. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment that I offered is the same as 
the provision in the McKinley act. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator has offered an amend­
ment; but! am speaki~ now of the existing legislation. Under 
the McKinley act all IIll.neral waters, not artificial, were put on 
the free list. 

Mr. HALE. Thev are on the free list in the McKinley act? 
Mr. VEST. Yes;"and I recollectverywell thedebatein which 

Apollinaris water figured very conspicuously. 
Mr. LODGE. The McKinley act says: 
All mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters. 

It includes both. 
Mr. VEST. If the Senator will turn to the free list in the 

McKinley act he will find that all mineral waters not artificial 
are on the free list. 

Mr. LODGE. The mineral waters "not otherwise provided 
for " I suppose are on the free list; b}lt these are otherwise pro­
vided for here. 

:M:r. VEST. Then I am worse mistaken than I have ever been 
in my life, and I have at times been badly mistaken. I read 
paragraph 650 of the McKinley act, which is p art of the free list: 

Mineral waters, all not artificial. 

I remember the debate very well, and it was one of the very 
few things about which both sides of the Chamber seemed to 
a(J"ree in 1890. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
r~membersit. -

The imitation waters under the McKinley act, in bottles con­
taining not more than one pint, pay a duty of 22.59 per cent; 
artificial mineral waters, in bottles containing more than .one 
pint and les3 than one q~art, 19.52 per cent; and artificial min­
eral waters and waters in bottles cont3ining more than one 
quart, 2! per cent. 

The bill as it came from the House of Representatives put 30 
per cent, or an increase of 8 per cent, over the first and 11 per 
cent over the second classification. Vve simply brought it down 
to the equivalent in the McKinley act, as it now is, of 20 per 
cent, which is a fair duty. Unless the Senate has changed its 
mind materially as to putting mineral waters on the dutiable 
list, the provision in this bill is right. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, I desire to say a word. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will sta.te that the 

understanding has been that the Senate was proceeding under 
the five-minute rule. While there has been some transgression 
ol the rule, as the Chair understands, the Senator can not speak 
a second time upon the same amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 

Senator from Idaho will proceed. The Chair hears none. 
Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, in 1890 I made inquiry as to the 

amount of water brought in and shipped from Idaho springs, in 
1;he State of Idaho, and I was informed by the agent that in 1889 
$35,000 bottles had been shipped. The same authority s tates 
that about a million bottles or 250,000 gallons had been shipped 
in 1890. 

I have some recent data at my hotel which I should like to 
present to the Senate. I therefore ask that this paragraph may 
go over until to-morrow to enable m~ to produce them. 

Mr. VEST-. Weuld the Senator not just as soon have the mat­
ter considered when the bill is reported to the Senate? We do 
not like to leave a gap and go back in the bill again. The Sen­
ator can bring the matter up when the bill is reported to the 
Bonate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question will be quite as open then as it 
is now. 

Mr. SHOUP. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­

ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE}. 
Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and n ays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. BRICE (when his name was called}. Iampaired with the 

junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLCOTT]. 
Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired ·with 

the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 
Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 

the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. If he were present, I 
should vote '' vea." . 

Mr. MILLS~(when his namewascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and shall not 
vote unless it be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. MORRILL(when his namewas called). lam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I againannounce 
my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GmsoN]. If he 
were present I should vote ' 1 yea. n 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. GORDON. By an arrangement with the junior Senator 

from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGEl, I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the SenatorfromNewYork 
[NI:r. HILLl, and vote" nay." 

Mr. LODGE. Then I vote "yea." 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am paired with the Sen~­

tor from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY}. If he were present I should 
vote "lll:Ly. " 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [1\1r. VILAS]. If he were here I should vote 
"yea." 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. HUNTON]. I should vote "yea" if he were present. 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). I with­
draw my vote. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylva­
nia[Mr.QUAY], who, I observe, has not voted. 

The result was announced-yeas 20, nays 26; as follows: 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Dixon, 

Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
CaJiery, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 

Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Frye, 
Hale, 
Higgins, 

George, 
Gordon, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Lindsay, 

YEAS-20. 
Hoar, 
Lodge, 
Mcllillan, 
Manderson, 
Peffer, 

NAYS-26. 
McLaurin, 
McPhe1·son, 
Martin, 
Murphy, 
Pasco, 
Pugh, 
Roach, 

NOT VOTING-39. 
Allen, Gallinger, Mills, 
Bate, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morgan, 
Call, Hawley, Morrill, 
Camden, Hill, P almer, 
Cameron, Hunton, Patton, 
Carey, Irby, Pettigrew, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Power, 

Perkins, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 

Smith, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 

Proctor, 
Quay, 
Ransom, 
Sherman, 
Stewart, 
Turpie, 
Vilas, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed. 
The Secretary re:td as follows: 

SCHEDULE I-COTTON MANUFACTURES. 

250. Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp yarn, whether single or advanced 
beyond the condition of single by grouping or twisting two or more single 
yarns together, whether on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or in any 
other form, except spool-thread of cotton, hereinafter p-rovided for, valued 
at not exceaili.ng 12 cents p er pound, 20 per cent ad valorem; valued at over 
12 cents per pound and not exceeding 20 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad va­
lorem; valued at over 20 cents per pound and not exceeding 30 cents pe~ 
pound, 30 per cent a.d valorem: valued a.t over 30 cents per pound and not 
exceeding 4{) cents per pound, as per cent ad valorem; valued at over40cents 
per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I mova to strike out the paragraph 
which has just been re::~.d, and to ins~rt in lieu of it what I send 
to the d esk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 250, 

and insert: 
Cotton thread and carded yarn, warps or warp yarn, in singles, whether on 

beams or in bundles, skeins or cops, or in any other form, except spool thread 
Of cotton hereinafter provided for, not colored, bleached, dyed, or advanced 
beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twisting two or more single 
yarns together, 3 cents per pound on all numbers up to and including No. 15, 
one-fifth of a cent per number per pound on all numbers exceeding No. 15 and 
up to and including No. 30, and one-quarter of a cent per number per pound 
on all numbers exceeding No. 30; colored. bleached, dyed, combed or ad­
vanced beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twisting two or more 
single yarns together, whether on beams. or in bundles, skeins or cops, or in 
any other fol'm, except spool thread of cotton hereinafter provided for, 
6 cents per pound on all numbers up to and including No. 20, and on all 
numbersexceedingNo. 20three-tenths of a cent per number per pound: Pro­
vided, h01oever, That in no case shall the duty levied exceed 8 cents pe1· 
pound on yarns valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, nor exceed 
15 cents per pound ou yarns valued at over 25 cents per pound and not ex­
ceeding 40 cents per pound: .And p1•ovided further, That on all yarns valued 
at more than 40 cents per pound there shall be levied, collected, and pai<l a 
duty of 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PASCO in the chair). The 

reading of the bill will be continued. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
251. Spool thread of cotton, containing on each spool not exceeding 100 

yards of thread, 4} cents per dozen; exceeding 100 yards on ea.ch spool, for 
every additional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess ::>f 
100 yards, 4t cents per dozen spools. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. T.p.ere are certain amendments to 
that paragraph I desire to propose, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 58J line 25, paragraph 251, after 
the word "thread," it is proposed to strike out "four and one­
half" and insert" five and one-half;" and in line 4, on page 59, 
before the word" cents," to strike out" four and one-half '' and 
insert H five and one-half; " so as to read: 

251. Spool thread of cotton, containing .on each spool not exceeding 100 
yards of thread, 5! cents per dozen; exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for 
every additionallOO yards of thread or fractional part t.hereor in excess of 
100 yards, 5~ cents per dozen spools, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

252. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, sta.ined, painted, or printea, 
and not exceeding fifty threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling, 1cent p~r square yard; if bleached, lt cents per squa.reyard; if dyed, 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, 2 cents per square yard. 

2.5:J. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed., colored. stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch. counting the 
warp and filling, 1t cents per square yard; if bleached, 1k cents per square 
yard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 2! cents per square yard: 
Provirled, That on all cotton cloth not exceeding 100 thread to the square 
inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, valued at over 6} cents per square yard, 20 per cent ad 
valorem; bleached, valued at over 9 cent s per square yard, 25 per cent ad 
valorem; and dyed, colo-red, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 12 
cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 30 
J,>er cent ad valoTem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out :pa.raO'raph253, 
and insert what follows in small type. o 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 253 
and insert: 

253. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and filling, and not exceeding6 square yards to the pound, I t cents per 
square yard ; exceeding 6 and not exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, a 
cents per square yard; exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, Ii cents per 
square yard; if bleached and not exceeding 6 square yards to the pound, 1} 
cents per square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding 9 square yards to the 
pound, li cents per square yard; exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, 2i 
cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and not 
exceeding 6 square yards to the pound, 2i cents per square yard; exceeding 
6 and not exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, 3i cents per square yard; 
exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, 3& cents per squ!!Xe yard: Provided, 
That on allcottonclothnotexceeding100threadstothesquare inch, counting 
the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
valued at over 7 cents per ::;quare yard, 25 per cent ad valorem; bleached, 
valued at over 9 cents per square yard, 25 per cent ad valorem; and dyed, 
colored. stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 12 cent per square yard, 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

254. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed 
exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to thesquareinch, countina the 
warp and filling, 1~ cents per square yard; if bleached, 2} cents per sqUare 
yard i if dyed, colored, stained,.. painted, or printed 3! cents per square yard: 
Prov~ded, That on all cotton cloth exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp ana filling, including all cot­
ton duck, not bleached, dyed. colored, sta.ined, painted, or printed, valued at 
over 7! cents per square yard, 25 per cent ad valorem; bleached, includ­
ing all cotton auck, valued at over 10 cents per square yard, 30 per cent ad 
valorem; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 12! 
cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 35 
per cent ad valorem. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out that para­
graph, and insert what follows in small type. 

.. . . ... 

The PRESIDING OFFI-CER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
254. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained. painted, or printed, 

exceeding 100 ana not exceeding 150 threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and filling, and not exceeding4 square yards to the pound, 1! cents ner 
sqnareyard; exceeding 4 and not exceeding 6 square yards to the pound, 2 
cents per square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding 8 square yards to the 
pound, 2! cents per square yard; exceeding 8 square yards to the pound, 2i 
cents per square yard; if bleached, and not exceeding 4 square yards to the 
pound, 2! cents per square yard; exceeding 4 and not exceeding 6 square 
yards to the pound, 3 cents per square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding 
8 square yards to the pound, 3! cents per square yard; exceeding 8 square 
yards to the pound, 3i cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, and not exceeding 4 square yards to the pound, 3~ cents 
per square yard; exceeding 4 and not exceeding 6 square yards to the pound, 
3i cents per square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding 8 square yards to 
the pound, 4t cents per square yard; exceeding 8 square yards to the pound, . 
4t cents per square yard: Provided, That on aU cotton cloth exceeding 100 
and not exceeding 150 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling, not !bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at 
over 9 cents per square yard, 30 per cent ad valorem; bleached, valued at 
over 11 cents per square yard, 35 per centrad valorem; dyed, colored, stained, 
painted or printed, valued at over 12! cents per square yard, there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the att:mtion 

of the Senator from Arkansas to line 12, and suggests that the 
word ''pounds" should be ''pound." 

Ivlr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not printed that way in the 
copy of the bill I have, but if it is so printed in any other copy. 
it should be corrected. • 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will ba st:~.ted. 
The SECRETARY. In line 12, it is proposed to strike out the 

the word " pounds " and insert "pound." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will ba made 

in the absence of objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

255. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed , 
exceeding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads to the square in0h, counting 
the warp and filling, 2 cents ner square yard; if bleached, 2~ ce:1ts per sq].lare 
yard; if dyed, colored, st.ained, painted, or printed., 4t cents por square yard: 
Provided, That on all cotton cloth excooding 150 and not exceeding 200 
threads to the squar e inch, counting the wa.rp and filling, not blea<:hed, 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 8 cen&s per square 
yard, 30 per cent ad varorem; bleached, valued at over 10 cents per square 
yard, 35 per cent ad valorem; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
valued at over 12 cents par square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid a duty of 40 per cent a1. valorem. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the -Senator from Arkansas that 
there is no occasion for reading the text which is to be stricken 
out. I ask unanimous consent that it may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will 
be so ordered. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike outparagraph255, 
and insert what follows in small type. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 255 
and insert: 

2;,s. Cotton cloth not blea:;.hed, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 150 and not exceeding 200th.reads to the square inch, counting t·he 
warp and tilling, and not exceeding 3! square yards to the pound., 2 cents per 
square yard; exceeding 3! and not exceeding 4t square yards to the pound 
2t cents per square yard; exceeding 4~ and not exceeding 6 square yards t~ 
the pound, 3 cents per squi=l're yard: exceeding 6 squa~e yards to the pound, 
3! cents per square yard; 1f bleached, and not exceedmg 3! square yards to 
the pound, 2l cents per square yard; exceeding 3} and not exceeding 4t square 
yards to the pound, 3} cents per square yard; exceeding 4t and not exceed­
ing 6 square yards to the pound, 4 cents pel' square yard, exceeding e square 
yards to the pound, 4t cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or prmted, and not exceeding 3! square yards to the pound, 4~ cents 
per square yard; exceeding 3! and not exceeding~ square yards to the pound, 
4-! cents per square yard; exceeding 4! and not exceeding 6 square yards to 
the pound, 4~ cents per square yard; exceeding 6 square yards to the pound, 
5 cents per square yard : Provided, That on all cott-on cloth exceeding 150 
and not exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
:filling, not bleached, ayed, colored, sta.ined, painted, or prlnted, valued at 
over 10 cents per square yard, 35 per cent ad valorem; bleached, valued at 
over 12 cents per square yard, 35 per cent ad valorem; dyed, coloreo., stained, 
painted, or printed, valued at over 12-! cents per square yard, there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment offered. by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES]. 

The amendment was agreed t.o. 
The ne-xt paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 

256. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 3 
cents per square yard; if bleached, 4 cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, 5~ cents per square yard: Provided, That on all 
such cotton cloths not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, · 
valued at over 10 ·cents per square yard, 30 per cent ad valorenr; bleached, 
valued at over 12 cents per square yard, 35 per cent ad valorem; and dyed, 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 15 cents per square 
yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent ad va­
lorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out that paragraph 
and insert what is in small type below. · 

r. 

.• 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 256 
and insert: 

256. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, and 
not exceeding 2! square yards to the pound, 3cents per square yard; exceed­
ing 2l and not exceeding 3i square yards to the pound, 3} cents per square 
yard= exceeding 3! and not exceeding 5 square yards to the pound, 4 cents per 
square yard; exceeding 5 square yards to the pound, !! cents per square 
yard· if bleached and not exceeding ~~ square yards to the pound, 4, cents 
per s'quare yard;' exceeding 21 and not exceeding 3! square ~ards to the 
pound, 4! cents per square yard; exceecling 3! and not exceedmg 5 square 
yards to the pound, 5 cents per square yard; excee~ing 5 squar_e yards to the 
pound, 5.~ cenLs per square yard; If dyed, colored, pam ted, or prmted, and ~ot 
exceedmg3~ square yards to the pound, 51 cents per square :yard; exceedmg 
3}square var ds to the pound, 6~ cen tspersquareyard: Prov~ded, That on all 
such cotton cloths not bleached, dyed. colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
valued at over 12 c':ln ts p er square yar~: blea.cl!-ed, valued .at over 14 cents 
per square yard; and dyed, colored, sta.med, pamted, or_prmted, valued at 
ovel' 16 cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a 
duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­
ment peoposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. • 
The PREStDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

25i. The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the for~going para­
~aph of this schedule, shall be held to include all woyen fabrics of cotton 
m the piece, whet her figured, fancy, or plain, not specially provided for. in 
this act the warp and filling threads of which can be conn ted by unra velmg 
or othe; practicable means. 

258.- Clothing ready made, and al'ticles of wearing apparel of every descrip­
tion handkerchiefs and neckties or neckwear composed of cotton or other 
vegetable fiber, or of Which cotton or Other vegetable fiber is the component 
material of chief value, made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the 
tailor, seamstress , or manufacturer, all of the :foregoing not specially pro-
vided tor in this act, 4{) per cent ad valorem. . 

259. Plashes. velvets, velveteens, corduroysj and all pile fabncs composed 
of c.otton or oth~r vegetable fiber, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted , or printed, 35 per. cent ad va~orem; on. all such goods, it bleached, 
dyed, colored, stained., pamted, or prmted, 40 per cent ad va-lorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line' 23 of ~aragraph 259 I move 
to strike out the word "thirty-five" and msert "forty;" so as 
to r ead "40 per cent ad valorem." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 24, I move to insert the 

words "seven and a half;" so as to read "47t per cent ad va­
lOl·em." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed . . 
The Secretary read as follows: 

260 Chenille curtains, table covers, and all goods manufactured' of cotton 
chenille, or of which cotton chenille :forms the component material or chief 
value, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

M1•• JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert what follows in 
small type. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRE'l'ARY. It is proposed to add to paragraph 260: 
Sleeve linings or other cloths, composed of cott~n and silk! whether known 

as silk stripe sleeve lining, silk stripes, or otherWise, 45 per cent ad valorem· 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

261. Stockings, hose, and half-hose, made on knitting machines o~ :frames, 
composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and not otherwise spec1ally _pro­
vided for in this act, and shirts and drawers composed of cotton, valued at 
not more than $1.50 per dozen, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words in­
cluded in brackets. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word "act," in line 9, it is pro· 
posed to strike out "and shirts and drawers composed of cotton, 
valued at not more than $1.50 per dozen." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

262. Stockings, hose and h alf-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or 
shaped wholly or in part by knit ting machines or frames, or knit by hand, 
including such as are commercially known as seamless or clocked stockings, 
hose or halt-hose, all of the above composed of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber,finished or unfinished, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 16 I move to strike out 
"cloci.?' and insert "clocked." It should be "clocked stock­
ings.'' U is a ·misprint. 

'rhe amendment was agreed t.o. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 17 1 move to insert the 

words "and knitted shirts or drawers." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 18; I move to strike out 

"forty" and insert "forty-five;" so as to read "45 per cent ad 
valorem." · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed. 
The Secratary read as follows: 
203. Cords, braids, boot, shoe, and corset lacings, tape, gimps, galloons, 

webbing, goring, suspenders, and braces, made of cottoJ. or other vegetable 
fiber, and whether composed in part or India rubber or otherwise, and cot­
ton damask, in the piece or otherwise, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strikeout that paragraph, 
and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 263, 
and insert: 

263. Cords, braid, boot, shoe, and corset lacings, tapes, gimps, galloons, 
webbing, goring, suspenders, and braces, woven, braided, or twisted lamp 
or candle wicking, lining for bicycle tires, spindle binding, any of the a.bove 
made of cotton or other vegetable fiber and whether composed in part o:f 
India rubber or otherwise, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
M.r. LODGE. Did I understand ~he amendment offered by the 

Senator from Arkansas omitted entirely "cotton damask " ? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is to be included in the fol-

lowing paragraph. · 
Mr. LODGE. It is to be offered as a separate paragraph? 
Mr. JONES of Arkanasas. It is to be offered as an amend­

ment to follow the words" cotton duck," in the first line of the 
next paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re:tding of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
264. All manufactures of cotton not specially provided for in this act-, in­

cluding cloth having India rubber as a component material, 35 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert after the word 
"cotton," in the first line of the paragraph, the words "includ­
ing cotton duck and cotton damask in the piece, or otherwise." 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to be heard upon that amendment. 
Mr. President, of all the surprises during the progress of the 

bill this is the greatest. Here is one of the most important 
schedules in the bill, which covers ten pages of closely printed 
matter, and it has been substantially disposed of in thirty min­
utes. The Senate was for many days discussing the question of 
the proposed amendment of thecommittee fixingthe time when 
the bill should take effect, and other comparatively trivial mat­
ters)have occupied the time of the Senate for days. 

Now, we are disposing of the cotton schedule, embracing ten 
pages of the bill, vital to a great industry of all the New Eng­
land States, and my vigilant and aggressive friend from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has not opened his mouth. No objection 
has been made to a single line or provision of the schedule. My 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], who has taken so abl~ 
and instructive a part in this discussion is silent, and even my 
friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is not in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from-Oregon allow me to tender 
him my profound thanks and gratitude? For the first time in 
my life I have been commended for not opening my mouth, and 
I want it recorded. fLaughter.] 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, this silence is significant, and I 
want to know what it means. I want to know why my friend 
from Rhode Island, representing so many of the great cotton 
manufactories in that State, is silent now; I want to know why 
my friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], who has been so vigi­
lant in looking after the interests of his State, is absent. There 
is but one conclusion, and that is that this schedule is satisfac­
tory to the cotton manufacturers. Why is it? Is it because the 
Democratic majority have abandoned its platform and its prin­
ciples? Why have we not heard during the consideration of 
this schedule something about the profits of the cotton manu­
facturers? Why have we not heard some denunciation of the 
robber barons manufacturing cotton? 

If our Democratic friends have abandoned their position, if 
they have gone astray from their platform, if they have become 
afraid of their principles, and know that to destroy this great 
industry would not only destroy the prosperity of the country, 
bu~ destroy the Democratic party, I congratulate them on their 
conversion to the doctrine of protection. I can tell better 
whether that is the case when we reach the woolen schedule. 

If I find in the woolen schedule that the woolen manufactur­
ers of New England have been treated as liberally as the cotton 
manufacturers, I shall say that is conclusive proof that our 
friends have abandoned their position on the tariff in regard to 
the cotton manufactures of this country. If I find, on the con­
trary, that the provisions of the woolen schedule are not sa tis-

... . . . . . · ~ 
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factory to the New England ' senators, and that they will claim Mr. DOLPH. I rose simply to call attention to the fact, after 
that the provisions of that schedule will destroy the woolen man- the controversy between the Senator from California and the 
ufactures in their States, then, sir, I shall know that the action Senator from Missouri, for one had one in mind and the other 
of the majority concerning this schedule is because cotton is a had another. 
product of the South; then I shall know that the reason for .fix- Mr. ALDRICH. I will state that aside from this reduction, 
inO' this cotton schedule so that it is satisfactory to New Eng- this schedule, which was prepared by a number of manufactur­
lrui'd, is because cotton manufacturing is an industry of the South. ers of Fall River so far as the price of cloth is concerned, is per· 

Mr. President, I repeat that I am amazed that the cotton haps the most scientific schedule that has ever been prepared 
schedule, covering ten pages of the bill, should have been read upon the subject. The rates are lower than the manufacturers 
and substantially passed in thirty minutes, and not a New Eng· of New England or the people interested in the manufacture. of 
land Senator opening his mouth to protest against its provisions. cotton throughout the country desire, but so far as the method . 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] asks me why should of representing the rate is concerned it is most satisfactory. 
they, as it is satisfactory to them. How and why has it become I realize, as all the other SenatorsfromNewEngland do, tha~ 
satisfactory? Who was it that secured these satisfactory pro- it is Impossible to have the rates fixed in accordance with om• 
visions? I can not, I do not believe that New England and the notions. If that had been possible I certainly should have 
South have combiried, that th 3re has been any agreement be· moved an, amendment to every paragraph on the schedule, but 
tween New England and the Democratic majority in regard to I recognize the inevitable. I think that the committee deserves 
the progress or the final disposition of this bill which secured the thanks of the cottonmanufactur·ers of the country, certainly, 
this result. for having consented to an arrangement which, while the duties 

There must be some reason not apparent. Why is it that our are not high enough, is perfectly satisfactory as to the methods 
friends have so suddenly changed front? Wy is it that protect- by which they are levied. · 
ive duties are g-iven to manufacturers of cotton? I understand Mr. GEORGE. How do they compare with the McKinley du-
the general reduction in this schedule will not ba over 30 per ties? 
cant upon the duties imposed by the McKinley law, and under Mr. ALDRICH. I think they average about 30 per cent lower 
the changed conditions of the country, with the fall in prices, thun the McKinley duties, and I suppose that ls about the aver· 
no doubt the duties to be levied by this schedule, when it be- age reduction which is made throughout the bill. I trust this 
comes a law, will be nearly equivalent to those in the McKinley explanation will be satisfactory to my friend from Oregon as to 
law. the reasons why the New England Senators did not antagonize 

The Pacific coa,st is discriminated against, as we have no cotton the schedule. 
manufactures. I should like to know why it is that the great in- Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Oregon has not observed 
dustrles of my State are to be destroyed and the industries of perhaps that the only question before the Senate upon these 
New England are to be prote~ted; arid some of the rest of us paragraphs is not the question of their adoption, but whether 
should like to know the reason why. I disclaim all idea that certain amendments to the House provisions should be adopted; 
there has been any agreement between New England and the and whilethoseamendmentsdo not raise theduty, theydo make 
majority of the Senate concerning this schedule by which the a scale fixing the duty which is more specific in its effect on 
:final disposition of the bill is to be effected or the time when the the product in proportion to the labor. Instead of having one 
bill shall be voted upon determined. gross, sweeping provision by which there is a per cent ad valo-

If I find the woolen schedule h as not been dealt as fairly with, rem, as the House proposed, on articles that are 95 per cent la­
I shall b~lieve that it is because the Democratic majority in this bor and articles that are 30 or 4.0 per cent labor, the committee 
body has come to the conclusion that the South has an interest have granted an amendment which does not increase the rate of 
in cotton manufactures, and desires to preserve the home mar· duty at all, I understand, but which does m ake a little more :fit­
ket for its cotton, and to protect its cotton manufacturers. I am ting adaptation of the duty to the amount of labor in the partie· 
glad that this industry has been protected and provided for. I ular product. 
should have voted for anv increase of duties if it had b3en de- Now, I think he would be a very strange Senator from New 
sired by the Now England Senators, just as I voted on my own England or from the North anywhere who when that amend· 
motion not to put rice in the same categ-ory with wheat and mentis the only question should get up and undertake to make 
other agricultural products of the North. I believe in p rotec- a long debate over it. Itisrem'lrkablewhile the whole proceed· 
tion. I am willing to protect every industry, but I should like ing wa.s going on, the eloquent and resonant voice of the Sena­
to know what is the secret of this mattE:>r, the reason why the tor from Oregon, which we so delight to hear, whethe:r it utters 
cotton schedule has been dealt with as it has. the opinion of the Senator himself or utters the opinion of the 

I desire to call the attention of the Sanate and of the country St.:'tte of Oregon which loves and trusts him, was also silent. Wfq 
to the fact that the Domocratic majority, which has been de- all agreed, I and the Senator from Rhode Island, and all were of 
nouncing the manufacturers of this country, and is seeking to the same opinion that the schedule as proposed should pass with· 
destroy the agricultural industries of the country, to destroy the out discussion. I do not think the Senator from Oregon has had 
woolgrowing industry~ and to put our laborers engaged in pro- occasion to complain of any New England Senator, certainly not 
ducing Pugricultural products on a level with the laborers of the any Senator from Massachusetts, that he did not free his mind 
rest of the world, and which proposes to put lumber on the free about the general wickedness of this bill; and I do not think my 
list, has presented here a cotton schedule that is so satisfactory honorable friend will h ave occasion to do so in the future if he 
~o New England that not a New England Senator has opened shall bear 'soille few remarks I have been proposing to make 
his mouth to protest against it·. when I get the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- I will inform the Senator. so far as the woolen schedule is con· 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. earned, that any propositioQ. which does not take as good care 

Mr. ALDRICH.- I ought to say a word in answer to the sug- of wool and of lumber as of any article in the cotton schedule, 
gestions made by the Senator from Oregon. I wilt say that the will be opposed bymea3vigorouslyas I knowhowtooppose it; it 
rates in the schedule are r educed, I should think, about 31

) per will bo att::tcked in argument as vigorously as I know how to at­
cent upon the average below those imposed by the act of 1 9J. tack it; it will be denounced on the stump hereafter as vigor· 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have the Senator sts.te the av- ously as I can denounce it; and it will be repealed in about two 
erage imposed by the McKinley law and also by this b ill, so that years, whan the Republicans get into power; and I hope I may 
we may know. possibly help to repeal it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The average r ate imposed by the act of 1890 Mr. DOLPH. I did not intend to complain of the Senators 
upon cotton cloth, as shown by the imports of 1893, was about 55 j from New Eng-land.. I drew the inference that they were satis-
per cent ad valorem. It is reduced by this bill, I think, to about fied with the schedule. . 
40 per cent ad valorem. Mr. HOAR. With the amendments. We are very much dis-

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator means, then, 30 per cent on the satisfied with the schedule. 
rates of duty,andnot30percentonthepric3ofthegoods. There Mr . DOLPH. I d rew the inference that they were satisfied 
was a controversy between the Senator from _1issouri and the with the amendments . It is no answer for the Senator from 
Senat~n· from California the other qay. The Senator from C_t l- 1\faEsachusetts to say that the only question before the Senate 
ifornia was using the same co:::nparison that the Sen:ttor f rom was whether cerbin amendments proposed should be adopted. 
Rhode Island uses, and l s~w the Senator from Missouri had If those ameniment'3 were not satisfactory they were open to 
reference to the percentage on the cost of the goods. But what amendment, and ii they had not been satisfactory the Senators 
ihe Senator from Rhode I sland now means to say is that there from New Engbnd interested in cotton manufactures would 
h!l~ been a 30 per cent reduction on the duty; that is, that the have moved an increage of duties; but the amendments were SQ 
_!l1fference betwe<> n the duty as imposa::l. under the McKinley satisfactory that the Sem.tors held their peace. I discussed the 
law and a sproposed b.v this bill would be about 30 per cent of relations of the Senators from New England to this industry far 
the duty under the McKinley law. enough to draw the conclusion th:tt the cotton schedule had been 

Mr. ALJ;:>RICH. That is the statement exactly. reason!lbly satisfactory t o the cotton mari.ufacture·r. ~ djd that 

·~ 
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for the -purpose of then asking the majority why these cotton 
inanufactm·ershad been so dealt with. 

Mrr Presiden-tr I b.11ve not complained 9!the manner in which 
the Senators from New England have d1scussed or voted upon 
questions in which my constituents are interested. My constit­
uents are not especially interested in the question of cotton man­
tlfacture. We raise·na cottilll, and we manufacture: n-one, I think; 
at.least, we manufacture na cotton cloth in the State of Oregon. 
We are interested in the que.stion of protecting cotton indus­
tries just as we are intereste:d in protecting every indus.tryof the 
pountryr because, tLS I have stated more than once on this floor, 
every industry in the country iEr intimately co;mected, and you 
carr not strike down the cotton. industry unless you strike a blow 
at the -prosperity of Oregon:; and you can not strike down the 
woolen industry and the woolgrowing industry unless you strike 
a blow at eve~y industry in. the United States and all the peo­
ple of the UnitedStatee. 

Not only the States of the Union are s.a conne-cted by interest, 
the people of the States. of. the Union ar~ so C?nnected,_ the in­
dustries of the country a-re. s.o connected,. the different classes of 

· {>Ur pof?ulation a;re so. connected that y~m can not strike a, blow 
atanymdust1:y 1n th1e eo:untry·unles3 1t falls upon avery State 
s>f the Union, upon every industry of the Union, and every class 
of· our citizens~ 

I did not fee}caJ.led upon to move an. amendment to any of the 
rates proposed fn the cotton. schedule. As I said, it. is not an 
industry of my Stater mt:d if the Senators from Ne.w England are 
sa.tis-:fied with it, that is all I desire. I sarl:d I am. glad. of. their­
good fortune, and that all I should like for them to tell me is 
how thia was brought about"!~ 

I should like· t~ know the agencies, I should li.ka to- know the 
argumems,. I should like to know the inducementst because I 
want to. apply those. agencies and use. those indu~ents to pro­
teet the industries of my State. All the reas:on I had for ealling 
atte-ntion. to. this schedule was to call the attention. of the Senate 
and of the country to the fact that the cotton schedule has been 
treate·d diffe-rently from the illdustries of my State. 

Mr. Pre&iden:t, I rejoice in th.e good fortune o.f New Englfbndr 
and whate-ver- reason has induced itt whether it is th.e selfish 
rea'SOn affecting the. cotton-manufacturing industry, or th.e i.n:­
finsiiries of th.e· South, or whether a majority Qf the Serrate' have 
cpme to believe that. to strike down the manufacturing industry 
of the country will destroy the country and the Democratic 
party as we-ll-whatever the reason, Irejoice in the good fortune 
of New Englamd in secTrringreasonable protection for cotton. in­
dustries. I do not doubt that when we come to the woolen 
schedule we S"llall have the sympathy and the support of every 
Nm.v England Senn.tOJ'. . 
It is true that NewEnglana buy.a our wool and our food prod­

ucts to feed her operatives, and soN ew England and Oregon are 
jointly interested in maintaining the wool industry and the 
woolen manufacturing industry. While we are individually in 
Ore'()"on less interested in the cotton schedule and cotton manu­
fact~res, as I have said beiore, we are in.,terested because the 
people of Oregon underst:md that the question of protection or 
fre-e trade. is a national questionl and they are quite willing, 
while only asking thn,t their own industries may be protected, 
that eve1!'y industry which affords employment to the laborers 
Of the United States shall be protected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICEH,. The question is on the amend­
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I wish to make one correction in 

an amendmen-t. In passing over pa.ragraph 262 I made a mis­
take and moved to insert "forty-five'' \Vhere I should have 
p1oved to insert" fifty," in line 19, paragraph 262., relating to 
stockings, hose and half-hose, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 19 strike out" forty-five" and in­

sert'' fifty;" so as to read: 
All of the above composed of cotiton or other vegetable fiber, finished or 

Unfinished, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading o1 the bill will 

proceed. 
The Secr~etary read as follo\vs: 

SCHEDULE J.-FLAX, InlliP, AND JUTE, A.ND MANUFACTURES OF. 

265. Flax, hackled, known as- ''dressed line," 1! cents per pound. 
266. Hemp, hac~d. known as "dressed line," 1 cent per pound. 
267. Yarn, ma.de oil jute. 20 per cant ad valorem. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. In line 10, page 68, paragraph 267, 
. I move to strike out ''twenty" and insert "thirty ,n so as to read 
'f 30 per cent ad valorem." 

The amendmen-t was agreed t(}. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 

continued. 

The: Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
268. Cables, eordage, and twine (except binding twine), composed in whole 

or in part of New Zeala.nd hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, manila, si~al grass, 
or sunn,j.O per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is n.o amendment I believe to that para­
graph. I move to strike out "ten," in line 14, and insert 
"twenty-five;" so as t.:> rea.d: 

Twenty-five. per cent ad valorem. 

Some months ago I presented to the Senate a memorial from 
all tbe employes of the Portland Cordage Company, and I was 
proceeding to read it in the Senate when the Senator from Mis­
souri objected, and I was not allowed to put it in the RECORD. 
I believe my colleague, in a speech which he made upon the 
pending bill, placed that memorial in the RECORD. It was 
signed by the employes without regard to politics, and I think 
stated substantially what is stated in a letter I hold in my hand 
from the secretary of that company. They present their case 
for a protective duty so clearly that I will read the communica .... 
tion. 

P'ORTL.A.ND, OREGON, January 22, 1894. 
DEAR' SIRS: Inclosed you will find, signed by thirty-one ot our employes 

and addressed to the United States Senate, a. protest against those cla.uses 
of the Wilson bill that relate to manila and sisal rope and bindeT twine. 
Please see that this p1·otest is ;r>ut in the way of doing all the good possible 
towards accomplishing the obJect prayed for. 

It is efVita.l importance' to us, and indh·ectly to this whole community; 
tha.t the tariff on rope and twine be not reduced· from its present schedule. ' 

Free tr.ad·e in these a1'ticles, or an approach to it, will put us in direct com· 
petition with the rope manufacturers in Hongkong, where labor is but a 
fractional part of what it is here (being from 10 cents to 25 cents per day). 
In addition to that the freight on rope· from the. East. Indies will probably 
be very low, as· a large p1:oportion of our yearly grain fieet comes here in 
ballast from those climes (from Europe via East Indies with general cargoes 
for those. ports), and they can and propably will accept very low rates from 
theE~ Indies to United States an£1 save the handling of ballast. 

We-think our strongest competition in cordage will come fr.om. China. It 
~~ ~Il.~~~~~·e~: ~i:~.uld pay here, under protection with tree trad~. WilT 

This west· coast will be helpless without n. protective tarilr, beca-use oUl! 
volume ot trade is so very limited (to say nothing or higher exJ)enses) tha..ti 
our cost of mann!actme must nece:ssa.rily be at the maximum until there is 
a. more plentiful supply of labor and increased' consumption by increase· o:r 
immigration. 

Our European. competition, under :f.l:e.e. trade, would come mostl~ from 
England', and the re we must contend against interest, insurance, and labor, 
probably 50 per centrlessthan the avera.ge in the United States~ but therei!;J 
another itenL tll:at. we thi-nk is not given due consideration, a.nd that is tM 
marin-e transport!l.tion from the Philippine Islands and Yucatan. to the fa.c· 
tories and thence to the geneTa.l markets of the woTid. 

England for the past" century has fostered her marine> until now she has- a 
direc.tJ1ne of ~1:!ing vessels to· all the good markets of the world. This we,. 
the-American people, do not eujoy anliregular and cheap transportation to 
the worl<P's markets would be the liTe of any business. Asit is, we are shnt" 
out of a large portion of the wo~·ld's markets and the pro!)osed tariff's advo· 
cates. ask us to be eontent with only a portion ot our home marJ.ret. If we 
could mann!a.cture as cheaply to-day as the English, we would still be shut 
out on a.ccountof transportation. 

In years past at this season we have run our factory: at tun capacity and 
manufactured a large st.ockot binder twine and rope for the following sum­
mer's trade; butr the uncertain.ty about the tariii now compels. us. to move 
cautiously, so we ha.ve made a reduction of 25 per cent in 01lT pay-roll 
schedule and are only employing· thirty-one hands, whereas a year ago we 
gave work to sixty-five mill hand's. If free trade comes we want a small 
stock on hand at a reduced cost, b.ecause it is likely to prove more pro.fi.ta­
ble to close the factory and loan the working capital. 

We lmow that you are interested in the general cause or protection, but 
beg of you to give a little especial attention toward ha'Ving the tariff on 
cordage and twine maintained as at present. 

Thanking you and your honorable colleagues in au vance, we remain. 
Yours, respectfully, 

THE PORTLAND CORDAGE. Co., 
, By S. M. MEARS, Treasurer. 

Hon. J •. N. DOPLH and Hon. JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
United B.tates Senate, Washington, .D. (J. 

This letter tells the whole story so far as the Pacific coast is 
concerned. There are large cordage manufactories in Hong~ 
kong and in other points in China. They have improved ma­
chinery, manufactured, I think, in the United States. They are 
manufacturing cordage and twine with Chinese labor at frolll 
10 to 25 cents a day as compared with the labor paid to the mill 
hands in the United States. 

Mr. President, whenever we have discussed this question of 
Chinese labor there has been virtually an agreement on both 
sides of the Chamber as to the bad effect of allowing Chinese 
laborers to come into this country to compete with the Amer­
ican labor0rs. I should like to ask any Senator on the floor 
what is the difference in principle. between importing Chinese 
laborers to this country to manufacture cordage and employing 
them in the manufacture of cordage and twine and th& man~ 
facture of cordflge and twine in China, and b1·inging that either 
free of duty or at a very low rate of .duty into this country. The 
principle is the same. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a g1reatdifference. If we bring the for­
eigner here and let him manufacture we have the privilege of 
feeding him here', and clothing him. here, and gi-ving him hous& 
room here,, and all that sort of thing, which we do not have if' 
he manufactures abroad. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is true; and I called attention ta that 
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matter the other day; but there 1s less advantage ~n allowing 
Chinese labor to come to this country than bringing laborers 
from other countries, because they use less of the products of 
this country, they expend less of their earnings in this country, 
they make no permanent investments in this country. But the 
principle of protecting American labor is the same, whether we 
apply it to the exclusion of Chinese laborers or apply it to the 
exclusion of the products of cheap Chinese labor in China. 

The letter I have read tells the whole story. I do not desire 
to take up the time of the Sonate, because I have learned from 
exuerience that the amendments proposed under the caucus 
agreement of the majority here, like the laws of the .Medel'! and 
Persians, can not be changed. I do not expect to brmg about a 
change even when I show, so that every Senator can understand 
it, that in the present case the reduction of the duty upon cordage 
and upon binder-twine means that our cordage and twine will be 
largely manufactured in China,. I do not suppose that the com­
mittee will relent, or that the majority of the Senate will con­
sent to any increase of duty. 

The Portland Cordage Company sent me their answers to the 
questions propounded to them through the circular of the Fi­
nance Committee, and they left it optional with me whether I 
should present their answers to the committee or keep them for 
use in the Senate. At the time their communication came to 
me I did not understand that the reports would be printed as 
they are now being printed in the bulletins which are laid upon 
our desks from day to day, and tor that reason, fearing that it 
might never see the light if simply turned over to the commit­
tee, having the option given to me. as to what I should do with 
it, I kept it in my desk for the purpose of presenting it to the 
Senate at the pro~er time. As it is a very full statement of 
the whole case and of this industry, I ask to have it read as 
a part of my remarks, and then I shall conclude. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). The 
Secretarywillread the communication, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
REPLY TO CIRCULAR LETTER OF COMillTTEE ON FINANCE, UNITED ST.A.TES 

SENATE. 
PORTLAND, OREGON, Feb1•uary 17, 18M. 

SIR: We have the honor to transmit to you answers to your circular let­
ter of De.cember20, received February 10. 

1 to 5. The name of our corporation is the Portland Cordage Company, 
of Portland, Oregon. Our invested capital is $350,000, and we established in 
1887. 

G. We have run full time since 1888, adding to our plant each year until1893. 
We began operations with $100,000 capital. In 1893 we were running full ca­
pacity until about July 1, when the general financial and business depression 
compelled us to curtail our output one half. 

7. We consider the present specific duty of 1! cents pel' pound none too 
great to enable us to compete profitably with foreigh competition. Our 
neighbors in British Columbia and Canada are protected by a tarifr of lf 
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem, or an average duty of about;:: 
cents per pound. '!'hey have as cheap facilities for manufacturing as we 
have, and with our tariff removed they could invade our territory and we 
could not retaliate or protect ourselves, as they could afford to dispose of 
their surplus in this market at a very close figure. 

8. If the present duty were removed one-third, we would be compelled to 
reduce our cost one-third, which would be a difilcult matter to do except by 
a lowering of wages. 

10. Both domestic and foreign competition has in a measure caused a grad­
ual decline in our prices for the paE<t four years. 
· ll. Our preference is for specific duty. This is particularly applicable to 
manila hemp products, as fUlly 80 per cent of the cordage manufactured is 
of a standard grade, and the remaining 20 percent of cordage does not aver­
age more than 20 per cent less m value, so that in this instance the duty can 
not be said to bear very unequally upon the different grades, and what little 
of that objection there is is more than offset by the assurances that the Gov­
ernment will not sustain any loss of revenue by under and dishonest valua­
tion that is possible under the ad valorem system; especially as we under­
stand the ad valorem duty is to be collected on market value at the port of 
shipments. With specific duty dishonest merchants have no advantage 
over their honest neighbors. 

12. Since July 1, 1893, our sales have fallen off 40 per cent on account of the 
general depression in business, although we have lost no customers, and 
added some new accounts to our books. 

13. Since July 1 the tendency of wages has been down. On January 1, 1894, 
we reduced our scale of wages 25 per cent. 

16. The price of living in this locality has decreased some in the past four 
years from local competition in all lines, and lower freight rates from the 
East. 

17. The causes of the present depression in trade, we think, can be attrib­
uted to the unprofitable management of railroads and other large corpora· 
tions. Also, to overproduction and speculation, the result of ten years' 
prosperity under a protective tar1fl'. These, however, are but auxiliaries to 
the main issue, the tarifr changes now _proposed. 

It being generally understood that the political party now in power were 
pledged to radical tariff reform in the direction of free trade, the natural re­
sUlt was that those manufacturing protected articles could not wisely con­
tinue buying raw materials and continue the manufacture of products when 
they could form no safe idea of what the value of their good!:! would be in 
the near future, and most all manufacturers have to plan at least six months 
ahead. Uncertainty hampers any business. 

The result in our particular line has been, that since the United States 
manufacturers have ceased buying fiber, except for immediate wants, the 
fiber market has declined in price 30 per cent, which means nearly that per­
centage of loss on all stocks of tiber and manufactured goods on hand. Such 
loss is depressing. Manufacmring can not resume to any extent except for 
immediate G.emands (demands prior to the date that the proposed Wilson 

· bill goes into effect) until the tariff question is settled. If cordage manu­
facturing can then be resumed at a profit without protection, it is SJll'e to be 
With a reduced market, from foreign competiition. The world's S'ource or 
supply for manila and sisal hemps are the Philippine Islands and Yucatan. 

These fibers are the raw material to cordage manufacturers, and they are 
now admitted free of duty. The higher rates of interest, insurance, and la­
bor in thls country will offset transportation charges from Europe to New 
York, so that foreign manufacturers will have an equal footing with us in 
our home market, and we must expect to divide with them. · We certainly 
can not enter foreign markets, from lack of the low rates and regular sail 
transportn.tion enjoyed by the English, and not by us. · ,. 

As a remedy for the depression we believe in stopping the present radical 
changes suggested in the Wilson bill. Reform of our tariff laws may be ad­
visable, but we pray it may be done gradually, so that business can adjust 
itself to the changes vrithout a great loss. 

18 and 19. Fibers are our raw materials and our products are necessities. 
20. Our credit we consider unquestioned, and yet we are compelled to pay 

8 per cent interest on sixty-day loans. We think foreign manufacturers 
only pay on the average of about 3 per cent. 

21. We have not han enough immigration to feel the effects of it. 
26. We have kept foreign rope out of this market by quoting prices that 

make it advantageous for our local merchants to t,rade with us. 
?:1. The only country that we could export to is British Columbia, but their 

protective tariff and other foreign competition preclude our selling at a 
profit there.~ We can not export to any other country because freights are 
too high to allow us to compete with English manufacturers. 

28. The cost of manufacture has decreased since our establishment by in­
creasing our volume, which always brings cost nearer the minim urn. That is 
the only decrease in cost we have experienced, except in fibers. until the last 
tew months; since that tiine 'we have reduced our wages. 

29. All raw materials have grown less in value from year to year, as trans­
portation facilities to this coast have improved. In the summer of 1893 the 
fiber market made a sharp decline, and has continued declining ever since, 
caused by large falling off in demand in the United States and decline in 
silver exchange rates. . 

31. We do not use any pronucts of this country except tar, oil, and tallow. 
Ninety per cent of our material is raw material from the Philippine Islands 
and Yucatan. These markets are the general source of supply fo.r the world. 

32. None of our component materials are dutiable, and yet we require a 
protective tariff on the manufactured articles for reason stated above. 

We trust we have answered your queries to your satisfaction, and hope it 
may have some influence towards convincing your honorable committee 
that protective tariff for the cordage industry is a necessity for its successful 
prosecution in the United States. 

Yours, respectfully, 

D. W. VOORHEES, Esq., O!Lai1•mar~. 

PORTLAND CORDA<fE COMPANY, 
By S. M. MEARS, Treasurer. 

Mr. LOD.GE. Is there an amendment now pending? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment, the 

Chair will state, pending to line 14, page 63, to strike out' ' ten" 
and insert "twenty-fi.ve"-the amendment proposed by the Sen­
ator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to amend, in line 12, by striking out the 
words in p arenthesis, "except binding twine." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand 
that the Senator from Oregon has yielded the floor? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have yielded the floor, but my amendment is 
pending. , 

'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Sen­
ate is the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 
That amendment is now pending. 

Mr. LODGE. If only one amendment is pending it is in order 
of course to offer a second amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware that 
the Senator from Massachusetts understood exactly the amend­
ment before the Senate. 

Mr.LODGE. I understand it is to raisa the rate from 10 to 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the amendment. 
Mr. LODGE. My amendment is to strike out the words" ex­

cept binding twine." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments are discon­

nected, it appears to the Chair. 
Mr. LODGE. They are, bat it makes no difference. I give 

notice that I shall offer my amendment after the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The.. question is on the amend­
ment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LODGE. I now offer my amendment. On page 68, line 

12, paragraph 268, I move to strike out the words "except bind­
ing twine." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 63, paragraph 268, strike 

out the words "except binding twine;" so as to make the para­
graph read: 

Cables, cordage, and twine, composed in whole or in part of New Zealand 
hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal grass, or sunn, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, I need not say that after striking out 
the words propoeed by m.v amendment it would require the ad­
dition of a separate clause to put the proper rate on binding 
twine, that is, to restore it to its present rate. The striking out 
of" binding twine" in the amendment I propose, if it shall pre­
vail, is only preliminary to another amendment. Binding twine 
forms a portion of a very large industry of New England and 
some other portions of the country, and particularly the State 
which I represent, and I wish, as representing a large body of 
men engaged in the industry, to say a few words in regard to it .. 
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Binding t wine was first introduced in 1878 as a substitute for 
wiro, and at a cost of 17 cents per pound, which was then fully 
40 per cent che!:tper to the farmer than wire. The manufacture 
of this ar ticle is carried on principally in the States of Massa­
chusetts, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, 
Indiana, and Texas, and has steadily increased in this country, 
and the entiee amount of twine consumed has for many years 
been pt·oduced here, although it is also manufactured in Eng­
land, l~'rance , Germany, Canada, and some in the Philippine Is-
· lan ds, and also in It liy. It is largely used in every civilized 
country on the globa. 

Th e p r oi uction here has reached the aggregate of 50,000 tons 
pe e annum. The price has steadily aeclinei to H cents per 
po :.tnd in May, 1891, at which point it remained during the en­
tir e ye::tr. L atterly the manufacturers have used domestic hemp 
in the m :mufacture of binder twine, until 1n 1890 one-seventh 
of th e entire product was made from this material, and it is be­
lieved that the propor tion has now largely increased. Manu­
bct urers have been spending large sums of money every year 
for n 3w improvements, and have been reducing price of twine; 
and with low-priced fibers binder twine has been sold fully 40 
per con~ cheaper, on the average, than when first introduced. 
The expenditures for one factory alone, for new machinery and 
mill, have baen over$600,000, and this has been therule allover 
the United States.-

I mention this to show that the manufacturers have aimed to 
reduce cost, and by doing so increase consumption. There has 
been no single year since binder twine has been introduced that 
the manufacturers have not sold it at a reasonable price over 
and above the cost of :fiber; the difficulty is, that they are too far 
from the farmer, from the fact that the twine will have passed 
through two or three dealers before it reaches the farmer, 
and then it is sold to them by the village storekeeper, who is 
obliged to trust them from one to two and sometimes three 
years' crops before he gets his money. If the farme~ could buy 
closer to the manufacturer he could save from 3 to 4 cents per 
pound on his twine. 

Under the tariff of 1883 the duty upon binder twine was 2! 
c: nts per pound. The duty upon the raw m aterial from which 
it was manufactured was, for manila, H cents per pound; sunn and 
sisal grass, three-fourths of acentperpound; and jute 20 percent 
ad valorem, being from one-half to three-fourths of a cent :uer 
pound. The Mills bill made these raw materials free, and t•educed 
the duty upon binder twine to 25 per cent ad valorem, which 
amounted toabou t 2 cents per pound. The tariff act of 1890 makes 
all these r aw materials free, and reduces the duty on binding 
twine to seven-tenths of one cent per_ pound, which is less than 10 
per cent ad valorem. 

Statistics show that the pl' ice of binding twine during the sea­
son of 1891 were so ne::tr the actual cost of fiber that binding 
twine could not be imported without loss, and yet the supporters 
of the bill now under consideration advocate the destruction of 
this industry in this country by putting the article on the free 
list, and yet they h::tve the evidence, as given before the Com­
mittee on Ways and MeJ.ns, that if the duty should be further 
reduced binder twine could not be made in this country. 

It is therefore evident that to remove the tariff is to transfer 
the entire industry to other countries. It must be understood 
that there is no country in the world equipped with the ma­
chinery tosupply the demand of the United States with binder 
twine, and if the manufacturers of the United States found that 
England, Ireland, and Germany were building and putting in 
machinery to do this work, the manufacturera here would be 
compelle:l to remove thei r works abro:1d or close the mills, for 
their wages in these three countries ar e fully 60 per cent less 
than ours, and the se•en-tenths of a cent duty does not protect 
the American m'lnufacturer. The duty now on binder twine is 
the lowest g rade of duty on any ar ticle manufactured in the 
United States . 

The cost of hbor in th is country to m anufacture this twine is 
about 2 cents pee pound. In Belfast an:l Dundee the cost of 
labor is iully 50 per cant less. In Hon~kong there are now 
running Amel'ic:m m'ch ines manufacturing this t wine at a cost 
of $5 per month for bbJr. This industry distributes to labor 
yearly the s um of $210uv,OJO: It is estimated that 10,000 tons of 

. . American llem :J are u3ed iuit3 manufacture yearly. The manu­
factu re of this twine from American hemp is an industry peculiar 
to the W e:stern and Northwestern States. The raising of hemp 
for this purpose is m ore p rofit able than that of any cereal. 
W!::.at will i t pro5t the Americ:m far me·r if the vast army of 
American workmen now employed in the production of binder 
twine is driven to adop t agricultural pursuits and the industry 
transferred t J Belf::: st or Hong-kong? 

The majority, by implication at least, profess to think that 
the removal of this duty will relieve the consumer, not of Amer­
ican wi.i.eat, b:1t o ~ binder twine. They propose to destroy the 
business of one class of American citizens for the assumed bene-

' . 

fit of another class, and yet on every occasion this same major­
ity are loud in their denunciation of class lee-islation. The fact 
is, the removal of this duty would simply b-enefit foreign prif­
ducers and foreign consumers of the surplus of American wheat. 

In the end the farmer would bear whatever burden falls to the 
American consumer. Destroy the competition of the American 
manufacturer and you leave the farmer entirely at the mercy of 
the foreign producer and the importer. The seven-tenths of a 
cent protection, if taken off, would never reach the farmer, b"~t~ 
would simply be the means of compelling the dealers to pay casli 
for their twine, if supplied from England, whereas the manu­
facturers in the United States sell to them on six months' credit 
without interest. 

This industry is already established; the removal of this duty 
would destroy it, throwing thousands of men out of employment 
and rendering millions of invested capital useless, and turning 
$2,000,000 in wages annually to the laborers of other countries. 
There is a lively competition which can only be maintained by 
the present duty which enables manufacturers of American 
hemp binder twine to prolong their existence; the destruction 
of this industry would inevitably increase the price of binder 
twine. 

I have a letter from the Plymouth Cordage Company, which 
is the largest cordage company I believe in the State, or one of 
the largest, written by the treasurer, Mr. G. F. Holmes, in which 
he states that: 

PLYMOUTH CORDAGE COMPANY, 
Nortk Plymoutk .Mass., .May 29, 189l. 

We pay the same for labor engaged in the manufacture of binder twine 
as we do for making rove, and the labor is fully two-thirds of the expense 
of manufacturing either article. It puts us to a decided disadvantage and 
brings us in direct competition with foreign labor if these goods are a.d· 
mitted free of duty. Our foreign competitors have the same style of ma­
chinery that we use, and of course this can be made to turn out as many 
goods in Europe as in America. 

Yours, very truly, 
G. F. HOLMES, Treasm·~r. 

Not only that, but they have American machinery in China 
in Hongkong, just as good machinery as we have, and they get 
their labor there, as I have said, for something like $5 a week. 
The result of putting binding twine upon the free list will be 
the destruction of a large portion of the cordage industry in my 
State and several other Statee of the Union. I do not believe 
that it will be of the slightest benefit to the farmer whom it is 
intended to benefit, for while it will destroy beyond any ques· 
tion the American industry, it will remove the American com­
petition and leave us entirely at the mercy of the foreign im­
porter. For this reason I move to strike out those words 
preliminary to a further amendment restoring the existing duty 
of seven-tenths of a cent on binding-twine. 

Mr. PEFFER. The people whom I represent are interested 
in binding-twine; not in its manufacture, but in its use. Those 
of us who use binding-twine are engaged in business out of which 
we produce a very large surplus of wheat, for the binding of which 
twine is used. That surplus is sold in a foreign market where 
the prices are regulated by wheat coming from half a dozen dif­
ferent nations, competing one with another, all the producers of 
which excepting our own work for wa_2'es ranging from 6 cents 
per day in India to about 25 cents per day in the Argentine Re­
public and Russia. 

Now, if we are compelled to producewheatincompetiiion with 
such labor as that, I do not see why the manufacturers of twine 
in Massachusetts can not do as well as we do in this open, free­
trade competition. Hence I object to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Massa.chusetts. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
.fr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Senator from Ar­

kansas to t he language used in this paragraph in regard to the 
composition of twine. The language used is: 

Cables, cordage, and twine (ex cept binding-twine) , composed in whole or 
in part ot New Zealand hemp, istle or 'l'ampico llber, manila, sisal grass, or 
sunn, 10 p er cent ad valorem. . 

In order to secure the admission of twine for 10 :per cent ad 
valorem it will be necessary to insert a small proport10n of some 
one of these articles. For instance , cotton twine or silk twine, 
with a sm~ll proportion of any of these fibers, would be ad­
mitted at 10 per cent ad valorem. It seems to me that the 
words ' 'or in part" should be stricken out, and perhap3 the 
words" or admixture of any of them" inserted; so that thepara­
graph would read: 

Cables, cordage, and twine (excep ting binding- twine), composed in whole 
of ~ew Zealand hemp, etc. 

Now, thatwastheintentionof the committee. This paragraph 
was copied in part from the actof 1890, but the rates imposed by 
the act of 1890 were so much higher that there was really no 
danger of frauds in the direction which I have suggested. l 
think it would be much safer for the paragraph to have the !aJl4 
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guage changed as I have sugg-ested, so that it would read, "com­
posed in whole of New Zealand hemp, istle," and then add after 
'· sunn ," in line 14, "or a mixture of any of them." That is all 
it is intended to cover, I have no doubt, and I move to amend as 
I have indicated. 

Mr. VEST. This is the same provision that was found in the 
McKinley act, and I have never heard of any trouble in regard 
to it. 

Mr. ALDHICH. But the rate is a very different one. There 
was a considerable specific rate imposed by the act of 1890, and 
this is a very small ad valorem rate. The Senator will notice 
that he proposes to give a heavier duty upon y~rns than upon 
the twine, and it is important that we should limit the articles 
to be admitted at this very low rate of duty, so that there will 
be no chance for deception or frauds upon the revenue. 

Mr. VEST. All these are hard fibers. It would be almost 
impossible to mix them with cotton or other softer fabrics so as 
to produce tho trouble the Senator anticipates. I should not 
like to make this change, because, as I said, there has never 
been any trouble in regard·to it, and I do not think it ought to 
be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. ' 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senatot• from Missouri did not 
quite catch the meaning of what I said. I think that manila, 
for instance, could easily be mixed in a very small proportion 
with either cotton, or silk, or wool, and that a yarn could be 
imported under the name of twine at this very low rate of duty. 
But, in order to make the paragraph perfectly plain, I suggest 
to strike out "or in part,"after the word "whole,"and to insert 
after the word" sunn," in the fourteenth line, "or a mixture, 
or any of them." That, I think, will make the meaning of the 
paragraph, as the Senator from Missouri desires it, perfectly 
plain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. • 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the amendment? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the word "whole," line 13, page 68, 

paragraph 268, strike out the words "or in part," and after the 
word "sunn," in line 14, same page, insert' or a mixture _of any 
of them.:' 

Mr. VEST. Then that would confine the paragraph to these 
articles alone. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not that what was intended? 
Mr. VEST. And mix New Zealand hemp with i:stle, or with 

Tampico fiber, or with manila or sisal grass? ' 
Mr. ALDRICH. Is not that the intention of the committee? 
Mr. VEST. In other words, it would shut out every one of 

them. It reads here, "composed in whole or in part." 
Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri if it 

is not intended by this paragraph that you may mix a twine of 
hemp and cotton, for example, or of hemp and silk, or that you 
may make manila twine with manila and cotton? 

Mr. VEST. I think that certainly would be the construction 
ihe way it reads. ' 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so, too; and it seems to me hardly 
the right thing to do, because surely the twines that are named 
here are intended to be made of these cheap raw materials, and 
they are intended to include twines made of cotton. For in­
stance, you might put in a single thread of manila hera under 
this paragraph as it reads. There is a great deal of cotton twine, 
and it could all come in at 10 per cent ad valorem. It may be 
that it is a proper duty for such an admixture, but I think not. 
Certainly the old paragraph was intended to include cables. 
cordage, twine made of all theae articles, or of any one of them. 

Mr. VEST. "Composed in whole or in part." 
I Mr. ALLISON. Yes; and it is now the suggestion of the 
. Senator from Rhode Island to make it very clear, that it is com­
posed in whole, or of any one of them, or of an admixture of any 
two of them or more. It seems to me that would make it a clear 
statement, and I hope the Senator will consent to the amend­
ment. 

1 Mr. PLATT. How would it affect paragraph 263 as it now 
stands? · 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 263 accords. Of course, there is 
a large amount of what might be called cordage twine, I think, 
manufactured. 

· Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senators on the other side will 
' accept the amendment. It will take a great deal less time to 
. dispose of it in that way than to discuss it. It seems to me it 
makes clear what the committee must have intended. 

1 Mr. VEST. I should like to know what was intended by the 
; ¥cKi:nley act. There the duty wasH cents. I understand the 
s.enator to say novt it might be all silk except one thread of the 
Slsal grass, or. of hemp, or of manila, and then it would come in 

at 10 per cent. The same thing could have happened under the 
McKinley act, but it never has been done. There has been no 
difficulty in regard to it. It can not be possible that anybody 
would take cotton, a very cheap article, or ordinary hemp, or 
the commo_n or coarser grasses and put in a thread or two of 
the higher priced articles and then pay 10 per cent upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree to that. I believe that statement 
true, and if it be true then there could be no objection to the 
change proposed. 

Mr. VEST. It certainly never was the intention of either the 
McKinley act or the present enactment that these cables should 
be made entirely of the articles mentioned here, becal.l_se it says 
"made in whole or in part." The 10 per cent attaches if there 
are any of these specific nrticles found in the texture. That un­
questionably is the law and is so construed by the Department. 
If there has never been any trouble, why should we undertake 
to change it now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the paragraph be read as it would 
read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 
as requested. 

The SECRETARY. After the word" whole," in line 13, page 
68, strike out the words "or in part;" and after the word "sunn," 
in line 14, insert "or a mixture of any of them;" so that the 
paragraph, when amended, will read: 

Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding-twine), composed in whole o:r 
New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal grass, or snnn, or 
a mixture of any of them, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I have already stated, the reason why 
this was not taken advantage of under the act of 1890 was tm­
doubtedly because of the imposition of quitealarge specific duty 
by that a-ct. Now we are to have a very small ad valorem duty. 
I have always felt as though the paragraph might be taken ad­
vantage of even under the act of 1890 for the importation of hiuh­
class articles in fraud of the revenue. My attention was ii.ot 
called to it until after the bill had passed and become ala w, and I 
have been fearful from that time to this that there might be 
some importations of different articles under the provision. It 
seems to me there can be no question but that the Senator's in­
tent is covered by the language which I have proposed to use, 
and I hope my amendment will be accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for a division. 
Mr . .. VES'l'. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nay were ordered; and the Seretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 

with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I do not 
see him present. . 

Mr. PLATT. My colleague has not returnd from the funeral 
of his relative. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I announce my pair with the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote " yea " and he would vote " nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the senior Sena· 

tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he were present I should vote 
''yea. " 

Mr. VILAS. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], but I transfer that pair to the Sena­
to_r from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], so that the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALEl and myself may vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. HALE. I vote "yea." 
Mr. GORDON. By an arrangement with theSenatorfromllli­

nois [Mr. CULLOM]~ I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], 
and vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote" yea." 
Mr. FAULKNER. Under an arrangement made, the Senator 

from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] will transfer his pair with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], to the Senator from Con· 
necticut [Mt•. HAWLEYj, and he and I will vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. QUAY. I vote "yea." 
The result was announced-yeas 19, nays 26; as followe: 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Dixon, 

Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Frye, 
Hale, 
McMillan, 

YEAS-19. 
Patton, · 
PetTer, · 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Quay, 

Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Teller. 
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Be:rey; 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 
Faullrne..-, 
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NAYS-26. 
George, Kyle, 
Gibs014 McLaurin, 
Gordon, Martin, 
Harris', :Murphy, 
Hunton, Pasco, 
Jarvis, Roach, 
Jones, Ark. Smith, 

NOT VOTING-40. 

Turpie, 
Vest1 
Voorhees, , 
Wa.lsb, 
Whit.e. 

15 to 221- per cent for a protection upon that one process, which 
I affirm is 400 per cent of the total cost of making bags in India, 
where they are niade in competition with those who make bags 
in the United States. 

If there ls to be that great additional amount of protection to 
the man whomakesbagsover the man who makes burlaps, there 
certainly should be some protec~on in the manufacture of bur­
laps over the man who produces yarn in the Uniteu States. This 

Allen, Gallinger, Lindsay, Pettigrew·, whole J·ute schedule is certainly anythin!! but credit able to the Bate. Gorman, Lodge, Power-. ~ 
Brice, Gra.y, McPhersonl Proctor, members of the committee who have prepared it. These differ-
Butler, Hansbrough., Manderson, Pugh, ent rates can. never b3 consid.ered with any relation to each 
Caffery, Hawley, Mills, Ransom, . other. I p-resume the duty on jute yarns was put up to accom()-
Call, Higgins, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, d te bod h d · th f f · camden, Hlll, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, . a some y w o was engage ill e manu acture c JUte yarn, 
Cameron, Hoar, nrorgan, Washbm:n, and the duty upon. burlaps. was put down possibly becaUBe the 

, g~~: };Was, Nev. :Wit~~: ~~~~~ oilcloth manufa.cturers were not content with their rate of duty. 
Then, the duty upon bags has been put up to pleu.se a small 

So the amendment was rejected. bag combine-1 or people who are engaged in making bags in the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tha reading of the bill will be United States, to an inordinate rate of duty, I mean as compared 

proceeded with. with the others The whole schedule is as inharmonious an._d as 
T.he Secretar-y read the ne.xt paragraph, as. follows: out of line as it is well to irna,aine any schedule to be constructed. 
269. Hemp and jute carpets and carpetings, 20 per cent ad valorem. If it is desirable to give up the production of jute to the for-eign 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out." 20 per cent manufacturer in Calcutta or Dundee and. they are to hava this 

ad valorem, in lines-16 and 17, and insert "4:. cen.ta per square trade, let us give them the whole of it. Let us make ali the 
yard. n . jute prod.uct free, or let us see that there is some relation be­

Mr. PEFFER. I move t(} amend the amendment by striking tween the di:fferent products. I shall be glad to know why these 
outthelast five words" four cents per square yard.,.'' and inserting different- rates are made and on what theory they have been 
"shall be exempt from d.uty; 7t so. that the paragraph will read: adopted. 

Mr. RALE. There seems to be something almost heartrend-
Hc:::n.p and jute carpets-and carpetlngs sb.all be exempt fr.am duty. ing- after we have got through a schedule that had been the sub-
The amendment to the amendment w.a.s reje'cted. ject. of p::wificatory arrangement and had been settledsatlsfactor-
The amendment was MTeed ta~ ily t(} soma parties, so that it went through quietly and almost 
'Fhe S-ec-retary read th(i next paragraph,. as follows: . unobservedly~ to. find foHowing that in the same day a schedule 

210. Burlap3, not exceeding 60 inches in width, containing not over 40 that is legitimately subject to. the very sharp denunciation which 
tbreads to the square inchcomrtingwa.rp and flllin~ lS:p&cent ad valorem; the Senator from Rhode Island has visited upon this schedule. 
bagarforgrainma.deof such bm:la.ps, 20.per cent.a.dva.lorem. While that Senator would like to know why this arrangement 

The Committee on Finance repor-t to amend the paragraph, an . upon this product has been made, why the discrimination seems 
page 68, line 21: by stdking out after· the. word." burla.p~," the to have been against the classes where the most labor is em­
word '~twerrty1" and inse-rt" twenty-two and a half." ployed, and in favor of that state of the article where the least 

Ir. JONES of Arkansas. I move t(} strike oa:t in line 18, the labor is employed, rsllould be glad to have the Senator in charge 
words unot exceeding 60. inches in width." of the hill to tell us why it was not possible to su.bmit this sched-

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have. the: S.en?otto-r from uleta the peaceful processes by which we had so easy a deliver-
Arkansas explain why thatisdone. ance from the cotton schedule. 

M·r. JONES of Arkansas-. I can see no.. reason. why a higher It would seem to me that we were going on in a. way that might 
rate of duty should be put on burlaps over 60 inches in width be satisfactory even to the Senator· from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
than those that are nar-rower. It- seems to me they are of the in the previousschedule~andthateverythingwas lovely and that 
same value practically, and if there is-any reason for having a every goose hung high. It is a warm day and everybody felt 
rate of duty on burlaps under 60 inches the same reason. should that progress was most gratifying. Now, we have struck an­
apply to burlaps above 60 inches. other subject-matter, where some of us fondly hoped we would 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Arkansas stated continue the same pacificatory course, and we find the Senator 
but a very small part of his case. Burlaps exceeding 60 inches from Rhode Island denouncing this schedule as one entirelydis­
in width have been made -in this country to a considerable ex- creditable to the committee~ It seems to me the committee has 
tent, especially since 1883, when a higher rate of. duty was im- not bestowed average attention to these two schedules. 
posed upon burlaps ex-ceeding 60 inches in width.. '£hey are If they gave so much attention to. pacificate the cotton ached­
more expensive than narrower burlaps. The. narrower burlaps ule and had given a little more attention to pacificate this sched­
have always been given a low rate. of duty for the: reason that ule it. might be that out of the ~eneral average we would have­
thev have not been made in this- country ta any considerable got a schedule that would have run through here in a very easy 
ext€mt. , mannercomparatively. But I am disheartened when I heat• the 

Mr. JONES or Arkansas. The wide ones are not made here denunciation the Senator from Rhode Island has resorted to 
practically. upon this. schedule, and I am bound to believe he is correct be-

::vrr. ALDRICH. Yes; to a very considerable ex.te.nt. One cause he knows all about it. I should hke ta have some expla­
large concern in New York has made a grea.'h many ol them, and nation. why it was not submitted to the nn warlike crucible that 
tftey have been sold in competition. with the foreign article at a ground out the other schedule. 
rate of duty which was not more than reasonably protective. Ml·~.IONES of Arkansas. The complaint of the Senator from 
Now, the et!eet vf this amendment it it is adopted will be to Rhode Island. at th.e rate of ad valorem tariff on jute yarnt it. 
preventabsolutely the making of any burlaps exceeding 60 inches seems to me, is hardly consistent with his constant contention on 
in. width in the United St3>tes . the higher rate of ad valorem tax upon all other yarns. 

Let us see just what the committee have done. They have Mr. ALDRICH. I d.D not mean to be understood as objecting 
proposed by paragraph 26i to impose a. duty of 30 per eent ad to the high rate upon jute yarns. I am objecting to the low 
valorem upen jute yarn, and in the n.e-rt paragraph but ene they rate upon the products of yarn. I do not think the- 300 per cent 
propose to impose a duty upon burlaps from which yarn is made ad valorem--
of 15 per cent ad valore-m, 30 per- cent on yarns and 15 per cent Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to com-

: on the finished cloth. If there could be a mo.ve absurd arrange- plain. and say it was unphilosophical, and all that. That can be 
mentofparag-raphs than that I cannot imagine... Certainly jute passed by so far as that goes. I was simply spe-aking of the 
yarns ought to be 10 par cent or some such sum if burlaps are to fact that he is not satisfied with 40 or 50 per cent upon other 
be 15 per cent. yarns; that he wants the very highest possible rates on spin-

To show th~ inconsiStency of this scheme as it stands., here we ning and everything else except jute, and to jute is unwilling 
have these three rates: Firstr a duty upon jute. yarns of 30 per to accord 3D per cent. 
cent; then a duty upon burlaps, of which the yai"RS ara made, of L eaving that aside, the question of wide buriaps, it seems to 

. 15 per cent, and in the next paragraph still a duty upon the: me, is easily settled. I understand they are made to a very lim­
bags,from which the burlaps are made, of 22-k per cent, a decline ited extent, if at all, in the United States, and when burlaps are 

1 from the yarns to the cloth of 15 per cen.t~ and an advance from admitted at 15 per cent there is no difference between wide and 
the cloth to the finished bag of 7t per cent. All that is neces- th.e narrow burlaps, except the mere questionof .width, and they 
sary to make this cloth into bag-s is to sew them up with a. sew- can bamade wide or narrow,_aboutaseaslly onewa.ya.s ~he other. 
ing machine. The total cost of making them. does not exceed I can see no difference in that now. 
three-tenths: o£ a cent apiece. on bags, or four-tenths at the out- The difference suggested by the committee as to the ad valo­
side; and yet the committee. proposes to. ad vance the rate from rem to be levied on grain bags was a rate that after careful ex· 
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amination we believed was absolutely just to the manufacturers 
of grain bags. 

I think 2~· per cent on these bags amounts to a very small dif­
ference between the cost of the material and the cost of the bags. 
Aft-er all, it is less perhaps than. 3 per cent. I do not kno-w 
just what the amount is;. I have not the calculation by me, but 
there seems to me to be but a reasonable difference between the 
two. I do not think the committee has made so grave a mistake as 
the Senat-or from Rhode Island thinks. 

Mr. ALDRlCH. I did not intend to criticise unfavorably: the 
action of the committee in fixing the duties on jute yarns at 30 
per eent. I think it is a fair rat-e. What I did mtend to criti­
cise was the fact that they put a less rate, in fact only half that 
rate, upon the cloth which is made from the yarn_ 

The Senator says that these are practically the same thing. 
They are not the same thing by any means. The narrow bur­
laps are made differently r woven on an entirely di:frerent kind. of 
loom, are much more expensive to make1 and a.re used fo~ an en­
tirely different purpose. 

The narrow burlaps are used for making grain bags.. The 
wide burlaps are used for the- foundation of oilcloths 1 O!' for va­
rious kinds of cheap carpet. They are- an entirely different 
product, made in an entirely different manner. , These wide oil­
cloths, or wida burlaps, have been made to a very large extent 
in the United States. I think there is but one establishment, 
but I take it for granted that does not affect the claim which 
they have upon reasonable consideration. The present duty is 
40 per cent ad valorem, as I remember it, or- perhaps it is a 
specific. rate. 

The duty by the act of 18:83 was 40 p.er cent ad. valorem... I 
think it is not a fair treatment t-o that particular industry to 
reduce the rate from 40 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent, as-is 
proposed by this paragraph. From any standpoint., it is: not. fair 
to impose a rate of duty of 30per centuponyarnsandl5percent 
upon the :finished product. 

Mr. VEST~ Nothing could illustrate more distinetly the fa­
cility with which one can criticise the wo-rk that is. done by 
somebody else, and the. equal facility with which one can forget 
his own work of two or three years ago. The Senator from 
Rhode Island makes his al'gument upon. the faet that there is a 
high duty in our bill upon jute yarn and a smaller duty upon the 
finished product to make which the yarns are used .. 

In the McKinley a-e-t, upon jute yarn the duty was 35 per cent .. 
Upon burlaps. 60 inches wida, which is the :finished product. in 
the sameJaw ,, the duty was 29~23 -per cent, being a reduction from 
the raw mate_uial, which is the yarn. as is the caae in the prea­
ent bill. 

But the Senator complained that there is a high rate of duty 
put upon tire bags-, an which there is very little labor, and which 
are ma4!le. out of the burlaps-. That ie another critieism that h& 
makes upon the pending b1ll. We find in the McKinley aetthat 
while the duty on burlaps was 2fl.23. per- cent the duty on ba;gg 
was 44.73 per cent. So that the same criticism he makes in re­
ga;rd to the pending measul'e is applicable in even a larger de­
gree to the bill which he constructed in 1890. 

Mr. Pres-ident, I never pretend to conceal or avoid the force 
of any argument. It is a fault, possibly, with me, that I am a 
little too frank, even in discussion. L will say right now that I 
do not claim this schedule is symmetrical. I have stated fre­
quently that we wera oompeiled to, make. concessione in Ot"der-to­
pass a bill in some shape which would. reduce d.uties generally 
from the McKinley standard. But the very same m .. guiilBnt 
which the Senator makes to-day against this bill is applicable 
even in a larger degree to the McKinley act, which the Repub­
licans have told us was the perfection of tariff legislation., and 
which they propose now to keep upon the statute books if pos­
sible. 

.Mr. ALDRICH~ Mr. President1 the act of 1890 was not as in­
consi-stent as the Senator from Missouri seems to think. The 
act of 1890 did impose a duty of 35 per cent upon jute yarns. It 
gave a rate of duty which was not protective to burlaps not ex­
ceeding 60. in.ches in width, as I have already stated in the pres­
ence of the Senate. The fact was. that those burlaps had not 
been made to any considerable extent in the United States, and 
never have been made to any considerable extent, but it did 
give a much higher rate upon burlaps exceeding 60 inches in 
width. Upon burlaps exceeding 60 inches,. if valued. at 5 cents­
a pound or Iess:1 a certain rate was, given, which was equivalent 
to 55 per cent ad valorem; upon goods valued above 5 cen.ts a 
rate of 40 par cent was fixed. 

So burlaps exceeding 60 inches in width under the act of 1890 
either paid 40 per cent or 55 per· cent, as they might ba valued at 
more or- less than 5 cen.ts a ponnd. The duty on the finished 
product was, highel~than the duty upon yarns~ 

Mr. VEST. Was there not the same limitation unde:rtheaet 
of l&9froD. burlaps thaii there is: no-w? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. VEST. The Senator'& argument a few minutes ago was: 

that we are. now putting a high. duty upon an article on which 
there is no la.bor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was talking about the difference between 
burlaps and b~gs. I was stating that the committee in this case 
gives 'H per cen.t additional protection to bage over burlaps, and 
that the cost of making grain bags from burlaps does not exceed 
four-tenths of a cent a pound; and that that 7t per cent imposes 
the equivalent to three-tenths of a cent-a pound, or about 300 
per cen.t upon. the entire cost of making those bags from burlap& 
in. Calcutta. I am not saying that is excessive, but I am only 
stating the different methods by which these two different arti­
cles are treated. 

I relJeat, burlaps Iess than 60 inches in width have not- been 
made very much in this country, and under the rates of duty 
which were imposed by the act oi 1890 or under this bill they 
will not be made in this country, but burlaps exceeding 60 inches 
in width can be made and are madeatthe present time and they 
are entitled to a higher rata than the duty upon all yarn. That 
is the contention I make~ 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to say simply one- word 
at this point. If there is any criticism to be made upon this 
schedule it is that the tariff1 as suggested by the Senator from 
Missouri, may be too high upon some particular article. Cer­
tainly it is not as -low upon any of the articles mentioned in 
para.gFaph 270. The grain bags mentioned in that paragra-ph 
are utilized almost entirely upon the Pacific coast. Nearly the 
whol-e consumption occurs• upon the Pacific coast, because there 
wheat is placed in siicka and shipped in sacks to Liverpool. The 
McKinleylawplaced a tariff on grain bags amounting,.acc.ording 
to the repo:r-t. upon import duties, to bet.ween 42 and 45 per 
cent ad valorem. -

It was a tax of 2 cen.ts per' pound and is repJFted at tha.t rate. 
Although the committee have imposed a tariff upon this article 
they have done I have no doubt the best they could. 'l'hey have 
cut the duty down, reduced it one-half, and to that extent they 
have relieved us of a very onerous burden. We- never have seen 
any chance of relief1 and certainly have never obt::!iined any from 
antecedent legislation under other political conditions here_ 

In 1891, after the McKinley act had been enacted, the Legis­
lature of C3lifornia passed a j<>int resolution which was voted 
for by all the members, Republican and Democratic alike. It 
can be found on page 52.5 of the Statutes of 1891. In that joint 
resolution the members of Congress were requested to relieve 
the people from this tax, as it was called in that resolution. by 
Democrats and Republicans alike. While the citizens of' my 

· State wouldno doubt prefer these articles absolutely free, they 
are very gratefuL to- the party that has reduced them 50 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the reason for this reduction is 
what I supposed it was, that upon the request made bythefa.I'm­
ers of the Pacific coast, the Government gives away by the bill 
about $1,200,000 of revenue. I do not know that I object to it, 
because I think perhaps it is worth that for an object lesson.. I 
do not suppose the farmers of the Pacific coast will ever hear of 
it, but I wish now to make a prediction that under this reduced.. 
rate, which relinquishes $1,200,000 of revenue to the Govern­
ment a year, they will not get a grain bag a pic~yune cheaper. 

Mr. PEFFER~ I move to amend the paragraph by striking 
out all after the words ''burlaps" in line 21 and inserting ''shall 
be.exempt from duty." 

Mrr PERKINS. Mr. President, I simply desire to supple­
ment that which has been so well stated by my colleague. If 
there is anyone question which the farmers of the Pacific coast­
of Washington, Oregon, and California-aredeeply interested in, 
it is that of grain bags. We are differently situated in California 
and the other Pacific coast States than the farmers in the West . 
We have no grain elevators. Farmers can not take their grain 
to the warehouses and there have it emp.tied into bins and trans­
ported in bulk to market, but it must all ba shipped in grain 
bags, in burlap sacks, to the port of shipment, where it is trans­
ported by vessel to Liverpool and other European ports. 
It seems to me the different memorials from the farmers-which 

have been submitted here from time to time,. asking that they 
be relieved from this burden, should have found a hearing, if 
anything is to be place-d upon the free list. Therefore it is not 
cleat· to me why the committee should raise the rate upon i'ute 
yarn from 20 to 30 per cent and increase the duty upon bur aps. 
from 20 to 22t per cent as the bill came from the other House. 
There arearguments without number which can be used why if 
any article should be upon the free list grain bags or the mate­
rials from which they a re made should be. 

California, re8ilizing the impmrtance of this to he!'" farmers, 
made a liberal appropriation whereby grain bags might be 
manufactured in the penal institutions of our State, and the re­
sult i& tha.t we have at one of our State prisons burlap macbin-

-
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ery which is turning out -bags by the 10,000 or 15,000 daily. It 
is the only equalizer, as it were, .whi~h helps the farmers fr?m 
being imposed upon by the combmatwns of the country which 
are controlling the burlap imports into the country. I feel con­
strained in view of these facts to support py my vote the amend­
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. _PEFFER. I wish to modify my amendment slightly. I 
am satisfied it will be improved in the estimation of the Senator 
from California [Mr. PERKINS]. I wish to modify it by striking 
out of the paragraph also all the words after the word "bur­
laps," in line 18, until we come to the words "ad valorem," in 
line 20, and inserting b3fore the word "bags" the word ''and"; 
so that the para~raph will then read: 

Burlaps and ba~s tor grain made from burlaps shall be exempt from duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
first question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the com­
mittee. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I can say what I wish to say upon this 
point, and afterward we can take the vote. 

Mr. President, grain that is shipped out of the United States 
from the farms is sold in a free-trade market. It has to com­
pete with free-trade wheat. It has to compete in a gold mar­
ket where all the prices are regulated by gold, and it occurs to 
me that it is not only reasonable, but that it is only fair, that 
while the farmers, the tradesmen, the merchants, and the me­
chanics in all parts of the country stand by their brethren of 
the loom and the shop, those brethren ought to stand by us, 
so as to cheapen as much as possible the articles which we are 
compelled to use in getting our surplus grain shipped to a free­
trade market. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether he thinks that under paragraph 270 burlaps are 
likely to be manufactured in the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the paragraph stands, most emphatically 
no. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the paragraph shnds? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
Mr. ALLISON. Therefore, it seems to me, if the industry is 

to be destroyed in the United States, there is great force in the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] and 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. I should be glad 
to so adjust the rate as to have the industry continued in the 
United States, but if that can not be done I see no objection to 
making it free. 

Mr. IIIGGINS. You do not wish to impose a tax on the-farm-
ers? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do notwish to impose a taxon thefarmers 
of California. And I will say to my fl'iend from California we 
use these burlaps in Iowa as well. • 

Mr. PERKINS. They are used for wool bags and hop bags. 
Mr. ALLISON. And for oats. · 
Mr. PERKINS. For oats, barley, and all other cereals. 
Mr. ALLISON. Under existing law, of course where these 

bags are exported, largely from California, and also largely 
from every other portion of the country, there is a drawback 
equivalent to the duty, so that upon all burlaps and bags ex­
ported there is really no tax. 

Mr. PERKINS. That usually accrues to the shipper, and not 
to tne farmer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I so understand. But if the result of this 
provision will be to import the bags and not to establish an indus­
try and make them here, itwouldpreventagreatdeal of circum­
locution and drawbacks in the way of duty to put them upon the 
free list, and they may as well go on the free list. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the SenH.tor from Iowa to say he 
wants t.o put these bags on the free list? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Missouri must have 
had his attention diverted when I was making my observation. 

Mr. VEST. It was. 
Mr. ALLISON. I inquired of the Senator from Rhode Island 

if under the paragraph as it stands it would be possible to con­
duct this industry in the United States, he being an expert upon 
the subject and more familiar with it than I am, and he says it 
is absolutely impossible. So if that be true, it seems to me it 
might be wise to put these bags on the free list rather than to 
leave them in this nebulous state without doing any good to our 
own peo-ple. -

Mr. VEST. I am glad to hear the Senator say it, because his 
party put a 44 per cent duty upon them in 1890. We propose to 
reduce that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was for a protective dutv. 
Mr. ALLISON. I supposed then and hoped that it would be 

an industry in connection with the jute industry, which we were 
seeking to establish in the United States, and which would meas­
urably prosper here under the duty proposed. But now it seems 

the industry is to be destroyed. If so, why should we tax the 
people o£ California or Iowa for this article which they must 
have? 

Mr. VEST. That is the Democratic doctrine. 
Mr. PERKINS. I understand that under the revision of the 

paragraph we have already adopted burlaps bags can not be 
manufactured at a profit in this country. If that were not true, 
then I should be in favor of doing what I could do to protect the 
American manufacturing interest in this country and at the same 
time do justice to the farmer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from California give me 
information on a point about which I desire to learn something, 
and that is as to the capacity of this country to produce the bur­
laps-the bagging? 

Mr. PERKINS. \Ve have not yet .a sufficient number of fac­
tories to produce the burlaps required, but yearly they are aug­
menting, and in time, should the McKinley law remain, I doubt 
not that in a few years we should be able to manufacture all the 
bagging we desire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it all made from coarse hemp? 
Mr. PERKINS. So I understand. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I believe the agricultural product can be 

raised to supply all the bags--
Mr. ALDRICH. It is not raised in the United St:1tes at all. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Is none of it raised here? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It)s jute, and comes from India. 
Mr. CHANDLER. It is made from foreign material? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Then what is the question? Is it between 

the raw material and the manufactured material, or both? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The motion of the Senator from Kansas is 

to put bags and bagging upon the free list. 
Mr. CHANDLER. That is, the manufactured article? 
Mr.ALDRICH. Yes. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The result of which will be, then, that 

there will be no manufacture of them in this country. 
Mr. ALDRICH. There will not be any under this bill, so far 

as burlap is concerned. Bags might survive, possibly. 
Mr. WHITE obtained the floor. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President-- · 
Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. HOAR. I have here a letter from Messrs. E. S. Halsted 

& Co., manufacturers of bagf! and bagging, 75 Pearl street, New 
York, in which they say that when the exportation of flour to 
Cuba began under the reciprocity policy we were exporting 
very little; that we were not exporting more than 60,000 to 
75,000 barrels of flour and those in wood. They say: 

The duty against our country in favor of Spain was so great as to almost 
exclude shipment. The first six months after reciprocity went into eirec~ 
shipment of fiour alone amounted to 200,000 barrels. Most or this was 1rl 
sacks, and since then, in the two years or nearly two years that have elapsed, 
there has been from six to seven hundred thousa.nd barrels. 

Certainly a very excellent showing in favor of this present tarllr. In ad­
dition to this there have gone !rom this market several hundred thousand 
sugar sacks to the West Indies, tor sugar to place in shipment to this coun­
try; this is a very great innovation on the shipments from England. The 
reason or it is that under the present system of reciprocity these bags can 
be made in this country trom goods manufactured in Dundee and sold !rom 
here at a cheaper rate than they can be sent from Europe. 

I should like to have the whole letter printed in the RECORD 
as a part of my remarks. I have read nearly all ofi t. There are 
one or two sentences which would not sound pleasant to Demo­
cratic ears. I ask leave to have it printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Massachu­
setts? The Chair hears none. and it is so ordered. 

The letter is as follows: · 
FEBRUARY 10, 1894. 

DEA.Il. Sm: Yours or the 9th came duly to hand and noted. We are greatly 
obliged to you for your kindness in replying to ours. We do not know 
whether it can be made to have any eirect upon the Democratic majority 
now ruling, but would add to what we stated to you in our last a thing 
which no doubt you are perfectly familiar with, but nevertheless we can 
givA you the information from positive knowledge and experience. 

Before the present law came into existence we were doing comparatively 
little in the way ot exporting fiour in sacks. To cite one instance, we would 
refer to Cuba; previous to the negotiations based on reciprocity, our coun­
try was not exporting more than about 60,000 to 75,000 barrels of flour, and 
those in wood. The duty against our country in tavor or Spain was so great 
as to almost exclude shipment. The first six months after reci!}rocity went 
into effect, shipment or flour alone amounted to 200,000 barrels; most ot this 
was in sacks, and since then in the two years, or nearly two years, that have 
elapsed there has been trom 600,0GO to 700,000 barrels. Certainly a very ex· 
cellent showing in favor or this present taritr. In addition to this, there 
have gone trom this market several hundred thousand sugar sacks to the 
West Indies for sugar to place in shipment to this country. 

This is a very great innovation on the shipments from England. The rea­
son of it is that under the present system of reciprocity these bags can be 
made in this country from goods manufactured 1n Dundee and sold from 
here at a cheaper rate than they can be sent from Europe; this d11rerence 1s 
occasioned from the fact that the duties against England on these bags ar~ 
greater than those against the United States, resulting from reciprocit;r 
treaty. Give the United States a proper protection in these matters and 
there is no doubt but what '"e can command a large Eroportion or this tot­
eign trade. Whllewehavevery grave doubts as to be ng able to preach loud 
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enough or strong enought upon these deaf ears, yet we could trust that in 
the near future we may be able to recover to this country this prestige and 
strength again. 

·i"ours, truly, 
E. S. HALSTEAD & CO. 

Hon. G. F. HoAR, Washington, JJ. C. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose, Mr. President, that if the reciprocity 
policy wore retained we should have a very large exporta­
tion of these bags, with our flour and to some extent our beef, 
because they export the beef, and also pork to some extent, in 
these bags, and with the very large importation from th~se 
countries with which we have reciprocity arrangements, wh~ch 
would cJme in in these b:1gs, that would be sent from Amerwa 
for that purpose-these manufacturers say that under those cir­
cumstances we wouid e3tablish the manufacturing in this coun-
try and ha ..- e a very ~arge foreign trade. . . 

burlaps, 22-! per cent ad valorem." That gives free bags for gram; 
wool, etc., to the agricultural portion of our country. • ' . . 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator propor.ses to retain · 
the duty on burlaps and then make bags free. Of course ·under:' 
such a provision no burlaps will be imported. ; 

Mr. VEST. It will all come in in the shape of bags. 
Mr. ALLISON (to Mr. ALDRICH}. Is that your understand­

ing? 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is my understanding of the amendment. 
Mr. VEST. I suppose some burlaps will come in for oilcloth 

manufactur.a. They use large quantities. But what weare deal­
ing with now is the agriculturist. I am for the farmer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee, in line 18, to strike out the 
words ''not exceeding 60 inches in width." . · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRE'l.'ARY. In paragraph 270, after the words "ad va­
lorem" in line 20, strike out the remainder of the paragraph, as 
follows; 

Ba.gs for grain made of such burlaps, 2"2} per cent ad valorem. 

!have no interest m the matter as representmg any constitu­
ency interested in the manufacture, but 1f the Senator from Cali­
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF­
FER] think the protective system should be applied to any man­
ufacture, I suppose the fnere fact that they have a constituency 
who buy these things does not change their minds as to what is 
the proper polic,y. I have no doubt that retaining the present 
duty will r 2sult in cheapening the bags and establishing the in­
dustry in this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the manufacture of bags is an indus- Mr. PEFF·ER. Does the amendment proposed by the Senator 
trv quite well established in this countr,y. I know there is a from Missouri take precedence of the amendment I offered some 
very large manufactory at Minneapolis. lam sorry the Senator time ago? 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURNj is not here. All the flour The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the arrange~ent of the 
shipped to E urope is shipped in these bags; and where the bur- Senate amendments offered by the committee must first be acted 
laps are exported the shippersreceiveadrawbackequivalent to I upon. 
the duty upon the burlaps, although they-make the bags in Min- Mr. HARRIS. The effect of the amendment of the Senator 
neapolis. This is my understanding. from Kansas I understand is to make burlaps and bags made of 

Mr. WHITE. Those bag~ are ms.de of a different material burlaps free? 
from the grain sack. Mr. PEFFER. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are jute bags, and are made from jute. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where::l.s the motion of the Senator 
But I had suppo3ed that under the duty imposed in the McKin- from Missouri is to make bags free and leave burlaps taxed. 
ley act burlaps suitable for these bags was actually made in the Ml'. PEFFER. I shall insist upon my amendment when the 
United States. I think they are, to some extent, although I do amendment of the Senator from Missouri is disposed of. 
not know. Mr. VEST. Under the amendment of the Senator from Kan-

Mr. WHITE. My colleague mentioned a fact in the course sas he would give to the oilclo th manufacturers free burlaps. 
of the discussion which I will call to the attention of the Sena- Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am unable to vote for 
tor from Iowa and other Senators. In the State of California, the amendment of the Senator fr;:>ril Kansas. 1 understand very 
in order to give employment to a number of convicts in one of well that the farmers, the grain producers in the great West, 
the penitentiaries, that of San Quentin, we have established a and the grain producers of California labor under many dis· 
jute mill for the manufacture of grain bags. advantages, and in some respects they are perhaps entitled to 

'rhe jute is imported. There is no duty upon jute, I will state, peculiar and special consideration. But I do not believe that 
and there has not been any lately. The jute is imported from the farmers of any portion of the country wish to have any in· 
India, Calcutta, and brought direct.ly to the San Quentin peni- dustry that is established in this country destroyed. 
tentiary, which is located upon San Francisco harbor, and the I do not believe that the farmers of this country are very 
bags are made there. I h ave seen the process myself. Every- largely demanding either free lumber or free barbed fence wire, 
thing is done there. The b:lles of jute are brought in right or free binding twine, or that the farmers are educated up to 
there. They are delivered on board ship at Calcutta and de- the idea that it will materially increase their farm profits to 
livered there. destroy the business of making jute bags in this country. It 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the bags are made in California. seems to me that these are infinitesimal benefits which will not 
Mr. PERKINS. We also have two other jute mills in Cali- result in any appreciable help to the farmers, while they will 

fornia. . destroy these industries, especially this i_ndustry which is now 
Mr. WHITE. I was about to state that. We have two other in this country in competition with the factories that are worked 

jute mills in the State of California where these products are by the labor of India, where the processes are so cheap. 
made. Nevertheless, although we are manufacturing the arti- I say, Mr. President, that I do not believe the farmers are de· 
cle there, there is not the least question that our people have man ding these things. I admit that some demagogues, speaking 
always been in favor of a great reduction of duty. Before the for thefarmers, or attemptingtodoso, are endeavoring to satisfy 
McKinley bill became a law our people were here endeavoring themselves or somebody else that the farmers want the man· 
to impress upon the authorities in charge of the Republican ufacture of these articles destroyed in order that they may re· 
measure, or they stated that they did , that there should be are- ceive some possible benefit by it. But the farmers of thiscoun· 
duction, but they were unable to get it. try, when they come hce to face with the fact that they are 

The Democratic party, however, as represented in the present demanding that there shall be convict labor in order that they 
committ2e, has reduced the tariff tax 50 per cent, and to that may have cheaper bags, are asking something th!tt is not rea­
ex tent it is a great r elief. As far as concerns the benefit which sonable. 
has accrued to us from themanufacturein that State, our farm- I have had occasion already to call attention to the great 
ers would a great deal rather take every employe and board danger to the industries in this country from the cheap labor of 
him at the Palace Hotel than to permit the imposition of such a Asia. I have here a paragraph which gives thepayof the work­
duty as has hitherto been upon this product. I am glad that Sena- men in the textile mills of India. A workman in the textile 
tors upon the other side who have he1·etofore found it necessary mills of India earns about 15 cents a day, and he toils from 
to impose almost 50 per cent duty upon this article have so radi- twelve to fourteen hours a day, including Sunday. That is the 
cally changed their minds that they have now abandoned their kind of labor which is employed in the mills of India that make 
original g round. these ba~s for grain. Now, I ask the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I congratulate the country and whether his people are really demanding that they shall have 
the Democratic party upon the accession we have had to the bags made by that labor and whether when the free raw material 
doctrine to-day. I have listened with great and unalloyed pleas- comes in-the jute from India-they are not willing that the 
ure to the argument of the Senator from Iowa and the state- bags shall be manufactured by American labor at American 
men ts of the S ana tor from Rhode Island. We can not resist the prices? · -
appeals which they have made in behalf of free bags made out Mr. PEFFER. Answering the Senator's question, I say to 
of burlaps. So we withdraw the amendment, and in behall of him that the farmers of Kansas do not care who makes their 
the committee we will move to strike out that portion of para- bagging or who makes anything they have to use in shipping 
graph 270 from th9 words "ad valorem" in line 20, down to the their wheat, when they are compelled to sell their wheat in 
end of the paragraph, including "bags for grain made of such competition with the very class of men to whom the Sena.tor re-

--

--
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furs. The rvots of India who labor on the farms work for about Mr. ALDRICH. Of course. 
6centsto10-cents o. day. Kansas farmers are worth $1.50or Mr.VEST. ButtherewillbenoneceBsityforbringingburlaps 
$2.50 a day, and if we have to sell our products in competition here, because the entire demand for bags will be supplied from 
with t:P,ose fellows over there who receive but 12 cents a day we abroad. But the Senator's colleague, the Senator from Iowa, 
do not care who make the bags. _ made an argument and wound up by saying that these bags 

Mr. CHANDLER. I admitted that the farme1·s labor under should be put on the free list. As that is in the direction I baYe 
peculiat• difficulties, and that they may be entitled to special been tr-aveling for sometime, and am now traveling, I was en­
consideration in some r espects, but I do not believe they want tirely willing to agree. I hope it will not be said that it is sec­
special consideration in this respect. The farmers ought to tional, because there is a factory in St. Louis engaged in the 
have protection upon their wool. They do not want to raise making of these bags and the proprietor has been more aggres­
wool in competition with the cheap labor of Australia. They sive on this subject than anybody else I know of in this country. 
want protection upon their wool, and they ought to have pro- In the next paragraph, 271, will come bagging for cotton. The 
taction upon their wool, and thby have had protection upon same doctrine would apply there. I hope our friends will be 
their wool while the Republican party has made tariffs. consistent, and I will ErO with them, because it has been my con-

But bec:wse the tariff is hken off wool and because the tent ion all the time that these articles should be made free in 
Democratic party in that respect is attacking the interests of order to relieve the expenses that are piled up year by year upon 
the farmer, I do not believe that the farmer wants to have the the farmers and planters of the West and South. We can not 
manufacture of bags for grain in this country stricken down. I protect them by t ariff duties. All we can do is to diminish the 
do not believe the farmer wants to destroy a wire factory, or that cost of the n.bsolute necessities of life, both in the way of what 
the farmer wants any of these little things which, as the Senator they wear and what they use in preparing their products fO?' 
from ·Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has well said, will not make market . 
themselves felt in the practical reduction of the price of any 1\Ir. TELLE R. Mr. President, I do not believe it is possible 
article which the farmer buys, any more than I believe the men to build up the burlap industry in the United States with any 
who raise the cotton at the South care anything about free cot- amount of tariff you put on. The Dundee manufacturers are 
ton ties. being ruined by the manufacturers of India, and as long- as the 
It is all an outcry gotten up by the opponents of the protective present monetary condition of the world continues there will be 

system, and I do not think that the real interests of the fat·mer no p robability of any industry of that kind being built up in this 
are promoted by this class of exceptions to the general principle country. India receiving, as it practically does, a bounty upon 
of protection, any more than I think the interests of the cotton- all its exports of burlaps and bags that they may m:tke, will rule 
grower are protected by giving him nominally cotton ties hee. the business of the world in that direction duty or no duty. I 
I believe the prosperity of the farmer, of the m:tn who raises do not belie-ve a duty on burlaps or bagb made out or that mate­
grn.in in Kansas ~nd California, and the prosperity of the man rial will be of the slightest benefit to anybody "in this country. 
who raises cotton in the Southare e qually to be benefited bythe The PRESIDI~G OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
system of protection to be maintained as a whole upon correct to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, which 
principles of protection, which principles are, that by a duty we will be stateJ. 
will protect everything which we can manufacture in this coun- The SECRETARY. In line 20, after the word ''ad valorem,, 
try by our highly-paid labor against si~ilar ~rticles manufac- strike out the remainder of the paragraph, as follows: 
t ured by the pauper labor of Europe anc.. of As1a. B ags for grain made of such burlaps 22 ~ per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri, 
by the amendment which he now submits, undertakes to impose Mr. BLANCHARD. I desit·e to inauire if that is a committee 

t · respons1·b1'11'ty for h1·s amendment whi' ch I do amendment or one that the Senator offers oriO'inally in the Sen-upon me a cer am ate? ...., 
not propose to accept. In answer to a question asked by the. 
Senator from Iowa I stated that in my opinion burlaps could not Mr. VEST. My colleague on the committee agrees to it. 
be made in this country with 15 per cent duty. I repeat that · The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
opinion. I have no question whatever about it. the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

It would not ·be possible, considering the different rates of rrhe amendment was agreed to. 
wages paid in India and in the United States, with free jute to The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agree-
m ake burlaps in the United St::~,tes with 15 per cent duty. I ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, 
stated that so far as that industry is concerned, if that is all we which will be stated. 
are considering in this matter, the duty might as well be taken 'I'he SECRETARY. After the word "burlaps,"in line18, strike 
off entirely, so far as any American interest in the production out the remainder of the paragraph and insert the words "and 
of bar laps is concerned, and beyond that it is simply a question bags for grain made of such burlaps shall be exempt from duty;" 
of revenue. I did not mean to Eay that burlaps can not be taken so as to make this paragraph read: 
under this duty and made into bags in the United States, be- Burlaps and bags for grain made or such burlaps shall be exempt from 
cause I believe the diffe1·ence between 15 per cent and 22t per duty. 
cent in this paragraph is a protective duty. I think bags con- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
sumed in the United States will be made here, if this paragraph the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas . 
sha ll become a law. ~1-r. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Missouri intends 

Now, the suggestion of the Senator from Missou1·i is to-place to follow this up by putt ing bag-s on the free list. Otherwise he 
the bags, the finished product, upon the free list and to impose has r aised the duty instead of lowering it. 
a duty of 15 per cent upon burlaps. Of course that would abso- Mr. VEST. I have enliated under the banner of reform led 
lutely prohibit the making of any bags in this country, and to by the Senator from Iowa and the S enator from Rhode I sland, 
that extent I think it would be unjust to our people engaged in and I will stay with them. If they will make the motion I will 
the production of bags, and certainly there must be a great vote for it. 
many in different parts of the country. Therefore I think the Mr. ALDRICH. I am not making any motion in this connec-
suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri is not a proper t ion. 
one to be adopted. 1\fr. VEST. I am msrely an humble private. 

If we are going to put anything upon the free list in this con- Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri made the other 
nection it should be burlaps, with a reasonable and moderate suggestion. 
protection upon bags. I should impose protective duties upon Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa made the last suggestion. 
all these things. It was the purpose of the act of 1890 to give Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of the action of the Senate taken 
to the jute industry in the United S tates fairly protective du- at the suggestion of the Senator f rom Missouri will be to in­
ties for the firsttime in the history of the country. This might crease the duty on bag-s. 
be a very important American industry. Thousands of people The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
are engaged in the manufacture of burlaps into bags at Calcutta the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. · 
and other points in India and at Dundee in Scotland. Mr. PEFFER. I ask for a division, Mr. President. 

This great industry might be and ought to be transferred to the Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays. A division 
United Stat-es, but it is simply a farce to give it a duty that will will not develop a quorum. 
not and can not be protective. That is the fault I find with the The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
proposition of the committee. If anything at all should be put to call the roll. 
upon the free list it should be the burlaps and not the bags. A Mr. CULLOM (when his nai:ne was called). I have a general 
small protective duty should be given to the bag manufacturers p3ir with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I 
of the United States. should vote " nay " if he were present. 

l\fr. VEST. Nobody understands better than the Senator from . Mr.GORDON. I s uggest to the Senator from Illinois that we 
Rhode Island what will be the effect of putting bags on the free make the same transfer of pairs that we made on the previous 
list aud leaving a duty on burlaps. No burlaps will come in. vote. 
T he bags will come in, of course . Mr. CULLOM. That is perfectly agreeable to me. I did not 
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see the Senator from Georgia, or I should have made the sug­
gestion. 

Mr. GORDON. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] will 
~nd paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], so 
that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] and I will both 
vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote "nay." 
Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I vote" nay." 
Mr.MORRILL(when his name was called). Iampairedwith 

the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

..Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Ne­

braska [Mr. M.ANDERSON]. I withhold my vote in his absence. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with the Senator from Con­

necticut (Mr. HAWLEY]. 
Mr. HIGGINS. I ask if the senior Senator from New Jersey 

[Mr. McPHERSON] has voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 
Mr. HIGGINS. Then I withhold my vote. 
Mr. MILLS. I am paired with the Senator from New Hamp­

shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I will make the same transfer that I made 

with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QU.A.Y] before, pairing 
the SenatorfromAlabama [Mr. MORGAN] with theSenatorlrom 
Confiecticut LMr. HAWLEY], and we will both vote. I vote 
"nay." 

Mr. QUAY. I vote" nay." 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am authorized to vote to 

make a quorum. I vote "nay." 
The result was announced-yeas 5, nays 40; as follows: 

Kyle, 
Peffer, 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
fllanchard, 
OaJiery, 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Dixon, 

Perkins, 

Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, 
Harris, 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 

YEAS-5. 
Power, 

NAYS-41). 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McLaurin, 
McMillan, 
Mitchell, Wi3. 
Murphy, 
Pasco, 
Patton, 

NOT VOTING-40. 
Allen, Davis, Jones, Nev. 
Bate, Gallinger, McPherson, 
):Jerry, Gorman, Manderson, 
Blackburn, Gray, Martin, 
Brice, Hale, Mills, 
:Sutler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon 
Call, Hawley, Morgan, 
Camden, Higgins, Morrill, 
Cameron, !till, Palmer, 
Carey, Irby, Pettigrew, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Teller. 

Pugh, 
Quay, 
R.oacll, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Walsh, 
Washburn, 
White. 

Platt, 
Proctor, 
Ransom, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that paragraph 270 be read, so tbati 
may see how it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The paragraph will be reacl. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

Burlaps containing not over 40threa.ds to the square inch counting warp 
and filling, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. -

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
271. Bagging for cotton , gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 

covering cotton, composed in whole or ]n part. of hemp, flax, jute, or jute 
butts, 15 per cent ad valorem. , 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend paragraph 271 by striking out 
in lines land 2, page 69, the words "fifteen per cent ad valorem '1 
and inserting" shall be exempt from duty," so as to read: 

Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for cov­
(l.ring cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts 
shall be exempt from duty. ' 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry as to the 
time. I wish to know if it is understood by the Senate under 
the arrangement made taking up these schedules in their order 
that questions relating to the free list are taken up as the sched­
ules are taken up, or when the free list is reached? 

Mr. VEST. I will stat3 in reply to the Senator from Massa­
chusetts that we intended to t:l.kethese matters upwhen we came 
to the free list. 

Mr. HOAR. I t3.ought thu.t was the understanding of the 
i)enate. I have no choice about it myself. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I wish to say in relation to this 
paragraph and the proposed amendment that cotton stands in 
the same relation to the commerce oi the world that wheat and 
corn do; that it comes in competition with the same class of ma­
terial made in other parts of the world by the cheapest sort qf 
labor that has to be sold in a gold market in competition with 
the products of that kind of labor, and that it as well as wheat 
and corn is entitled to everypossible concession from the manu­
facturing interests that they can extend to it, for there is no 
other way by which cotton or wheat or corn can receive any 
protection through the operation of our tariff laws. 

Cotton has to be compressed and put into large bales and cov­
ered with this bagging, and if the cotton planters shall have 
the benefit of free bagging, free material, if you please, you may 
term it free raw material, because their cotton when it is in 
bales is the finished product-if they have the benefit of the con­
cession to that extent the revenue laws which are intended to 
protect manufacturing interests will also protect the agricul­
tural interests. With that simple statement Senators have the 
entire question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 
· Mr. PEFFER. I shall ask the yeas and nays on the amend­
ment when we come to a vote. 

Mr. PLATT. I regret that the Senator has proposed. this 
amendment, as I understand, cotton bagging is made of jute 
butts and made lare-ely in the South and South west. I am sorry 
to see him propose to strike down a Southern and South western 
industry in this way. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I hope the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFFR]will be accepted on be­
half of the committee. We have just adopted an amendment to 
paragraph 270, which makes free of any tax or duty bags for 
grain used by the farmers of the West. In another part of the bill 
!find that binding-twine, usedexclusivelyin the Westin putting 
up the products of that region for the marke~ isplaced upon the 
free list. 

Now, bagging for cotton is to us in the South what binding­
twine is to the farmers of the North, and what the grain bags­
just placed upon the free list are to the farmers in the North­
west. It is a fact that the bagging placed around cotton is an 
absolute loss to the cotton producer. While it is true that when 
a bale of cotton is rolled up on the scales and weighed nothing 
is deducted here in this country in the markets where cotton is 
sold for the bagging in which the cotton is wrapped, or for the 
ties that are around the bale, it is nevertheless a fact that the 
price of cotton grown in the United States and throughout the 
world is fixed in the great cotton marts of Liverpool and Man­
chester, and there, as is well known, a tare of 22 pounds per bale 
1s deducted. -

So, when you sift it down to the actual fact, the cotton pro 
ducer of the South gets nothing ~hatever for the bagging and 
ties placed around his bale of cotton, and the price of those 
articles is a dead loss to him. 

Under these circumstances, since binding-twine is made free, 
and since bags for grain have just been made free, it would seem 
a fair thing to do to make bagging for cotton free also. It seems 
we are legislating just now in the interests of the farming 
classes of the United Sta,tes, and have extended favors just now 
to the farmers of one section of the country. Let us be con­
sistent and extend like favors to the cotton producers of the 
South. Let us make bagging for cotton free, as we have just 
made bags for grain free. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, in 1866 bagging for cotton was 
controlled by a foreign trust. The price of it was 36 cents a 
square yard. In 1867 it was 31 cents, and in 1868 itwas28cents; 
in 1869 it was 30 cents: in 1870 it was 31 cents. Then in 1870 we 
put a duty upon this bagging and commenced the manufacture 
in the United States, and to-day it is manniactured in nineteen 
different States. · 

There is a manufactory of it in the State of Texas. These fac­
tories make all the bags we use. Now what has been the effect 
of that? Capital, induced by the duty to go into this business, 
has, as I say, gone into it in nineteen States. Now, let me give 
the price list of this cotton bagging since the duty was imposed 
upon it .. 

In 1871 it had fallen to 18 cents a square yard, in 1875 to 13 
cents a square yard, in 1878 to 12 cents a square yard, in 1890 to 
9~ cents a square yard, in 1891 to 8t cents a square yard, in 1892 
to H cents a square yard. It has gone from 36 cents a square 
yard down to 7! cents a square yard, and still the Senator from 
Louisiana cries out for more protection! 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, if the Senator !rom 
Maine [Mr. FRYE} had taken up almost any other article men­
tioned in the tariff bill now pending, he would have found that 
exactly the same thing is true. Prices have declined all along 
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the line on everything, just as they have on cotton bagging. 
But that is no reason why the same treatment should not be 
meted out to bagging for cotton that was meted out just now !or 
bags for grain-make both free of any tax. If the Senator from 
Maine had inquired into the prices of bags for grain, I think he 
would have found that the decline in prices has been as great 
with respect to them as it has baen upon bagging for cotton. 

But he did not make that argument when the Senator from 
Kansas and other Senators were proposing to make bags for 
grain free of any tax. He does make it, however, when it is 
pronosed to adopt the other amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas which means that the Senate be consistent and extend to 
the farmers of the South the same favor just now extended to 
the farmer3 of theW est. If you make bags for grain free of .tax, 
make also bagging for cotton free of tax. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maine is mistaken about the 
price of this article. If he will turn .to the Treasury reports on 
page 249, as to cotton bagging, he will see that it was lo_wer in 
1887 and 1888 than at any other time. It was then 2 cents a 
pound. These bags have 2 pounds to the bag. So youmust 
douhle these rates. In 1891, which is the last quotation, it was 
4 cents a pound. In 1811 it was 5 cents a pound, the next year 
4 cents, then 5, and 5, and 4, and 4, a11:d 5, and then 4 again, and 
then 3, and then 2. 

Mr. President, a8 I said a few minutes ago, I should be very 
glad if the Senator from Rhode Island or the Senator from Iowa 
had followed up the suggestion as to putting the bags made out 
of burlaps upon the free list by also putting these bags for cot­
ton on the fre3list. As it is a movement in the interest of the 
cotton planters, I myself hesibted to · make the suggestion as 
coming from the committee. The State of Missouri has about 
three counties interested in this matter. It is a very consider­
able interest in my State. 

I believe, however, that as a matter of right these bags ou_g-ht 
to be upon the free list, because, in the line of general observa-

. tion that I have frequently indulged in here, it is impossible for 
us to protect the farmer and the planter. The ingenuity of mor­
tal man can not find a way in which you can extend what our 
friends call the beneficent influences of the protective system to 
the aO'riculturists of this country. All that we can do is to 
cheapen what they use both as to their persons and in sending 
their products to market. Therefore wh~never I can get a 
chance to make the burden lighter upon them I shall do so; and 
I make no opposition, speaking for the committee and for my­
self, to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas; 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Missouri mean that the 
committee report in favor of the proposition of the Sen a tor from 
Kansas? 

Mr. VEST. The committee will make no opposition to it. 
, Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Louisiana says the same reason 
apnlies to this that applies to putting gram bags on the free 
list. I think that may be true, but there was no reason in that. 
In my judgmeqt, in putting grain bags on the free list, there was 
no sense or propriety in it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not hear the Senator from Maine 
argue against it. 
· Mr. FRYE. I was not present when it was done and did not 
know until this moment that it had been done. I presume that 
was done by some one on this side of the Chamber saying some­
thing--

Mr. VEST. The suggestion was made by the Senator from 
Iowa, and I accepted it. 

Mr. FRYE. I presume it was done by some one on this side 
of the Chamber saying something or other that the Senator from 
Missouri did not fancy, and therefore he immediately retired 
from the :proposition that the committee reported, .and put it on 
the free hst. · 

Mr. VEST. My friend is mistaken. l did fancy it. The Sen­
ator from Iowa made the suggestion, and I thought it was so 
fair and in the right direction that I immediately accepted it. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no doubt about it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I not only did not make the suggestion, but 

the suggestion was made elsewhere, as I did not happen to be in 
the Chamber when that paragraph was voted upon. The only 
suggestion I made was a suggestion of inquiry to the Senator 
from Rhode Island, in reply to which I was told that the ar­
rangement of duties here would result in the do!!truction.of our 
manufacturing industry. 

After having made that slight observation, the Senator from 
Missouri undertakes to hold me responsible for the amendment, 
which I wholly disclaim. I will give it to the Senator from 
California now·in the chair [Mr. WHITE] and the other Senator 
from California, who is not prese~t at this moment, and so lab­
solve the Senator from Missouri irom quoting me further upon 
that suggestion .. 

Mr. VEST. I would not, under any circumstances, even to 
. pass this bill-and I do not know anything that I desire more 

than tQ get. rid of, it-misrepresent the Senator fmm Iowa. He 
knows that, I hope. I think r quote almost his exact words. 
After asking t~e Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
whether the duty we proposed would cause the production o! 
thes~ bag~ or the making of these bags and the making .or bur­
laps m th1s country, and the Senator from Rhode Island said 
no, then the Senator from Iowa said: "I see no reason why those 
bags should not go upon the free list." If he did not so state, 
then I never was m_ore mistaken in my life. 

Mr. ALIJSON. Of course the reporters know what I did say. 
I inquired of the Senator from Rhode Island, who is an expert, 
!;IS to _whether, in the. firs~ place, thes~ burlap ~ags were made 
m th1s country, and he sa1d they were. I then mquired if the 
presen_t arrangement of duty was sufficiently large for their 
production, and he said it was not. Then I said, "If that be 
true, what objection is there to putting them on the free list?" 

That is all I said, and that wa'3 after the Senator from Cali­
fornia, who is now in the chair, and ·the other se·nator frorri C::tl­
ifornia had suggested that it was very important to California. 
that they should be placed upon the free list", and having made 
that observation, I retired from the Chambee for a moment. 

Mr. FRYE. I had not completed, and had not yielded the 
floor. · ·, 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon. 
Mr. FRYE. Go on. · · 
Mr. ALLISON. I retired from the Chamber for a mom"ent, 

and when I came back I was told that bags had been put on' the 
free list. The Senato~ from Missouri is entitled to everything 
he can gather from my observation. 

Mr. FRYE. The prices which· I gave were taken from the 
New York Financial Chronicle, as given in the last debate on 
the tariff. · 

Mr. JARVIS. Will the Senator from Maine be kind enough 
to read those prices again? 

Mr. FRYE. In 1866 the price of this covering for cotton was 
36 cents·asquare yard, and in1892 H cents a. square yard. The 
price ran down from 1870, when a duty was placed on this article, 
from 18 cents a square yard to H cents. 

I want to say a word in relation to this other matter--
Mr. VEST. The prices the Senator quotes were the domestic 

prices, and not the import prices. 
Mr. FRYE. Not the import prices, but the domestic pric~s. 
It seems to me the putting oi binding twine upon the free list 

is the cheapest possible kind of demallogy. If the entire 
duty-1 think it was only seven-tenths of a cent placed on bind­
ing-twine in the McKinley act--

Mr. ALLISON. That is all. !twas 6.47 per cent ad valorem. 
. Mr. FRYE. If that whole duty is a hx to be paid by the 
farmers out West, the enormous amount, by the closest calcula­
tion that they would be relieved from, would be 1 cent an acre; 
and yet I have heard talked of here in the United States Senate , 
the policy of putting on the free list binding twine in the inter­
est of the farmers of the United States, so that they might save 
a cent an acre! 

Here is the industry of making bags established in this coun­
try, and bags are lower now than they ever were, and lower than 
they ever will be again, provided they are put on the free list, 
because we will be giving up the business, and the men who use 
the bags will be obliged to pay more for them in le.$S than two 
years, simply because there is a little talk gotten up here in the 
Senate about the farmers and getting this article on the free 
list, and because the Senator from Missouri saw an opportunity 
to score one against somebody on this side, away they go in the 
twinkling of an eye on the free list, notwithstanding the com­
mittee has reported in favor of having them on the dutiable 
list-an enormous industry -in the United States, an industry 
which has reduced the cost of the article enormously-and the 
proposition comes from the Senator from Kansas to put that 9n 
the free list and destroy this industry, and the Senator from MIS­
souri rises in his place, acting on behalf of the Committee on 
Finance, and says that the Senator from Iowa has placed .grain 
ba~s on the free list, and other Senators have placed binding 
twme upon the free list, and so he is in favor of putting these 
coverings for cotton on the free list. 

I do not believe in that kind of statesmanship. We are deal­
ing with pretty serious matters in this bill. There is hardly an 
item here which does not affect somebody, and nearly all of the 
items 'affect a great many somebodies, and I do not believe that 
a bill of this kind ought to be dea.lt with in that way. If thertt 
is an industry entitled to protection, and the committee believe 
that it is entitled to protection., and if the committees of both 
Houses reported in favor of it, I do not believe that that protec­
tion ought to be surrendered simply because somebody in th~ 
United States Senate says what may have been an indiscreet 
thing; and I do not think the Senator from Missouri and the 
SenatorfromArkansas, representing- the Committee on Finance, 
ought to permit themselves to do this thing. 
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When the lumber schedule was under argument here there 

were charges made that there was an enormous duty on planed 
lumber. · '£he duty on planed lumber was perfectly right. It 
was not an enormousdutybut a fair one, and the most important 
thing in the lumber schedule. That ought to have been pro­
tected. It afforded more protection to more men than anything 
else in the lumber schedule, yet because somebody charged that 
it was an enormous duty, and all that sort of thing, immediately 
the two Senators in charge of the bill permitted it to go on the 
free list, thus doing immense damage to hundreds of thousands of 
men and to hundreds of millions of capital in the United States. 

Mr. President, I think we ought to deal seriously with these 
matters, where they have or may have such serious effects. 

Mr. JARVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], in reading the prices of cotton bagging for the last twenty 
years, omitted unadvisedly an important fact, that in the year 
1889 there was a combination formed in this country by those 
manufacturing and selling cotton bagging, to put up the price 
of bagging which the farmers put around their cotton, from 7 
cents a pound to 14 cents a pound, and they were enabled to do 
that because of the high duty by the then existing briff law 
upon cotton bagging. . 

Against this trust and combination the farmers assembled in 
the country and in villages and declared that they would not 
submit to such an outrage. I remember well that in the South 
the farmers brought their cotton into town, wrapping it up in 
old sugar bagsand in old, worn-out sacks of various kinds. They 
even resorted to the temporary expedient of making bagging 
out of pine straw, and resorted to every ex~edient they could 
devise to defeat that conspiracy and combinatiOn which had been 
formed under the laws which enabled this trust and combination 
thus to rob the farmer. 

Now, sir, here is an opportunity to put this article upon the 
free list, so that no such conspiracy or combination can be 
formed in the future; and I trust the Senate will put this neces­
sary article to the farmer upon the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Sen::~. tor from North Carolina 
will allow me to interrupt him a moment, I should like to remind 
him of another fact in connection with this subject. The mem­
bers of this organization, the manufacturers of cotton bagging, 
at that time appeared before the Finance Committee of the Sen­
ate, and when asked the question as to whether they had made 
this combination to put up the price of cotton bagging within 
two weeks from 6 or 7 to 14 cents, answered "Yes, we did; and 
what are you going to do about it?" 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there ought to be just one other word 
said about that. The Mills bill, so called, which had passed the 

· House of Representatives, had put practically no duty upon cot­
ton bagging, and it was very well understood that these gentle­
men were endeavoring to punish the gentlemen on th.e other 
side for what they were doing. They did admit practically, as 
the Senator from Arkansas says, that supposing they would be 
entirely etruck down by what was then called the Mills bill, they 
thought they would get as much out of cotton bagging as they 
could for the moment. 

Mr. FRYE. If there was such a trust as that to which the 
Senator from North Carolina has alluded in 1889, it was broken 
up before 1890, because the price of cotton bagging in 1890 was 
only 9 cents a square yard, and it went from that down to a little 
over 7 ?ents a square ;rard for domestic cotton bagging. I do 
not behave that there IS any trust or that there has baen any in 
the last three years, and I think the Treasury reports will bea1• 
out that statement. 

Mr. DOLPH. A few days ago the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] read an Associated Press dispatch-­

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. DOLPH. I shall only take a moment. 
Mr. ALLEN. I only want to put a question to the Senator 

from Maine whi1e he is on his feet. 
Mr. FRYE. I am not on my feet for a speech. I only wanted 

to make a statement, which I have made.-
Mr. DOLPH. A few daysago the Senator from Rhode Island 

read an Associa~ed ~ress dispatch from Oregon showing there­
sult of the electiOn m Oregon, and showing what the farmers of 
Oregon thought about the Wilson bill, or the pending measure. 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] was good enoug-h to say 
"wait until the back counties are heard from." I then stated 
that the opposition had elected less than 20 out of 90 members 
of the Legislature. I said I thought when the back counties 
were heard from the opposition would not exceed 10. Full re­
turns are given in the Evening Star of this city, of to-day, as fol­
lows: 

PORTLAND, OREGON, June 11. 
~liable election returns show that Hermann (Republican) for Congress 

1n the Fir:st:district, has 9,087 plurality, and that Ellis (Republican), in the 
Seoond d1strict, has a. plurality of 9,320. 

XXVI-383 

The Legislature stands as follows: Sena~-Republicans 19, Democrats 8, 
~opulist~ 3; Hous~-Republlcans 52, Democrats 1, Populists 7. The Repub­
liCan maJority on JOint ballot is 52. 

Of the 8 Democrats in the Senate 7 are hold-overs and 2 are 
classed as Populists-one ran as a Populist and the other was 
elected on a citizens' ticket in Multnomah County. Three Pop­
ulists were elected two years ago. So the total number of mem­
bers elected by the opposition to the Republican party of all 
kinds is 1 Democrat and 1 Populist in the senate, and 1 Demo­
crat and 7 Populists in the house, making 10 out of 90. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
I ask if the paper indicates how that very large number of Re­
publicans expect.to vote in the election of a United States Sena­
tor? 

Mr. PLATT. We know how they ought to vote. 
Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] 

need not trouble himself about that. I am not troubling my­
self about it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana _ 
[.Mr. BLANCHARD] seems to be worried all at once about the 
possibility that some little inconsistency may be developed in 
the treatment of the different industries and interests in this 
bill, and therefore wants cotton bagging on the free list, because 
he does not want the Senate to do anything inconsistent. Rav­
in~ put grain bags on the free list, and b:1rbed wire and binding-­
twme, for the benefit of the farmers, he now insists that the 
Senate must be consistent and put bagging on the free list for 
the benefit of the cotton-planters. 

He did not say anything, I believe, about when this com­
menced. It began by putting cotton ties on the free list for the 
benefit of the cotton-planter, but when it comes to the question 
of consistency, that does not seem to have had avery gree1t deal 
of consideratio,n in the forming of this bill. We had a duty on 
rice, which was only reduced ~5 per cent, which was 118percent 
before the reduction began. 

Then there came up the question of the reduction of the duty 
on hay, the largest crop of the United States, and in behalf of 
the farmers who raise hay, a few of us tried to convince the Sen­
ate that the same proportional reduction only should hke place 
which had taken place on the rice industry; but that found no 
supporters on that side of the Chamber. 

So, as it seems to me, this question of consistency does not cut 
very much of a figure in this matter. and I am glad to be able to 
stand up and say that this ought not to be done, that the indus­
try of manufa:cturing cotton bagging ought not to be destroyed, 
because I believe there does not happen to be one sin(l"le mill of 
that sort in New England. Therefore I shall not be ~cused of 
any sectionalism or any desire to promote the interests of my 
own section, when I say that I do not think that that indusky 
ought to be destroyed. It is an industry in the West largely and 
in the South considerably. 

It is an industry employing a great deal of capital and a great 
many men. The proposition now is to turn it over to the tender 
mercies of foreign manufacturers and foreign trusts because of 
some supposed banefit which will inure to the cotton planter. 
It has b3en admitted that so far as this country is concerned 
all this cotton bagging is sold at a price which exceeds what the 
cotton planter pays for it, though it is claimed that in the cot­
ton which goe~ abroad it is deducted in the way of tare. 

But look at It. Whatever may have been the condition with 
regard to a trust in former times, that trust is broken up and 
whatever price that trust may have imposed upon cotton plant­
ers, there is no longer any complaint from cotton planters of the 
price of this bagging. There was no complaint in 1890 and the 
duty on it under the present law, where it is valued at6 cents or 
less a square yard, is only 32 per· cent ad valorem, and valued at 
more than 6 cents per yard, 26 per cent ad valorem, which the 
pending bill proposes to reduce to 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The price has gone steadily down under the manufacture in 
~his country, and if yo? dest~oy this manufactu:e it will go stead­
ily up under the mampulatwns and the combmation of foreign 
manufacturers .. The pl~nter will g~t nothiD:g. It will simply 
be the destructiOn of an mdustrywhiCh I am JUStasmuch inter­
ested in the preservation of as if it were a New 'En (I" land industry. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that this delusi;n of free trade 
can ever be eradic::~.ted from the minds of the American people 
u_ntil th~y haye had experience w~th it. It is possible that put­
tmg thlS artiCle upon the free hst may operate to give the 
American people a little experience of what the result of the free 
traders' logic is really to be. It may be that putting it on the 
free list will at last convince the cotton planter that when he 
destroys a manufacturing interest in this country he gains noth­
ing by it, and loses something. 

It may be that putting grain bags on the free list will have 
the effect to convince the Western grain grower than when he 
destroys an industry in this country the competition in which 

!. - , 
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has reduced the price, be gains nothing- b.y it, but loses. some­
thing by it. If that·shouM be the effect i.t is- p<>ssible that the 
destruction which is to follow the adoption of this proposition 
will not ha.vB bean too dea.rly purchased. • 

The PRESIDING 0-li:'FlCER. The. question. ics o~ the. amend­
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas.. 

Mr. PE.EJFER. 1 On that I ask for: the yeas and nays 
The ye~s and nays were ordered, and the. SecretBtry proceed ad 

to call the roll. 
Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was. called). I a.m paired 

w:it.h the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was ca}lP,d). I am paired 

with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 
Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired 

with the Senator from Iowa [Mt~. WILSON]. 
Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

Senator from North Carolina. [Mr-. RANSOM]. I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and vote" nay." 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called}. I am paired with 
the senio1~ Senator from New Jersey fMl'. MCPHE:BSON]. If he. 
were present I should vote ''nay.,., · 

Mr. MIL.LS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire. [Mr. GALLINGER]. If he 
were her& I should vote ';yea." 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin {when his. name was eall~d). 
I lllm paired with the. Senator from Wyoming fMr. CAREY]. 

Mr. illGGINS. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that we transfer pairs, so that the Senator- from Wyo~ will 
stand paired wi.th the Sen!ttor from New Jersey [Mr. McPHER­
SON] and we can both vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. V~ry well. Then I vote, 
"yea." 1 

Mr. IDGGINS. I vot-e 'nay." 
Mr. QUAY (when his uamewa.s called). Iagainannouncel;Ily 

pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
MI?. VILAS (when his name- was called)._ I transfer my pair 

with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator 
from South Carolina. [Mr. !RBY], and Vf2te "yea." 

The rell call was concluded. 
M~.CALL. Iam paired with theSenatorfromVermont[Mr. 

MoRRILL]. If he were present I should vote,_, yea." 
Mr. GORDON. The arrangement announced on the other 

votewill stand on this·, andthe Senator fromiowa[Mr. WILSON} 
will stand paired with the Senator: from Delaware [Mr. GRAY}. 
I vote " yea." 

M.r. BRICE. I desire to announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT], unless there is a ques~ 
tion of a quorum, in whioh case I shall vote. 

The result was announced-yeas 34, n.ays 19; as follows: 

Allen, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Butler, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 
George, 

.Al~rich, 

.Allison, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Dixon, 

GibSon, 
Gordon; 
Han·is, 
Hunton, 
Jarvis, 
Jon~s. Al!k, 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 

Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Frye, 
Hale, 
:Wggins, 

YEAS-34. 
Ma.rtin. 
Mitcheu. w~. 
M.Ul'phy, 
Pasco, 
Pefrer, 
Perkins, 
Pugh. 
Roach. 
S.mith, 

N.AYS-19. 
Hoar-, 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Patton, 
l:'latt, 

NOT VOTING-82. 

Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. 
Brice, Ga.llinge_r, Lodge, 
Cafrery, Gorman, McPherson, 
Gall, Gray, Mills, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon 
Cameron, Hawley, · Morgan, 
Garey, Hill, Morrill, 
Davis, Irby, Palmer~ 

Squire, 
Tur.J?ie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh. 
White. _ 

Power, 
Shoup, 
Teller, 
vyashburn. 

Pettigrew, 
Proctor., 
Quay, 
Ransom, 
Sherman, 
Stewai'tJ 
Wilson, 
Wolc.ott. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed. 
~he Secretary read as follows: 

272. Flax gill netting nets, webs, a.nd seines, 30 per cent ad; valorem. 

The Committee OJl Finance reporlied an amendment in line 3t 
to strike out'' thirty" and insert " thirty-five; " snas to read '' 35 
per cent ad valorem.'" 

Mr. JONES o! Ar·kansas. I withdraw the committee amend,. 
ment, and move to stdke out "thirty" and insert "for-tyr" in 
line 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. · 

The SECRETARY. In1ine 3, it is proposed to strike out" thirty" 
and tn:sert '' fm.·ty;" so as. to read "~orty per cent ad va!Qre.m." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The quest;ion is on the amend­
ment prQposed by thE} Senator :from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'!'he PRESIDING QJrFICER. The reading of tb.e bill will 

~00~~ -
The Seqretary: r®d B:S follows: 
273. Oilcloth for floors, stamped, painted, or- printed, including linoleum, 

-cortieen~, cork carp&ts~fi&W:ed. or plain. and a.U other oilcloth (ex.cet>t silk 
o:Ucloth), and waterproof Clo.li.h, n~specially pronded fo.r inthis act, 30per 
cent ad va.lo:tem. -

'l'he committee reported an amendment to the paragraph, in 
line 8, after the word "act,""· to insert "valued at 25-eents or less 
pei'square yard, 20 per- cent ad valorem; valued above 25 cents 
per ~uare yard;" and in line 11, after the word "yard," to.. 
strike out "'thirty," and insert '-'thirty-five;" so as to read: 

273. Oilcloth for floors, stamped, pa.in.ted. o~ printed. :l,ncludtng lin.oleum, 
corti~ne, cork carpets, flguredor plain, and all. other oilcloth (ex.cept silk 
oilcloth), and waterproof cloth, not specially proVided !or in this a.Qt, valued 
ali 25 cents or less per square yal'd, 20 per- cent ad valorem; va.lued above 25. 
cents per square yard, 35 per cent ad valorem. · -

M'I'. JONES of ArkaJnsas. I move, in line 9, to strike out 
"twen.ty "and insert "twBnty-five;" and in line 11 tQ strike out 
"thirty-five" and insert "forty." 

Tb.e PRESIDING QFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the· committe& 
vrill be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, page 69, it is proposed to strik& 
ou.t "twenty " and. insert ~~twenty-five;" and ln line 11 to strike. 
out "thirty-five" and insert "forty:" so as to read: 

273. Oilcloth tor fl;oors, sta.mped, painted, ox: P.rinted, includin~ linoleum, 
corticene, cork carp~ts, figured or pla.in1 ~d all other oilcloth (~x.cept silk 
oilcloth.). and waterproof cloth, not. spec:taJ.lyproVided fOJ;' in this act, valued 
at 25 cents- or less per square yard, 25 per cent a.d Talorem; valued above 25. 
cents per square yard, 40 per cent ad val_Q~em. · 

The amendment to the amendment was agre_ed t.o .. 
The amendme.nt a!? amended was agree.d to. 
The PRESIDlNG OFFICER. The readi.llg oi the. bill will 

nrocee.d. -
• r:I:b.e Secretary read as follows: 

274. Yarns or threads composed of flax or hemp1 or of a. mixture o:t either­
ofthese substances, valued at 13 cents or l~ss per pound, 25 per cent ad va­
lorem; valued at more than 13 cents pe:t: pound, 30 pex centl a,d valorem. 

Mr. JONES of' Arkansas. I m_ove the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by· 
the Senator-from Arkansas will be stated. 

- Th~ S~CRETARY. After the word" substances," in line 13, it 
is proposed to strike out down to the word "pound," in line 15, 
and to ~nsert after the word" thirty," the word "five;" so as .to 
I"ead: 

274.. Yarns or threads composed of flax. or hemp, or o! a. ml~.ture ot eitheJ; 
o.f these substances, 35 per cent act valoJ:em. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

proceed. 
The Seereta.ry read as follows: 

275. Collars and cuffs, and shirts, and all articles o:t we.a.rtng apparel of 
every description, not specially provided for in this act, composed wholly 
or in pll,rt of linen, and linen hydraulic ho_se, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee Qn Finance reported an amendment in line 17, 
after the word "cuffs," to strike out "and shirts "and insert 
"composed wholly or in part of linen, 55 per cent

1
ad valorem; 

shirt13~" in line 19, a.fter the word "all," to insert "other," and 
in line 22, after the word "linen," to strike out " and linen 
hydraulic hose, thirty-five," a.ucl insert "fifty;" so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

27.5. Collars a.n.dcufl's, composed wb.olly or in pa.rt otlinen, 55 per cent ad 
valorem; shirts and all other articles of wearing apparel of every descrtp. 
tion, not specially provided for :l:n this act. cQmposed whoU_y or in par-t o~ 
line,n.-50 :{)er cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the amendment: 
by striking out the words" fifty-five/'" in line 18, and inserting 
"30 cen.ts per dozen pieces, and in addition thereto thirty." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by­
the Se.nat_or ftom Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed in line 18 to strike out the. 
word "fifty-five" and insert "30 cents per dozen pieces, and id. 
addition thereto thirty;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

Collar and Gll.ffs, composed wholly or 1'& parll. o.f Une:n. 3.0 cent& ~r do~ 
pieces, and in addition thereto, 30 pel' cent~ valorem; shir~s an,d 1\11 Q~ 
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articles o! weat1Jlg apparel ot eve:cy description. not specia.lly provided !or 
fu this aat, composed wholly or 1n pai't of linen, 50 per cent a.d valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER. The question i& on the a.tnend­

ment as amended. 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. Presidentrwe have here an absolately pro-­

tective duty, and for one I am v-ery glad of it; we have also a 
dutiwhich, to all 'Practica.l purposes, is as high, or higher, than 
the duty in the McKinley act. I am glad of that, too. It is not 
a duty which affects anybody in the State of Connecticu~- I am 
glad of that, t.oo. . -

Mr. PUGH. The Senator is pleased all around. 
Mr. PLATT. So I think I may be permitted, without doing 

anv damage to the amendment proposed by the committee, to 
make some observations with regard to this protective Mc­
Kinley duty. I do not think it will bequiteprohibitory, because 
there were importedlast year, in all) 89,000 dozen collars and cuffs, 
composed in whole or in part of linen,, of the value of $93,000, .on 
which there was $64~000 duty paid. 

Those, Mr. President, are the collars which dudes wear, and 
they would be imported if the tariff were 300 per cent instead of 
about 60 percent, as it will be by the pending bill. To be a lit· 
tie more specific, the duty in the Me-Kinley a-ct was 30 cents per 
dozen and 40 per cent ad valorem. The duty now proposed is 3D­
cents per dozen, and 30 per cent ad valorem. The equivalent 
duty under th~ McKinley bill was, as given, 68.5!1 per cent. 

As it is figured, it will be under the proposed amendment 58.54 
percent, a nominal apparentreductionof 10 percent in th&duty 
fl·om the McKinley law; but the changed conditions, the fall in 
price of collars, has been such that at the end of a year's time, 
when the record js made up, I have no doubt that the average 
ad valorem will be highe.i.' than that given by the duty under the 
McKinley act. But that is no objection to it, in my mind. I am 
quite willing that this industry should be continued in the United 
State-s. 

I congratulate the Democratic Senartors that they have given 
us an absolutely protective and high tariff and, as I belie':e, pro­
hibitive duty. I congratulate the men and women and g1rls eh­
gaged in this oooupation in Troy., that there will be no necessity 
for reducirrg their~ wages; that their wages can be kept up to the 
point atwhich they have been kept during thepasttwoor three 
years, and that there. will be no oeoasion even for a 10 per cent 
reduction of wages. 

Mr. CHANDLEit. May I ask the Senator how he- can show 
that? When the duty is kept up on collars and e:uffs at the old 
rate, and when other industries will be destroyed by the reduc­
tions which ha•e been made, will not the people who were em­
ployed in those industries flock into th~s highly protected collar 
and cuff industrv, so that the wages w1llbe lowered? 

Mr. PLA T'l'. ~ I hope not. I hope that this industry will be 
preserved for that radically Democratic city of Troy, and that 
no Democratic workingman, nor his daughter, nor anybody who 
has been engaged in this industry, will have their wages re­
duced one penny. 

But it was not so much to congratulate the Democratic Sena­
tors on having thus come to this protective duty that I rose, as 
it was to call attention to'-this paragraph as illustrating the 
evolution of tariff reform. . 

Immediately after the election, as before it, we heard a great 
deal in this country about tarill reform. It w-...s printed on 
every Democratic banner before the election, and even after- the 
election it stood in black headlines at the head of the editorial 
columns of almost a.ll the Democratic newspapers; and even, in­
deed, when we came to this Congress, when we had this bill re­
ported in another place, which I shall not designate, by a gen­
tleman whose name ought no longer be connected with or at­
tached to it, we were told that this bill embodied the real, gen­
uine ta.riff reform upon which the election was won. Every 
speu,ker who advocated that bill in that place advocated it as a 
measure of Democratic tariff reform. 

I haV'e not heard so much about that recently, Mr. President. 
Indeed, until the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to-day cau­
tiously and incidentally mentioned it, I do not think I have 
heard those words in this Chamber for the last three weeks. 
The last time I remember to have heard them was when the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSil}, evidently not understand­
ing the changed condition in the Senate, beat his rub-a--dub on 
the drum of t g,riff refo.rm. 

This is a paragraph which will bearlooking at as well as read­
ing, and I am going to ask to have it reproduced in the RECORD 
with my remarks in the same type in which it appears in thB bill 
tr.nder consideration. It will indeed -r-equire the explanations 
Which are to be found o.n the first page of th~ bill in o.rder that any 
read-e1~ of the RECORD may understand wha.t l'epresented tariff 
t•eform on collars aild cuffs a.t the dif.fu.rent.stages afte~this bill 
re-aohed the Se-nate. 

J 
'I 

The paragraph referred to is as follows: 

215 .. Collars and cuffs, ood shirt&; composed 
wholly or in part of linen, [fifty:five] thirty' 

cents pet dozen pieces, and in addition thereto thirty 

'!Jer centurn ad valorem~" shirts and all other 
articles of wearing apparel of every description, 
not specially provided for in this Act, composed 
wholly or in part of linen, and-liaefr-hyElfatllie 
has~thirtY-fi% fifty per centum ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT. Before this bill reached the Senate1 as I have 
saidt it was tariff reform and 35 per cent ad valorem upon collars ·· 
and cuffs, a-nd a gentleman elsewheret w horn I shalL not mention, 
when he called the roll for this bill, which put a duty on collars 
and cuffs of 35 per cent ad valorem, said: 

This is a. roll o!honor. This is arollotfreeqom; andinthename of honor 
and in the name ot freedom, I aummon every Democratic member of this 
House to inscribe his name upon it. [Loud and prolonged applause.] 

That was tariff reform then; and I have heard that his as3o· 
elates were roused to such a pitch of exaltation by the bugle 
blast with which h6' summoned them to rally around the standard 
of tariff reform, that after the '' roll of honor " had been made up 
they bore him in triumph from theChamberon their shoulders. 
The Wilson bill came to the Senate, and we heard various su~­
gestions-I shall not say suspicions~ that in some way or other 
the duty of ;35 per cent ad valorem on collars and cutl's did not 
after all truly illustrate the doctrine of tariff reform. _ 

So, when the bill was being concocted in some room in this 
Capitol, into which we on this side of the Chamber could not get, 
and afterwards when a. Democratic caucus was held and another 
printed bill, which we haven.otbeen permitted to see, was passed 
around among Democl'atic members of the Senate, it was all a.t 
once discovered that it took 55 pe-rcent ad valorem on collars and 
cuffs composed wholly or partly of linen, to constitute the real, 
gennite, simon-pure Democratic tariff reform. So, when the bill 
came in on the 20th day of March, the caucus having been held 
some time in February, we- found the bill proposed to ·be amended 
by putting an ad .valorem duty of 55 per cent on collars and cuffs. 

I think that would have been protective, Mr. President; but 
it was not protective enough for somebody. Then tb.ere were 
whisperings. In the meantime the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] informed the Senate- that he was compelled by "political 
exigencies" to submit to something that he .did not want to 
submit to, which he did not believe in and which he- was going 
home to tell his constituents he did not believe in, but submitted 
to it because he must. 

\Ve are told by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]that 
no Republican should have anything to do with the shaping of 
this bill. Very frank itwa.s. So on the 7th of May the bill came 
in perfected by the so-called Jones amendments, and all the­
Democratic tariff reform which was embodied in 35 per cent ad 
valorem and then in 55 per cent ad valorem duty on collars and 
cuffs had disappeared, and the old staff of the tariff reform ban­
ner, with the flag all tattered and t6rn, had graced the head of. 
a procession of Democratic Senators who succeeded in placing 
a duty of 30 cents per dozen 'Pieces and, in addition thereto, 30 
per cent ad valorem on collars and cu.ff.s . 

We had just been told a little while before by the Senator 
from Indiana-I will not say the Senator from Indiana, but by 
the chairman of the Finance Committee-that this ad valorem 
business was true, Simon pure, genuine tariff reform, that a spe­
cific duty was practically the synonym of protective plunder. 
That is the way he stated it-the chairman of the Finance Com­
mittee, understand . . 

The object inlaying speclflc duties like these and others is plainly mani­
fest. It is not desirable on t.he part of protected wealth that the people 
should know how much tribute they pay, or to what extent they are plun­
dered. 

* * ;.:; * (: • * 
It is trtte that exceptional instances- sometimes compel the. use of specific 

duties, but it may be stated as a rule that tariff reform never adopt-s them U 
iu can be avoided, and that- the protecttonist, on the other hand, shuns ad va­
lorem rates as guilt shuns discovery. 

Ad valorem rates, then, gave the true ring to tariff reform. 
So in the Honse of Representatives it was 35 per cent ad valorem 
on collars and cuffs. When the Democratic caucug had manip­
ulated the billf after its manipulation in a secret room in this 
Capitol, it was 55 per ce-nt ad valorem on collars and cuffs. But 
when the.fi.nal act. comes, in which. the protectionist" shuns ad 
valor-em r-ates-as guilt shuns discovery," we find a compound duty, 

' . 
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partly ad valorem and partly specific, of 30 cents per dozen pieces, 
and in addition thereto, 30 per cent ad valorem! · 

Mr. President, that has been all figured out 'by the expert of 
the committee. He tells ut1 that the compound ad valorem and ­
specific duty together will be 58.54 per cent ad valorem; a higher 
ad valorem duty than is to be found upon any other article of 
textile manufacture; practically the sgme ad valorem duty 
which the wine and liquor schedule averages, which we dis­
cussed this morning; that is to average58.98 per cent, and these 
collars and cuffs are to average 58.54 per cent. 

I believe collars and cuffs, collars certainly, are worn by poor 
people·. They are, as I suppose, articles of prime necessity, about 
all the Democrats wear them. I think there are few people in 
the land so poor, so abject, as not to wear collars and cuffs, and 
yet ior some body, in some way, mysteriously, this tariff reform, 
which fixed the duty originally at 35 per cent ad valorem, has 
been so stretched and enlarged that we have now a specific ad 
valor-em duty averaging 58.54 per cent, a duty upon these ar­
ticles of prime necessity higher than any duty upon any textile 
fabric or upon the materials made from any textile fabric in the 
bill. 

Why this was it is best, perhaps, not to inquire a great deal. 
I do not want to hurt any.body's feelings, and I do not want to 
imperil this duty, because I want it to.stand in the bill as an in­
stance of the fact that tariff reform upon a discussed subject 
means McKinley duties pure and simple. 

I have my own ideas about how this occurred. There is an old 
saying that "if you scratch a Russian you will find a Cossack," 
and my observation has taught me that whenever you scratch .a 
p_rotective amendment in this bill you find a Democrat under it. 
LLaughter.] 

Perhaps that is enough to say with relation to how this pro­
tective duty came to be inscribed in this bill as an illustration. 
of the beauties of ts.riff reform. 

I should like to go into this subject a little more at length, 
but I have not the time this evening; I am very anxious to get 
on with the bill; but it would be an exceedingly instructive half 
hour which might be spent here inquiring what has become of 
the professions of tariff reform on which the election was car­
ried. But I refrain, Mr. President, and I close with a single re­
mark illustrative of the course of tariff reform in the Senate, a 
sort of a parody on those famous lines of Bret Harte: 

For ways tha.t are dark 
And tricks that are vain, 
This tarii! reform is peculiar. 

[Laughter.] 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to discuss this mat­

ter at this time, except to ask a word of explan'ition of the 
honorable Sen:ttor from Missouri as to whether articles which 
are coverdd by this provision are, in the opinion of the commit-
t ee. a luxurv or a necessity? _ 

Mr. VEST. Both. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In the absence of the Senator from New 

York, who, I suppose, would naturally be expected to understand 
and defend this duty, I should be glad to have the Senator from 
Missouri, who is now present and who for the moment seems to 
be alone in the protection of this bill, to state whether this is a 
revenue duty or a protective duty? 

Mr. VEST. A revenue duty of course. [Laughter.] I am 
astonisb._ed the Senator should ask me that question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Imposed solely for the purpose of raising 
revenue? · 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course-a revenue duty. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Would the Senator state about what per 

ci:mta.ge ad valorem it would be upon the ordinary kinds of collars 
and cuffs? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator does not want any 
information from me about the tariff. 

Mr. SQUIRE. How much revenue will be derived from it? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I received a letter to-day from a very exten­

sive impol·ter, in which he said this duty would amount to 150 
per cent on the kind of collars and cuffs which the ordinarypeo­
ple of the country wear-. I should be glad to have that state­
ment confirmed or other wise bv the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. YEST. It seems -to me that a Senator whose political 
stomach can stand 240 and 250 percent on common wool clothing, 
ought not to gag at this duty on collars and cuffs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator from Missouri has a much 
more sensitive stomach than that, and I wanted to find out what 
was the limit of his endurance in this regard. -

Mr. VEST. I have been associated with the Senator from 
Rhode Island so long that I have fallen into a few of his habits. 
I propose to get rid of them after this bill is disposed of; but for 
the present I leave him to explain this duty for himself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We are obliged to stand anything which 

is fnecessary for the other side to do to get this bill through, 
and once in awhile we are gratified with a protective duty and 
are disposed to cackle a little-to use the sweet and expressive 
word which the Senator from Missouri used in this debate­
and we do not refrain from cackling over this vindication o! 
Republican principles because the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. MURPHY] cackles also. 

I do not understand that the Senator from New York should 
be criticised for getting his share of what goes to the so-called 
conservative Senators on the other side of the Chamber. The 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE J who early in this debate grouped 
these Senators-and I think he spoke this afternoon on this sub­
ject-will be obliged to rearrange his group, and perhaps absolve 
everyone of them~ 

Some dozen or fifteen Senators, it was rumored earlv in the 
session, had organized either to prevent the passage of this bill 
or to secure a modific:Ltion of it, and they have gone on and se-
cured the necessary modifications of the bill. . 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who spoke so 
sm<;>Othly the other day about this bill and its future passage, 
whwh was soon to take place, said to us that the bill as it camo 
from the House could not have commanded a majority of the 
Senate, that the bill as reported by the committee could not 
have commanded a majority vote in the Senate, but the Sena­
tor from Maryland took pleasure in announcing that then the 
Democratic party was united, and the bill was about to pass. 

Then the Senator retired from the Chamber and we have not 
seen him since. We trust that if he is not well, that he will soon 
be restored to health, and that we shall see his cheerful and 
joyous countenance with us before this bill is put upon its pas­
sage. 

'l'he Senator from Ma1·yland omitted to tell us, in his mod­
esty, that the two situations of which he spoke were created by 
him. He omitted to tell us that the bill could not pass the Sen­
ate as it came from the House because he and the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. BRICE], as the two ringleaders of the conservative 
party: organized to prevent its passage. He did not tell us the 
bill as reported by the Finance Committee could not pass this 
body because he and the Senator from New York organized a 
conservative party in order to prevent its passage in tbe form 
in which it then stood. 

The Senator omitted to tell us much history which be might 
have usefully given to the Senate concerning this bill. The 
Senators composing the conservatives of whom I have spoken, 
the group of Senators whom the Senator from Maine has de­
scribed, weut on and got what they desired. 

It was first necessary, however, to capture and ho1d securely 
the Populists upon the other side of the Chamber, and they have 
been taken care of by free binding-twine, free barbed wire, and 
free lumber; and it may be that they are even now setting other 
traps for the Populist Senator who so pleasantly associates with 
Senators upon this side of the Chamber. At any rate, the Pop­
ulist party was concilhted and taken care of. 

Then the conservative Senators from Maryland, West Vir­
ginia, and Alabama, and the conservative Senator from Ohio 
were conciliated by a duty on iron ore nnd a duty on coal. Thus 
one after another the conservatives began to disappear. I do 
not know whether the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], 
who made so brave a speech against the income tax, has been 
sufficiently conciliated or not, but time will tell upon that point. 

Under those circumst~nces, however, who can blame the 
genial junior Senator from New York for consenting to be 
conciliated? Why should any one criticise if he, in the general 
wreck of the conservativepartyamongthe Democrats, accepted 
at the h ands of this generous committee a duty practically prb· 
hibitive upon collars and cuffs? · 

Mr. President, as I understand, cotton collars and cuffs, which 
were dutiable under the McKinley law, have disappeared from 
the list; and under the duties which are now propoaed, with 
the fall in prices which bas taken place-which fall in prices 
upon other articles has been used by Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber as some justification for reductions_ which 
they have made from the McKinley law, amounting to from 
one-fourth to one-half of the existing duties-the fall in prices 
has been such that upon the cheapest linen coHars and cuffs, 
worth, say two and a half cents apiece, the two and a half cents 
duty derived from such collars and cuffs will be 100 per cent. 

Then there is 30 per cent ad valorem in addition. The duties 
upon the cheapest linen collars and cuffs under this bill will be 
1::!0 per cent, and they will not be lower than 80 per cent in the 
case of any collars and cuffs which will be imported. 

Mr. President, that makes the duty almost prohibitive. The 
preEent duty has practically given the manufacturers of Troy a 
monopoly of the collar and cuff business. There have been 
substantially no importations of cotton collars and cuffs, and 
very few importations of linen shirts, and. :!.'3 stated by the Sen"_ 
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ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], only importatioils of about I handkerchiefs, neckties, or neckwear, and the articles enum.er­
$92,000 worth of linen collars and cuffs under the present duty. ated in paragraph 275 are shirts, which would pay 50 per Ce!lt, 

With the fall of prices which has taken place, the duty which while handkerchiefs, neckties, and neckwea2' would undoubtedly 
is now proposed, of 30 cents a dozen and 30 per cent ad valorem, pay 40 per cent; but the two paragraphs are ope,n to the sB.tme 
is a prohibitive duty, and the monopoly of the manufacture of construction, and with the similitude clause operative also, 
collars and cuffs for this country is pretty n~arly given to the these articles would pay 50 per cent. That, perhaps, may b~ 
city of Troy, the Senator's own home; and the Senators upo.n what the Senator desires, a~d I amin~lined to think !tis w~at 
the other side of the Chamber, as well as the Senators upon this ought to be done; but certa1nly there IS an apparent mconsrst-
side, will undoubtedly vote to give that duty, and to present ency in rates. -
that testimonial of the protectionists in this Chamber to the We have two or more paragraphs applytng to 'the same arti­
junior Senator from New York as an evidence of the apprecia- cles-I have recited two of them-other p ::tragraphs of the bill 
tion in which his associates hold one of the most distinguished apply to wearing apparel composed of other material; for in­
of the conservative party to which I have alluded. stance, the woolen schedule contains a paragraph fixing a rate 

Mr. President, one other question remains. Is the last re- for wearing apparel at 45 per cent, and we have also a provision 
maining conservative to be conciliated? Is the income tax to be in this schedule applying to miscellaneous manufactures, flax, 
thrown over in order to pass this bill? I sincereiy hope that hemp, jute, etc., of 35 per cent. So that we have in various 
the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas are parts of this bill paragraphs applying io similar miscellaneous 
making up their minds to perform the last act of conciliation. mmufactm·es of 35, 40, 45, and 50 per cent. 
When they concede the exclusion of the income tax from this I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that at some time be­
bill and everything has. been made dutiable which seeks a duty, fore the bill passes the SenatB, these inequalities, which I sup­
except lumber and wool, they can then perform the last acts of pose have arisen from the various degrees of pressure exercised 
mercy and I -hope we shall have them reconsider their action by different conservative Senators on various portions of the 
upon lumber, put a duty upon wool, satisfy the farmers of the bill, may be equalized, and that we shall have some one rate, 
United States, and strike out the income tax from the bill and perhaps an average rate of say 45 or 50 per cent, which will ap­
thus conciliate us all. ply to all similar wearing apparel. If this is not done there will 
· If this could be done, while I think the bill would be like a be inextricable confusion in the administrat~on of the law. 
leopard, spotted with a little protection here and a little destruc- Before I sit down, in answer to the question of the Senatqr 
tion there, I should have a feeling that it might possibly pass the from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], as to whether I am satisfied 
Senate. It would not be satisfactory to me and would not be a with this rate, I desire to say I am perfectly satisfied. I will 
bill then constructed upon any consistent principle, such as a add , if this entire t.ariff bill had been constructed on the 
Erotectionist would ad vocate, or such M the Senator from Texas collars-and-cuffs basis, there would have been no remonstrance 

-- LMr. MILLS], who wishes to destroy all protection, would advo- or criticismfrom this side of the Chamber as to a single item. 
cate; but it would be a bill which, while destroying many indus- • What I am criticising is that only a small portion of the bill 
tries, would allow other industries to survive; the country would is builded on the collar and cuff basis, and that portion is corn­
be saved from the Populist income tax, and, as I said, I think parativelyunimportant. We have had within the last half hour 
if atl this could be done, the Senators upon this side of the some manufactured articles put upon the free list, and upon 
Chamber would be willing to agree to fix a time w.ben a vote others a rate of duty of 125 and 150 per cent placed, and the !at­
might be taken upon the bill. ter articles are of no more consequence than the former, and no 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. "President, I was not very successful in better entitled to protective duties. 
securing an explanation of the provisions of this paragraph- I know it is too much to expect any consistency in the prep­
from any Senator on the other side of the Chamber,and I assume, aration of this bill, but I do think that some of these manifest 
from their continued silence, that 1 shall not be able to obtain and glaring defects should receive attention, and at some time 
such an explanation. before final action is taken I trust that some corrections will 

But there is another portion of this paragraph, however, to be made. 
which I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri. Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, we do not seem to &"et much ex­
After fixing a rate upon collars and cuffs which is amply pro- planation from the Senators in charge of this bill m regard to 
tective, as I think Senators on the other side might be willing to this particular item. 
admit, the paragraph goes on in this way: The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] the other day was po-

Shirts and all other articles ot wearing apparel ot every description, not lite enough to say in regard to this side of the Chamber that 
specially provided for in this act, composed wholly or in part of linen, 50 per thev cackled over the Oregon election. 1 am afraid there is a 
cent ad valorem._ . ganuder somewhere on the other side of the Chamber who has 

Paragrapb258, which we have adopted to-~ay, reads as fol- been sitting about twelve weeks on a cuckoo's egg, who do~s 
lows: not seem disposed to cackle just now, or even to crow over this 

258. Clothing ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de item 
· ~cription, handkerchiefs, and neckties or neckwear, composed of cotton or · . . . . · . 
other vegetable fiber, or ot which cotton or other vegetable fiber- Mr. Pres1den t, this bill was m trod uced by the honorable chair-

Including, of course, linen- man of the Committee on Finance with a statement of principle; 
is the component m~terial of chief value made up or manufactured wholly and although I suppose that honorable Senator has left the de­
Qr in part by the tailor, se!tmstress, or manUfacturer, all ot the foregoing tail of some of these matters to his lieutenants, yet he is still in 
not specially provided form this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. command of his army. He used this language: 

Here is one parag:raph that fix~s a duty upon "wearing ap- Darkness and deception lurk in the very principle ot specific rates of dutY.. 
parel of every descriptiOn * * .,. composed of cotton or other "' $ • • ::: 0 151 
vegetable fiber at 40 per cent ad valorem," and another which This is the favorite device of high protection. 
fixes the duty" on wearing apparel of every description * ?t- * * * ,~ * * * * 
composed wholly or in part of linen at 50 percent ad valorem)' That the· people should know how much tribute they pay, or to what ex-

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode tent they are plundered. 
Island, as a matter of information in which we are all interested, And the Senator gave as an illustration the specific duty on 
whether he does not think that the words" not specially pro- shirt buttons. He said it was no consolation for an Indiana 
vided for in this act" would meet the criticism be is now mak- farmer who paid one-sixth of 1 cent, as it turned out to be on 
ing? ciphering on the buttons on his shirt, so that he would ~et six 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those words are _used in both paragraphs. buttons additional at a duty of a cent, to know that that was 
They are alike in that respect. - covered up by a specific duty. 

. Mr. VEST. The provision fixing 50 per cent ad valorem, Here it is proposed to add to the high ad valorem duty of 50 
which we are now considering in the pending paragraph, is cer- per cent on the ehirt, 30 cents a dozen on cuffs and collars, 
tainly a special provision. which the Senator from New Hampshire LMr. CHANDL~R] says 

Mr. ALDRICH. It applies, according to its terms, to shirts is a little over 100 per cent ad valorem, and a specific duty. I 
and al~ other articles of wearing apparel of every description, should like to know on what principle that is vindicated. 1 
and paragraph 258 ap-plies to all art icles of wearing apparel of think we are entitled to some explanation, as are the American 
every description, and both have the limit-ation "not S.Pecially people, as to what is the reason of putting on every man's shirt 
provided for in this act." They are both general clauses. in this country this plunder; what is the reason for cheating 

Mr. VEST. There can be no trouble about that. every Indiana farmer, not only a sixth of 1 cent-I believe that 
Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps there is no trouble about it, but it is taken off-but cheating every Indiana farmer to the amount 

is very evident that two different rates of duty are imposed by or 150 per cent on his shirt and his shirt collar. 
thef4e paragraphs upon the s.:tme articles. Under the similitude Will the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] kindly tell us? 
clause, I suppose, they would all pay the higher rate of duty, 50 The Indiana farmer is ready for revolution against these plund­
per cent ad valorem, unless specially enumerated in either par- ering outlaws and rob bel'S, when he pays a sixth of a cent on his 
agraph; but the only articles enumerated in paragraph 258 are shirt buttons, and yet he is going to pay an addition of 30 per cent 
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ad va.lorexe, over 100 per cent, on his coll~rs and cuff~, PJ.Qre than 
thirty tim~s ~ much, and he is going to be comforted by the fact 
that that is what his favorite- statesman, the great and goo1 Sen­
ator from IndiAna. reco:qup.ends, the great economist qf this gen..­
eration, the ch mpionof the oppressed and plundered Democracy, 
against the wic~ed robber barons, and he, indeed, is responsible 
for it. Will not the Senator from Texas tell us? 

Mr. MILLS. With the ~rea.test pleasure in the world. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to he\L~' it. 

- Mr. MIL~S. · I thought you would come to me directly, and I 
was just waiting for you, and came over close by you on purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. I am glad to see the amiable sinile on the Sena­
tor's count-enance. 

M r. MILLS. We found ourselves in a situation where it was 
necessary to make this concession in orde1· to prevent some 
other barons, who were engaged in plundering the people of 
the United States out of about $300,000,000 on woolen goods and 
$125,000,600 on cqttop goods, and in order to reduce that plun­
der about $100,000,000 on woolen goods a.nd not so much on cot­
ton goods-very littlf,!, I believe, on them-we thought we could 
afford to stand a littl~ rise on collars and cuffs. 

· Mr. HOAR. Ah, Mr. President, that is not the way to state it. 
The Senatorisnot.standing "alittleriseoncolla.rs'and cuffs;" he 
is doing a little cheating and stealing himself, according to 
his account. He takes to the highway with his bludgeon in his 
hand, apd s::tys, ''~b.ere_j.s a ma:qon the highway who is plunder­
ing at large; and therefore, in order to discourage him, I will 
take to the bywa.y!l and lanes, and do a little plund.ering my­
self." 

That is. the difficulty; "Qut I should like to have the Senator go 
a little fttrth~r. I ask him. how is. it that it was necessary to do 
this? How did it happen tha~ his friends on the Democratic side 
of the Chambtfr, who are a clear majority, would not have voted 
for this bill if the principle of the Senator from Indi~ hacf 
been. carried out? 

Mr. MILLS. Your friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND­
LER] has been discus11ing a.ll the conservatives and knows. more 
abont the matter than I do, and he knows what is the fact. The 
Senator bad better cros~-examine him. 

Mr. HOAR. I do n()t thip.k the Senator quite answers this 
cross-e.xam.ination. I d.id. not ta.lk about the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who knows it and has the facts, as I dare say; but 
I want to get the fa.cts out of this witness, who1 when I was ad­
dressing the court on a legal proposition, stood up and volun ... 
teered his testimony, a~d have him say how it was necessary to 
get votes 'to pass the bill, and what votes are they? 

Mr. M1LLS. The Senator knows tha.t. He asked me for the 
facts, and I gav~ him the facts, und I answered that the bill could 
not be passed without conces&ions. 

Mr. HOAR. Why not? 
Mr. M!LLS. I do not want to go into particulars. 
Mr. I[~AR. Why? 
Mr. M LLS. The Senator wants me to go into our family af­

fairs, an is asking me to discuss matters he has no right to · 
know. I denY. the jurisdiction of the court t6 institute the in­
quiry. [r.,aufhter.J 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenatorseemsto me to use Burke'spbrase­
I do not use it in the ofl'ensive sense-but Burke spoke ot a gen­
tleman in the British Parliament wno had snea.ked out of a 
difficulty whic:U l;J.e h~ boldly strutted into. Of course that 
phrase of Burke is not applicable to so gallfLnt and chivalrous 
a Senator as my friend from Texas. He said he would tell why 
it was tb.at tbis thing had to be done. 

Mr. MILLS. I tolQ. you why. 
Mr. HOAR. The S9n~tor gets up and asks us why is it nec­

essary to pry into the1r family secrets. The American people 
will want to know the policy o.f the party which is governing 
this country, they will want to know why it is that they have 
got to be taxed and plundered, as the Senator says, and when 
asked the reUQJl. the answer is, it is a family secret. This is 
the firs~ time 1 have ever heard in an economic discussion such 
a Q.octrine avowed. 

:Mr. President, it is not a. family secret and it is not a neces­
sity. This "breach of the promise made to theN ew England man­
-ufacturers to put coal and iron on ~e free list can not be vin­
dicated by the Senator from Texas, or anybody else, on the 

1 ground tliat they can not pass their blll without it, for every 
Senator from a coal producing State has risen in his place and 
declared that he should have v~ted for the bill which the ma­

, jori ty of the Democratic party suppol"ted whether 90al had been 
free or had been protected. 
It is not th e necessity o1 passing this bill, which the Presi­

dent in advance said he apprqved, and which the House of Rep­
resentatives have sent us; it lS the fear of popular indignation 
in the election and it is the hope of saving some Southern or 
.Northern communities interested in certain ma.n.u.fa.ctures which 

is inducing the Democratic- party to put these things, which 
tb~r say are crimes, robbery, and plunder-I do not say so-into 
th1s measurfi}. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me? 

Mr. HOAR. It is another delusion, a mista.ke, a pretense, that 
this bill is made up in this way because they can not pass a bet­
ter one. It is made up in this way because they can not face 
the popular indignation with a worse one. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Texas, through the 

Senator from Massachusetts, the question, whether any asser· 
tion could be made-! think no assertion h as been made-that 
any Senator sitting upon that side of the Chamber would have 
voted against this bill, unless this duty on collars and cuffs had 
been put in? · 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Rhode Island showed on the 
floor of the Senate some weeks ago that he knew more about this 
business than I did, and there is no use of him asking me ques­
tions. The Senator kn..ows all about this thing from top to bot-
tom, from center to circumference. -
Mr~ HOAR. Mr. President, the substance of it then is, when 

there is a departure in pleading, my honorable friend from Texas 
:eleads guilty and throws himself on the mercy of the court. 
LLaughter.J 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JARVIS in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Fi­
nance a.s amended. 

The amendment as amended was ~reed to. 
The PRESIDJNG OFFICER. Th~ reacliilg of the bill will 

proceed. · 
The Secretary read as follows: 

276. Laces, ed~iS, embroideries, insertiniS, neck rn:11Ungs, ruchings 
trimmin&s, tuckln~s. lace window curt:Ain:s, and other similar tamboured 
a.rtlcles, and articles embroidered by ha.nd or machinery, embroidered o.r 
hem.stitched.ha.ndkerphie!s, a.nd articles ma.dewhollyor in part of lace, rum­
tngs, tuckings, or ruchlnrs, a.ll of the above-named articles, composed o1 fiax, . 
jute, cotton,. or other vegetable-tiber, or ot which these- sub~ta.nces or either 
of them, or a. mixture of any of them is th13 component m.a.terlal. ot chief 
value, not specially provided for ln th.i$ act, 40 pe~ cent ad valorem.. 

M:r. JONES of. Arkansas. I move to strike out the words in­
closed in brackets in the pdn ted bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. · 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, page 70, after the word "cur­
tains," to strike out "and other similar,'" and in line 3, after the 
word u embroidered," to strike out" or hemstitched." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move the amendment which I send to the 

desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­

ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, which will be 
stated. · 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, nage 70, it is proposed to strike 
out" forty" and insert" sixty;;' so as to read, ' 60 per cent ad 
valorem." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­
ment proposed by the Senator fro111 Rhode Island. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out'' sixty" and inserting" seventy-five." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, these are articles which are 
properly classified among the luxuries for which people are well 
able to pay if they wear them; and according to the rul-e which 
I h ave adopted for myself, atleast, thattheluxuriesshould bear 
the burdens and not the necessarie::;, I think 75 per cent is not 
too high a duty on this class of articles. 
Mr~ VEST. The Senator from Kansas, I know, is la,.bpring 

under a mistake about this matter. These are not articles of 
luxury. The units of value show that they are the cheapest 
sort of cotton embroideries, used by servant tl'irls and. people not 
able to buy any better. It is as much a matter of necessit;y: to 
them, considering their social rank, \tS any article can poss1bfy 
be. These are not the fine laces of the rich and luxurious, but 
they are the commonest laces and the plainest articles of every­
day wear by women in the lower classes of life. Some of thee~ 
laces are very fine, it is true, but I speak of the large majority 
of them. ' 
Mr~ CULLOM. Are there no other classes of lacet;~ than those 

described in this. paragraph in the bill anywhere? The Senator 
says these are common laces of the poorer people. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, this embraces all of them, 
but I am speakingof the large mass embraced in this paragraph 
which are not o.f high value. It is an ad valorem duty. 
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. Mr. ALDRICH. The suggestion o! the co:o:u;nittee in regard 
to this paragraph means a reduction of over $3,000,000 in rev­
enue to be derived from articles of pure luxury. Notwithstand­
ing the statement of the Senator from Missouri, I say there is 
not an article in this paragraph which is uot an article of lux· 
ury, an article of voluntary use. 

Mr. VEST. And of high value? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Of high and low value. Most of them are, 

of course, of high value. This includes all the laces, except silk 
laces; the fi nest of the high-priced cotton laces, all the high­
priced linen laces, all th~ laces used by the rich people of the 
eot:mtry; and if there is any article in the billupo!l which a high 
revenue duty should be levied it is upon the article_s oontained 
in this paragraph . To redu.oo the revenue $3.,000,000 upon arti­
cles of this kind and increase duties.t as Senators on the other 

' side propose to do, upon sugar and other necessaries o;f life is an 
outrage 1:1.pon the American people. 

Mr. CULLO 1:. I find that pa.ragJ:ap.h 301 reads: 
Laces and articles made wholly or in part or lace, and e-mbroideries, in­

cluding articles or fabrics embroidered by hand or machinery, etc. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Thowarelooescomposedof silk. Thatpara­

gt'aph includes all the other laces. Of course, cotton laces and 
linen laces are the most expensive hwes. They are u-sed by the 
rich people of the country. The fine-stlaces in the world are in­
eluded in this paragraph, and I desire to have the yeas and nays 
upon my amendment, which rest-ores the rate in th.e e~isting 
law, which is 60 per cent ad va.lore:tll. 

Mr. VEST. I am compelled to as.k the Senator from Rhode 
Island if this is an .outrage, wh_at was the .M.eKinley law in re­
ga.rd to th.is -provision? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rate in the lvlcKinley law was 60 l*U" 
cent, which I think is a fair revenue duty upon this. class Qf 
articles. I think revenue ought to be deTived by an bnpo;sition.. 
of high rates of duty upon articles of pure lux:ur-y. 

Mr. VEST. Does the ~.nator net think these duti~ are high 
enough on these very :fi® la.ees w.hioh e:re tU!e.El by rich a.n.d lux· 
.uri<>us people? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I th.i.nk we sh.ould pre:ba.bly eo.llect as ml;lCh · 
revenue at 60 per cent as a.t seveRty-five.. -Some of these ar-ticles 
are easily smuggled. If we put t)le d~ty too bight Qf co,urse it 
would only lead to f-ra.ud and evasion of too la.w ._ 

The PRESIDING OFFI-QER. · Th.e question is Qn, the am.e-nd­
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the a.me:n.dment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the 

.amendment pro.posed by the Senator from Bho.d-e Islrold [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. · 

Mr. HALE. On that I ask fo.:r tb.e yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was ealled}. I am pa;ired 

with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER1 whom I d.o· not 
see in the Chamber, but! have aright tovotetomakeaquorum. 
I vote" nay, ,' -

:M.r. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], but I trans­
fer that pair to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. W ALSH]1 and 
vote "nay." 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] to the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMANj, and vote" yea.' 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I announce lll.Y 
pair with the seniol' Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER­
SON]. If he were present I should vote "yea." 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the 8enatorfrom New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. If he were 
here I should vote " nay." 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name Wa.'3 called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. The Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] is paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. I suggest to the Senator from Dela~ 
ware that we transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from New 
Jersey will stand p3.ired with the Senator from Oregon, and we 
can both vote. . 

Mr. HIGGINS. That will be satisfactory to me. 
Mr. VILAS. I vote Hnay." 
Mr. HIGGINS. I vote "yea." 
The roll call was coneluded. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I transfer my pair with the Senator 

from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the Senator fpom South 
Carolina [Mr. IRBY],-and vote "nay." 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator frem 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from New York (Mr. Hill], 

which relieves the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] and 
myself, so that we may both vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. LODGE. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote. I vote '' yea." 

Mr. CALL. I an.nouncB my pair with the Senator from Ver­
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. I he were present I should vote "nay." 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from OreP"on 
[Mr. DOLPH]. 

0 

Mr. FAULKNER. I see that tho Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
WALSH], to whom I transferred my pair with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], has returned to the Chamber and 
voted. I .shall therefore be compelled to withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced-yeas 22, n a.ys 28; .as follows: 
YEAS-i2. 

Aldrich, Frye, McMillan, 
Allis. on. Hale, Patton, 
Chandler, Higgins, Peffer, 
CUllom, Hoar, Perkins, 
Dixon, Kyl~. Platt, 
Dubois, ~.odge, Quay, 

NAY&-28. 
Blackburn, Daniel, Jones, Ark. 
Blanohard, Gibson, Ltud-say, 
Brice, GQI'd9ll, 1\teLa.m·in, 
Catt-ery, Gray, Morgan, 
Camden. Jlarris, Murphy, 
Oookrell_, Hunton, Paseo, 
Qo.k~. Jar~~ Pugh, 

NOT VOTING--35. 
, ABa. li!:,n, Fa.ttl.kn~r. MePhel'son, 

<C.,.. Ga.llillger, Ma-nderson. 
B&-ey, .George, Martin, 
Butler, Gorman, Mills, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon 
Cameron, Hawley~ Mitohell, Wi~. 
Carey, Hill, Morrin, 
Davis, Irby, Pa.lmer, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 

So the amendmen.t "W'3.8 re:j.ooted. . 

Shoup, _ 
Squ.tre, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 

Roach, 
Smith, 
Vest,, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 

Power, 
Proctor 
Ransom, 
Sherman, 
Stewart, 
Turpie, 
Wilson, 
WQlcot:t. 

·The Sec-retary read the nex-t. paragraph, as follows: 
'1:17. AJ:l manufactures or flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetabl-e fiber (excep\ 

cotton,), -or Q!whicb. ~. bemp~j-ute, or-oth-ervegetahle fiber, ~xce-pt cotton 
is the component matenal o:f ehie! val-ue., not specially p:rovtde.d for ill this 
act, 30 per cent ad valorem: -

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In lines 12 and 13, I move to strike 
out the words "flax, hemp-r jute, or other vegetable fiber ex­
cept cotton," and inse.r-t "these substance.S1 or either oi t~m." 

Mr. J3.0AR. I should like to ask the Senator if that is not 
ungrammatical? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Perhaps the word "is" ought to 
be '-'are." . 

Mr. GRAY. I do not think so. Is the Senator from Massa- ~ 
chusetts quite right about that? 

Mr. HOA& It is a debatable que_stion, but I think it is bet-
teras the Senator from Arkar1sas now leaves itA · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan­
sas make it" is" or "are~'? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the word "is" is correct. 
Let it remain "is." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator f.rom Arkansas. 

The amendment was ag-reed to. 
Mr.JONESof Arkansas. Inline15,I move to strike out "30" 

and insert" 35;" so as to read; "35 per cent ad valorem." 
The amendment was agreed to. · 
Mr. HOAR. In my absence some days ago the Senator from 

Arkansas was kind enough to pass over an item in reP"ard to 
spectacles, which is a manufacture largely carried on in ~y dis­
trict. I desire to address the Sfinate very briefly on that mat­
ter to-morrow morning, if the Senate will take it up now and let 
it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to go back to paragraph 258, 
page66. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the paragraph will be read. 

The Sec1·etary read the paragraph, as follows: 
258. Clothing ready mad-e, a!ld.articles or wearing apparel of every descrip­

tion, handkerchiefs, a.nd neckties or neckwear, composed of cotton or ot.her 
vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component; 
material of chief value, mad-e up or manufactured wholly or in part by the 
tailor, seamstress, or manufactm·er, all of the foregoing not specially pro­
vided for in this act, 40 per cent ad val<>rem. 

Mr. VEST. In lines 1-! and 15 I move to strike out the words 
"or other veg.et.ablefiber," so as to confine it to cotton. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection-to the adop­
tion of the amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. TherB is objection, because thosewordawill 
have to be put in paragraph 275. 

Mr. VEST. What words.? 
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M. ALDRICH. The words "or other vegetable fiber. I sug­
gest to the Senator from Missouri to leave that for the present. 
It will need, I think, a careful comparjson of the various parar 
graphs to arrange it properly. 

Mr. VEST. It can ·be passed over, but I do not think that is 
necessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will be necessary to put something in its 
place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over for the present. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask consent that the Senate go back to para­
graph 98, on page 19, relating t-o spectacles, which was passed 
over. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu­
setts requests that to-morrow morning the Senate shall take up 
the paragraph indicated. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand that Schedule K is to be passed 
over until tomorrow morning. Is my understanding correct? 

Mr. HARRIS. ·That will be- the result. I will say to the 
Senator that it will not be taken up this evening. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to give notice that to-morrow morn­
ing as soon as Schedule K is taken up r shall move to amend the 
first paragraph by inserting the provisions of the present law 
with relation to the duties on raw wools, excepting that the rate 
of duty will be decreased about 40 per cent. I shall have the 
figures arranged in the morninz. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to announce that to-morrow when the 
woolen schedule is reached for consideration it is my purpose to 
resume the remarks on that schedule which were interrupted 
some four week-ago. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to tlie consid­

eration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 

consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock 
and 6 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
'l'uesday, June 12, 1894, at 10 o'clock a.m. 

CO NFIRMA 'I'IONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 11, 1894. 

SURVEROR OF CUSTOMS. 

Buchanan Schley, of Maryland, to be surveyor of customs in 
the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland .. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

W. 03c3.r Hamilton, of Texas, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of Texas. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 

To be post chaplain. 

Ruter W. Springer, of Illinois. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

First Lieut. Randolph Dickens, United States Marine Corps, 
- to be a captain. 

Second Lieut. Cyrus S. Radford, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Thomas C. Treadwell, United States Marine 
Corps, to be a first lieutenant. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Passed Assistant Engineer Warner B. Bayley, to be a chief 
engineer. 

Assistant Engineer Martin A. Anderson, to be a passed assist­
ant engineer. 

POSTMASTERS. 
Samuel J. Tetley, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the 

county of St. Francois and State of Missouri. 
William K. Spiller, to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the 

county of Jackson and State of Alabama. 
W. M. Dunklee, to be postmaster at Christiansburg, in the 

county of Montgomery and State of Virginia. 
Joseph J. Wharton, to ba postmaster at Morgantown: in the 

county of Monongalia and State of West Virginia. 
James J. White, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county 

of Alameda and State of California. 
Nicholas C. Stanton, to be postmaster at West Liberty, in the 

county of Muscatine and State of Iowa. 
William H. Morgan, to be postmaster at Northumberland, in 

the county of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 11, 1894. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. EUGENE R. 
HENDRIX, D. D., of Kansas City, bishop of the Methodist Epis­
copal Church South. 

The Journal of the-proceedings of Saturday was read and ap­
proved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of impor­

tant business. 
To Mr . GROSVE~OR, for one week. 
To Mr. WILSON of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of sickness 

in his family. 
To Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri, on account of ill health. 
To Mr. PAYNTER, indefinitely. 

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF BETHEL SPRINGS, TENN. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn. 

'l'he bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretai·y of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to pay to the trustees of the Presbyterian Church 
in Bethel Springs, Tenn. , out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of IMOO, bein$ for the use, occupation, and damage to 
said church by the Army of the Umted States during the late war. 

Mr. ENLOE. !would like to havean amendmentstriking out 
the word "damage," and making the clause read "for use and 
occupation." I ask unanimous consent that the bill be amenned 
in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on consent to consider 
the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOMBS. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to have some explanation of the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, thisisoneof the claims which 
arose some thirty years ago, and I think it had better be consid­
ered with other claims of that class on Friday. I object to it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will state to the gentleman from Michigan 
that this is a Republican church, in a Republican community~ 
The people are all loyal there, and they vote his ticket. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not care whether it is Republican or 
Democratic. I do not care about their politics, one way or the 
other. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is sufficient for the gentleman that this claim 
comes from a Southern State. 

The SPEAKER. Obiection is made. 
WIL"h.IAM A. WINDER. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill (H. R. 450) to re­
store William A. Winder t.o the Army, and to place him on the 
retired list with the rank of captain of artillery. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President is hereby authorized to appoint and 

restore to his proper rank in the Army, as captain of artillery, and to place 
him on the retired list, William A. Winder, of San Diezo, CaL 

The SPEAKE"&. Is there objection to the present considera­
tion of this bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. Latus have the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope_ the gentleman will 

withdraw that demand. I want to ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of a bill which has been pending for severa.l 
years here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
demands the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope tlle gentleman will with­
draw that demand. 

Mr. ENLOE. If I can nothavea bill considered by unanimous 
consent once during a session, no other man shall. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I have not had a bill considered 
in that way in three years. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 

announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com­
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S .1950) to author­
ize the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad Companies, or 
either of them, 'to construct and maintain a bridge over the Dela­
ware Riverbetween the States of New .Jersey and Pennsylvania. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passsd with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5778) to supply a deficiency in the 
grant of public lands to the State of Mississippi for the use of 
the State University; in which the concurrence of the Housewa!l 
requested. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with­
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Edward Morrison and Nellie 
Morrison, now decaased; and . 

A bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize construction 
of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 1888, and 
amended by act approved February 21, 1890. 

The message further ::1nnounced that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requestsd: 

A bill (S; 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Brother, of St. 
Louis, Mo.; · 

A bill (S. 544) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of rail­
way postal clerks; and 

A bill (S.1301) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Hiram Somerville. 

PRESIDENTS' MESSAGES, PROCLAMATIONS, ETC. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
pr13sent a privileged report from the Committee on Printing. 

The report was read, as follows: 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, A.pri.& 9, 1894. 

Resolved by the Bouse of Representatives (the Senate concu1·ring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 3,000 copies of the complete compilation of all 
the annua.l, special, and veto messages, proclamations, and inaugural ad­
dresses of the Presidents of the United States from 1789 to 1894inclusive; 
800 copies for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House. 
The work shall be prepared under the direction of the Joint Committee on 
Printing. 

The committee have considered the concurrent resolution introduced by 
Mr. BAILEY, of Texas, into the House of Representatives on April 3, 1894, 
which was referred to this committee, and which provided for the -printing 
and binding in cloth of 3,000 copies of the compilation of all the annual, 
special, and veto messages, proclamations, and inaugural addresses of the 
Presidents of the United States from 1789 to 1894inclusive, and direct me to 
report the same with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The committee are of the opinion that these various public documents 
consolidated into one publication will be or ~eat historic value. They do 
not exist in such form. It is almost impossible to refer t-o them in their 

Eresent form of publication. The demand for such a publication as a pub­
ic document as is contemplated by the resolution is so obvious and man1-

fest no argument need be adduced therefor by the committee. 
The compilation provides very properly that the work shall be prepared 

and printed under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing of the 
two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, is that resolution open to 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Then I move to strike out'' 3,000," and in­

sert" 10,000." It seems to me that in the case of a publication 
of such importance an edition of 10,000 would not be at all too 
large. I know of no publicatipn which would be of more general 
interest. Three thousand copies would hardly be enough for 
the public libraries of this country, to say nothing about private 
libraries. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is a valuable publi­
cation, and if the gentleman will move an amendment to make 
the number 6,000, 2,000 !or the Senate and 4,000 for the House, 
I will not object. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well; I move that amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
:r'he resolution as amended was adopted. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to report from 

the Committee on Printing a resolution for pt·inting the annual 
report of the Director of th'e Bureau of Ethnology. The print­
ing of this document has not yet been ordered, although it is 
provided for in the printing bill passed by the House. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolvedbythe House of Represe-ntatives (the Senateconcurring), That there be 

printed at the Government Printing Office 8,000copies each of the thirteenth 
and fourteenth annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, 
with accompanying papers and illustrations, and un1form with the preced­
ing volumes of the serjes, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 
2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution 
by the Bureau of Ethnology. 
. The report was read, stating the estimated cost of the print­
ing at $1~,000, and recommending an amendment striking out 
such of the resolution as provides for the printing of the thir­
teenth annual report, the same having been already ordered. 

The amendment of the committee to strike out after "8,000 
copies" the word ''each," and to strike out be! ore the word ''four­
teen" the words "thirteen and," was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 
The committees were called for reports, and no reports were 

pres en ted. '-
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEARD. This being District day, I desire to call up a 
bill now on the Calendar, reported from that committee--

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a -parliamentary inquiry. This be­
ing Diatri~t day, will it be necessary to postpone each of the bills 

which may be presented by the District Committee before it wUJ 
be in order to move to go into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of appropriation billa? 

The SPEAKER. Under the practice that woulq be neces­
sary. This day being assigned to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, that committee may call up any matter of District 
business which is on the Calendar, but upon each bill as called 
up the question of consideration may be raised. 

POLICE FUND OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7238) making permanent provision for the police fund of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Two 
weeks ago, when we were engaged in the consideration o! Dis­
trict business, we had a bill pending when the House adjourned. 
I wish to inquire whether the regular order does not require 
the taking up of that bill now. 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman refers to a bill with reference 
to a suburban railroad? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HEARD. According to my understanding of what has 

been the uniform practice, it is optional with the committee 
what bill on the Calendar they shall call up for consideration. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the House was engaged in the consid-
eration of that bill. · 

Mr. HEARD. I understand that; but on the same day the 
House had under consideration another bill which was laid over 
for want of a quorum. So that, as far as that matter is con­
cerned, the question would be as tow hich one of those bills would 
have precedence; I suppose it would be hl3ld that the bill first 
laid aside and with which the House had farthest progressed 
would take precedence. 

Mr. COOMBS. But I suggest to the gentleman that the bill 
to which he now refers was withdrawn from the consideration 
of the House. 

Mr. HEARD. Only temporarily. 
The SPEAKER. The rule provides that-

The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when cla.imed by the 
Committee on the Di">trict of Columbia, be set apart for the consideration 
of such business as may be presented by satd committee. · 

Mr. HEARD. The bill which I now call up will not, I think, 
receive one adverse vote in the House. The bill to which the 
gentleman from Iowa has referred will probably be contested; it 
may be passed or may be defeated. The bill I now call up demands 
immediate action. It provides for replenishing the police fund 
of this District which, as the Chief of Police informs us will, with­
out this provision, be entirely depleted within a month. The 
immediate necessity for action on this bill and the fact that it 
will, as I assume, meet with no opposition is the reason I pro­
pose bringing it first to the attention of the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it your intention to call up afterward 
the bill that we were considering the other day? 

Mr. HEARD. In perfect candor I will say to the gentleman 
that upon consultation with the committee it is my purpose to 
call up after this biil is disposed of, a bill drawn by the Com­
missioners and approved by the committee, to provide for the 
extension of the Georgetown cable road to a point opposite the 
Aqueduct bridge, a measure which we believe will meet with 
no opposition, and then to revert to those bills which have here­
tofore been considered and left undisposed of. 

I was about to appeal to the House, in view of the importance 
of this measure, that we may have order while the bill is being 
read, and the report of the committee. The report of the com­
mittee is practically the report made by the Chief of Police, 
Maj. Moore, covering all of the facts in connection with the 
matter. · 

Mr. DINGLEY. Should not this bill be considered in Com­
mittee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Union Calendar. 
Mr. HEARD. It is on the Union Calendar, and, if the point 

of order is made, it would have to be considered there. I would 
ask, however, unanimous consent that it be considered in the 
House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make some observations on an 
opinion recently given by the attorney of the District Commis­
sioners, and if I can have an opportunity for that I shall not ob­
ject to the request of the gentleman. 

Mr. HEARD. It will afford me pleasure to extend every 
facility that the gentleman from Maine may desire in the way of 
discussion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Missouri to consider this bill in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole? 

There was no objection. 

.-
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum.bia. 

sha.U hereafter, beginning July 1, 1894, set asido and reta.1n each fiscal year 
$80.000, or so much thereof a.s m:~.y be necessary, of the Il'.loneys received for 
municipal licenses issued for the sale of in.toxicatin('r liquors in said Dis­
trict. and deposit the same with the Treasurer ot the United States to the 
credit of the police fund. and a.pply the same, a.s far as may be necessary, to 
carry out the provl$ions of "A.u act IllJiiJdng appropriations tD provid.e for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and fot• other ~urposes," approved February 25, 
1885, for the relief of any policeman who, by injury received or disease con­
tr;r,ctcd in tb.e line o! duty, or, ha.vin~ served not less than fif~en years, 
shall become so permanently disabled as to be dischar~ed fr<5LP. service 
therefor, and in ease of his death from such inj-ury or aisease, leartng a 
Widow or children under 16 years of age, for t:heir relie:t: Provided, That 
such. relief shall not exceed for any one police:r:o.an or his family the SUJll of 
$50 uer month. and shall not be p'aid to a widow who remarries; and a sum 
not-exceeding $75 may be allowed from said fund to defray the funeral ex­
peMes ot auy :police:ma.n dying tn the service of the Di~~ict. 

Ml·. HEARD. I desire to have the repor-t of the committee 
read,as it states the case more fully and completely tb:anl could 
do it myself. 

The report (by Mr. HEARD) was read, as follows:-
The Committee OJ;). the District of Columbia, to whom was re:!err6d the bill 

(H. R 'i"J38), making perma.nent.. provision f-o:J," tll.e PQUce fund m the District 
Q1 Columbia.. having exa.m.ined a.n4 considerel1 the same, repo:rt U back to 
tb-e HPuse and recommend that it do pass. 

Your eoiD:'lfl.ittee respectfully submit herewith a statemen-t by Maj. W. G. 
Moore, su.pei"intendent Metropolitan poltce, wbJ.ch tully explains the pro­
prie~y and necessity for the enactment of such legisla1iiQn ~ is proposed in 
this bill, togetl,ler with in.teresting and valued information bea.r.ini; on this 
subject. Also there-port of the Oomm.iss1oners o! the Dist;tict of Columbia 
recommendi.tlg said bill. 

JniADQUA.m~ns :MmRo.PoLr:r.ur PoLioE, 
DISTRICT 01i' COLUMBIA. 

W<UMngton, A.pril 29, 1.894. 
Snt: The police pension fund will be depleted another month, a.n.d there­

after it will be a questi.on as to how 19disabled polieemen. ao Wioows, and28 
children will derive a Uveliho.od. The. persons enumeJ:ated b,ave_ been a 
eh.a.rge upon tlle f~ntl at it monthly expend.i"ture ot U,685. TJ;J.e nnclem~ of the 
fund on which they have been dependent was created by act of Congress, 
August 6, 1861. This provision reads al'l follows: 

".All fines imposed by the board of pollee upon members of the poUce_!orce, 
by way of discipline, andcoUecta.blefrompa.yo:r salary, andallrew;~.rds,fees, 
proceeds of gilts~ and emoluments that maybe pald ~~ond given for extraordi­
nary services of any member of the poliee toree, except when allowed to be 
retained by such member; shall be pa.!d to the treasurer of the board ot PO­
lice, unless otherwise appropriated by the board," an.!, with "all moneys 
arising from t.M sale oJ uncl~.d gocyq.s sba.ll constitute tl).~ 'poltcema.n 's 
tund."' 

Tne board of police was mad.e the trustee of this fund, and empowere.d to 
invest it as they should see~- The same law provided that" whe:o..evera.ny 
member of the police torce,ill the actual disclJ.a.rge ot hisQ.uty, s}J.a.ll become 
;wtually disabled, his necessary expenses, qurin.g tb..e time ofsuchdisabiUty, 
on the certificate o.f a compe-tent surgeon. stating the ma.n,ner, cause. a.nd 
condition or the f.njury, and approved by tne board ot police, may4>eeom_e a. 
cb..a.rge upon the policem.an.'s tund; bllt tlt~ board may clJSC®tinue sucll al­
l-owance for a.ny s~tisfacto.ry reason." 

This law be ina- incomplete in tha.t it made no allowance for omcers-who 
might b.edtschar"ed onaccount ot permanen$ disab.Uity incurred inth() line 
or duty, the following provli$ion was incorporated into tlle a.ct malting ap­
prop:r:iations for the expenses otthe District of Columbia tor the fi:Jeal year 
endmg June 30, 1886, and approved February 25 1885: 

"That hereafter the Commissioners shall deduct $1 each month from thE! 
pa.y o! each policeman. whicb sum so deducted shall be added to a.nd form a 
pa.rG of the present police f!md, to be invested in the United States or Dis­
trict bonds by the 'l'reasurer ot the United States, and be held by him sub­
ject to the dl.'atts of the Commis.sioners for expendit'!ll'es made in pursu­
a-nce o! law, and such expenditUl'es .shall be accounted for as required by 
law for other expenditures of the District; and said pollee fund shall be 
~for the relief of any policeman who, by injlll'y received or disease con­
tracted in line of duty, or having served not less tnan fifteen years, shall be­
come so :permanently disabled as to be discharged trom service therefor; 
and in case or his death fl'om such injury or disease leaving a Widow or 
children under 16 years, for their relief; P-rovid.ed furtlur, That such relief 
shall not exceed for any one policeman or his family the sum of ~0 per 
month; and a sum not exceeding 575 may be allowed from said fund to de­
fray the funeral expenses of any policeman dying in the service of the 
District." 

At the time of the passage of this law, which became immediately opera­
tive, ~ large number of policemen who had been on the force from the time 
of its organization in 1861 were eligible to retirement under its provisions. 
Up to that time the Department had been in existence twenty-four years. 
Since th.e law became operative ninety-one allowances have been made upon 
the recommendation of ~~>n impartial board, composed of the captain of po­
lice, two lieutenants, and tbe attending surgeon of police. These allowances 
range :from the maximum ot $50 to the minimum of 810 per month, as pro­
vided by law, a.nd an examination or the papers submitted to the accounting 
Qfficers or the Treasury in each case Will reveal the fact that the highest pen­
$1on was given only to those l;ly whom it had been justly earned. Physical 
condition, cause of disability, length and kind of service were taken into 
consideration. the evidence of the police surgeon who attended the applicant 
during his active career or at the time his disabUity occurred furnishing the 
principal basis for the award. 

In the e~ht years whicb have elapsed since the law went into effect but 19 
policemen have been granted the maximum of $50, while 1 has been allowed 
$40, 4 $30, and 5 IS25 per month. Some o:r these have died. One Widow has 
l:>een given !30, 3 ~25, and 26$20 per month; 32 dependent children h&.ve been 
awarded 110 a month until they shollld reach. the age of 16 years. 

Under the law approved February 25, 1885, tbe report ot the Trea$tzyer of 
the United States shows that the Commissioners had in their cha.rg-e, under 
the original act of 1861. a total cash fund of $27,469.10, which was turned over 
to the Treasurer of the United States, the ex-officio Commissioner-; and the 
same repo:rt, the first year a!t.er the Treasurer becamo the custodian of this 
fund, shows that tha sum paid for the benefit o:&: policemen a.m.onnted to 
$2,534.48, and each succeeding yea.r from tha.t time shows increasing demands 
upon the fund, until in 1893 the sum of $19,420 was required to sustain those 
dependent upon it, an increase of over 666 pe_r cent in elghi yea.:s.._ l1i must 

be reme-mbere4 that during· the peJ;iod covered the Met:ropolit9;n polj,ce 
force was increased from a total of 267 men to #9, and the d6lla.r a.p16M 
required to be paid by each member of the fore~ eacl}. month, tog~tl).er with 
about $100 from fines and rewards turned in to the fund, wOllld be f.ar from 
adequate to keep up the monthly expenditure even at fts pre~ent bte Of 
11,685 per month. 

Therefore I have to urge, as one of the most i.mportantquestionstha.tnow 
concern this Department, that Cong1·ess make immediate provision to care 
tor those who have been heretofore dependent upon the pe!lsion iund and 
those who may be de'pend.ent hereafter. This Jllatt~r has been COllsiderea ili 
a.ll its phases, and I am fnlly conVinced~ as I hate already expressed :tnYSolf 
to and urged upon the members of this committee, that the best mea.hs td 
provide for this emergency, and for ensuing years, is to set aside from year 
to year, from sums p~d the DistricG of Columbia as excise or liquor-license 
fees, a sum sumcient to meet such demands. · 

As to the amount required, I have the honor to invite your a.ttention~o mY 
lette:J; addressed to the Commissioners of. the District of Columbia lld~r 
date of October 21, 1893, wherein! asked •• that the sum of 33,9;)1.88 be inc uded 
in the deficiency estimate for the ensuing fiscal year. to e:Q:a.ble tbi.s Depart­
ment to continue in et!ect the provisions ot pollee-relief act of Congress ap­
proved February 25, 1885," and stated that "the current rate of expendi­
tureis about $1,710 per month, and will be S20,520 for the year, le~J>Ving a de­
ficiency, provided there are no further retirements and funeral expenses to 
defray, of $3,951.88." For the support of those now dependents, aud at the 
sa.me rate and un.der the usual conditions or retirements a.nd funeral ex­
penses, there would be :required for the fiscal year 1893, ~24.~.20. 

In this connection I have to state that the police pension fUlld has become 
a permanent feature in thepoliceinsti~uttons throughout the United States. 
No clty ~in fact, has a well-regulated police organization without a fund of 
some kind from whieh to provid~ for the relfef of its sick or disabled police­
IUen, or their widows and orpha.ns. These funds al'e ma.mta.in_ed in va.rious 
ways. In New York City, Qn the 1st o1 Janual'y,1891. the largest pl,'oportion 
ot the fund was derived from excise money pa.id over bY the comptroller, it 
amounting to 1234,277.5g, the amountdisb!U'sed ~ng l4.87,m.99, mU!ng PJ."'• 
vision tor 1 inspector, 18 captalns. 68 sergea.nts, 9l"'undBmen, 511 patrolmen, 
:0 doormen, 7 detectives, 2 Slll'"eons~ 350 widows, 58 orpha.ns-m alll,037. 

In Brooklyn the fund for 1892 amounted to I157,3W.43, ot which$78,590, or20 
pereent, wasderived!romexcisefees_ · 

In the city ot Boston letri8-~tive enae-tl:nent reqtUl'es compulsory retire­
ment at the-age o1 65 on o~e·hQJf pa.y. The va,yment on account of pE~nsi.ons 
duri:&g the yea.r 1892 was 161,083.31, and the boar<} of police ot tbll!t city ea~ 
UJnateit tha.tl69,500 would be required tor the pur-pose~ t8~t. 

I have th~ honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
W. G. MOORE, 

HaJor ana Su.ptrirnt~nasnt Me~ro11oluan Polic.e.. 
Hon. J'OHN T. I!RAnD, 

/I(JUU of Repres~ntatiVf!B. 

OFFl!J11l c-oM¥rssroNERs Oll' TQ Prsoxruw o~ COLlJM.BlA., 
Wa_shingtt>n, June:{, t8U. 

DEAR Sm: The Commissioners or the Dlstriet of Columbia recommend 
favorable action upon the bill (H. R. 7238) "ma.kin~ permanent provision fov 
thi:l poUco fUnd of tne Distrie' of Colun:lbla," wl;!.lch Wl!f5 referred to them at 
your instance for their views thereon. 

Very rdspectfully, 
JOHN W. ROSS, 

Pre~id~nt Boara of (Jommi.s3i.O:'J-S1'S of the IJistri,ct of Columl)ia. 
B.on. JOHN T. liE,A.BD, 

Ohairma~ QoTJ}_mittee_ 01~ th~ ]Jlstrict of tJolumwia. 
Mr. BEARD. All I desi.re to say, Mr. Speaker, in addition 

to what if2 eet forth in the re.pOI't is this: A fund was cre~ted­
a police pe:osion fund~fQr the benefit of disabled or super~nnu~ 
ated policemen in 1861. This was added to in 1886 by the ad­
dit.ion of a. certain amount deducted from the pay of the mem­
bers of the police force. This fund now is grossly ina.dequa.te, 
an.d the proposition is tQ add $30,000 a. year, or so much as may 
be necessary, from moneys received from liquo1·1icenses in the 
District. That is all the bill contemplates. It is recommended 
by the Commissioners of the District u.nd unanimously by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

I yield to the gentleman from Maine so much time as he de­
sires. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker,! unde:rstand the pending bill 
provides to set apart $30,000 per ann,um of the receipts from the 
e~cise taxes for the purpose of increasing the fund for the bene­
fit of the disabled or superannuated policemen in the District of 
Columbia. This is a civil-service pension. 

It appears that in 1861 certain fines that had been imposed on 
policemen, and also the proceeds of certain unclaimed property, 
were set apart as a. oolice pension fund--

Mr. HEARD. Tliat is rig'ht. 
Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). For the benefit of such police­

men as might become disabled or superannuated. Now, it is 
proposed to add to this fund a sum of money to be taken from the 
ordinary sources of taxation in the District. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me say to the gentleman that again in 1886 
this fund was increased by deducting $1 per month from the pay 
of each policeman and adding it to said fund. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In 1886, as the gentleman says, a deduction 
of $1 per month from the pay of each policeman was authorized 
to increase this fund. · 

Mr. HEARD. Which is now found to be exhausted. 
- Mr. DINGLEY. That is to say, this pension fund has been a 

fund which came from certain fines, and from the payment by 
the police force themselves from theirsalaries, which is entirely 
proper, but it is now proposed to divert thereceiptsot• revenues 
derived from taxation to increase t,he fund some $30,000 a yea1,·. 
I desbe simply to call a.ttel\tion to the fact that th.ia bill is the 
~inning o! a etvil-penaioa policy. 
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M1.~. HEARD~ I will state to the gentlemanthat if he will re- man whose license was t'eject.ed, for those who were, lieE:l»Sed 

fer to the report accompanyingthisbillhewill find that in New stood on the same ground only as t.hose whose application~ were. 
York, Brooklyn, and Booton this fund is taken largely from the not oonside_red. 
proceeds of the excise taxes. Mr. DINGLEY. It is an outxage that oug-ht not to oo -p~-
~lr:..DINGLEY. It is well to take into consideration, in con- mitted to go on. 

sideL'ing this bill, the question of policy whether or not we pro- Mr. HEARD. I think thatil on investigati-on it be fou1;1dtha1t 
pose to begin the establishment of a civil-sel~vice pension under such opinion has been rendered, the law to which it refers Qugb_t 
the Government; for when we set apsrt. $3D-.,000 at this. time, to be amended. 
}J'.robably twice that sum wilL ba needed within a year or two, Mr. DINGLEY. But whu,t JJUJ.-ports. to be. the opinion of the 
and by and by we will have the system thoroughly established, attorney for the Co1nrois.-sioners has been publish.ed .. 
and it will begin to extend itself to other departments. Mr~·HE.ARD. Tb.ere may be a mistake about it, and: 1 ho-pe 

But what I rose particularly to· c:aJ.l attention to was,_ since we there is, but ii th.e published statement CQI'rectly sets forth. tb.e 
are o.n the subject of excise t1LX.es:,_ as towhether the chail·m.an opinion it ooours. to me the gentleman is ri.gb.t in suggesting 
of the Committ-ee of the- District of Columbia has any. informa, that the. taw may ueeClso.Ine. furthe~ amendment. 
tion. that the attorney of the District. Commis_sioner-s: ha.s re- Mr. DINGLEY. I merely desire to call the att~ntion of the 
cently given an opinion that a simpla application for a lieenset committee to this attempt to override a deliberate enactment of 
-wl:.ile it continues as: a;n application,. and has- oot bee-n rejected Congress .in the; interast of these men conducting busin.ess il­
by the- Commissioners, is a license. within. th.e meaning of the legally within 4QQ teet of a ehuroh or sohoolho\ts~. I have nQt.h-
ae:t of March~ 1893, which prohibited the licensing oi persons ins; fqrthet> to say. . 
to sell liquor within 400 rods of a. church ere schoolhouse, but Mr. HEARD. I yield to the gentleman from Ne.w Yot•k [Mr. 
provided in an amendatory, a-et, that. those dealers who, were li- CooMBS]. . 
cense-d at .the timEi the- ao.t pissed would be exempted from its Mr. COOMBS~ 'l"his bill is in the line of the peact.ice o-f a 
pro-visions. . g-rea.t. many citiea, Qt co.ntJi-ibuting from the: lieeuse fund toward 

It. is stated in: the. da.ilyo papeFS that tha attru--ney of the Bis- the. pilliee pei:lSiQn fund. 
tFiet Cam:missione:rs has delivered an t;lpinion that it does not Ml"'. HEARD. I will say in~ fu.rtherauca o! the statement just 
require, an actual existing paper licens.e. a:t the time-, hu.t U the mada by the. ge.ntlemau.~ that in Brooklyn in 1892. the- fund. 
application is pending it is held to be. a lic.ens~ within the; me.an- amounted to $157,000 in round numbers, of which $78,00(}) Ol' t\OOut 
ing: of the act of M~ureh 0~ 1893, and the act amendatory thereof. one-half, was derived from excise fees, the same a,s p:roPQSe-d in 
Mr~ HEARDL Replying· to th.e inquixy of my friend from tllls. easE)' .. 

~iaine,. I wiU s.ay that. I have no infQ:J."mation. on the subject ex- M.t". HEED~ Wilt ih~ gentleman from Missouri alluw me? 
cept wh.att 1 have derived fro-m_ my oon.v-ersa.tion. wit.h him a day· Mr .. COOMBS.. I oa,n not yield the floor. 
or t'IYO agQ whfan he directe-d! a. aimilar-inquir-y to. me.. I ha-ve. Mr~ HEAR.D .. I will yield to the gentleman from Ma.iuelater. 
not seen any notice of such decision. in-the- city pap.ers.. :M:'r. COOMBS TherQ ~a very gener-al feeling a..t this tiro.~ 

I will s~-y, Mr. Speakw, if there: has been any publication of that it will be. wise- t.Q do. away with this way of providing funds. 
that kind it has esc:apedmy- notice.. . for that pur-pose. It is beginning t-o be- looke~ upon as an un-

Mr. DINGLEY. I noticed the. opinion. pl.lblislle:dat length in wisa thing tQ: eQrul.-~et the: polic€1 as bens:fioiaries with tb;e ques---
the Evening Star of this city. , tion. olli~nses,., ' 

Mr. HEARD. If that publication. gives the apinioD. correctly, ' I-t. is a pal ... t o:t the: duty. of the pollee to see. that law a, govern~ 
and as now stated by the gentleman from Ma.me, it seems to me ing-li-eenws- are not viol~ ted~ The plan V:Qwp-roposedfor Wa.sh­
an e-nraordin-ary o-pi:niont that. the filing of. an application for a. in.~ an.d n-ow in use in several cities, eraates a. relation be­
license is equiv-alent to the granting of a licemsel tween the two that is believed by many to he prejudicial tQ good 

Mr. DINGLEY That is; dm~ing the time that it has.no,t ao- m-der-, Inu~ke that point against the bill~ Mr. Speaker; a.n.d I 
tually been rejected by the CommissiOite.rs- make the further point that it is an unwis~ thing ta div-ert an,-y 

M£. HEARD. I will s.ay, howeve-r,_ that I have. no information revenues before they are actually pa.id into the Treasury. This 
on that point. I have not even seen the pub-licati:un: to w-hich bill proposes t-o g-ivQ the pollee eommissioner-3', who ecUeQts 
the gentleman from Maine refers. these- funds, the. right to diveFt a\30~00Q befQre it goes into the 

Mr-. DINGLEY~ The opinion wa-s published in the Evening public-Treas-ury. 
Star, and is to the effect that I have stated, and I agree. entirely Me. WILSON of Washington. Ho.w much does this entire 
with the chairman of the committee that. it is- a most ex:trao..rdi- fund a..mou~t to? 
nary opinion. It practically overrides the provisians of. the act Mr. OOOMBS. l do uot know. I believe in a police pensiou 
of March 3_, 1893, which p.rohib-Hed licenses far the sale of intox- fund; I believe in having a. fun-d that will w-arraut men in tak­
i:cating·liquOTS within 400 feet of a chureh or s.eho.olhouse, with in.g :visks when r-isk is neoessary, but. I do not believe that the 
cru-tains exceptions ma.de by an amendatory-act as to those then fund ought to be diverted out of. any money collected from taxes 
licensed. of any kin-d until thatfund iscomrerted into the Treasury. There 

It is in effect an overriding of the act of March 3, 1893, and I should be no indilree-t appropriations; it opens the doors to un­
desire simply to call the attention of the District. Co_mm.ittee to limited ab-uses. 
this extraordina1'Y attempt. of the att0rn.ey of. the District Com- I think that the chairm-an of thiscommittEle will agree with me 
J+lissioners to override in this manner au act oJ Congress. If that that is· good Democ.ratio doctrine. I am so.rry that I can 
there is any intention. on the part of the District Commissioners not vote for tha bill, but. I shall not for'these two reasons~ First, 
to act under the opinion. rendered by theh: attorney, it is ex.- it is unwise to eoouect tb~ police as beneficiaries with the li­
tremely desirable that some amendatory act should be imme- cense fund. It brings thelll illtO a relationship with the liquor 
diately repoded by the c.ommittee in m·der to make clear wha._t dealers- which ia nat wise~- proper~ or in the interest of publio 
Congress intended by the act of March, 1893. order. In the second place, I think it is unwise to divert any 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Maine state the ef- fun.ds before they go into the Treasury. Let the fund be paid 
feet of that act of 1893? into the Troas.u-ry, and then let a regular appropriation be made 

Mr. DINGLEY. The act of March 3, 1893t according to my if it is necessary, and I will vote for it. 
l'eCollection-I have not the act before me-prohibited the grant- Mr-. COX. Will the. gentleman allow me one moment? 
ing of licenses to liquorsaloonswithin 400-feet of a schoolhouse Mr. COOMBS. Certainly, _ 
or a church.. There was subsequently an amendatory act passed, l\1r. COX. Does. not this question presented here involve this 
which excei?ted from the operati~:m of thatprohi_bitory provision point in its practical application?- You collect from the whisky 
those establlshments tha.t were licensed at the t1me the act, went dealer an amount of money assessed, and then you take that fund 

, in to effect. and make. it a kind of trust fund for the benefit o.f policemen. 
Now, under that provision, designed to relieve four or five Mt·. COOMBS. Yes; before you pay it into the Treasurv. 

parties, as I understand, the attorney of the District Commis- Mr-. COX. Wait a moment. I ani not talking about that. 
sione:s, accordi~~ to a publication in the daily Star of this city,_ Now, where is the authority to take the fund that the licensed 
h;as given. an opm10~ that any liqu~r seller '!h() had !'Ln applica~ dealer pays and appropriate it as a fund for retired. policeme~? 
t10n P!3nding for a hcense at that trme, notw1thstandmg the ap- Mr. HEARD. I will say that there is no authority except 1t 
plicat10n was rejected subsequently) but not rei-eoted until after be g-iven by this bill. 
fhe passage o.f the act of March 3, 1893, was, within the mean.- :Mr&·COX._ When you take t.his fund, collected from the li­
lUJZ of the act of March, 1893, and the ac-t amendatory thereof, oensed dea.ler-r and appropriate it in that way, do not you make 
lice-nsed~ and ~herefore .that he may continu-e to be licensed, al- the Governme.nt of the. United States pay ha.lf -of it? I a.sk you 
though carrymg on hiS trade within 400 feet of a chureh a~ that question. 
schooU10use·~ . . . Mr-. ~ARD. You just appropriate that much of the coll~c-

Mt". HEARD.. l will suggest that if that lS a.corrects-ta:tement tioo& 
of th~ opiniOJ?- of theattOI'ftey, it would seem to, me in substance Mr. COX. That. res-ults: in the, Government of t.he United 
that 1t establishes the fact that the only IlltUl o-u.tragc<} walt the . States paying half of it. 
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Mr. HEARD. I suppose it is like any other payments. I say 
j that the practice and the effect would be that the amount col­
j leoted by the District and appropriated to this use would lessen 
. ~he amount if put into the Treasury. 
, Mr. COX. Precisely; so that the effect is the same as if you 
appropriated any money ou t of the Treasury of the United States 
tO pay these pensions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To pay civil pensions. 
Mr. COX. That is just what it is. 
~r. HEARD. L et me say to the gentleman--
Mr. COX. Let me state that with my understandiag of the 

bill this will be a diversion or the ftmds that now go into the 
Treasury, and which m a,ke up that which the District has col­
lected, and one-half of the expense will have to be paid by the 
General Government. 

Mr. HEARD. Precisely. . 
Mr. COX. That is what I understand to be the case. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But, if the gentleman will pardon 

me, this pension fund, as I understand it, is to come out of the 
District revenues? 

Mr. COX. No, no; it does not. 
Mr. HEARD. I think, upon reflection, that the gentleman 

from Illinois is right, that the Unit-ed States Government is 
obligated to appropriate only as much from the Federal Treas­
ury a-s is contributed by the District for the current expenses. 
I did not clearly understand the position of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. COX. Well. 
Mr. HEARD. Now, this fund comes out of the money col­

lected in the District, and it would not go into the Tre:1sury for 
current expenses. The amount which the General Government 
would have to contribute, being equal to that furnished by the 
District, would, therefore, be less by that amount; and therefore 
we would not appropl'iate so much by that amount. 

Mr. COX. Pardon me. Let us get down to it practically. 
Suppose the amount paid for the license by the licensed dealers 
amounts to $30,000. Suppose you take that $30,000 and pay it to 
the policemen under this regulation. Of course the revenues 
of the District would be that much less, and the Government of 
the United States would lose its half of that$30,000, which would 
require an assessment on it for the half. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, the gentleman bas asked me a question 
and I will answer him. 

Mr. COX. That is what I want. 
Mr. HEARD. I think the gentleman is WJ'Ong, for this rea­

son. Suppose, for instance, you raise $2,030,000 in the District; 
then, under the act of 1878, the Federal Treasury would have to 
appropriate two millions and thirty thousand. Now, if the 
thirty thousand is diverted to this use without going into the 
Treasury, then it does not increase by a dollar the amount the 
Government has to contribute, but will lessen it, because then 
the Government will have to contribute only two millions in 
order to offset the two millions contributed by the District. 

Mr. COX. Does not that diminish the amount of the fund? 
Mr. HEARD. It diminishes the amount in the District fund. 

I think the gentleman is wrong in this. Itdoesnotincrease the 
amount the Government contributes, because the limit of the 
Government contribution is the amount contributed by the Dis­
trict to the generalfund. Therefore, if the Districtputs$2,000,-
000 into the District fund we have got to put into that fund just 
an equal amount, but we have not to put in anything for the 
$30,000 that has been diverted for this particular purpose. 

Mr. COX. Suppose, now, that the District of Columbia di­
verts $30,000 of the two million and thirty thousand dollars; after 
that has been diverted, then, when the expenses of the District 
of Columbia require so much money and an assessment is made 
on the property of the District to raise it: does not the Govern­
ment have to bear its share of that? 

Mr. HEARD. The effect of that would be to lessen the amount 
that the Government would contribute by just the amount which 
was diverted to this puroose. 

Mr. COX. If that is so, you had better appropriate it all. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Soeaker, the point is clear, I think, to 

most of the g entlemen who have heard this dialogue that the 
amount which the Government, under our present compact, has 
to put in, is the exact amount which the District contributes, 
and if you lessen the amount which the District puts in from 
taxation, you do not increase, but on the contrary, you lessen 
the amount which the Government h as to put in. Now, if you 
take $30,000 of the taxes collected in the District and divert it 
for this purpose, that m akes $30,000 less that the Government 
has to put in to equal what the Distr-ict puts in. 

Mr. COX. So your argument means this, that if the District 
of Columbia raises $2,000,000 by assessment the Government 
must m.eet that with two millions on its part? 

Mr. HEARD. That is correct. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman from Tennessee does 
not state the case correctly. The Government of the United 
States does not contribute an amount equal to the amount which 
is assessed upon the District. There is the point where he falls 
into error. There is a larg-e amount over and above the amount 
which is expended on the District expenses which remains in 
the District treasury. 

Mr. HEARD. But the amount contributed by the Govern­
ment is equal to the amount contributed by the District for the 
same purpose. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 'rhat is correct. 
Mr. COX. That is my proposition. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the argument of the gentleman 

from Tennessee is based upon the idea that the Government of 
the United States contributes dollar for dollar the amount that 
is raised by taxation in the District; which is not the fact. The 
District of Columbia raises a certain amount of mone·y by taxa­
tion and appropriates, out of the sum so raised, the amount 
which is required to pay the current expenses of the District, or 
r a ther half the current expenses. 

Mr. COX. Who pays the. other half? 
Mr. COBBof Alabama. TheGovernmentofthe United States 

pays the othe1· half of the current expenses of the D:strict. 
Now, it is perfectly plain that if an amount of money is collected 
from the taxpayers of the District which never goes into the 
Treasury, that ~~mount of money will not have to be duplicated 
by the Governmentof the United States. The Government will 
not have to pay a dollar of it. It is just so much money over and 
above the current expenses of the District, and the Government 
has nothing whatever to do with it. It is on!y the money that 
is appropriated out of the Treasury for the current expenses of 
the District that the Government of the United States has to 
meet by contributing a like amount. 

Mr. COX. Now, I have listened with great patience to the 
gentleman, and I ask him to yield to me a moment. 

Mr. COOMBS. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment, 
for I believe I still have the floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. I understand the point to be that if the govern­
ment of the District of Columbia makes an assessment for a cer­
tain purpose, and that money does not go into the Treasury of 
the United Shtes, then the Government of the United States is 
not called upon to pay a corresponding amount? 

Mr. HEARD. That is correct. 
Mr. COX. Then the gen tlema.n's argument is that this $30,000 

is paid by the District? 
Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 
Mr. COX. That it is an extra amount which is paid by the 

District of Columbia, and that the Government does not have to 
pay a corresponding amount? 

Mr. HEARD. That is correct. 
Mr. COX. Now, do not you gentlemen see at once that if 

that $30,000 was paid into the Treasury of the United States for­
the District of Columbia it would reduce the amount that the 
Government would have to pay toward the expenses of the Dis· 
trict? · 

Mt;. HEARD. No, sir; on the contrary, it would add to it. 
Mr. COX. The gentleman has not met my point yet. 
Mr. HEARD. I think I have. 
Mr. COX. Suppose out. of $150,000 of ta.xation raised by tho 

District, $30,000 obtained as license tax is taken out; that re· 
dnces the District fund to $120,000, so that the Government of 
the United States has to meet by t axation only that amount. 

Mr. HEARD. That is right. 
Mr. COX. Now take your $30,000andput it over into the Dis· 

trict account and compare it with your expense a0count, and you 
will see the effect. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask my friend to wait a moment and listen to 
my answer to that point. I stated in the first place, and I think 
it was generally understood, that the amount which the Gov­
ernment of the United States has to contribute to the current 
expenses of the District is limited to the amount contributed by 
the District treasury; the Government's contribution must sim­
ply be equal to that. \.Vhen, therefore, you reduce the amount 
contributed to the District treasury, you lessen the contribution 
of the Government instead of adding to it. If there were an ob­
ligation resting on the Government to make up to the District 
treasury any deficit which mig h t arise after this join tcon tri bu tion, 
the gentleman would b3 right; but there i '3 no such agreement; the 
limit of what the Governmentcontributesistheamountcontrib­
uted by the District for current expenses. Therefore, when this 
District fund is reduced $30,000 we thereby lessen to tbat extent 
the contribut ion of the Government instead of adding to it. 

Mr. COX. I am sorry we do not agree on this point. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, if the gentleman from Tennes· 

see [Mr. Cox] VTill give me his attention--
Mr. COX. With pleasure. 
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Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will give him a little informa­

tion as to how the moneys of the District are distributed or paid 
out. 

Mr. COX. I think I can see how this proposition will work. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. In this connection, I think I can 

show to the gentleman from New York [Mr. CooMBs] the reason 
why in this case there is some propriety in diverting this fund 
before it reaches the public Treasury, although I agree in the 
main with the principle on which the gentleman's proposition 
rests. 

An assessment of a certain percentage is made by way of tax 
on the citizens of the District of Columbiat and in that way a cer­
tain amount of money is raised which goes into the Treasury. 
It is no part of the law that the Government of the UnitedStates 
is to expend an amount equal to the am'Ount which the taxpay­
ers of the District have paid int-o the Treasury, and there is the 
gentleman's error. The only money which the Government of 
the United States pays is an amount equal to _the amount re· 
quired to be expended'for public purposes in the District-not 
the arriount colleclied from the taxpayers. Does not the gentle­
man see the distinction? 

Here is, we will suppose, $3,000,000 collected from the t!:tXpay­
ers of the District, which goes into the public Treasury. The, 
amount needed to be expended in the city for public purposes is­
we will suppose, $5,000,000, of which the amount paid by the Dis­
trict is two millions and a half, and the amount paid by the Gov­
ernment two millions and a half, leaving in the Treasury $500,000 
collected from the taxpayers. This balance remains there for 
any proper-expenditu~e that may be made under any act of Con­
gress. 

Now, here is a .Proposition to pay $30,000 for a specific purpose. 
The proposition lS that the taxpayers of the District shall pay 
this; that the Government of the United States shall pay none 
of it. If this amount, $30,000, should· be deposited in the Treas­
ury and should be considered a part of the regular expenditures 
for District purposes, then the Government of the United States 
would have to pay the same amount, because the agreement by 
law is that the Government of the United States shall pay half 
of the current expenses of the District. But it is quite evident 
that this is an extra fund, not going into the public Treasury, 
not used for ordinary District purposes; and the Government of 
the United States will not have to pay a dollar on account of 
this amount raised from the citizens. This fund of $30,000, col­
lected in a certain way and used for a certain purpose, is some­
thing outside of the ordinary expenditures of the District; and 
with this outside expen:liture the Government of the United 
States has nothing to do. 

Mr. GROUT. In fact the Government gains by it. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes; theGovernmentgainsbyit. If 

this money going into the Treasury were considered an ordinary 
District expenditure, the Government of the United States would 
have to appropriate an equal amount; but ~he proposition of this 
bill is to take this proposition out of that category, to make it a 
separate fund for a specific purpose; and the District taxpayers 
alone contribute to .this fund. It seems to me this propo~ition is 
too plain for argument. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. COBB] whether the Congress of the United States is not 
bound to exercise the same discretion and care in making these 
appropriations out of the District funds that it would in making 
an appropriation from the United States Treasury? Is not the 
objection primarily here to initiating the policy of civil pensions 
to be paid by taxation, no matter whether the funds come from 
the people of the District or the people of the country at large? 
The principle is one which seems to me exceedingly unwise. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Very weU,I shall not take issue with 
the gentleman on that point. Iamnottalkingabout the under­
lying principle, but simplyendeavoringto state what this propo· 
sition is. 

My proposition would be, or rather I would prefer the propo­
sition, to let all money go into the public Treasury and let the 
Government of the United States pay its part in any proper ex­
penditure, considering it as a part of the regular District ex­
penditures. I think that would be · better; but the members 
seem to prefer the bill in the other form. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If it is to be done at all, it certainly should 
be done in that way. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I say I would prefer that myself__; but 
the proposition comes here in a different shape, and seems to be 
acceptable, or to meet favor with the members as to how this 
particular fund should be ,Paid, that is, by the taxpayers of the 
District alone. If that prmciple is to prevail this bill carries it 
out and the Government of the Unit-ed States is not called upon 
to pay a dollar. I am simply trying to get my friend from Ten­
nessee to understand that point. I am not defending the prin­
ciple on which the bill rests. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from New York will 
yield to me for a few moments. 

Mr. COOMBS. I yi~d to the gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I simply rise for the purpose of calling at- ' 

tention to the fact that this discussion is, after all, a mere ab­
straction. The United States Government has to carrv on the 
District government, and this proposed pension system of the 
District police ·is simply a diversion of a certain amount_ from 
the sum raised by taxation for a specific object; but the burden, 
after all, of deficiencies falls on the Federal system. · 

But I rose mainly to call attention to a fact that was mentioned 
on the floor a few years ago when the subject of the civil pension 
list was under consideration. The fact was stated-I have not 
looked over the journals of the proceedings of the Convention. 
which framed the Constitution of the United States, to see for 
myself if it was corrector not-butitwas stated thatduring the 
sittings of that constitutional ConvE!ntion, some gentleman, pos­
sibly Robert Morris, proposed a provision prohibiting Congress 
from creating a civil pension list, a subject with which the men 
of that period were well acquainted. One of the causes of the 
hostility to the British system of government at that time was 
the extraordinary expenditure induced by the civil pension list, 
which was impoverishing that country; and very naturally a 
proposition was made to incorporate into the Federal Constitu­
tion, a provision against granting pensions for any civil service 
whtaever. 

Mr. COX. They were right there. 
Mr. HOLMAN. John Rutledge or Ben. Franklin, I am not · 

sure by which member of the Convention it was, said that tlie 
provision was unnecessary; that with the experience of European 
governments before the American people and which would be · 
always before the American people, if they should ever reach 
that condition of affairs that they were willing to tax them­
selves-the whole people-to paypensions for civil services ren- · 
dered by the few' with sufficient salaries, the spirit of liberty and 
of equal rights would have so completely died out that no consti­
tutional provision against special privileges would be of any 
avail. · 

For one I protest against entering upon or extending that _ 
policy. I admit that we did take a step in that direction some 
years ago in relation to the Federal judiciary at a time when the 
subject could not receive proper consideration. It was during 
the period gf reconstruction. Bnt I implore the House not to go 
beyond that. It is discouraging to the friends of free institutions 
that Federal judges and· army and navy officers, after · a com­
paratively brief public service, with ample salaries, are retired 
to private life with pensions enormously exceeding the pensions 
you pay to men disabled in the conflicts of arms. Gradually the 
favoritism of classes common to all monarchies is creeping into 
our system of government. For on,e, while deploring the favor- · 
itism to classes already expressed in our legislation, I protest 
against going a tithe of a hair further. 

I have always favorea liberal pensions for patriotic services in 
war, in the Army or Navy. No one can doubt the justice of this 
policy, but I protest against the granting of civil pensions. I de­
nounce acivilpensionlist as un-American. !tis easyto seehow 
such a system, if once inaugurated, will grow and expand until 
.in the progress of time it shall have impoverished the masses of 
our people for the benefit of the few. I enter my protest against 
a civil pension list as not only un-American, but as a most un­
manly and discreditable imitation. of the ideas of monarchies of 
Europe, from which our fathers hoped they had forever eman­
cipated our country. 

Mr. COOMBS. I yield a few moments to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the proposition that I have been dis­
cussing lies in this direction. If you take $30,000 (and I use that 
sum merely as an illustration of the revenues of the District) and 
appropriate it for this special purpose, to say t'he very least of 
it, you will have levied a special tax of that amount on the Dis­
trict for the purpose of creating a fundfor civil-service pensions. 
There is no doubt of that. There is no dodg-ing that proposi­
tion. Now, whether you would increase the taxes of the Gen­
eral Government or not, I stop for a moment just simply to ask 
when you undertake to legislate for the District of Columbia 
and the city of Washington, to tax th-e people of the District of 
Columbia for the creation of a special fund for the purpose of 
paying special pensions for certain officers in the employ of the 
District, I ask, gentlemen, where it is to end? 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman, if he addresses that 
inquiry to me, that he has now stated the case exactly right. 
He is correct in that statement. 

Mr. COX. Well, I am very glad to know that I am correct 
anyhow. 

Mr. HEARD. And I am glad to be able to congratulate you 
upon the fa.ct. 

- ' 
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Mr. COX. Very well; I will proceed now1 if. the gentleman 
will allow me. 

Mr. HEARD. I shall not occupy but ~moment of your time. 
The proposition is that this is to levy this tax pra.ctioally on 
the. people of the District themselves~ bJ themselves, and for a 
special purpose... That is true. 

Now my response to the gentleman is this, that the people o! 
this District are alone interested, and they come and ask Con· 
gress, which can · alone make the provision, that they may pay 
their own taxes and provide a fund for these superannuated and 
crippled policemen. They ask permission to do this thing~ and 
Congress holds the. purse strings of the District. They can not 
get. the authority except from Congress. If CongreBs does not 
authorize the people here to set apart this fund it can not be done. 
We are not taking a dollar out of the Treasury oi the General 
Government, but simply authorizing the people of tb e. District to 
make the fund and foot tlie bill. 

Mr. COX. But you a1•e taking all my time. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HEARD. I will give the gentleman more timei! he wants. 

it.. But putting this question fairly belore the House it is sim­
ply.a proposition to allow the people of the District to. pay out 
of their own funds a certain tax to be applied to taking care of 
disabled and superannuated policemen and their families. Appli· 
cation is made by this bill to Congress for authority to do this 
thing. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. COX. Now, I ask the gentieman in all candor, if he has 
heard a single taxpayer make an application here in behalf of 
this., outside of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Spea.ker, the. District Commissioners sent 
this bill to us. As I have stated here repeatedly, they are in 
mv judgment the immediate representatives of the people of 
the District, and I will say to the gentleman that probably fifty 
taxpayers in. this District. have spoken to me favorably about 
this matter, and there has not been a sini'le protest, and I am 
advised tha.t the public. press and the. people. of the District 
unanimously approve it. Th-is is not a new proposition. It, is. 
simnly to add to a fund established first in 1861, and again added 
to in 1886 by a Democratic House, on an appropriation bill, and 
it is simply a proposition to add to that. which is now inade­
quate. 

Mr. COX. Will thegentlemanpardonme.foraninterruption? 
Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 
Mr. COX. If that principle is correct, that the. tafpayers of 

the District of Columbia ask Congress to apJ?.lY a spec1al fund for 
the purpose of paying pensions upon a. ciVll-service list, I ask 
gentlemen in all candor and honesty, when a. man serves the 
Government of the United States in a civil capacity, and after 
a lapse of years is worn out by a~e and infirmities, does not the 
same argument apply with all of 1ts force. in favor of putting him 
on a pension list1 

Mr. HEARD. Not at all. 
Mr. COX. What is the reason it does not apply? Is not a 

man who is working in th2 Capitol here · just as much entitled 
to the respect of the Government as a man who is working on 
the police force in this city? And if a policeman is to be re­
tired on account of his age or infirmities, or on account of some 
accident, then I say, take. the whole civil-service list and apply 
the same principle. When I vote to put a tax upon the District 
of Columbia for a purpose of this kind, I will vote to put a. tax 
upon the people of the United States for the same purpose, be­
cause Congress is legislating for both upon the same lines... 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend allow an int-erruption? 
Mr. COX. I am done with the subject. · 
Mr. HEARD. I want to give the gentleman a reason why I 

think there is a very material difference. 
The SP.E1AKER pro tempo1·e. The gentleman from New York 

[Mr. COOMBS] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. COBB ol Alabama. Will the gentleman yi~ld for a mo­

ment? 
Mr. COOMBS. Yes. ' 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. I just want to say one word in answer 

to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]1 and also in an­
swer to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], in regard to 
this pension business. I am as muon o:pposed to a civil pension 
list as anybodJ can possibly be, but this matter does not. come 
under the, principle of a civil pension list by the Government of 
the United States. We are. here not only as a Congress, attend­
ing to the business of the whole country, but we are practically 
the common council of the District of Columbia and in regard 
to this matter we are doing that which the civll authorities of 
eve.ry large. city in the United States are in the habit of doing 
for their police officers. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Suppose this bill sho"Qld pass, and then 
the Capitol' police should come in and ask that they be. put in 
the- same- attitude? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama... That would be a question for Con­
gress to. determine when it came up. 

Mr. BRETZ. Are you not setting a precedent for it? 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all, because this matter, as I 

said before, is in line with the aotion of every large city in the 
country, if I am correctly informed, or il. not, it should be made 
so. I understand that the cities of New York, Brooklyn, Cin­
cinnati, Chicago, and others, have the same system. 

Mr. COOMBS. I am not sure about that. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. They have a fund for this purpose, 

if my information is correct. 
Mr. KmARD. The report shows that the cities o!New·Yorl), 

Brooklyn, and Boston have similar funds. , 
. Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is not, strictly speaking,. a pen­

slOn~ 

Mr.HOLMAN. Inmost cities, !understand, a portion of the 
monthly salary of each policeman is se.t apart and applied to this 
fund. But! wish to ask my friend if the Government of the United 
States, at. a, moment when legislation can be fairly conducted, 
in deliberate. assembly, establishes the principle that pensions 
for civil services are proper, how can you answer that large 
class of people whom you have in your employment as postal 
clerks, the gt·eat mass of people you have in your employment 
in connection with the river and harbor system-engaged in 
perilous. employment-how can you answer the argument in 
favor oi granting them pensions, after accepting the principle 
that it was proper as applicable to the DistriCt of Columbia? It 
it is proper here, it is proper in every other Department. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If it is proper in New York, is it not 
proper everywhere else? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We are not legislating for New York. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of course not; and we are not legis­

lating now for the- people of the United States. We are legis­
lating for the people oi th~ District oi Columbia, along a line 
which is followed in every large city of the country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to say to my friend that if this step 
is. taken it will be invoked year after year, in cases tha.t are much 
stronger than this. I am willin~ to. pay these gentlemen ample 
salaries where they render public service, but not a dollar be­
yond. Why, a member of Congress cla.ims that he is worn out 
by the public service, and under this British system they would 
come in.here for aid. Would my friend tolerate that idea? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you believe a large city does 
wrong to make provision for this class o! men? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My only theory about the matter would be 
this: The salary should be sufficientt and a portion of the fund, 
just as in the case of your army esta.blishment up here, the mil­
itary home, should be set apart for their use under just such cir­
cumstances as it is now desired to appropriate this fund. That 
istheprincipleofyour National Home; and I see no impropriety 
inth~ . 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I just want to say, in conclusion, in 
answer to the gentleman who took my time, that I am not advo­
cating a. civil pension list, nor do I pro :pose to go further in this 
legislation than the District authorities would, if they had a 
government of their own, be authorized to go in the direction o.f 
the practices which obtain in the various cities of this country. 

So far as the bill- provides for civil pensions it should be 
amended. I will consent. to go no further in the direction of aid 
to policemen than to provide a plan which, avoidina the idea of 
granting pensions, will give such temporary relief as the exi­
gencies of their service demand. 

Mr. COOMBS. Do I understand the gentleman from Maina 
desires tQ address the House? · 

Mr. REED. I would like a moment or two. 
Mr. COOMBS. I want to say about ten words. 
Mr,HEARD. The gentleman from N~w York has the flQor. 
Mr_COOMBS. How much time does the gentleman Hom 

Maine desire? • 
Mr. REED. A few moments. 
I think the gentleman from Missouri made some m~take ill 

his opening statement in regard to this ql,J.estlon, ~ he spoke ot 
it as a mer~ extension of existing law. To my m~d it is very 
different from that. The existing la.w proviqes thai fin~ which 
are inflicted upon policemen for neglect o! duty and money 
which arises from the sale of unclaimed goons and money which 
has been- bestowed upon the body for meritorious services are 
to be appropriated for a particular put·pose; ~I\d it having been 
discovered that that was not a sufficient fund, the lawwe:d.t f\Ir~ 
ther and provided that the policeman should pay $1 a month ~tl.t 
of his own salary t to. become a part of this fund. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman.allow a correction? 
Mr. :a.EE.IJ. Certainly. 
Mr. IiltrA:RD. I think you will find my remark to be tha.t i1;. 

was proposed to .increase the fund established by existing- tAw. 
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Mr. REED. Very well; I am glad tha gentleman H.id.uot say 
what I supposed, but I think the impression made was-

Mr. HEARD. I then went on to explain bow thi.:t fund had 
been increased. 

Mr. REED. I think the impression made was that it was. a 
mere extension of the existing law. 

Mr. HEARD. That was not my intention at all. 
Mr. REED. Anyone will see that this is more than a mere 

extension of existing law; for, instead of being a fund which the 
policemen, with a slight exception, themselves directly contrib­
ute everything, it is now proposed to make a fund which shall 
be paid by the people of the District of Columbia, and possibly 
by the people of the United States. Now, whetberrit. is paid by 
the people of the District or the people of the United States is 
a matter that interests me very little. I am perfectly willing 
that the people of the United States shall pay one-half of the ex­
uense_s of the District of Columbia, for reasons which.are very 
simple and plain. But whether we should adopt the plan of a 
pension for disabled policemen is another question; and it is a 
question the importance of which can not be overestimated; be­
cause if we do pension the policemen, I fancy that I hear in my 
ear the tones of some gentleman saying, "Having pensioned_ 
policemen, ought we not to be fair towards the rest !A It may be 
that it was not proper to pension policemen; but having pen­
sioned policemen, why not pension other equally deserving men?'' 

Why, I have seen the whole '·'leave" system extend over the 
civil service, until the Government pays one-twelfth more than 
any other employer, simply because of this system, and as my 
mind extends back over the service, I find that owing to the 
adoption of the civil-servic~plan, unless men ean be hunted out 
they are kept in office through their lives. Now, you observe­
at once there is going to be a very heavy pressure brought. to 
bear upon Congress, and that pressure is goingtotake this form, 
~hat the old men are going to be objects of charity. 

Government employes, as a rule! s~d their entire salary; 
and when t.hey get old the alternat1ve 18 presented to the man 
who has the appointing power, at the head of a department, to 
either keep that man in when he has become useless, on full 
{lay, or discharge him and throw him upon the charities of the: 
cold world. That he is not likely to do; and there are services 
already clamor-ing here for action on the part of Coneress., on 
the score of economy, that it would be better to put these men 
on the retired list at one-half pay and get vigorous men to fill 
their places. 

Now, you want fully to comprehend that. To my mind, if 
there is going to be any solution of that proble.m which is at all 
sensible it has got to be a solution so radical that I despair of 
seeing it reached upon an appropriation bill conducted through 
the House in the usual fashion. It ought t'l commence at the 
beginning. Instead of paying twelve hundred dollars a year, 
we ought to commence at five hundred. Instead of stopping at. 
eighteen hund1·ed or two thousand, we ought to stop at thirty­
five hundred or four thousand, and from the money saved in 
that way we ought to establish a superannuation fund with 
which to provide for the superannuated and the disabled, so· 
that a man who is useless shall not bE} kept on full pay on the 
ground of charity. 

But until we take hold of this matter in a thorough and sys­
tematic fashion we run the risk of paying the large salaries that 
wenowpay, and at the same time having to provide a superannu­
ated fund to keep these public servants in decent condition in 
their old age, when, properly, they ought to havesavedenough 
for that purpose out of their abundant salaries; for the salaries 
paid to the clerks and other departmental employes of the 
United States are large compared with the nature of their em­
ployment, and they were made large because, under the old sys­
tem, a man gave five or six, or seven or eight of the best ye'l.rs 
of his life to the service, and then quit it, and it was reasonable 
that be should be highly paid for those years. But if you are 
going to keep men in the service during their lives-, then you 
ought to arrange the salaries so that if t.he men will not save 
what will keep them iu their old age·, you can save it for them. 
Otherwise you do in that branch of the public servicewhat you 
are doing in the Revenue Service to-day. 

There are many men there who are entirely unfit for sea duty, 
and yet who are receiving the same pay as ii they were active, 
vigorous men, while the young men in the service are being de­
layed in their promotion and prevented from receiving the pay 
to which they are properly entitled. I freelyadmit that there is 
o.nestrong reason why something special should.be done for police­
men. Their occupation may at times become dangerous, and a 
man ought to have the consolation of knowing, when he goes 
into a fight in the pe-rformance of hisofficinJ. dut.y, t.hat be does 
not risk the sustenance of his family by so doing. Consequently 
I say there is a certain propriety in doing something of thi~ 

kind.. tor- poliaeme.n, . but the law has already struck the trua 
plan, which is to-make the force cOJl.tribute to a super::m.nuation 
fund i.n such fashion. as to provide. that disability or superannua­
tion shall not he followed by poverty and suffering. In other 
words, when these men will not save from their salaries, we as 
public officers ought to adopt soma plan or system by which a. 
portion of their salaries shall be saved for them. 

Now, what e.ffect. that has upon this. particular pending meas­
ure I leave for the House to consider. 

Mr. HEARD. The. gentleman. from Maine understo.nds, at 
course_, that the District of Columbia has no. means of making · 
any prQvision of this kind unless as. it may be authorized by Con-
gress? · 

Mr. REED. I understand that~ 
Mr. HEARD. Then it comes to this: The gentlema-n con­

cedes the propriety ,and even the necessity, of establishing such 
a fund as this? 

Mr. REED. What I say is that, if we are going to establish 
such a system, we ought to establish it upon a S(}und principlE}, 
and to my mind this is not exa~tly the right way to do it. If we 
are not. payin.~ these policemen enough so that we can t.ake out 
of their salaries a fund which will save from suffering and want 
tho::;e who beoume superannuated or disabled, then we ought. to 
pay them more, but we ought to make the jo.b a complete one, 
and a proper precedent as wEJll. 

Now, look at the situation. Here we have freed our offic:e­
hold_e.rs from the danger of being turned out by unmerit-orious 
persons-except~ perhapa, in the Treasury Department and a few 
other places [laughter], and the result is that those gentlemen 
are forming associations so as to impress upon us. their views 
with regard to their own salaries, and we are impressionable 
people. [L&ughte.e.] We are moved by the cry of distress, es­
pecially when it is backed up by a considerable voting power. 
[Laughter.] It seem.s: t.o me tha tci vii--service. re!orm has reached 
that. point when _it ought tOe be taken hold. of in the right spir-it, 
and with due regard to t.he change of attitude of the Govern­
ment toward its civil employes, in order that two t1iing;3- may be 
accomplished: In the fi!'St place, that the Government shall re­
ceive_ the faithful service of trained men, and in the seco.nd place, 
that tb.e Govern..ment shall pay them fairly. I will add another 
point: that it shall pay them. in such manner as will justify 
them in devoting their lives to the business, so that they may 
find themselves with a reasonable compensation during their ac.­
tive days and with reasonable support in their nonactive days.. 

Mr. HEARD. With the permission of the gentleman from 
New York[Mr. COOMBS], I want to say just a word in reply to 
the gentleman. trom Maine. The gentleman concedes, if I un­
derstand, the. propriety of having some provision made for su­
perannuated policemen, firemen, and those who are engaged in. 
such risky avocations in the publie service. 

M.r ~ REED. And in other kinds of business. 
Mr. HEARD. So that we go sofartogether. Now, the ques­

tion in. this case arises not upon the ground suggested by the 
gentle.man from. Maine. He ha-s inveighed against the syste·m 
of pensioning civil servants as a general rule, against the prin~ 
ciple o1 providing pensions for people who ought to provide for 
themselves. 

Mr. REED. No. It is quite evident that I have not made my 
meaning clear. I say t.hat if we are going to adopt another 
method than that of paying men for their day's work, then we 
ought to go into it upon a, principle which is uniform and which 
is justifiable upon the idea that men earn during their active 
life an amount which ought to be spread over their active and 
their inactive life. 

Mr. HEAED. I come now directly to the point to which at­
tention has been called, and I think there can be no misunder­
standing about it. The gentleman insists that, however com­
mendable the object may be, this method of accomplishing it is 
not. perhaps. the best. Now, let us see about that. The gentle­
man, in his elaboration of the plan which he would set up as 
counter to this, suggests that the proper thing W(}uld be to de­
duct a certain amount from the salary of each policeman and 
thus. make a fund-a plan provided for by the act of 1886 and 
which has proved to be inadequate. 

Mr-. REED. ~nadequata in amount, but nat. inadequate as to 
principle. 

1\1r. HEARD. Well, of course, you might deduct half the 
salary of these. policemen so far as that is c.oncarned; bl.l-t in point 
of fact the amount realized from that source is not s.uffi.cient. 
The question then is, what is the better way to increase this 
fun.d, and I ask the gentleman's a.ttoo tion to this -plan. T.he-propo-
sition is to divert certain excise taxes-- -

Mr-. REED. That does not make any difference~ 
Mr. HEARD. I think it does; I think I can convince the gen­

tleman tb.at it. doo.s.. The proposition is to divert a cer-tain fund 

·, 
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collected in the District l;ly excise taxes, and apply it to this 
specific object. Now, the diversion of that fund in this way 
would not, I still insist, tax the citizens outside of the District 
to the extent of one dollar. I insist that gentlemen are bound to 
concede that point, beca1,1se the fund is diverted before it goes 
into the Treasury, and the Government is not obliged to place 
dollar for dollar against that $30,000. 

The question, then, is (and I know this is the controlling 
question with some members on this floor) whether this provi­
sion can be made in accordance with the wishes of the people of 
this District without taxing people outside the District is not 
a just and a wise one. The plan here proposed, would, I think, 
effect that object; whereas if we should adopt the plan sug­
gested by the gentleman from Maine, and first increase the sal­
aries of policemen so as to make them adequate to stand the 
necessarv deduction for the creation of this fund, then any in­
crease of salary made for the police fund would come partially 
out of the United States Treasury, because this fund is paid 
half by the Government and half by the District. 

Mr. REED. We entered into an understanding with the Dis­
trict that we were to pay one-half. There were good reasons in 

• favor of that policy--
Mr. HEARD. All right; I am not objecting to that. 
Mr. REED. And I do not think it creditable to us to be try­

ing every piecemeal method of evading the obligation we as­
sumed. 

Mr. HEARD. I agree with the gentleman on that point. 
That compact was made; whether it be entirely fair or not we 
find it existing and should respect it so long as it does exist. 
But thatdoes not obscure the point I make-that any tax levied 
upon the salaries of these policemen, which would call for an in­
creas3 in their salaries, would be borne in the proportion of one­
half by the Federal Treasury and one-half by the District; 
whereas a tax levied in the way here contemplated would be 
paid by the people of this-District for a-purpose applicable alone 
to the District, in accordance with the application made by citi­
zens of the District for the carrying out of an object which can 
not be authorized by any other body than ourselves. 

I am opposed to a civil pension list except when paid by the 
citizens themselves, voluntarily, as they would in this case, and 
in accordance with their votes when they have suffrage, as in 
Brooklyn, New York, Boston, and other cities. I am opposed 
to ingrafting the principle of a civil pension list upon the pr-ac­
tice of the United States Government. But' here is an applica­
tion from the people, for whom, as the gentleman from AlabJ.ma 
has said, we are by the laws made a common council, for author­
ity to pay their servants out of their own pockets. They ask 
that we appropriate out of their funds a certain amount for a 
specific purpose, which they believe to be a worthy one and 
which we concede to be worthy. If there is any better way, in 
fairness to the Government and to the District, in which this 
purpose can be accomplished, I want to adopt it. But I want to 
say distinctly that I am opposed to the principle of giving pen­
sions to persons engaged in the civil service outside of occupa­
tions like that of policemen, and in such cases only when it is 
S3.nctioned by the citizens whose money is to be thus expended, 
as has been done by the common councils of Brooklyn, Boston, 
etc., an<l as I fully believe is the case here. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I wish to ask the gentleman a question 
which I tried to have answered by the gentleman from Alabama. 
When this plan is accomplished (if it should be accomplished) 
and the Government's policemen in this city make application 
for similar provision, what answer will the gentleman make to 
them? · 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to those Government policemen that 
the people of this country, who-have their bills tofoot, have made 
no application for such a measure and that I had no assurance 
that those people would sanction any such law. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But suppose that application is made? 
Mr. HEARD. We would have the right to reject it, of course. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Is not the principle the same? 
Mr. HEARD. Notatall;forthisreason:thatthe present prop­

osition affects only the people of this District, who, I believe, 
are unanimous in its favor. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why, then, do they not make provision 
for taxing their own property in order to carry out this measure? 

Mr. HEARD. They do tax their own property; they have got 
\o pay the taxation levied; and if there is a deficit they have got 
io pay increased taxation in order to raise their half of · what is 
necessary to meet the required public expenditures. 

Mr. COOMBS. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
HUTCHESON]. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remain-
ing. . 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like to occupy about ten min­
utes. 

Mr. HEARD. I shall be glad to yield to the gentleman any 
time he may desire. 

Mr. COOMBS. I may want five minutes. 
Mr. HEARD. I shall be glad to yield also to the gentleman 

from New York [Mr. COOMBS]. 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I think the greatest op­

portunity ever presented to Congress is presented right here. 
From the foundation of the Government until now we have 
never taken the step which this committee proposes we shall 
take. We have never had an aristocracy in this country, and 
in my opinion it is a thing which we very much need at this 
time-if for no other purpose than to illustrate to a Republican 
Government what an aristocracy should be. 

Now, the gentleman from Missouri says very properly that he · 
wants to limit this to the city of Washing-ton. That suggestion 
is entirely correct. If this system should be extended to other 
portions of the countr_y, the policemen of this District would 
not be any bet~r than the policemen anywhere else, and you 
would not have your aristocracy. 

Mr. HEARD. My friend does not want to put me in a false 
attitude. He wants to be fair. I undertook to distinguish be­
tween the policemen here and policemen els~where, because the 
people of this District, who contribute the money we are pro­
posing to expend, have applied to our committee for a measure 
of this kind. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I understand all that, and do not blame 
the gentleman at all. I know the committee have acted upon 
the matter as it came to them. But, Mr. Speaker, if I were 
amongst the people of vVashington, and there was to be an aris­
tocracy established in this country, I would insist that we should 
have our full share of it. I would want our policemen pensioned 
and nobody else's. 

If you want immigration to come to this country, just pass this 
bill, and all the ships that plow the sea will not be able to bring 
the numbers that will want to come in. You will have immigra:­
tion from every part of the earth, men of all nationalities, coming 
here and running for policemen in the District of Columbia. 
[Laughter.] Why, there is not a man in this country who can 
tell who his great-great-grandfather was, but there are a great 
many men who would be relieved from the necessity of doing so 
if he were able to say'' I do not know who my great-great-great­
grandlather was, but I do know that my father is a pensioned 
policeman and lives in the District of Columbia." [Laughter.] 

Anv man under the sun who is anxious to riee to distinction 
in this world has nothing to do but take a club in his hand, 
come to Washington, spend his life here as a policeman, and 
then retire on the aristocratic pension list. [Laughter.] Any 
man who has a daughter who wants to distinguish herself will 
find that she has nothing to do but to marry a young fellow 25 
years old_ with a blue suit and br.ass buttons and with the dis­
tinct understanding that he is to be a pensioned policeman after 
he becomes too feeble to knock a Coxeyite on the head who 
chances to tramp on the grass. It is the gr_andest opportunity 
ever presented to this country, and that man in the Fifty-third 
Congress who votes against it votes against the chance of bin 
life and the privilege of making a class which has not hereto­
fore been provided for under the laws of the United States. I 
hope, of course, that such an important measure will prevail if 
-we are to have an aristocracy anywhere in this country~ and the 
committee seems to think we are. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said in the 
parenthesis intervening between my opening and closing re­
marks, much of which I shall not indorse or object to. I want 
to express, however, going back to the original proposition on 
which I started, the opinion that I believe it to be unwise to 
connect the policeman, or the police pensionfund,or bring him 
in contact with the local liquor dealer in any way except to en­
force the law. That is one proposition, and the other is that I 
think it undemocratic and improper to divert funds before they 
get into the Treasury. 

And I want to express in closing my sense of appreciation o1 
the fairness and courtesy of the chairman of the District Com­
mittee for the impersonal manner in which he has considered 
and discussed the purposes of the bill whic]! we now have under 
consideration. 

Mr. HEARD. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. HEP· 
BURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, there are two or throe objec· 
tiona to this bill, it seems to me, which have not been considered. 
One, that this amount asked for is unnecessary. lt is more 
than or quite 50 per cent larger than can be expended this 
year. This bill provides for $30,000. Now, the total expendi­
ture estimated for this year is about $25,000. The fund, from 
the method now in use for its collection, will be about $10,000, 
so that there exists on~y a deficit of $15,000 for this fiscal year, 
and yet $30,000 is appropriated for in the pending bill. 
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I want to call your attention to the extraordinary rapidity with Mr. HEARD. I have never ·had occasion to examine tAat 
which the necessities for this fund have increased. We find666 question in detail. The police force stands in the same relation 
per cent of increase since 1885, or in other words this pension as the firemen, the school board, and others of tha.tkind. Thes~ 
fund has grown at that rate. I desire also to call your attention matters of detail are supervised by the District Commission~r.s, 
to the extraordinary expenditure necessary for this fund in the and I have never had my attention specially directed to tti.1s, 
city of New York. The amount needed as a pension fund for because no occasion required it. I am not able to £rive any more 
about 4.000 men is $485,000. More than $120 per capita upon the detailed information than t4.e report presents. 
policemen of that city would be required to make good the pen· Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to S!l.Y that I have read this 
sion fund if raised by contribution from the force. Apply that bill with some care since it was called up this morning, and also 
to the two and three-quarters millions of men that were in the the report. ' 
Federal army rand if the same ratio was observed, your pension · Under the law of 1861 and the law of 1885, -as has been st3.ted, 
list, now $145,000,000, would be increased to $350,000,000 a year. the pension that goes to disabled policemen goes substantially 

It is entirely safe in my judgment to continue the me~hod of from their p3.y. Certain fines forbrea.ch of discipline are levied 
raising this fund now in vogue. Let there be appropriated a against pohcemen from time totime, when they ought to be, and 
sum, whatever it may be, fro~ the monthly pay of each of ~hese those fines go into this pension fund, and a dollar a month is 
men necessary for the reqmremet;tts of this fund. I~ w~ll be taken from the salary of e:1ch policem~n, of whom I believe 
carefully scrutinized then, there w1ll not be the extraordmary there are about four hundred, and this sum goes into the pen­
growth which is now apparent, and the expenditure of the fund sion fund. 
will be limited to what is absolutely necessary. It may be that As now constituted, every man on the police force is inter-
it will be required eventually to increa,se the pay, and some e3ted in seeing that no one gets there improperly, beca,us3 the 
would say that that was tantamount to an appropriation of this policemen themselves pay the bills. They not only police the 
character. But it would not be, in my judgment; because there city, but they police this fund; and the same principle applies • 
would be a careful scrutiny and examination of every expendi- to appointments. I apprehend that it wo~ld now be pretty dif­
ture, there would be an interest on the part of. all the force in ficult to get a man upon the police force who in faet is disJ.b~ed, 
seein(J' that there were no abuses in the fund, and that it was because the members of the force would naturally watch that 
being applied to necessary and legitimate purposes only. matter narrowly to see that no man was appointed who would 

I think, too, Mr. Speaker, that there is very much force in the be likely soon to become a charge upon that fund, which the 
objection rais~q. by the gentle~an!ro~New York [Mr. 900MB:']- members of the police force pay. 
If the liquor license fund of this City IS set apa,rt for this speCial I am not opposed to p:tymant of disabled policemen, but I be· 
purpose, it gives policemen an interest in that business and in lieve that the law should be amended increasing their pay some­
th'at fund and the p~ofits arising from it, that they otherwise what, if proper, and inct·easing the amount taken from their 
would not have. Instead of being watchful and careful with re- monthly pay to go into this fund. Therefore, I shall vote aga.inst 
~a~d to wha~is going ot;t in the sa~oons, th~y will have a direct, this bill in its present shape, with the hope and expectation that 
or if. not a d1rect, certamly so.me mterest m having the larg_est the Committee on the District of Columbia will mature a proper 
pos~~ble r~turns from that b~smess, ~o_tbat ~he fund fror;n.whiCh bill and report it to the House at an early day. A policeman 
~he1r p~nswns ar~ to be der1ved s?allm no mst~nc~ be Jeopard- now gets, I believe, $900 a year t_o beg·in with, and the highest 
1zed. ~do not thmk that .the pohce fo~ce of th1s. CltJ: should be pay that the privates can get is $1,080. I have no doubt, as the 
~orce~ m to a copa~tnersh1:p w1th the hq uor-deahng_ m terest of gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has well said, that they might 
the Clty .. The policeman ought to beth~ enemy or the saloon properly commence at a smaller rate, perhaps ~t $600, and the 
and p.ot 1ts sp9nsor. He oug~t to.have h1s eye on the saloon ~t age be tixed a little younger than it now is for them to goon the 
all times, be9ause ~-V men recogniZe the fact that the s.:tloon 1s force and then let len(J'th of service and fidelity give the g1'adual 
t~~ ~urs~r~ of criQ)e her.e, as we~l as elsewher_e, and there shoul.d incre~se of pay. 0 

. 

b~ no relat10n ~etween the pollee .and that mt-erest to make.lt As to the public service being treated in this way all along 
hlS pl~a~ure or ~nterest t? look lemently on the saloon, the ch1ef the line, t-hat will come later. The gentleman from Texas may 
of all the en~w1es Qf soclety · • talk about the aristocracy of office-holders from a tenure during 

.f4r. ~EARD. Mr_. Speaker, I on!y care to say a few words. good behavior. It is very easy to talk about that kind of thing·. 
Dll'ectmg mx attent10.p. to the re~arks m&de by ~he gentlem.an 1 We arc all talking about it. Yet we have already taken the 
from Texa~ LMr: HUTC~SON] for a moment, I '!111 s~y that m- st9 p, and you can not get rid of it, either. You can not repeal 

_ stead of th1s bemg an autempt to ?reate an aristocracy, or .an your civil-service law; and the result is that we take a callow 
atte~pt to create a new ?l&f?~, t~at lS not the case. The P<?hce youth, who could not earn, as a rule, $400 a year in private em­
penswn fund e:rlsts in th1s D1str1et to-day, a~ has been explam~d lo ment anywhere in the United States, and we start him in a 
tull~. It was ma?g~ra~d by an enactmen~ 1~ 1861, and_late1: m ~le!ical position under the civil service, at a thousand or twelve 
~88(). That fund lS now m!ld~quate, and th.ls 1~ ~method whiCh hundred dollars a y~ar. Once in, if he gets hi~ backing, he is • 
1s sugges~d.by the Camm1sswnersfor ~~e mer ease of that ~und. promoted up to $1,800 for the maximum in the classified service. 
yvhether tl;ns is a proper n:;.ethod of ralsmg that money or not, rrhat shrts our civil employes at a higher rate than GreatBrit-
lS for the Hous~ to detern;une. . ain pays when her employes go off the roll at the a,ge of sixty-

I have put the case fa1rly before tne House, and have sub- t 
0 

on half pay 
mitted with the report a statement which shows that this plan w . · . . 
is in force in Brooklyn, New York, Boston, and perhaps other These thmgs w1l~ have to be look~d to after awh.1le, as the 
cities. I do not know of any better plan for raising the neces- ge?tl~man from. Mam~ has so ably sa1d, and as I beheve every 
s3.ry money here. There may be a b 3tter plan. This plan, I in- thmkmg man will acknowledge. . 
sist, however, has this merit: That it is designed to provide B~1t, as I understand, w~ ar~ not gorng to lo.ok after that to­
that the money shall be raised not from the people of the United day,. but we can look afte_ this to-d.ay,. namely. we could .refuse 
States, but from the people in t~e J?istl'ict; and as I say, this ~divert $30,000 a year !ro~ ~h~ DistriCt rev~nu~s for th1~ pe?­
bill is here in response to an apphcatwn on the part of the peo- s~on f~nd. When you d1vert 1t, 1~ you pass th1s ~111, I fear 1tw1ll 
ple for this legislation, for their benefit, to be paid for out of be t~ICe as ea~y.to become a pohoeman ~nd t~lCe as e~sy to be 
their money, and not f~~m tho Treasury of the United ~taf::es. _1 pensw.ne~. as :tIS now, .because the I_>enS10J?- will be pa14 out of 
have responded to thelr demand as best I could, behevmg 1t the ~1stnct revenues mstead of bemg pa1d by the po~lCemen. 
to be right, and realizing that thi!J is the one legislative body to · That lS aboat all I want. to say. . 
which they c~n appeal for authority to ~xpen.d their own money .Mr. MeN ~G;rY. W1ll the gentleman pardon me for askmg 
for such public purposes as they may thmk right. h1m a questwn . . . 

Mt·. BYNUM. I should like to Rsk if the gentleman has ever Mr. CANNON of Illn01s. Cer~~mly. 
made any investigation as to what. rules have been adopted by Mr. MeN AGNY. I would like to have the gentleman's opinion 
this board that passes on the question of disability? I ask that of this phase of the question-whether or not civil pensions are 
for the reason that I have also naticed the same point made by not wrong in principle, bac3.use they s!tp the independence and 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. H:BiPEURN], that this appropria- self-reliance of Amerieans, which is the bas t capital of all our 
tion has grown so enormously that 1t does seem to me that it is men and wo_men? 
being squandered. Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will s:ty to my friend I have had, 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the ~er..tleman that, as I under- in the past fifty years, the experience which most men and boys 
stand it, the provision is explMn..E>d in the statement made by the throughout the length and b readth of the country have had, 
chief of police. _who have h ""d to make their own way. I have had the ambi-

Mr. BYNUM. My question is whether you have made any tion and. experience that the ordinary boy ha-s had, taught at 
investigation as to the rules regulating the determination of dis- the country school, and all that sort of thing, and I will grant 
ability. Unless the matter is properly conducted there would that years ago it was perhaps a gooj thing for a:J?. Americ!l.n cit­
be dan(J'er of a man being put cp the pension list to get rid of izen to getoffice under the Government. Bat I want·to say now, 
him, o~ something of that kind. in light of the experience I have had, the same industry and 
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ability.that command place, if a man rests uponhi_s tnerit in the 
p1,.1blic service, will yield fivefold in prival;e service. 

We have entered upon a new era, and I can not stop it, aiJd 
you can not stop it; w~ had just as well march up and lswk jt 
squarely in the fa~e, and say we have a(\ppted a system, ana t\re 
not going to repeal it, that does away with the necessity for t}le 
salaries that were pn.id heret6fore, and that we ll.ad better re· 
vise our salaried Est and make it lower, for without law in md~t 
cases and with it in some cases we practically give a c~vilp~nsi,o~ 
in many instances. When a member of Congress dies W'Jt~tl\re 
llis widow not to exceed $5,000; whett an employe of th~ R~nise 
dies we bury him and give his widow six months' p~y. All Fed­
eral judges can retire at the age of 70, aften ten yea.rs' service, 
on full pay. In theclassifiedserviceemployes incoii\petentfrom 
age or dise~.se remain in service at full pay when they should 
retire on half pay or no pal· 

· I have stood here for rilany years, and sometimes when :g;.J.y 
fellow-members thought me ungracious, and by the mere right 
to say no, have kept considerable ~mounts of money frotn oeing 
paid that seemed to me to look like establishing in effect a ci vii 
pension. I did it for the reason that ·it seeii\ed to me that we 
ought not to go further in that direction until the whole matter 
was taken up and intelligently considered. I ha\re in mind two 
cases where I objected, and mad~, or helped to make, tl;le fight. 

One was the case Ql Justice Miller, the other of Chief Justice 
Waite. They were great men, and serveQ. their country well; 
and the proposition was to pay $81000 or $10,000 to each of their 
widows. It was a little up.grfl.CiOus, my friends thought, and I 
was not quite clear myself whether I should not consent to it, 
on r.ccount of the s~rvice of their distingui!:!b.ed husbands, de­
ceased; notwithstandingt_hat, Iknew tl;l.at seated about the floor 
of this House there were many men ready to make the same 
mot ion for the widow of every U tli ted Stat.Qs j udg~ who had died. 
for the last twenty-nve or thirty years, and later on as othei' 
judges should die. 

Now, all of these things grow on us; and we will not only have 
the tenure in the civil f?ervi<;e of the Un\~ed States that is to las~ 
during good behavior and life, but we will have it upon the most 
extt·avagant terms, unless we wake up at an early day and taij:e 
the matter in hand and regulate it. However, I will agalb 
apologize for having spoken in this matter; perhaps I should 
not have done so had not the gentle!jlanfrqm Maine so ably and 
clearly calledattention to th~ matter? but I wjll say a.gain, as to 
this specific bill, for t~e reaspns asfjigned my vote shall be'' n9;" 
and if it is defeated I trust that the Dommittee on the District 
of Columbia will properly investigate and at an early date report 
a bill by whic]J. this pep.sion fl.Uld can be in~reased, andincrea~ed · 
from the earnings of the beneficiaries themselves and their fel­
lows. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to ask :r;ny friend, 
if he will make any suO'gestion, fi~Opl what source this increase 
can properly be made f61.· an increase of the pensions of the po­
licemen. 

1\Ir. CANNON of Illinois. In ~y judgment if you will pro­
vide that no man shall be appointed a poli<;e~an who is over 
twenty-four years of age, that his salary should begin at about 
$~00-I am not particular as to the exact amO\lllt-and that it 
shonlc1 increase every year of faithful service $50 or $100, as tJ!e 
case might be , until it reached the maximum of a thous11hd or a 
thous::md and eighty, which is the present mg,ximum, then, as 
you have four hundred of these rp.en', if you would deduct three 
or four dollars instead of $1 a month from each, you wov!d h.ave 
a fund which would be large enough to take care of the dis~ bled, 
a fund that four hundred men would be interested in policmg to 
see that it was not pirated. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the salary of these policemen now? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The minimum is $900 and the 

maximu!I). $1,080. 
Mr. DINGLEY. And only $1 a month is deducted for this 

fund. Now, therewould be no djfiic:u.ltv in increasing the deduc­
tion to $50 per amium, whiQh wo).lld f4rnis:P, a most abundant fund 
and the compensation would still be very liberal. 

Mr. CANNON ot Illiqois. Well, the cQmm.ittee oug!'!t to in­
vestigate th~ whole matter. Of courl)eit i~? impossible forme to 
sug-gest what the deta!!s of such a 'Qi.ll should be, but! think the 
bill oug.Q.t to qe const\·~cted on ~lt~;ty principl~. . 

M1· . H E.{\ RD. I hope the Distrwt Committee w1ll have the 
benefit of the gentlerria~'s su~ges~iop.s. I see i{hat one of these 
acts was -passed on an appropriation bill when the g~tlema.n 
from Illt~ois was a member of the Appropriations Comrnitt~e, ~d 
it might be well that the result of that c·oJ,n:roittee's invest.igation 
should be brought to bear to supplement the labors o! the Dis­
tf!ct Comm~ tt~e . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 'J'he act of which tb~ gentlemay. 
spe.aks is the one passed in 1885, the first ye~n·of Mt· Cleveland's 
first Adm.ini&tration. I had not the honOl.' at that time to be in 

.,;;, 

~~ ~~jQr~ty on the eQwmittee, but the provision put upon that 
~twas that ther~ should be a dollar a month deducted from th~ 
salary of each policeman to make up this fund. That, I think, 
was i4 t,he_line of correct legislation, and. while I ought not hav·e 
the cred~t of it, having- peen in the ~inorfty, I was on the com­
tp.itt-ee, and I have no doubt that I indorsed the proposition at 
the t ime. 

Mr.1R1CHARDSON of Tennessee. Thatwrn> before President 
Cleveland came in. · 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well ; just as President Arthur 
w~J;J.t out. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speak~r,}: ap:1 SOII;Lewhat surprised to see 
so pmch opposition manifested to this bill, but it may be that a 
better method of providing this fund may 'Qe devised, either in 
a bill presented by some indivig.ual l:neTD-ber of the Jlo~se or by 
the comn;Littee. It .has. been suggested to me tha~ 1t might be 
well to withdraw th1s b1ll, but I do not see any reason for doing 
that. 

1lle committee have presented this as \P-e plan approved by 
tbe Commissioners. The discussion thatwehavehad this morn­
i.Dg has doubtless been profitable to the committee and to us all, 
and may prove to be so to the Commissioners also, and to the 
police department. lam in f§>vor,however,of letting theHouse 
pass its judgment. upon the bill, and, therefore, I ask for a vote. 

·rhe SPEAKER. General debate is concluded. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Spe~ker,sincethisbUlhasb~~n b~fore the 

committee, in fact within the last thirty minutes, there has been 
brought to me a report of the Commissioners upon this subject. 
They recommend favorable action upon th~ J?ip, as they do i~ 
the report which has been read here, but in this tpey also sug­
gest an amendment which, in deference to tlieir views, I now 
offer. , 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
Add the following words, after the word " Dist1•ict," in line 26: Provided 

ftp'fher, Tl).~ tp efutther sum of $6,000 per ~,~._nnuin, or so much thel:eot as may 
pfi~ necessa1-y, of themo~eys received as aforesaid shall be a_P.plied to carry· 
1 gout tp.e provisiQlis Of the act approved February 25, 1885, entitled, "An 
Q.Cv makingapproprlaotrions t0 provide for tjJ.e expen$es or the government of 
tjJ.e District of Colhmbia for tb.e fiscal year ending June so, 1886, alid for 
other purposes," which establislies the firemen's relief fund. . 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 
Mr. Dl.NGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before that question is put, 

I would like to ask tqe gentl~man from Missouri whetlier thei·e 
is any pension, fund now for firemen in this Distr~ct? 

Mr. HEARD. This amendment recommended by the Com­
mission~rs would indicat9 that there is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman know whether any de­
duction is made from the pay of firemen for the purposes of that 
fupd? 

Mr. HEARD. I have no further knowledge than is contained 
in the amendment just 1·ead, but the gentleman from Indiana 
be&.ide me fMr. HoLMAN] says that there is a fireman s fund. 
~r. :S:OLMAN. Tha.t is my recollection. 
Mr. :S:EARD. .Mr. Speaker, upon consul~ation with some of 

mytcolleagut3s upon the committee, and at ~heir suggestion, I ask 
that this bill be recommitted to the committee. 

:rv.lr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, a pn.rliamentary inq_uiry. If 
that ts agreed to will it ~o away with debate upon the bill in 
case it is l;>ro~ght forward again by the committee? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. . 
Mr. HEARD. I assure the g~ntleman that he sh?ll have 

ample time to discuss this or any other measure that the com­
mittee may report. 

There being no objection, the bill was recommitted to the' com­
mittee. 

WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. HEARD. M.r. Speaker, I call up the bill B.. R. 6953, 
the purpose of which is to authorize and require t:b,e e~tension 
of the cable road from its preEeflt terminus at Thirty-see9~~ 
~nd M streets to a point opposite yhe encl. of tJte .A.q\ledug,t 
l3r\dge,and to authorize the company to acqmre land there and 
build a statiop. 

The SPEAKER. This bill ought to be considered in Commit­
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. REARD. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 'be con-
sid~red !· the House as ~n Committee of t.he Whole. 

¥r. P EKINS. I obJect. 
Mr. H ARD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move th~t the Hpu1;3e re­

~Qlve itF3~..f into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
· Of this bill. 
- The motion was agreecl to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Wllole, Mr. O'NEIL of Mas3achusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Hou:;e is in Co:mr;nittee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill which tb.~ Clerk will read. 
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The Clerk read as , folJows~ 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Com~ 

pany be, and it is hereby, directed and required to extend its tracks.and run 
its cars thereon as fOllows: Beginning at th& present· terminus of its tracks­
in Georgetown; thence west on M str.eet to or near Tli.irty-fourth-street; 
thence northerly and westerly, on a. private right of way to be acquired by 
sa,id company t<? a point to be designated by th:e Commissioners o_f the _Dis, 
trict of Columbi~ between M and Prospect, Tliirty-!ourtll-and Thrrty-siXth 

st~~e~~2. That all plans relating to the location and construction or 3aid 
railroad extension and of the passenger houses hereinafter mentioned shall 
be· subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the Distrtct of Columbia; 
the said company shall furnish at the western terminus of its route a pas­
senger house within such reasonable time as may be-required by the said Com­
missioners, and shall maintain such passenger house. and permit-its use by 
connecting linesof street-car companies for the safe; convenient, and com­
fortable transfer of passengers. upon terms mutually agreed upon by said 
railway company and the connecting line or lines, or, in default of agree­
ment, as may be fixed by t.he said Commissioners. Any violation of there­
quirements of this section as to passenger house shall l?e .P~shed. b.y a fine 
of $50 for each day such violation is continued and mam liamed, smd fine to 
be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction at the·suitl of the Com­
missioners of the District of Columbia. 

SEo. 3. That the said company shall bear all the expenses of necessary 
chan"'eS to underground construction incident to "the-construction of the ex­
tension of its roans herein directed and required, and shall deposit with· the 
Treasurer of the United States, before commencing work on said extension, 
to the credit of the Washington Aqueduct, such sum as the Secretary of War 
may consider necessary to defra..y all the expenses that may be incurred by 
the United States in connection with the inspection of the work of construc­
tion of said extension, and in making good any damages done by said com­
pany or its works, or by any of its contracting agents, to any water mains, 
fixtures, or apparatus, and in completing, as the Secretary of War may con­
sider necessary, any of the work that the said company may neglect or re· 
fuse to complete and that the Secretary of War may consider necessary for 
the safety of said 'mains; fixtures, or apparatus; and the said company shall 
also deposit, as aforesaid, such furt.her sums forsaidpurposes-at such times 
as the Sem·etary of War may consider necessary: Provided, That the said 
sum shall be disbursed like other.money.s appropriated for the Wa,shington 
Aqueduct, and that whatever-shall remain of said deposits at the end of one 
year after completion of the said extension shall be returned to said com­
pany on the order of the Secretary of War; with an aceount·of its disburse­
men t' in detail: And p1·ovided a~so, That disbursements of sa,id deposits shall, 
except in ca,ses of emergency, be made only on the order of the Secretary of 
War. And the said companY' shall also deposit with the collector of taxes 

· of the Distric.trof Columbia such amounts as may be deemed necessa-ry by· 
the Commissioners of said District to cover the cost of inspection, supervi­
sion pavement, and repairs incident to the said extension of its road; any 

. unenended balance of such deposits remaining ·artei•the completion of the 
said extension shall be returned to said company: with an.accountiniull or­
the disbursement of such deposit. 

. SEC. 4. That the said co~ any shall commence the construction otthe ex­
tension of its road, herein directed and required to be made, within three 
months. and complete it, with cars:running:thereon, wtthin.six mon.ths after 
the date o! the passage of this act: Provided, That this time limit shall be 
waived in case of unavoidable delay in securing the right otway herein au­
thorized. Any violation of the requirements of this section shall be pun­
ished by a fine of $50 for each day such violation is continued and main­
tained, said fine to be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction at 
the suit of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

SEO. 5. That in the event the said railroad company shall be unable to come 
to any agreement with the owner or owners ot any land required for the ex­
tension of its road, as herein provided for, and for a passenger house; as con­
templated in section 2 of this act, the said company is-hereby authorized to 
institute proceedings in the supreme com·tof th& Districtof ·Columbia, in 
accordance with existing law for the taking of. private property for public 
use, for the condemnation of so much land as may be required for said pur­
poses, said proceedings to be under such rules and regulations as to notice. as 
said court may prescribe. 

SEC. 6. That said railroad company is authorized to furnish: and maintain 
a passenger house at Pennsylvani.a avenue between the tracks of the Navy 
Yard and the Baltimore and Ohio depot branches of said company's railroad. 

SEc. 7. That this act may at any time be altered, amended, or repealed by 
the Congress of the United Sta.tes. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol­
lows: 

Strike out the following: 
"SEC. 6. That the said railroad company is authorized to furnish and 

maintain a passenger house at Pennsylvania avenue between the tracks of 
the Navy Yard and the Baltimore and Ohio branch of said company's rail­
road." 

Mr. HEARD. The proposition contained in this section, 
which the committee disapprove, is to give the railroad com­
p:;my authority to build a shed down here in front of tho Peace 
Monument between the two tracks. That provision we propose 
to strike out. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is there a report oh this bill? 
Mr. HEARD. There is. 
Mr. COOMBS. I should like to hear it. 
Mr. HEARD. I ask a vote on this amendment of the com­

mittee. I do not think any one will oppose it. 
Mr. DINGLEY. General debate must take place befere any 

amendment is voted ~pon. 
Mr. HEARD. There is- no further amendment we wish to 

offer. 
Mr. DINGLEY. This amendment can be voted upon with 

the understanding that it shall not interfere with. general de­
bate. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. No advantage will be tak~n. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the question on_ag·ree..­

ing. to the amendment, with the. understanding that the vote on . 
the amendment will not interfere with general debate. 

Mr. HEARD. That is right; that. is perfectly welL underj 
stood ... 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be. a;gain read. 
The Clerk again read the amendment. 

. Mr. HEARD. For-the bene:fitof gentlemen who may not have 
heard my previous statement, I will say that this section pro~ 
poses·to authorize the com-pany to-put a shed between their tracks 
down here in front. of the Peace Monument. The committee 
disapproves that proposition and moves to strike out the sec-
tion. , 

Mr. CANNON of Illineis.. One word on this question, because 
you are legislating in regard to my carriage. I ride on it back and 
forth daily, paying the usual price, six tickets for a quarter. It 
is the only carriage I have. I do not know whether the gentle­
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] who sits before me .has 
any other- kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ride on it every day on 
the same terms. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Gentlemen understand that when 
we start for the Caoitol on a yellow car weare obliged tochange 
cars near the Peac~ Monument at the foot of the hill. To-day 
we do not need any shed there, because we can stand the sun­
shine; sunshine is healthy; but during the winter or in stormy 
weather the transfer can not be made without waiting a minute 
or two, sometimes five minutes; I suppos'3 the time will average 
a couple of minutes. Now, why should there not be a shed (con­
structed under the direction, if you choose, of the Commission­
ers, so that it may be ornamental and as little in the way as pos-. 
sible)-why should there not be a shed at thatpointwhich would 
keep off the rain and the slee.t from women and children, say-
ing nothing about the. men? . 

Mr. HEARD. I will.answer. my friend's question; and that is 
all the argument I have to make on this proposition. The rea­
son the committee objected to putting this shed at the place pro­
posed is that they thought it would obscure the view of the 
monument, and while it might afford some shelter, would-be re­
garded as a detriment to the appearance of things; and that it 
could better be placed elsewhere. The company is perfectly 
willing to erect a.shed, and the Commissioners recommend that • 
permission be granted; but the committee had an aversion t.o 
locating the shed there, believing that the opposition which has 
been made to a shed used for a similar purpose on Fifteenth 
street, in front of the Treasury Department, would be intensified 
against a shed erected in the place here proposed. The whole 

·question is whether the House prefers to have th3.t shed put 
there or not. If the shed is such a desirable thing, let us vote 
down the amendment and accept the bill as it stands. 

Mr. GROUT. Why not put the shed on the sidewalk? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me if the Dist:l,'ict Com­

missioners were authorized to superintend the erection of a 
shed, we will" say on the south side of the avenue, at the curb, 
it might not be objectionable. It would not materially obstruct 
tlie view from down the avenue. And I would rather have a lit­
tle less view and a little more protection from the elements. 

Mr. HEARD. I undel~stand the gentleman from Illinois to 
ug:gest a shed on the south side of the avenue? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, sir; by the curb. 
Mr. HEARD. That is a different proposition from the one 

contained in the section we move to strike out, which proposes 
to locate a shed between the railroad tracks, in the middle of 
the Avenue, directly in front o.f the Peace Monnment. That is 
what we object to. If my friend wishes to offer an amendment 
to locate this shed on the south side of the A venue, that propo­
sition can be considered by the House. But we are not in favor 
of having this shed in the middle of the street in front of the 
monument. 

Mr. PERKINS. It was that proposition that the committee 
very properly, I think, objected to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois.. I would sooner have it there than 
not at all. -

Mr. HEARD. If my friend from Illinois desires to have a shed 
on the south side of the Avenue, let him offer an amendment to 
that-effect. But there is no proposition of that kind in the bill. 
We simply propose to strike out the section in its present form, 
which we think objectionable. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out and insert what r send to the desk. 

Mr. BINGHAM:. Let me ask the chairman of the committee 
where this road is to run? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is simply an exten­
sion of the Washing.ton and Georgetown road,- in Georgetown, 
from the end of the present line up to or near the Aqueduct. 
bridge-. The road ends now at Thirty-second street, and this. 
authorizes the. extension of the. road. some three or four- blocks 
further on the same s t reet. 
Mr~ <rANNON of· Illinois. f offe~ the amendment, I send to 

the. desk-as a substi-tute for. the amend-ment Fecomm -:;nded. by, the .. 
commi tte.e.-

. 

-

. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
SEc. 6. That the said railroad company is authorized and required to fur­

nish and maintain a passenger house at Pennsylvania avenue near the 
tracks of the Navy-Yard and Baltimore and Ohio branches of said company's 
railroad, over the sidewalk, on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agr'eeing to the substi­
tut-e. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, before the 
vote i'3 taken on the substitut-e I suggest that the gentleman 
ought to add, so as to make this harmonious with the rest of the 
bill: 

To be constructed under the direction of the Commissioners or the District 
of ColJlmbla. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I accept that modification, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The substitute, as mo·dified, was agreed to. 
Mr. HEARD. Now, Mr. Chairman! I have nothing further 

to add in presenting this bUl to the IIouse. lt is simply a prop­
osition to extend the tracks of the Washington and Georgetown 
Railway Company about three or four blocks from its terminus 
on M street between Thirty-second and Thirty-third streets, to 
a point that has been recommended by the Commissioners be­
tween Thit>ty-fourth and Thirty-fifth streets, which will give 
railroad accommo:lations for three or four blocks beyond the 
present terminus, and allow them to land their p:tssengers close 
to the Aqueduct Bridge. In addition, it require.:; the company 
to buy a block of land between M street and Prospect avenue, 
which is back of the bridge, and to constt>uct thereon a passen­
ger h:)use for the accommodation of the passengers now trans·­
ported over the present road; and it is the plan proposed by the 
Commissioners that other roads mny run into the same pas3en­
ger house, and m ake transfer of their passengers under cover. 
'£hat is all there is of the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis­
souri a question. 

Mt>. HEARD. Cer tainly. 
• Mr. TAWNEY. A s I underst!tnd the gentleman, the proposi­
tion h era is to authorize the Washington and Georgetown Rail­
road Company to buy a block of ground. Is it not a fact that 
the company owns now more than a block of ground west of 
Thirty -fifth street, and that you propose to clothe the company 
with the right of eminent domain for the purpose of acquiring 
title to a h alf block of land that they have not been able to buy, 
and that in doing so they will take and destroy the home of 
l\1r.s. Morris? And is it not also true that this lady requested a 
hea:·i ng befo:·e your committee, in opposition to the project as 
emb::>died in the bill, and was denied a hearing? 

Mr. HEARD. I am veey glad to be able to set my friend 
right. We will g etthroughafterawhile with havingourfriends 

, imposed on by false statements of interested parties outside. 
rrhat statement is absolutely false. Of course my friend is not 
to blame; but the statement is without foundation, and he has 
been imposed on. I do not know what this company owns be­
yond Tnirty-fifth street, or whether they own a square, as the 
gentleman suggests. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They do , oe rather it has been bought in 
their interests. 

Mr. HEARD. I do not know that they own a foot. But I 
know that this st!l.tement about Mrs. Morris having been denied 
a heariqg before the committee is without foundation. The 
fact is this: The bill was before the committee for some time and 
was considered. About three weeks ago the committee, without 
a dissenting voice , directed a report to be made and without 
any opposition in the District, except Mt>s. Morris through her 
attornevs. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Permit me there. The reason yo:1 did not 
hear a dissenting voice was because the company bought up the 
property west of Mrs. Morris, and hope to buy enough on the 
east side of her property to accomplish the purpose they seek 
to accomplish. 

Mr. HEARD. Then what do they want of Mrs. Morris's prop­
erty at all? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because that lies between the two lots which 
they possess or hope to acquire by purchase. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr.Chairman, tocontinuewhatiwassay­
ing. After the bill was directed be reported theDommissioners 
of theDistrictfound, on attention b3ing called to it, that one or 
two suggestionshacl been made in their report, and which brought 
in some it·relevan t rna tter, notably some suggestions about the pro­
priety of ultimately allowing other roads to come across the river 
over the Aqueduct bridge, which we knew would be prejudicial 
to this bill and which have no connection with its object. They 
were suggestions that did not pertain to the bill, and would be so 
considered in this House. The Commissioners saw that it was bet­
ter to reform their report so made to the committee, and they 
did so. As soQn as that was done, and that was the only reason 

of the delay, the committee made their report of the bill to the 
House. 

Now, on the day of our last meeting, which I believe was last 
Wednesday, I received a note from the attorney of Mrs. Morris 
asking permission for a hearing before the committee. As I say, 
the matter had been considered three weeks before, and, as I 
advised him by letter, had already been unanimously ordered to 
be favorably reported. 

Now, about the Morris proposition. This bill authorizes tho 
condemnation of that property under existin~ law in the Dis­
trict, and the company can not take a dollar's worth of her prop­
erty without paying for it, and the same is true as to the prop­
erty of anybody else. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If this is a public corporation, and if the use 
to which this company seeks to put this property is a public use·, 
why is it necessary to authorize the condemnation proceedings 
which you authorize here by section 5? Why can they not come 
in under the general law and institute condemnation proceed­
ings without this provision? 

Mr. HEARD. They have no authority 'llnder the general law 
to condemn private property. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why have they not that authority? 
Mr. HEARD. Because it is not given to any corporation in 

the District of Columbia, except by special action of Congress. 
Now, the gentleman misapprehended me. I said they would 
proceed, under existing law, for the condemnation of property, 
as for highways and so forth, which generallawprotects every 
property holder in the District. That is the situation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But is it not a fact that this is not one of 
those corporations entitled to invoke the power of eminent do­
main, under existing law? 

Mr. HEARD. This corporation has no power to condemn 
property, except when the power is given by an act like this. 

Mt>. TAWNEY. Nobody ever heard of a street railway com­
pany being clothed with the power, especially when it would 
operate to deprive a person of their home. 

ML·. HEARD. I suppose not, and therefore this is the proper 
manner in which to proceed. lf Congress in its judgment feels 
that the good of the public may be met by authorizing the exer­
cise of that power in a p:1rticular case, it is competent for Con­
gress to do it, and that is what Congress proposes to do in this 
case, if it acts favorably upon the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then we are to pass upon the question 
whether or not this is a proper corporation to clothe with that 
power, and whether the use to which the company is going to 
put this property is a public use. _ 

Mr. HEARD. Most assuredly. 
Mr. TAWNEY. And in order to pass upon that question, I 

say the owners of the property have a right to be heard. 
Mr. HEARD. I do not know what hearing they !lad before 

the District Commissioners. 
Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever. They were never notified. 
Mr. HEARD. If they had made an application before our 

committee before the bill was considered and ordered to be re­
ported, they could have g ot the hearing, although they had no 
right to claim it except as a matter of courtesy which the com­
mittee always gives. 

Mr. TAWNEY. D.J you say they have no right to a hearing, 
when you propose to pass a law which will take from them their 
private property? 

Mr. HEARD. I say it is a courtesy always extended by the 
committee to anybody who asks it under reasonable conditions, 
but they have no right to complain. There is only one proposi­
tion in the bill which the Commissioners recommend, and I think 
wisely recommend, and that is that we require t his r ailroad 
company, which is a rich one, to buy a block of ground for which 
they must p:t.y, and put a passenger house there, wher e they 
can decently accommodate the public, and in that way give the 
public the right to the use of t he street. 

The company should take care of their passengers under a 
decent cover, to be constructed at their expense. Not a dollar 
of Mrs. Morris's property or of anybody else's property can be 
taken withou~ full compensation. Everybody knows that where 
a jury sits upon a case on one side of which stands a corporation 
and on the other side of which stands a private citizen, J;lOprivate 
citizen's rights are sacrificed. If there is any tendency to be 
partial, it is a tendency to be partial to a private citizen. That 
is the way it should be, and the way it is. 

I apprehend nobody will doubt that this property can n~t be 
taken for this meritorious purpose without full compensation 
being made for it. That is the entire purpose of this bill, and I 
hope it will be favorably considered. 
• I want to say, Ml'. Speaker, that two years ago, when this com­
pany was about to put in this cable plant, they were perfectly 
willing, on the suggestion of our District Committee, to extend 
their line up to the point now contemplated, and we presented to 

. 
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the House a "bni for that purpose, which was bitterly fou~ht on 
this floor. I thought then that the opposition to it was un­
reasonable, and said to th~ House at that time that it w:_ould not 
be more than two years, that during the life of the tl?-en next 
Congress, the pablic would demand that these people make that 
chunge, and that it would cost forty or fift.v thousand dollars to 
remove the terminal p~ a.nt, which they should have been per­
mitted then to locate at the right place. But that is a burden 
which the bill puts upon the company, and which the company 
is ready to assume, because they know that in order to get a 
good service they must do it, and that the demands presented in 
this bill are not on that account unreasonable. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ·ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. . 
Mr. EVERETT. When a bill is pending before the commit­

te3, and before it has been reported, how are property owners 
who are interested to ascertain that it is panding, so that they 
may apply to the committee to extend to them the courtesy of a 
hearing'? Until it is reported to the House, how can they know 
that it is pending~ 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman is sq.rely advised of the fact 
that all these bills relating to the District of Columbia areal-

- ways reported in the newspap3rs. It is a matter of general re· 
port that they are pending; and I will statejurther to the gen­
tleman that every bill that comes to the Committee on the Dis­
trict of Columbia, except such as come from the Commissioner3 
themselves, is referred to that body for inform-:ttion and recom­
mendation; and they, as I am advised, invariably advertise the 
fact that it is there and give he-:trings to those who are inter­
ested. 

Mr. EVERETT. Has the Chairman investigated the subject 
sufficiently to be able to state whether this property owner did 
have a hearing- by the District Commissioners? 

Mr. HEARD. I am not advised as to that. I do not know 
that she was before the Commissioners when this bill was under 
consideration; but I know that the newspapers stated that this 
property holder did apply, through her attorney, to the Senate 
committee for a hearing. I think they had a hearing before the 
Senate, but whether she did before tho District Commissioners 
I do not know. 

Mr. EVERETT. I understand she did have a hearing before 
the Senate committee. It is, I understand, agreat security that 
property owners shall be duly heard; and as I understand the 
gentleman, they have a chance to be heard by the Commission­
ers. 

Mr. HEARD. I am advised thatit is ~he praetice of the Co:n­
missioners in every instance where there is notice of any oppo­
sition, to advertise the fact that the bill is there, and that hear-
ings will be given. · , · 

Mr. EVERETT. And it is fair to assume that such hearing 
is given in every case. 

Mr. HEARD. It is entirely fair to assume that any property 
holder applying will have a hearing, and in every case when it 
comes before the committee, before acMe has b::en considered 
and acted on, I never knew of it being declined. I will say that 
courtesy is always extended by the committee wherever appli­
cation is preferred before the bill is considered. 

Mr. 'l'A WNEY. I desire to move to strike out section 5 of 
thiS bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I submit to the gentleman 
that tbe motion is not in order until general debate is closed. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask that general debate be closed on this bill. 
Mr. rrA WNE,Y. I give notice that at _the proper time I will 

move to strike out this section. My principal object is this. 
The primary purpose of this bill is to extend the line of the 
Georgetown and Washington roa.d to the Aqueduct bridge from 
its present termination. 

Mr. HEARD. Not to the bridge, but to a point north of the 
bridge. 

Mr. TAWNEY. •ro a point opposite the end of that bridge. 
Mr. HEARD. That is correct. 
Mr. TA \VNEY. Now, coupled with that proposition is an­

other proposition to purchase or to condemn private property 
for the purpos? of erecting and maintaining a station, a transfer 
station. Now, the gentlem-:tn from Missouri says that this sh­
tion is absolutely necessary to the public in using that r oad, not­
withstanding the fact that the road has been used--

Mr. HEARD. I used no such language. I beg the gentle­
man's pardon. He does not certainly wish to misrepresent me. 
I us3d no such language as "that it was absolutely necessary." 
All I meant to state w~;ts that it would be an accommodation to 
the people which we should provide. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood the gentleman very clearly to 
say that the use of this property was essential to the public ac­
commodation and for the-benefit of the company. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman will allow me to say that my 
purpose was to argue that it wouM be for the benefit of the pub· 
lic that this erection be located at this point. And in order to 
enable these people to accomplish that end it is required that 
they should be authorized to condemn that property if thev can 
not purchase it at a fair price. ~ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, then, the purpose is to erect and main­
tain a station there for the accommodation of ·the people. Mr. 
Chairman, that road now terminates about five blocks from the 
point proposed for its termination in this bill, and for a good 
many years they have had no station and have needed no station 
terminus. · Why? Because the cars are shnding there, and 
people desiring to go east simply get on the cars. Those people 
who wish to go west go on to their destination. The only way 
in which there could arise a necessity for a transfer station is bv 
connecting that line with some line going beyond the AqueduCt 
Bridge, and this is the scheme contemplated, when taken to­
gether with the bill p::ts.:ed two weeks ago, giving another rail­
road a charter on Prospect street north of M street, on which 
the Washington and Georgetown line is located. 

Now, this company has bought a large amount of propertv 
west of Thirty-fifth street, between Prospect and M streets. 
There is one half block, however, which it has not been able to 
s·ecure. It is owned by ¥rs. Morrie, a native of my State, but 
who has resided on this property for a great many years~ first 
with her parents and afterwards wlth her husband, until his 
death. That property is valuable. It is the lady's home, the 
only home she has. Jt fronts on Prospect 150 feet, and 120 feet 
on M street; the distance between the two streets is 240 feet, 
and the difference in elevation between M street and Pros­
pect street is 75 feet. Now, how does this company propose to 
maintain a transfer station on property of that character with­
out excavating the entire bank? They do not propose to take 
only a part of Mrs. Morris's property, but the whole tra-ct· 150 
feet on Prospect street and 240 feet deep, or the entire half bfock 
between the two streets. 

Mr. HEARD. Your purpose, as I understand, is to strike out 
section 5, which authorizes condemnation proceedings? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HEARD. It is not your purpose, however, to strike out 

the requirement that the company shall build a station there? 
Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir. 
Mr. HEARD. Therefore you ought to move to change the 

title of the bill to "A bill for the benefit of Mrs. Morris," by 
compellingthe railroad company to pay her her price for her. 
ground. _ 

Mr. TAWNEY. She has set no price upon the land. It is 
her home, and she proposes to 1i ve there; and because this street 
railroad company is not one of those corporations that can invoke 
the right of eminent domain, you propose to give it that l'ight 
by this act, which is wrong, and ought not to be done, especially 
in view of the fa-ct that there is property just west of this that can _ 
be obt'lined foe this purpose. If the compa.ny will extend their 
terminus one block further west they can get the neces3a!'y 
property without invoking the aid of a special ac~ of this kind. 
'rhey can go there and buy prop9rty as they have done hereto­
fore. They own the block, or part of the block, west of this, 
ancl also part of this block adjoining Mrs. Morris's property. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Suppose these condemnation proceedings 
take place and the company acquire the title to the two blocks 
between Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth streets and between 
Prospect and M streets and then grade those two blocks to the 
level of M street, what becomes [oi Thirty-fifth street between 
Prospect and M streets? Will it not be absolutely destroyed? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. . • 
Mr. GROUT. How? 
Mr. HEPBURN. By reason of the difference in grade. 
.Mr. WASHINGTON. You can hardly walk up or down 

there now. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, yes; you can. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. If you are a billygo-:tt you can. [Laugh-

ter.] • 
Mr. TAWNEY. Well, perhaps the gentleman has tried it, 

and I have no doubt he has succeeded. [Laughter.] In fact, 
Mr. Chairman, there is a street there dedicated to the public 
and open to thepublic. Now, I submit that thisCongressought 
not to clothe a quasi-public corporation with the powers that 
this corporation would be clothed with under this section, and 
I submit that under the circumstances this lady ought not to be 
deprived of her home. There is no necessity for the company 
taking that property~ none whatever. 

Thisissimplypart of a mammoth scheme of persons interested · 
in suburban property. This House p::tssed the other day a charter 
for a road that will connect with the Washington and George­
town road running up the Potomac River from the Aqueduc' 
Bridge, where they hope in the distant future to have occasion 
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for a transfer station, but there is no present necessity for it and 
"{l.Opubli.cdemandfor it. The W.ashington and Georgetown. road 
now connects with no other road at that end, and the people wP..o 
come from that direction are accomrqoda~d by the cars on the 
track, and the-people who go in thatdirectiotl go to their desti­
nations without stopping at this point, and would not stop even 
if there was a transfer station there. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to say only a few words in reply to the 
gentlep:1an from Minnesota. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that the 
extension of. this road would accommoda.te the people on three 
or four blocks on either side of M street wh~re there is now no 
i·ailroad accommodation. The gentleman refers· to this as a part 
oi a scheme to connect this road with other roads, but he should 
be fair enough to say that that scheiD.e is one that is recom­
mended by the District Commissioners. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is. there any demand for it by the public? 
F:: :i\fr. HEARD. Yes, sir. It is the judgment of the committee 
and it is my judgment that the public greatly desire it. 

Mr-. TAWNEY. H.a.ve the committ-ee received any petitions 
or anything of that kind in favor of it? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I state what I believe to be true, 
that this extension is demanded by the public, and there is only 
this one property-holder, so far as I have ever heard, who has 
made obj(}ction to the proposed extension to the Aqueduct 
Bridge. So far as the railroad company are concern.e~. they 
would get no more fare fo;r carrying passengers on to this pro­
posed terminus_ than they rece_ive·nowfor carrying them to theil' 
present terminus, and tllis extension will put them to large cost 
ip. moving their terminal plant up there, but the;y are willing to 
do.it, fOI'. they know they nave to go there ultimately. I 

Now, sit:, one word about this scheme of another railroad to 
which the gentleman bas referred. . • 

The railroad company to which ihe gentleii\_an from Minne­
sota has referred., a suburban rOSLd, came into Congress with a 
bill, not asking for this transfer station but on the contrary ask­
ing to be permitted to come down Prospect street and t6 con­
n.ect with this roa.d over the Tenna.llytown track at its present 
terminus. When the Commissioners rep9rted upon their bill, 
and proposing a union railway station a.t this point, they re­
quired the bill to ba amended, which was done on this floor by 
the committee, so as to permit the road to run to a point oppo­
site this spot between Thirty-fourth and Thi~ty-sixth streets, 
with a view to using the station there when built, and requiring 
them to use it w he1f the pla,u should be carried out. Now, in all 
fairness, if this road is to be extended as a public benefit to ac­
commodate those people beyond its present terminus, the rail­
road company ought not to be required to go to-work and pur­
cha.s-e ground apd build a sta.tion without having the power to 
protect themselves against exorb~t~t prices. 

Mr. TAWNEY. H0\"9" many pebple are there west of the ter­
minus of this road? 

Mr. HEARD. ~never too.k: auycensus of them, but there are 
several blocks. But f wish to ca~l the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that this extensiqn is not only a matter of accommoda­
tion to those peopl~, but it concerns everyone who may want to 
go to Arlington by that road, or tp any point beyond the Aqueduct 
Bridge. Such persons have a ri~ht to be put down at the point 
nearest to the bridge con~istent with the public good. 

Now, if you want to authorize the. extension of this road, say­
ing nothing about the use of the sU\,tion, I shall not object, 
though I think the company ought to be compelled to buy 
ground and erect a station . .I do not think they ought to be 
placed at the mercy of Mrs. Morris, however, or anybody else 
who may wish to oppress them by demanding three or four 
prices for their property. The general law of the District in 
r egard to the condemnation 9f property, under which these 
people would have to procee-d, sufficiently protects everybody 
whose property it may be necessary to t a.ke. 

Mr. GEAR. Why was it that these parties in interest were 
denied a heat'ing? 

Mr. HEARD. They were not denied a hearqg. I contra­
dict that statement on this floor. They made the1r application 
two or three weeks after the bill had been considered and or­
dered reported to the House. 

Mr. GEAR. I have seen a lettBr stating that a hearing was 
denied them. 

Mr . HEARD. No, sir; you saw my letter, and I wrote no 
such letter as the gentleman states. I wrote a letter stating 
why a hearing could not be granted at that time because the 
bill had bean considered two or three weeks before. Let the 
gentleman bring that letter here. 

J\ir. GEAR. I saw the letter. 
Mr. HEARD. The gentleman, when he states to the House a 

matte:t:"affecting the standing of other members, ought to be very 
c~reful to state the truth. 

Mr. GEAR. I am not stating anything against. the gentle­
man or his commi~tee. 

Mr. Hll!ARD. I say that the statement affects me as a mem­
ber of the com~ittee; an~ it is not the truth. 

Mr. GEAR. I ammak1~ no charge against the gentl~man. 
Mr. HEARD. The gentleman does make a ch£t1•ge, whether 

he intends it or not. 
Mr. GEAR. A reputable gentleman told me this morning 

that he had such a letter; he took it out of his pocket and. showed 
it to me. I did not read the letter--

Mr. H~ARD. That will do. I excuse the gentleman. 
Mr. GEAR. He said tb.'a.t letter showed that these pa.rties 

had been denied a. hearing. 
Mr. E:EARD. It is absolutely untrue, except under the con­

ditions I have explained. Those people applied to us for a hear­
ing- two or three weeks after the bill had been considered and 
ordered reported, and while we were waiting simply for an • 
amended report from the Commissioners of tbe District or Co­
lumbia to accompany our report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you know whether the owners of thi~ 
property were notified of the pendency of this ill? 

Mr. HEARD. I do n.ot know; I never heard. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, those people are aU. immediately represented by the. 
Commissioners who, as I am advised, advertise these hearings 
when no~ifi.ed of opposition before them. I never A.~ard of Mrs .. 
Morris till I h~a.rd through the papers sh~ was before the Sen­
ate committee in regard to this bill; and when her lawyer wrote 
that letter to me, I stated to him in reply why the hearing could 
not be. granted to him. If my friend from Iowa had brought 
that letter here and read it, there would have been no need for 
any further explanation about the matter. lt would establish 
the fapts. as I have stated them. The bill has already been or- ' 
d-e-red reported, and we were merely waiting the return of the 
amended report of the District Commissioners in or9-er that the 
bill might be presented to the House, and w~ had that when the 
attorney's letter was :t:'eceived. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Just one word.. Mra. Morris went to the 
Commissioners and. they told her there was no proposition pend­
ing for the condemnation of her property. Then she went tQ 
the president of tb.,e Washington and Georgetown road, who 
evaded her question as to what they proposed to do by this bill. 
Then application was made to the committee. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask my friend this question: If she 
made that application to the Commissioners, why did she not 
follow it up then with an application to the committee? If she 
had done so she would have had a hearing. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand that she did-­
Mr. HEARD. She did no such thing. 
Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). 'rhrough her attorney. 
Mr. HEARD. She did nothing of the kind at that time. The 

Commissioners had the bill there, for we sent it to them, and her 
attorney should have been able to see the provision in the bill 
about the condemnation clau.se and called h er a t tention to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. She went in person and . thev told her that 
there was no proposition to condemn the property. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, I do not know what the Commissi9n~rs 
may have told her. I was not tliere. If tqey misrepresented the 
mat ter to her then they ought to be held responsible far it and 
not the commit tee, but I apprehend there must be some misun­
derstanding about their statement to her. I am stating exactly 
the facts as far as they concerned. the committee. 

Mr. BYNUM. Let me ask the gentleman from Missouri a. 
question: I understand that at the time this application was 
made, the bill had not been reported? 

Mr. HEARD. No, sir; but the commit tee h ad ordered it 
made. 

Mr. BYNUM. Please state then what urgent necessity ex­
isted for repor ting it so hurriedly without giving her an oppor­
tunity to be heard? 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr. Chairman, this bill had beenconsid-. 
ered and ordered to be reported to the House; and I suppose 
there is no committee of the House which ever held up a bill on 
any such ground as that. I never knew a committee to do it. 
The bill was considered by the committee, was ordered to be r~­
por ted, and the report was made, and I do not know anY. re~s~n 
why it should have been held up because of such an appli<;atwn. 
This bill contains but one proposition, it must be remembered. 
All persons in interest had notice, I presume from the qommis­
sioners of the District of Columbi.q. that the bill was bemg con· 
sidered by them; an.d I know, and I presume all the members of 
the committee know, that we have considered the matter thOl~­
oughly, and that if this party had a dozen J;l.earings upon the 
facts h ere stated by her friends it would not have changed the 
viewsentertainedbythecommittee. Iamfranktosayno~mount 
of evidence to ·show the facts claimed here would have changed 
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my view tand I presume that is true of the othe~· members of the. a passengev-house there unless it is for the accommodation of the 
committee. company and the accommodation of tlie publicL I can no~ im-

Now, the facts ~e. before the House for your action. Here is agina any other reason. Its self-interest can be trusted to regu­
a proposition to authorize- this railroad company to extend its late this. 
line of road to accommodate t~ traveling public. It can be Mr. HEARD. I will explain to the. gentleman that it is a. 
vo.ted down o:r:: voted up; I do not care a penny. There is a prop- scheme of the District Corrn:nissioners--
osition. in addition to the bill~ allowing this company to buy Mr. GEAR.. "Scheme" is the proper word. 
more hind for the purpose of building a transfer station. That Mr. HEARD. A plan of the. District Commissioners, abso-

1 is a matter for the determination of the House. Strike it out if lutely. It originates with Maj. Powell and the District Com-­
you desire; vote the bill down if you wilL But the bill is a good missioners, and they made their first suggestion of it in connac­
one, the Commissioners say so; theCoilllllittee. on the District tion with the Great Falls road, when that matter was here. 
of Columbia believe it ought to be passed_. It is for the House Mr. GROUT. I do not care where it originated. Letusloo.k 
to vote as it pleases in regard to the. matter. at it as a practical question. That is all we have to do with it.,_ 

Mr. GROUT. This. land is wanted for the purpose of estab- Mr. TAWNEY. Is the. gentleman aware of the fact that 
lishing a passenger station upon it, as I understand? there are scarcely any people residing west of the terminus? 

Mr. HEARD. Ye.s, sir. Mr. GROUT. I suppose it does go pretty well out to the city 
Mr. GROUT. Well, a statement has been made tha~ other limits, but it connects with other lines beyond. 

!and has been bought adjolning this on the west side by this Mr. TAWNEY. 'rhere are no other lines beyond. 
c.omp.any. , . Mr, GROUT~ Well, proje.cted lines beyond. . 

Mr. HEARD. I know nothLng whatever· about that. I have Mr~ TAWNEY. In the future, when this suburban p!'oparty: 
no such information. is.dev.eloped, there may be some neces.sity for a connection, but. 

Mr. GROUT.. That is stated as_ a :fact. at. the pres-ent t1me. there- is no other road th.ere to conneet wlth. 
Mr. TAWNEY. It is a fact. and there are no pe.ople to travel on the roadf. i! they had. ona 
Mr. GROUT .. I was wondering if th.e· other land was pur- there. 

chased why they might need. this also. Mr. GROUT. There are people up the valley toward Cabin 
Now, I want to say with reference to thia bill that I would John, and pretty much all the way to Great Falls, to be accom­

like to see the road extended to connect. with any prop.os.ed line moda.ted by the proposed line there. 
for Great Falls. . Mr. HEARD. It is- a mistake to suppose- there are-no peop-le 

Mr. HEARD . • Or all lines-. there. There are people on that street: a!Dng· wliich this line: 
Mr. GROUT. Or any other lines. extending anywhere eise runs. 

iRto the country, where.ver they may: choose to run. I do. not Mr .. GROUT. I ha.ve been up as far as the Great Falls .. I · · 
aJtogether share. the. objection whieh has been raised here. by went in a carriage, at the expense of another man. Nowt if. a. 
gentlemen to condemning private property for such purposes,_ company want to build a railway there which will take me up, 
although it is a..lit.tle outside of the purpose indicated by· the I am willing that- they should, andiam.'wiTiin~ thatthey should 
nama given a street railway, to·t'· that is. supposed to cling to the · have. the trolley up in that section. Then, when the line is 
st.reet. Yet I can see no real absurdity or impro~rietyrif nee- . built,_ I may take. it sometime on my account·, not being able to 
ess.ary for the. proper e~ercise of that franchise for the. accom- support a carria~e. And this illustrates the convenience it will 
modation oi the public, for private property to be condemned be to the general public. I have no obiection to corporations 
for this purpose. building railways for the accommodation of the public. I am in 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the. gentleman answer one question? favor of it, heartily in favor of it; but let us come back to the 
Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. question. Wherein lies the reasonable objection to giving thi.i 
Mr. BYNUM. When this company was required to change company the right to. take private property for a passenger 

its motor power was a condition put into the law allowing them house, provided that passenger house is-for the a-ccommodation 
to condemn private property for the establishment of a. power of the public?· I am unable to see any reason far objection. I 
house? can sea no difference in principle to have a street railway aml' a 

Mr. GROUT. I think not. steam railway. The fact that no street railway company has 
Mr. BYNUM. Was it ever granted any such right, or any ever had the right before, if that be true, is not a sufficient rea--

other street railroad? son. Before I can concur in this objection something m1.1st be 
Mr. GROUT. I am not able to say. suggested to distinguish a street railway from a steam railway-, 
Mr. TAWNEY. Not anywhere in the Unite.d States.- for which itis grantedineveryStateandTerritary. 
Mr. BYNUM. Did not they purchase this square of ground Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

down here at what they claimed to be an excessive cost, some Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 
sixhundredandodd thousand dollars, becausetheycouldnothave Mr. WARNER. I wish to ask a question. Possibly it would 
the, right to condemn it? be more pertinent to ask the chairman of the committee, but I 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, they have no right of condemnation under think the gentleman from Vermont is iniormed on this subjectA 
the general law, as I understand it. It must be expressly con- I understand from what has been said that this road proposes to 
ferred. extend its line only about five blocks, and that the neighborhood 

Mr. HEARD. They have nopowerof condemnation, of course, where this land is to be condemned has, been suggested as being 
w;lless it be expressly granted. peculiarly appropriate for a passenger station, because it may 

Mr. GBOUT. And it has never been speciaily conferred\.. I hereafter be a place where vary much more important transpor• 
believe. tatio.n lines from outside· will center. Now, may I ask, what 

Mr. BYNUM. I think not. there is in this bill which, when that time comes, will prevent 
Mr. GROUT. But granted thatit hasnotthepower, wherein this company-which is given the opportunity to acquire this 

ties the objection, if it be for the convenience of the public? · land when it is not specially needed-from becoming a dog in: 
Mr. BYNUM. I say to the gentleman tb.at this power ought the manger to prevent the public from being well served by the 

not to be conferred upon a corporation of this character. I do other companies which will then need the land, and which will 
not believe it is such a public corporation as brings it within the find this company in possession of the point of vantage? 
rule authorizing the exercise of the pri!lciple of eminent do- Mr. HEARD. There is ample provision in th.e bill to guard 
main. against that. 

Mr. GROUT. But why not on this, if on others? It is cer- Mr. GROUT. It is provided for in the- bill. 
tainly given steam rail ways. Mr. HEARD. And this plan is proposed by the Commissioners 

Mr. GEAR. It should not be granted to any. of the District. 
Mr. BYNUM. No street railway corporation in the District Mr. WARNER. As I read the bill, it did not seem to be verv 

should have that right. well provided for. ... 
Mr. GROUT. Do you mean simply because it is called a.street Mr. HEARD. It is provided for; 

:railway and not a steam railway? Mr. GROUT- It is satisfactorily provided for in the bill· as, I 
Mr. BYNUM. I do not believe this corporationsheuld have read it. Ifthecorporationscannotagree amongt.hemselve.s, the 

that right. It has no public station at the other end of the line. Commissioners. are to determine_. 
Why is one more necessary at that end of the lin-e th.an at the. Mr. HE.A.RD. That is the fact. 
other end of the line? Mr. GROUT.. But~ to c.ome back to the questfon, I can se.e. no 

Mr- GROUT. On account of its. connec.tions beyond. reason_ why a. street railway company may not be allowed to take. 
Mr. BYN~. Is not there something behind this, that they priv.ate. property for the convenience of the public, the same as 

. want to get thlS property for some. other purpose? · a steam railway ~mpany may. I should want, of course, te 
~Ir~ GROUT. Of course that should be guarded againstL Bu.t kno.w th.at it was absolutely ne.cessarv for· the purpos.e assigned., 

I C3.n not understand why this corporation should want to build and for no other-purpose- ~ 
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Now, in reply to the sugg-estion of the gentleman from Minne­
sota (Mr. TAWNEY] that notice was not given these parties, so 
they might have a hearing, let me say: If there b3 any sugges­
tionof any matter which should have been presented to the com­
mittee, which can not with equal fullness and certainty be pre­
sented to the House, that objection would be a good one, un­
doubtedly. But 1 can hardly imagine what matter of that kind 

...there could be. The objection stated by my friend from Minne­
sota [Mr. 'rAWNEY], that the company have no rigp.t to condemn 
private property, is an objection which the House would have 
to consider ultimately, even if it had been passed upon by the 
commit:ee, after argument before committee by counsel in ·be­
half of the person heard. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But they had a right to be heard. 
Mr. GROUT. They have a right to ba heard and are being 

heard now, it seems to me; so that that objection is not a good 
one. But I wish to be suee, as has been sugge3ted by the gen­
tleman from Indian3 [Mr. BYNUM], that it is necessary to take 
this private property for this purpo3ej and I want to know, too, 
that it c.1n not be misapplied or afterward appropriated. to any 
other p:Irpo3e. So I have drawn an amendment which I will 
submitwh 3D the time comes, provided the saction is not stricken 
out. I will read the amendment for the information of the House 
and will s 3nd. it to the Clerk's de3k to ba called up in due time. 
It is as follows: 

Add to section 4 the words: 
"Provided, That no land shall be condemned underthisactunless it be ab­

solutely necessary tor the construction of the pa.ssenger house hereinbefore 
provided; And provided a!so, It said land is ever put to any other purpose 
whatever it shall revert to the owner." 

Mr. HEARD. That is right. 
Mr. GROUT. Now, very likely it might take that course un­

der the law, but we want it expressly provided. 
Mr. HULL. Is it proposed toprovidethattheCommissioners 

may determine the necessity? 
Mr. GROUT. No; let that go tothecourts. The courts have 

control of the condemnation proceedings, and I want to leave 
that to the courts, to be determined by them when the proceed­
ings are instituted.. The company should be compelled to show 
that it is necessg,ry to take this land before they can have it, 
and when they do establish that fact and take the land, then 
they must not divert it to any other purpose. When thes.e con­
ditions are complied with I shall be satisfied. 

lt does seem to me a little strange, if it be true, that they have 
been buying other blocks in that neighborhood, and it naturally 
raises the question whether there is not some other scheme in 
contemplation, and I do not propose to further any plan to buy 
land, or to acquire land for any otl;ter purpose; but if we can be 
sure that it will be applied to that purpose and that-alone, then 
I am in favor of a.llowing them to do it. This provided for and 
I am in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. I think the gentleman's amendment is alto­
gether proper. I have no earthly objection to it. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill. I hap­
pen to know the parties who own this property and have known 
them for many, many years. I took a carriage and rode there this 
morning and went all over this ground. The south hall of this 
block has been bought by private parties, as I am informed. I 
oppose the bill on that account. I oppose the bill because the 
parties interested were not given a hearing. I further oppose 
it upon-the ground that I do not believe it is right to give to a 
street railroad company the right of eminent domain so as to 
enable it to condemn other people's property. I recognize as 
much as anyone the importance of having these street railroads, 
and street improvements to furnish the people with facilities for 
travel, but I do not believe in granting at will franchises worth 
$100,000 to $200,000 out of which they can make money at the ex­
pense of the people. 

Mr. HEARD. U the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
that this railroad company, if it extends its road, will collect no 
more fare. 

Mr. GEAR. That is an altogether different question. 
Mr. HEARD. Then how does it add to the value of their 

franchise? 
Mr. GEAR. Now, there is other property beyond that, and 

as the gentleman from Vermont stated, there is very little pop­
ulation west of this place. Why, they have selected to put their 
station at this place, 70 feet above, taking a beautiful homestead 
and confiscating it for the interests of the parties who bought 
the south half of that property. I never will vote the right to 
condemn and destroy property at random. The original act char­
tering the road required them to procure proper stable and sta­
tion grounds, but it does not give them the right of eminent 
domain to which Congress alone can give the right, and I ear­
nestly hope the members will pause before they will grant this 
particular road the right to confiscate this property. 
~r. GROUT. I would like to make an inquiry of the chair-

man of the committee. I do not understand from what you said, 
and I did not hear every utterance and presume it has been 
stated, but I want to ask if the proposition is to take in the dwell­
ing place of this woman and not merely the land in connection 
with it? 

Mr. HEARD. I s~y to the gentleman from Vermont that I 
have no information on that point . 

Mr. GROUT. I was not aware that it went further. I am 
not clear about that. 

Mr. GEAR. The lot on which this building stands extends 
150 feet from north to south. 

!vir. TAWNEY. Two hundred and forty feet. 
Mr. GEAR. And 150 feet from east to west. All south of 

that property, including all the buildings to the west of the 
proper-ty, have been bought by certain parties, who, I under· 
stand in a general way, though I do not know anything positive 
about it, are connected with this road. Presumably it has been 
bought, as many other pieces of the property have been bought, 
where a gentleman buys it and turns it over to the corporatipn. 

Mr. GROUT. And all of this is abutting this private prop-
erty to the west. . 

Mr. GEAR. All west of it is abutting the whole length. 
Mr. GROUT. Well, Mr. Chairman, if that is the fact-­
Mr. GEAR. One moment. If you confer the right of emi-

nent domain-if you give them this right to take the property­
they can take the whole block from this lady. 

Mr. GROUT. The language of my amendment is-
Unless it is absolutely necessary for the purpose of erecting this passenger 

station. • 
And if there is open land beyond, no court in the world will 

say it is absolutely necessary, especially if owned, as is stated, 
by this company. I think she is protected under my amend­
ment. 

Mr. HEARD. I am perfectly content to accept the amend­
ment of the gentleman from Vermont. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can not be accepted at 
this stage of the proceedinga, as the committee is still proceed­
ing to consider the bill under general debate. The Chair recog­
nizes the gentlem~n from New York. 

Mr. WARNER. 1'Ir. Chairman, I believe it will be conceded 
by every member--

Mr. GEAR. I want to say to the gentleman from Tennes­
see--

The CHAIRMAN. The g .:mtleman from New York has the 
floor. 

Mr. WARNER. I yield to the gentleman for a moment. 
Mr. GEAR. I want to say that this block or building and 

property is between Thirty-fifth and Thirty-sixth streets. The 
residence is 3508, and it is a veT!y charming and lovely home. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I believe it will be conceded 
by every member present that this is a most extraordinary 
power, for the granting of which to a similar corporation there 
is absolutely no precedent in the District; and I say, even it 
there were precedents innumerable, we should be most careful 
of the extent to which we grant it. 

And now, sir, when it is proposed to grant this extraordinary 
power of the condemnation of land for the purposes of stations, 
etc., to a railro::td which only proposes to extend its road for five 
blocks, I submit that such is scarcely a .case to call for the ex­
ercise of any such extr.1ordinarjl· power as is now proposed to 
be given. 

Again, &ir, if the chairman of the committee has stated the 
matter correctly-and I h :1ve no doubt he has-this power is 
proposed to be given to provide accommodation not so much for 
what this railroad now needs, or for it will need after it has 
completed this extension, as for what may be needed by the de­
velopment of other roads, which are expected to open up new 
traffic demanding such additional accommodations. If that b~ 
so, sir, it seems to me tbat what we should do is to wait until 
those needs have developed, and then, if we are g-oing to confer 
this extraordinary power a.t all, confer it upon the corporations 
which shall then have need to exercise it. 

But that is not my main objection to this proviso giving th~ 
right of eminent domain to this company. I have not examined 
the statutes of the District of Columbia in this regard, and if I 
am mistaken the chairman of the committee I knowwUlcorreGt 
me, but unless there is some p3culiar provision in them which 
is not contemplated by any reference in this bill, the fact is that 
when this railroad shall have completed these condemnation 
proceedings it will become the owner in fee simple of the lands 
thus taken a.nd they will not be subject to forfeiture in case the 
company shall afterwards wish to use them for other purposes, 

Mr. HEARD. That willnotbesoiftheamendmentsuggested 
by the gentleman from Vermont[Mr. GROUT] should be adopted. 

Mr. WARNER. I did not hear that. 
Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Vermont has proposed an 
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amendment providing that if any land taken under this right is 
ever used for any other purpose, then it shall revert to the orig­
inal owner. 

Mr. WARNER. If that is the tenor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Vermont, I am in favor of that Qomendment. 
But, even if that amendment were adopted and the company 
were thereafter kept from appropriating for its own benefit and 
not for the public advantage the result of the exercise of this 
power of eminent domain now proposed to be given, tb.erewould 
still remain a :serious .defect in this bill. The land that is pro­
posed to be condemned is confessedly the land that would be 
needed for a passenger station for what the chairman of the com­
mittee has stated will probably be a 'great development of su­
burban travel and traffic. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to say at this point, for the information 
of the House, that in connection with another bill recently under 
considetation here the Commissioners of the District recom­
mended the establishment of a union transfer station at this 
point. I think they had elaborated a plan in which they had 
named six or seven such stations, which they proposed to recom­
mend to Congress, and this is among them. · 

They propose to establish a station at that end of Washington 
into which suburban roads may come, including roads whichare 
expected to cross the river. The scheme originated with the 
Commissioners, and it is not confined at all to this particular 
case. 

- Mr. WARNER. I am glad thegentlemanhassofarexplained 
the matter; and his explanation simply goes to show that it is 
one of even g-reater importance than, upon his former statement 
I had imagined, In so far as he has explained it, it seems tom~ 
a matter of the very greatest importance, for it is practically 
the provision of a gener~l center for ~he whole of the great su­
burban traffic on both sides of the rrver that may be expected 
on the north and west of the District of Columbia, and fo·r that 
reason, if ~he.re were no other, it would seem to be preposterous 
that at thiS t1me we should put the power to acquire in fee sim­
ple all the very ext:msive property which in such a case would 
be proper and necessary into the hands of a single railroad com­
pany which does not now need it even for its own purpose~. 

But that is not my only objection. In section 2 of this bill­
which I presume is the section to which the gentleman referred 
when he mentioned the guaranties provided by the bill against 
this road standing like a dog in the manger after it should have 
exercised this right of eminent domain and acquired this prop­
e:ty-the on~v provi.sions of that character that I find, are prac­
tiCally, first, that this company shall allow other lines to use its 
station, under such arrangements as the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia may prescribe; and second, that if it does 
not uo this, it shall forfeit $50 per day for the days that it does 
not do it. 

Now, ~ir, to allow a company to have the power of eminent 
domain to acquire a o.onsiderable tract of land-and the gentle­
man himself intim:1tes that the tract ought to be large enough 
to provide a central station for all the suburban traffic in that 
direction-to confer such a power upon a. corporation and then 
simply to provide that, as to the passenger house which it may 

~
ut upo_n that property, it shall allow the use of that passenger 
ouse by such other corporations as the Commissioners of the 
istrict Vlay direct, but that ii it does not do so, the only pen­

alty shall be t~e payment of $50 per day for the days when it re­
fuses to pernnt ~uch use, seems to me to be legislation which 
howe~er well intended, would be effective in enabling this com! 
:pany to stand as a dog in t~e manger, ~y protecting it from be­
mg called upon to respond m damages m the ordinary way upon 
t}l~ ground that Congress had already prescribed the penalty in 
this act. 

It; other. words, s_ir, a little expe:ience, and a very painful ex­
perience, m watchmg the proceedmgs of roads which have ob­
tained rights of way and vantage ground in competition with 
others, has convinced me that if any serious attemnt is to-.be 
made, after granting this unwarranted power so to ~restrict it 
as to make it as little hurtful as possible, sodLe other method 
must be adopted than that which is here provided. 

Mr. HEARJ?. .I will ask the gentleman from New York 
whether the obJectiOn he has last made in regard to the inade­
quacy of the fine would be met by increasing the fine or by pro-
viding for a forfeiture? ' 

Mr. WARNER. Nothing short of a forfeiture would be any 
de~rren_tw~ateyer; and to a company which employs good coun­
selm thiE District, even a threatened forfeiture, as experience 
has shown, has no terrors. 

Mr. HEARD. TJ;le gentleman J:tas made some suggestion in 
regard to a recommitment of the bill. That of course if meant 
honestly by the gentleman, as it dou. btless i~, would m'ean tore­
form the bill. Now, since the House has the bill belore it for 

consideration, why should we not adopt such amendments p,s may 
be necessary to put it in acceptable form if that can be done? 
~r. WARNER. I suggest to the gentleman an amendment 

which I believe would put the bill in perfectly acceptable form 
as regards the Only m:1tt3r to which my criticisms have referred • 
an~ that is an ame?-dment le~ving out all provision for givini 
this company ther1ght of emment domain. It does not need to 
us~ thisright; it is not pretended that it will be used mainly for 
th1scompany; and as for any other company, it will be very easy 
to. confer that right, if necessary, whenever the occasion may 
arise. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HEARD obtained the floor. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I suppose ·it is not abso­

lutely necessary that the company should have this p.articular 
property? . -

Mr. HEARD. I apprehend not. The Commissioners recom­
mend the location of a union transfer station at this point be­
tween Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth streets. It seems to' me 
thi~ mi~ht be limit;ed to ground between Thirty-fourth and 
Thirty-tiith streets, if that would remove any objection. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then why make such a 
con t :m tion on this point? 

Mr. HEARD. We are acting in accordance with the recom­
mendation ~f tf1e Dietrict _Commiss,ioners, including the Engi­
neer CommiSSioner, who IS suppo~ed to be familiar with the 
requirements in this regard. I will say, however to the gentle­
man from South Carolina and to the gentlemanfr~m New York 
that so far as I am concerned as a member of the committee and 
as a member of the House, if it is desired to strike out the con­
de~?-ation proceeding:s altogether and also the provision re­
qmrmg a tr~nsfer statiOn to be built, while I think that the only 
su:f!erers Will be the general public (and would be inclined to 
obJect on that account), still if It is the choice of the House that 
those provisions should go out, let them go. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That was roy suggestion 
in order that all difficulty might be obviated and the bill passed: 
. Mr. H~ARD. Then the bill would ~rovide simply for extend­
mg the hne of the road up to the pomt named, which I think 
ought to be done, even if nothing further is. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no objeetion to the bill in that form. 
Mr. HEARD. I think that in the interests of the public we 

ought to require the erection of a decent structure to accommo· 
d~te passengers; but that can be done hereafter. If such is the 
~Ish of t~e House! I s~ould have no objection to asking permis­
siOn to withdraw tne b1ll and recommit it to the committee for 
the purpose of reforming it in that direction. 
. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why not amend it here 
m the House? 

Mr. HEARD. As my colleague on the committee [Mr. RICH­
AR~SON] suggests, we might by an amendment in the Honse 
strike out that provisi.on authorizing the company to acquire 
prop~r~y by cond~m~atwn or purchltSe, and also the provision 
reqmrmg the bmldmg of a transfer station. In that case the 
company ~ould take their chances about getting the ground. 
Hereafter. if th.e District Commissioners should make it appear 
to the sa.t1sfa:ct10n. or. Congress that. there is need for clothing 
~he corporatiOn with power to acqmre ground for this purpm:e 
It ca.n be. done. Two years ago I stooq here insisting that thi~ 
corporatiOn should exten~ t~eir line to this po~~t for the public 
benefit .. I .am perfectly willmg that those provlBwns be stricken 
out, retammg only the portion of the bill which directs this 
company to extend its line to the point named. That would 
leave to further legislation the question of the..establisbment of 
a passenger station. I unuerstand this arrangement will obviate 
t~e objection of gentlemen who have opposed this bill. But I 
wish to state_ that I think the bill would be better as it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, tb.e Chair will 
regard gener~ debate as closed,_and th~ bill wlli be read by 
paragraphs, with the understandmg that when the provisions 
referred to have been reached amendments shall be offered 
striking them out. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Beit ena~ted, efc. That the Wa~hing~on and Georget~wn Railroag Col,llpany 

be, and it 1s hereby, dlreo~d a.n4 reqUired to extend its tira6ks :~.fid tun its 
cars thereon as follows: Beginmni at ~lle pt~S~llt terminus ot its ~raclis lil 
Georgetown; thence west on M stre~t to or near Thirty-totti'tll stree~; 
th~nce northerly and west-erly, o:n a privaw right of way to be a.cq'uired by 
said company, to a point to be des~ated by tpe C6fntnissioners of the Dis­
~I~~!ri. Columbia, between M and rospect, Thirty-fourth and Thirty·sixth 

Mr. GROUT. I do not see that it is specified what kind of 
power shall be used over this extended line-! presume the 
cable. 

Mr. HEARD. The cable, of course. 
Mr. GROUT. Then, why not amend bv inserting in the fifth ~ 

line the words" to be operated by cable?r' 
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Mr. HEARD. 'rhere is no objection to that. 
Mr. GROUT. Without such an amendment, if. t4~r~ s4ould 

~e a steam 1~ailwayup there it migbtundertake to pass hs steam 
bars ov~r thi.s line of road. 

Mr. HEARD. There is no objection at all to the amendment 
the gentlemau sug-gests. 

' Mr. GROUT. I :n:tove to amend by inserting after- the word 
"follows," in thefifth line, the words" to be operated by cable." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Cl~rk read as follows: 
SEc. 2. That all plans relatil\g to the location and construction of said 

rauroad extension and of the passenger houses hereinafte):' mentioned shall 
be subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the Distr~t of Colum­
bia; the said company shall furnish at the western termin\lS of its route a 
passenger house within such reasonable ' time as may be requ,ired: by the 
s.aid Co111missioners, and shall maintain such passenger b,ouse and permit 
~~s use bv connecting lines of street car companies for the safe, convenient, 
!\hd comfortable transfer of passengers, upon terms mutually agreed upon 
by said railway company and the connecting lin.e or lines, or in default of 
agreement, as may be fixed by the said Commissioners. Any violation of 
t~ req.nirements of this section as to pa.ssen.ger house shall be punished by 
a fine of ~0 for each day such vlolat~on is continued and maintained, said 
fine to be recoYered 1n any court ot competen.t ;turisdiction at the suit or 
the Commissioners of the. District of CollU:nbla. 

Mr. HRARD. Mr. Chairman, in a.ccordance witlvthe under­
standing with gentlemen of the committee; I move-to strike o.ut 
ot this section, beginning- with. line 2, after the word "exten­
sion/' down to and including the word "mentioned,n in line 3, 
the following· words: ''extension and of the passenger houses 
hereinafter mentioned;" so it will read: 

That all plans relating to the locattou. and construction of sa.id railroad 
shall be subject to the approval of the Comm:i,ssionex:s of the Distri.ctr or Co· 
lumbia, et.c. 

The C!IAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. COOMBS. I object and ask for a. vote upon it. 
'Mi . HULL. I object, Mr. Chairman. · 
It seems to me that one of the very things that should not. be 

~opted is proposed in the amendment of' the gentleman from 
Missouri. Every IPall who has gone to Arlington by that rail-, 
road line will agree with. me, fir~t. that it should be extended 
~o the Aqueduct Bridge; and second1- t.hatsome provis~Qn should 
be made for the care_ of tb.e peo:Qle who are compelled, to wait 
on the street at the end of the route either tor a carriage or 
some other conveyance to get to Arlington. 

I am one of those who believe that this company should be 
~ompelled to erect a passenge~ station the~e, and :tam opposed 
to the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, for the reason 
that every Sunday hundreds of people are going to Arlington, 
and if it is raining they are compelled to stand in the rain or 
else seek shelter in pri.:va te doorways until carriages come along 
to take them to the national cemetery. 

I do not believe that the railroad company is specially inter­
ested in this extension. I believe that the people are directly 
interested in it, and the course adopted upon this bill has been 
1\trgely, in my mind, the erecting of a "man of straw" to fight. 
The Commissioners recommend the bill; the raih·oad does not 
ask it. The company does not get a cent more for carrying 
passengers to the en4 of the line than it gets for carrying them 
to the present termmus; and this l.s a great, rich corporation, 
carrying more people than any other company in Washington, 
having a valuable franchise, a.lld tbey oug-ht to be compelled to 
provide wme means t-o take care of their passengers at the end 
of the line. 

You adopted an amendment compelling it to provide a little 
station het~e at the foot of the hill to accommodate the few peo­
ple who transfer from the main line t9 the Baltimore and Ohio 
branch. Now~ there are a hundred that take the cars out to the 
terminus of the road for one. that is transferred at the foot of the 
hill here. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me to a-sk him a 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 
Mr. HEARD. I do not know whether the gentleman was 

present during the course of this debate or not. 
Mr. HDLL. I have been here all the time. 
Mr. HEARD. Then you understand the objections which have 

I been made to the acquisition of the property at the place sug­
g~sted by the Commissioners for the erection of this station. 
The object of the CO!llmittee now is to get rid of the!?e objec-

1 t,ions, if possible, and yet authorize the extension of the road, 
leaving the question of the ac11uisition of property for the con­
struction of a passenger station to be determined hereafter. 

1 Now, if my colleague will prepare an amendment providing· 
J lot• the erection of a passenger station there, drawn up. in.. proper 
1 
~rms , I am per~ectly willing to acc~pt it. The o:r;ly e~ort now 
1s to meet the w1shes of tho e gentlemen who have QbJected to 

; that provision of the bill. 
Mr. HULL:' I am oppm~e:d to stri.lting·Qub.theseQtio.n,tWJ.tlulos 

been discussed 1 and I wish to say t'Q.at I favor the ~mendmeatQf 
my friend Mr. GROUT, that this property shall be used. exclu· 
sively for a passenger station, or revert to the original ow:qers, 

Mr. HEARD. I agree with tha,t. I am not opposed to it. I 
would much prefer not to strike out the provision :ii,l the })ill. 
I am satisfied with the amendment of the gentleman from Ve-l· 
'mont, but I believe it avoids very much of the confusion and ob­
jection that has been ra.ised if the provision for this :passenge~ 
station is stricken out; so !have moved tostrikeitoutmaccord­
ance with the understanding which I supposed had be~n reached. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us test it by a. vote of the committee. 
Mr. HULL~ If the Honse agrees to strike it out, let it do so, 

but let the matter be tested by a direct vote. I am not willin~ 
to sacrifice what I believe to be right merely to meet the ol;>jec­
tion.s ot some gentlemen who do not agree with me. I would 
prefer to leave the matter to the judgment of the House rather 
than accommodate myself to the views of some other member of 
the House who differs with me. · 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me ask the gentleman why is it not a-s 
necessary to have a station at the present termiuns as 1tis if the 
road is extended three blocks farther? 
· Mr. HULL.. I think it is necessary. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why is it necessary at all? When peopte 
are coming this way there are cars to get in at the terminus. 
If they, are going west, when. they get to the terminus of the 
line, if they are going beyond there, they have got to walk or 
walt for a conveyance. 

Mr. HULL. They should have provision made for a passen­
ger house there of some kind now to shelter people. 

Mr. TAWNEY. !sit the duty ot Congress to provide shelter 
for the people? 

Mr. HULL. It is the duty of a corporation, receiving the 
monerotthepeople, to provideproperaccommodations forthem~ 
especially when they are enj_oying a valuable right that costs 
them nothing. It is necessary that they should provide a depot 
for the people, and I think they should be compelled to erect 
one there. If you extend the road up to the Aq,ueduct Bridge 
you are beyond the reach of: the private shelter w hlCh people ha vg 
been compelled to seek in d·oorways, because you: strike thS\t 
part of t.he street where one side is practically a wall of roc~, 
and where you can get no shelter. For that reason I am insist­
ing that they should be compelled to put up a passenger house 
there. 

Mr-. BAKER of New Hampshire. In reply to the remarks just 
made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULLj I wish to read, 
for the information of the committee, part of a secti9n Qf the act 
by which the Washington and G~rgetown Railway Cqmpany 
was originally incorporated. The first part of secti6n 10 reads 
as f-ollows: 

.And be it further enacted, That said company shall procure suqh passenger 
rooms, tieket offices, stables, and depots, at. such pol.Jits as th~ bllsiness of 
the railroad and the convenience of the public may req 111re. 

That was passed on the 17th of May, 186~. So thi!iJ is not a 
new question, but is a requirement of the original ~ct of in09r· 
poration, which for more than thi.rty years has not been carried 
out; and I presume that th~ gentleman's objection would be dis· 
regard~d in the same way. 

M;r. :S:ULL. We can put it in the law, all the sa~E(· 
The CHAffiMAN. The question is on thl} amelidment pro· 

posed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HE,4RD. 
Mr. HEARD. I want t-o say that I agree per!e~t .y with t}!p 

remarks of the gentleman from Iowa (Mi•. HULL] that these peo·· 
ple ought to be compe~led, whether they want to or not, to ex· 
tend that line, and they ought also to be compelled, under 
proper conditions, to provide accommodations for the passeri• 
gers. That is my view. Yet, in vi~w of the opposition to tlie 
bill as it stood, I was content to have this matter go out of the 
bill. 

Believin2' as the gentleman does about the matter, having 
made th.emotion, I myself shall vote against it, because I beli~V'e 
that they ought to have the power to secure that property an?{ 
to build a station there. With the consent of the House, I will 
withdraw the amendment which I have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the withdrawal of 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri_ [Mr. 
HEARD]? 
' Mr. GEAR. I opject. 

Mr. HEARD. Then let the amendment be voted down. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. HEARD. Let the amendment be again reported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, sectio;n 2, line 2, after the word "~xtension" strike out the 
words "and of the passenger houses hereinafter fnentiolied." 

Mr. HEARD. I will simply suggest to the members of th~ 
OO.W.ll.l.it~. ~t w.h-ether we sub.sequently adopt th.e p1·ovLsio~ 



1894. OONGRESSIONAL REOORD-HOUSE. 6139·. 

about the building of the station house or not, that amendment 
would not materially interfere. If you by a subsequent provision 
require the construction of the house you withdraw the super-. 
vision of its construction from the District Commissioners if you 
strike this out; but that can be put in t-o su~h amendment if 
adopted. 

Mr. BURROWS. It would be better to leave it in. 
The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman 

announced that the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. COOMBS. Division. 
The committee divided, and there were-ayes 9, noes 39. 
Mr. COOMBS. No quorum. 
The CHAIJ)MAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 

COOMBS] makes the point of no quorum. TheQhairwill appoint 
as tellersthegentlemanfromMissouri, Mr.HEARD, andthegen­
tleman from New York, Mr. COOMBS. 

Mr. HEARD. Owing to the probability that there is not a 
quorum present, I think itis my duty to the committee to ask 
to withdraw the bill and to give the committee authority tore­
port a substitute, if in the judgment of the committee it deems it 
bes~ · 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman can move to recommit. 
The CHAIRM.AN. That can only be done in the Hoq.se. 
Mr. COOMBS. I move that the committee do now t'ise. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom.Missouri[Mr. HEARD} 

has the Jloor. 
Mr. HEARD. I will move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
r.rbe committee accordingly rose; a1;1d tbe Speaker having re· 

sumed the chair, Mr. O'NEIL of ¥asS3.Qhusetts, Chairman of the. 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re­
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 6953) to amend an act entitled, "An act toin.corpm:ate the 
Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company," approved May 
17, 1862., ood had come to oo resolution thereon. 

Mr. HEARD. MY;'". Speaker, I desire now: to withdraw the, 
bill from the consideration. of the House for the present~ 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, tl;legentlemancan with­
draw the bill from the further considera.tion of the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

.Mr. HEARD. I now desire to call up the bill wh,ich was be­
fore the House on the last District day, and which was withdrawn 
from the House because of the fact that no quorum voted upon 
the amendment which was pending .. I now call up the bill H. 
R. 6596. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I .submit to the chairman of the committee 
that it is scarcely fair to do that. We understood from tho 
gentleman a little while ago, when objection was made to the 
consideration of" another bill, that as soon as the committee dis­
posed of two bills, naming them-the two that have been dis­
posed of-he would then call up the bill we were considering 
when the House adjourned two weeks ago-not the L-street bill. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman misunderstood' me clearly, for 
on the contrary I told the gentleman that I felt that, the L-street 
bill having progressed further than the other, debate having 
been closed and the bill having been withdrawn because no 
quorum appeared on the amendment which was offered, that 
bill was entitled to precedence, and that I should call it up first. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is not the understanding. I certainly 
understood the gentleman clearly to say that the measure that 
we were considering two weeks ago would be called up as soon 
as we had disposed of those two measures. 

Mr. HEARD. I clearly intended to · say a different thing. 
The gentleman very clearly misunderstood me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Idid notmisunderstandyou; you misunder­
stood yourself. 

Mr. HEARD. I beg the gentleman's pardon. The gentle­
man misunderstood me, because I am sure I stated a di1ferent 
thing. ... • 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from Iowa asked what bill it 
was understood we would return to. 

Mr. HEARD. Well. 
Mr. GROUT. Designating the one that we left off upon the 

other day, when a quorum was lacking, which was the suburban 
railroad, and I understood the gentleman, maybe unintention­
ally, to state that that was the bill we would return to after two 
bills were disposed of. 

Mr. HEARD. Of cour.;e I do not pretend to infallibility, and 
it may be I said what I did not intend to say; but I desire to say 
to the gentleman from Vermont now, that I had stated to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL:4IA¥SJ, who came to me 
and asked about the other bill, that it would not be taken up 
until the Belt Line bill was disposed of; and I had so stated w 
my colleague [Mr. RICHARDSON] and others who asked for the 
consideration of that bill. -

For the reason I stated before I asked to call. up this bill. As 
I say, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to take any advantage of 
the House, nor do I see how it can make any difference, not the 
slightest. The L street road bill that was before the House be­
fore had progressed tothatstagewheregeneraldebatehad been 
closed, the first section had beenreadforamend.ment,anamend.­
ment had been offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. REP-. 
BURN], and a substitute by the gentleman from Tennessee [.Mr. 
RICHARDSON], and upon the pendency of that substitute the 
vote was. being taken when no quorum was developed. It wa&. 
my belief that it was the proper thing to return 'lio that bill, it 
having been abandoned because on a vote no quorum appeared· 
to be present. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr~ Speaker-~ I raise the point of order 
against the consideration Qf this bill. My point of order is tha,t 
the measure that was pending, and which the House was con­
sidering at the" time of adjournmen.t two weeks. ago, that be­
ing District day,, is now the proper measure to be considered 
by the House. ·That it is the regular order. I unde.J.:stand: the 
gentleman to say that he seeks to have this other matter dis-
posed of. . 

The SPEAKER. What dis:position. was made of it? What 
was the order in-relation tq tht}_bill when it w.as up before? 

Mr. HEPBURN. None. It was under consideration when the 
committee: rose, pending consideration .. 

Mr. COOMBS. If the Speaker will look. at.. t.he RE.QQR:O, on 
page 6419, he will find this: 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to withdraw the-bUt from the eonsidar.a-tion of the 
Rouse. 

The SPE.&KER. The gentleman wlth.d.ra.w~ the bill. 

'rhen, after that, the House considered the b.iU ip re-lati-on ro 
the Great Falls Railroad~ which passed the House; then eaane 
the S11burban Railroad bill, which went over on account of look 
of a quorum. ~he House was dividing, and that bill was befO:re­
the H..ouse. That is the way-it stan.ds in the RECORD, and that 
is the t~ue state_l;ll_ent. 

MJ:. HEARD. It is not the purpose of the committ.ee to be put 
in the attitude of taking advantage of any misunderstanding on 
the part of the gentleman from Iowa or anybody else, so far as I 
am concerned and as the committee is concerned. We thought; 
that that bill had the right ofway,fm: the reason I have: stated: 
that it had p~sed the stage of general debate. I will not, how­
ever~ call up that bill for the present. If the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] is here I will caJ.l up- the· suburban: 
bill, but having made the statement to him tha1i said bill would 
not be called up next, I \Vill not call that up at present. 

Mr. HULL. He is not here. · 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, upon the 

question of order,. if I may be beard, this is a matter w.hic!:t is. 
entirely in the discretion of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. While I would be perfectly willing to take up the­
suburban. bill, it seems that the-chairman has made an arrange­
ment with thegentlemanfrom Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], who 
is not here, and who is not here possibly by reason of that ar­
rangement, and it might be considered as bad faith to take that 
up in his absence; while I would. not object if he were present, I 
do object to be deprived of the right to call up another measure. 

1t is a matter entirely within the discretion of the committee 
to decide what measure it will take up. While the chairman 
has very properly stated that he would not take up the suburban 
bill, because there appears that some misunderstanding has 
been created, by reason of some statement he made, inasmuch as 
that can not be done, I insist we ought to take up the other and 
dispose of it. We h ave an hour, and I think we can dispose of 
it in that time. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. You can not do it. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Spea}(er1 I do not like to take any issue 

with my colleague. I aimed to state exactly to the gentleman 
from Iowa what I stated here , and in consequence of what I 
stated to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLfAMS], and ' 
because of that statement, per haps, he has probably absented him­
self, and while I do not feel that the District should lose the balance 
of the day,. and I do not much like withdrawing absolutely f.l;"om 
the field, yet I am not willing to assume a position which might 
be considered unfair to anybody concerned. 

I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee, my colleague, 
that if we call up this L-street road bill now, the first proposi­
tion will be a vote on the pending amendment, and if that devel­
ops the want of a.quorum, the:g. the bill will have to be withdrawn 
again:. I am advised, M"I'• S-peaker, that my friend,. the gentle­
man irom Mississippi [M.r. WmUAMS],. is now here, so tbat thQ 
embarrassment on. that aceount no longer exJsts-1 and I now move 
to take up the suburban railr-oad bill, which was under conside~­
ation in the House two weeks ago~ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

·-

-· 

-
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The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6316) to amend the charter of the District of Columbia Su­

burban Railway Company. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The pending question is upon the amend­
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi[Mr. WILLIAMS], which 
the Clerk will now read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Sti'ike out au of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 on page 1, after the word "that" in 

line 6; and strike out line 1 on page 2, and also the words " and assigns are 
hereby created " in line 2 of the same page; and insert after the word ' •com­
pany " in line 4, page 2, these words: 

"Is hereby created to consist of such person or persons as shall at public 
auction, to be held at such time and place as shall be prescribed by the Dis­
trict Commissioners, aft.er notice of not less than tllirty days by publication 
in a Washington, D. C., newspaper, bid the highest percentage of annual 
gross proceeds of said railway business, for a term of not exceeding twenty 
years." 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Missis3ippi. Mr. Speaker, I do not want 
to say anything on this amendment except to call the attention 
of the House to the character of it lest some gentleman should 
not know what they are to vote upon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, does not this bill require to 
be 'considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GROUT. It is being considered in the Housa as in Com­
- mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. COOMBS. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that he did not ask to have it considered in the House as in Com­
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is being so considered, 
if I am not mistaken. I am informed that the Journal shows 
that the bill is being considered in the House as in committee, . 
and one section of it has been read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS-of Mississippi. Mr.-Speaker, I do not feel 
well enough to make any remarks on the subject of this amend· 
ment, even if I had the inclination to do so, and if the necessity 
existed. Upon last District day I undertook to present the mer­
its of the amendment to the House to the best of my ability. It 
involves merely putting up this franchise for sale to the hhrhest 
bidder, the bids to be based upon a percentage of the gross pro­
ceeds of the business to be carried on. I merely wish to call the 
attention of the House to the character of the amendment, so 
that all may know what they are called to vote upon . 

"_Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Only a word in reply, Mr. 
Speaker. I do not think this amendment ought to b3 adopted. 
It is a proposition to sell a railroad franchise. The adoption oi 
it would be a complete revolution, a complete departure from 
the course of proceeding in reference to street railroads that has 
ever prevailed in the District of Columbia, and I see no reason 
why this new method should be applied to this little suburban 
road, which merely wants to get into town from the neighbor­
hood of Bladensburg. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon 
the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that 
for this suburban road the adoption of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mis~issippi would be equivalent to striking out 
the enacting clause of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 
Mr. WlLLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentlemanfromlllinois 

is mistaken and so is the gentleman from Tennessee. This 
amendment does not strike out any en1cting clause. All it does 
is to strike out the names of the persons mentioned as incorpo­
rators. Instead of saying that A, B ,C, and their associates shall 
be a body politic, it simply gives the name of the corporation and 
says that it shall be a body politic, to consist of such persons as 
shall bid the highest percentage of the g-ross proceeds for this 
franchise. The amendment· strikes out the name3 and leaves 
the corporation to consist of persons who shall buy the franchise 
in the manner prescribed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And limits the grant of the fran­
chise to twenty vears. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; but in order to bring 
the matter up fairly, I will say that I am perfectly willing that 
the limit shall be extended to fifty years, and, if it is parliamen­
tary to do so, I will now modifymyamendmentin that way. All 
that I want is to guard against granting these corporate privi­
leges in perpetuity. I append to my remarks an article on this 
subject from the Evening Star of this city: 

STREETS, STREET RAILROADS, AND PROPERTY OWNERS. 

To the Editor of the Evening Star: 
In the discussion of the bill for the extension of the tracks of the Belt Line 

Railroad, theque:;;tion has arisen as to t.he right of property owners to dam­
ages. Citizens who are interested do not think Congress will let their homes 
be destroyed and t.he market value of their property, whether for their own 
use,l:for rental or sale, be seriously injured by the destruction or the trees and 
the parking, which now give to the street the shade and beauty and repose 
which are so hi~hly prized, without at least making the railroad corporation 
liable for actual ascertainable damages. 

The United States dedicat-ed the street and beautified it with trees and n.p· 
propria ted the spaces ror roadway, sidewalk, and parking. The planting or 
the trees was a. pledge that the dedication was made in good faith, and that 
i! the citizen bought land abutting on the street so dedicated and appropri­
ated and spent his money in bmlding a residence, the Government which 
bad induced him to build would not allow the character of the street to be 
radically changed and its eligibility :for residence destroyed without com­
pensation. 

To say that the Government owns the :fee of the street and can do with 1 t 
as it chooses, without regard to the interests of the abutting owners, whom 
it induced to establish their homes where they are, is to say that the Gov­
ernment may be llke a heathen god-a. greater scoundrel than any of his 
worshipers. 

It has been held by the highest courts of thedit!erent States that the right 
of an abutting owner to damages does not depend upon hts ownership of the 
fee of the street. At one time the supreme court ot New York took thev ew 
that this right did so depend, but the court of appeals, in the Story ca,~ei (90 
N.Y., 122), and the subsequent elevated railroad cases, held that dama.~es 
could be recovered :for an injury to an easement as well as to a fee. 'Ihe 
reason and right of the thing have been well stated by tile supreme court of 
Colorado, in the City of Denver vs. Bayer (7 Colo., 113), as follows : 

The position taken in some of the cases is, that if the adjoJning owner 
have not the fee of the streets, and the value of his property be diminished 
by 50 per cen t by the construction of a railroad therein, he has no re:-ll·ess: 
while if he be the fortunate owner of this fee, he may recover not only for 
the taking or appropriation of the streets, but also for the interft-rencewlth 
his easement, and the decrease occasioned in tho >al ue of his prem! ses. Yet, 
whether he own the fee or not, his rights in connection with the street, while it 
remains a street, are practically the same. His possession or bis fee in no 
special way contributes to t he use or enjoyment of his lot, and en:l.ble3 him 
to exercise no greater conti'Ol over the street than he would have without it. 

The distinction as to the fee seems to rest upon the fact that in one case 
there is a wrongful incumbrance of his freehold, while in the other there is 
not. The actual injury is about the same in both. But while, if the fee 
rests in the city, there may be no wrongful incumbrance of his estate in the 
sense of these cases there is under our Constitution at least a damaging 
thereof, for which he is entitled to compensation. 

Congress can be trusted to eventually recognize a. right which is now 
guarded by the constitutions or statut>Js or so m:~.ny ot the States, and to 
enact some ~enerallawunderwhich such franchises may be acquired, under 
:proper conditions, for their fair ma.rket value. What may be accomplished 
m this direction has been signally illustrated in the city or Glasgow, as 
shown in an article entitled "Street Railroad Franchises," published in 
last Wednesday's Star. 

c. K. 

The question being taken on the amendment as modified, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 14, noes 47. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. No quorum. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and Mr. COOMBS and Mr. 

RICHARDSON of Tennessee were appointed tellers. 
The question WJ.S hken; and there wera-yeas 92, nays 67, 

answered" present" 3, not voting 190; as follows: 
YEAS-92. 

Arnold, DeArmond, Lester, Richards, Ohio 
Bailey, Dinsmore, Linton, Robbins, 
Baker, Kans. Dunn, Livingston, Rusk, 
Baker, N.H. Erdman, Lynch, Russell, Ga. 
Banlrhead, Everett, Maddox, Sayer:;, 
Barwig Forman, Ma~re, Shell, 
Bell, Tex. Geissenhainer, Me reary, Ky. Sibley, 
Black, Ga. Grady, McCollough, Sipe, 
Boatner, Hager, McDannold, Snodgrass, 
Branch, Hall. Minn. McEttrick, Springer, 
Bretz, Hare, McRae. Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Harris, Money; Strait, 
Bryan, Hermann. Neill, Talbert, S. C. 
Bynum, Hooker, Miss. Ogden, Tate, 
Cabaniss, Ikirt, Outhwaite, Turner,Ga. 
Cannon, Cal. Johnson, N. Dalt. Paschal, Warner, 
Catchings, Kem, Patterson, Washlngton, 
Clark, Mo. Kyle, Pearson, Weadock, 
Coombs, Lane, Pendleton, Tex. Wheeler. Ala. 
Cox, Lapham, Perkins, Williams, Ill. 
Crain. Latimer, Pigott, Williams, Miss. 
Crawford, Lawson, Post, Wolverton, 
Culberson, Layton, Powers, Woodard. 

NAYS-6i. 
Adams,Pa.. Epes, Jones, Reed, 
Bingham, Funston, Kiefer, Reilly, 
Brosius, Fyan, Lucas, Reyburn, 
Cadmus, Gardner, Mahon, Richardson, Tenn 
Campbell, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Stephenson, 
Cannon, ill. Grout, Martin, Ind. StonE:',C. W. 
Cobb, Ala. Harmer, Marvin, N. Y. Stone,W. A. 
Cobb, Mo. Haugen, McAleer, Stone. Ky. 
Cogswell. Heard, McCleary, Minn. Sweet. 
Cooper, Wis. Rendrix, Meredith, Tarsney, 
Curtis, Kans. Hepburn, Montgomery, Tawney. 
Dalzell. Hooker, N. Y. Northway, Taylor, Tenn. 
Davis, Hulick, O'Neil, Mass. Thomas, 
Draper, Hull, Page. Updegraff, 
Durborow, Hunter, Pendleton, W. V'a;. VanVoorhis, Ohio 
EdmundFI. Izlar, Quigg, Walker. 
English, Cal. Johnson, Ind. Ray, 

ANSWERED "PRESENT "-3. 
Dingley, Ellis, Oregon Smith, 

NOT VO'l'ING-190. 
Abbott, Alexander, Baldwin, Bell, Colo. 
Adams, Ky. Allen, Barnes, Beltzhoove~, 
Aitken, Apsley, Bartholdt., Berry, 
Alderson, Avery, Bartlett, Black, Ill. 
Aldrich, Babcock, Belden, Blair, 
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Bland, Ellis, Ky. 
Boen, English, N.J. 
Boutelle, Enloe. 
Bower, N. C. Fielder, 
Bowers, Cai. Fithian, _ 
Breckinridge, Ark Fletcher, 
Brecklnridge, Ky. Funk, 
Brickner, Gear, 
Broderick, Geary, 
Brown, G1llet, N. Y. 
Bundv, Goldzier, 
Bunn: Goodnight, 
Burnes, Gorman, 
Burrows, Graham, 
Caminetti, Gresham, 
Capehart, Griflln, 
Caruth, Grosvenor, 
Causey, Grow, 
Chickering, Hainer. 
Childs, B.aines, 
Clancy, Hall, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. . Hammond. 
Cockran, Harter, 
Cockrell, Hartman, 
Cotreen, Hatch, 
COnn, Hayes, 

· Cooper, Fla. Ileiner, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, Ill. 
Cooper, Tex. Henderson, Iowa 
Cornish, Henderson, N. C. 
Cousins, Hicks, 
Covert, Hines, 
CUmmings. Hitt, 
Curtis, N. Y. Holman, 
Daniels, Hopkins, Ill. 
Davey, Hopkins, Pa.. 
DeForest, Houk, 
Denson, Hudson, 
Dockery, Hutcheson, 
Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio 
Donovan, Kilgore, 
Doolittle, Kribbs, 
Dunphy, Lacey, 

No quorum voting. 

Lefever, Ryan, 
Lisle, Schermerhorn, 
Lockwood, Scranton. 
Loud, Settle; 
Loudenslager, Shaw, 
Magner, Sherman. 
Mallory, Sickles. 
Marshall, Simpson, 
McCall, Somers, 
McDearmon, Sorg, 
McDowell, Sperry, 
McGann, Stallings, 
McKaig, . Stevens, 
McKeighan, Storer, 
McLaurin, Straus, 
McMillin, Strong, 
McNagny, Swanson, 
Meiklejohn, Talbott, Md. 
Mercer, Taylor, Ind. 
Meyer, Terry, 
Milliken, Tracey, 
Moon, Tucker, 
Morgan, Turner, Va. 
Morse, Turpin, 
Moses, Tyler, 
Murray, VanVoorhis, N.Y. 
Mutchler, Wadsworth, 
Newlands, Wanger, 
Oates, Waugh, 
O'Neill, Mo. Wells, 
Payne, Wever, 
Paynter, ·wheeler, Ill. 
Pence, White, 
Phillips, Whiting. 
Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
Price, Wilson, Wash. 
Randall, Wilson, W.Va. 
Rayner, Wise, 
Richardson, Mich. Woomer, 
Ritchie, Wright, Mass. 
Robertson, La. Wright, Pa. 
Robinson. Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 

Before the result was f~tnnounced--
Mr. PIGOTT. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. MALLO~Y] 

was obliged to leave the House an hour ago on account of siCk­
ness. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. BRETZ. My colleague from Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR] left 

the House a while ago, sick. I ask that he be excused for this 
day. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I ask that the gentleman 

from Minnesota [Mr. BOEN] be excused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. KEM. I ask that my colleague [Mr. McKEIGHAN] be ex 

cused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. JONES. I ask that my colleagues from Virginia, Mr. 

TucKER and Mr. TrrRNER, be excused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ENLOE. I am paired with the gentleman from Maine 

[Mr. BOUTELLE]. If he were present I should vote in the af­
firmative. 

'rhe following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 
Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

For this day: 
Mr. TERRY with Mr. WANGER. 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. HEL.~ of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BERRY with Mr. APSLEY. . 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. PHILLIPS. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. STORER. 
Mr. WELLS with FUNK. 
Mr. ENGLISH with Mr. BUNDY. 

L.EA VE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was g1•anted as follows; 
To Mr. MosEs, for ten days , on account of sickness in his fam­

ily. 
~o Mr. DANIELS, for one week from to-morrow, on account 

of illness in his family and important engagem3nts. 
To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam­

ily. 
To Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, indefinitely, on account of 

sickness. 
To Mr. RANDALL, indefinitely, on account of important busi­

ness. 
Mr. STOCKDADE. I ask le::~.ve of absenc3 for the gentleman 

from Missouri, Mr. HALL, 0::1 a.ccount of sickness in P,is family. 
There being no objection, leave was granted. 
The result of the vot3 was announced as abJve sta.ted. 
And then, on motion of Mr. HEARD (at 4 o'clock and 25 min-

utes p. m. ), the Hous3 adjourned. - · 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol­
lowingtitles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GRADY: A bill (H. R . 7412) to fix the. standard and 
regulate the quality and price of gas within the District of Co-
lumbia-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. . 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A resolution fixing a day for the con­
sideration of the bill H. R . 7273 -to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RUSK: A resolution to p:.:~.y the salary of clerk to the 
Hon. Robert F. Brattan -to the Committee on Accounts. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII , private bills of the followir.g 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill {H. R. 7108) for _ 
the relief of Lorenzo D. 'Gilbreath-to the Committee on Pen-
sions. · · 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 7409)for the relief ofW. S. Ram­
maker-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (R. R. 7410) granting a pension to Mary Carrol-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7411) for the relief of Louis A. 
Yorke-totheCommitree on Naval Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. CHILDS. ! Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
Mr. CARUTH with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of A. M. Wil-
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illi- kins, of Amhurst) N.H. , and 10 others of the same place, pray-

co· s . · ' in<T that fraternal beneficial societies, orders, or associations, 
l\fr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. MILLIKEN. op~rating upon the lodge system and providing for the payments 
Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. AITKEN. of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to members, be exempt 
Mr. DoCKERY with Mr. DINGLEY. from the operations of any income tax which m~y be enacted-
Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. By ..Y.I:r. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of E. H. Bindley & Co., 
Mr. ALLEN' with Mr. AVERY. Cook, Bell & Black, and Samuel C. Parker, of Terre Haute, 
Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. SHAW. Ind., against any increase of the hx on whiE~ky, and any exten-
Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. LEFEVER. sion of the present bonded period, and to indorse most heartily 
Mr. SORG with Mr. WEVER. the resolutions adopted at a meeting of the wholesale liquor 
Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. dealers of Cincinnati, June 4, 1891--to the Committee· on Ways 
Mr. TYLER with Mr. MERCER. and Means. 
Mr. LISLE with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. Also, petition of M. N. Cortner and others, of Terre Haute, 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. STRONG. Ind., favorable to theeight·hourlawproposedbyMr. GRESHAM, 
Mr. MOSES with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsvlvania. of Texas-to the Committee on Labor. 
Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. RANDALL. . By Mr. COCKRELL (by request): Petition of citizens of In-
Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. GROSVENOR. dian Territory for Federal court-to the Committee on the Ju-
Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. diciary. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. HITT. By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of James Higgins and others, 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. of Haverhill, Mass., members of certain beneficiary orders, 
Mr. HATCH with Mr. CURTIS of New York. against an income tax-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. By Mr. CRISP (by request): Resolutions of Congress of Ameri-
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can Physicians, relating to medic::tl department ot th.e .A:.rmy­
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Three petitions:Of A . .Klinerlinge.r·& S<m, 
James McKay, and Joseph Greenswald, citizen"&. of Pi.ttsbur.g, 
against any increase of the tax on whisky and against any exten­
sion of the bonded period -to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Brewers' Union. and the Gar­
men Typographical Union of Detroit, Mich., for the establish­
ment of a Government telegraph system-to the Committee on 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Protest of W. P. Decker 
against any increase of the tax on whisky and any extension of 
the present bonded period-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON o10hio: Resolutions of the Cleveland Print­
ing Pressmen's Union, protesting against the mannerofappoint­
ment of pressmen in the Government Printing Office at vVash­
ington, D. C., and favoring the passage of House bill 4.737-to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolutions of the Cleveland Chamber of.Commerce, 
adopted Ma.y 15, 1894, advocating appropriation for Naval War 
College at Newport, R. I.-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial of the Commercial Club of the 
city of Albuquerque, N.Mex., praying Congress to pass legisla­
tion authorizing citizens of the United States to go upon grants 
of lands made· by the Spanish and Mexican Governments, and 
mine for precious metals to be found within the same-to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Protest of P. F. Dugan, of Celina, Ohio, 
and of A. Pauch & Son, ill St. Mar.vs, Ohio, against any increase 
of the tax on whisky or any-extension of the bonded period-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition .of A. H. Ladner and .othe.r.s, 
against the employment of conviCt labor-to the Co.mm1ttee on 
Labor. · 

Bv Mr.McCALL: Petition of citizens of Medford. and Somer­
ville, Mass., for· an amendment to the proposed income tax-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McDEAR.M:ON(byrequest): PetitionofA.J1 Collings­
worth and H -other citizens ot Crockett County, Tenn., protest­
ing against taxing income of fraternal beneficiary societies-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition by L. N. Francis, regent, and the 
eight other officers of Bristol Council, No. 158, Royal Arcanum, 
Taunton, Mass., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies be 
exempted from the provisions of the proposed income tax-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of citizens of Lancaster, 
Ohio, urging amendment to the Wilson bill to exempt secretso­
cieties, etc., from taxation-to the Committee- on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolutions indorsed by Collins Bros., Lang-, Schenck 
& Co. , Theobald & Son, and Bott & Cannon, all of Columbus, 
Ohio, protesting against any increase of tax on whisky and ex­
tension of bonded period -to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of William Legg and 19 other citi­
zens of Burrillville, R.I., and of H. S. Woodworth and 18 other 
citizens of Providence, R, I., asking for an amendment to the 
proposed tariff bill-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENCE: Petition oi the Evangelical Lutheran Church 
of Morgan County, Colo., against the proposed change in the 
Constitution of the United States-to the Committee on the Ju­
diciary. 

Also, petition of the_ Chamber of Commerce of Colorado 
Springs, for appropriation for Galveston Harbor-to the Com­
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Park County, Colo., to permit mining loca­
tions on forest reservations-to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 
~y Mr. PERKINS: Petition of 4.1 ci tizensof Sioux City, against 

an income tax upon beneficiary assessments- to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Cigar Makers' Union oi Bingham-­
ton, N.Y., on.. the subject of convict labor-to the Cammitte_e on: 
Labor. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, pray­
ing for an exemption of beneficial societies from income tax-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of 40 citizens of. Boston, Allegheny 
County, Pa. , and vicinity, members of benevolent societies, not 
for profit, and of Conclave No. 168, Improved Order Hepta.­
sophs, located at Red Stone, Pa., praying that such societies 
and orders be-exempt from the provisions of the. bilLpass.ed by 
the House to tax incomes of corporations-to-the,<Jommitte_e on1 
Ways and. Means.. 

Also, memorial. of Conclave No. 81, Improved Order of Hep· 

tasophs, ~oca.ted..at McKeesport, Pa., h~ving a membership of· 
600, praymg_ for the passage of Senate b1ll 1::153 and House bilL 
4897-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the· Board of Trade of 
the. city. of Detroit, Mic~·., protesting against the Hatch anti:­
optlon bill-ta the Comm1ttee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition.of the Boar.d. of Trade of the city of Detroit,. 
Mich., urging certain al!lendments to the-interstate-commerce 
law-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce .. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolution.s of wholesale 
liquor dealers at Cincinnatf, Ohio, ag-ainst increase of tax on 
whisky and extension of bonded period-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of beneficiary associations, ag-ainst the income 
tax upon social associations-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of the Chambe1~ of Commerce 
of the State of N~w York, in favor of provision.for pooling agree:.. 
ments-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 12, 1894. 

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a.m. 
Prayer by the Rev. E. B. BAGBY, Chaplain of the House of. 

Representatives. 
The VI<JE,.PRESIDENT being-, absent, the. President pro te-mr>o-;•(1 

took the chair. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the J ourn:al of yester.day's 

proceedings, when, on motion. of Mr. CHANDLER, and by unani­
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

HOUSE BILLS R-EFERRED. 

The- bill (R~ R. <3500) to define and e11tablish the units. oi elec­
trical measure wa-s read twice by its". title, and refer.red. to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R . 7293) regulating the: procedu1•.e in:. criminal 
causes-in the district of Minnesots. was read twice by· its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full permission to 
the State of Maryland and to the several State cour.tB to occupy 
the old United States court-house in the city of Baltimore for 
the period of five y.ears: was read. twice by its-title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of H. W. C.adott and 
sundry other citizens-:of Jackson County, Kans., praying that fra· 
·ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, . operating· 
upon the lodge system and providing for the payment of life, 
sick, acciden..t, and other benefits-to the members, and depend­
ents of such members, shall be exempt from·au the provisions 
of this bill requiring taxation in any form; which was ordered· 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of Hastings Saddle and 
Harness Makers' Union, No. 4.1, of Hastings, Nebr., remonstrat­
ing against the present system of convict labor; which was re­
ferred to the Committee on Education an·d·Labor. 

He also. presented a petition of the McCook Cooperative Build­
ing- and Loan Association, of McCook, Nebr., praying that 
mutual loan and building associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also persented a petition of sundry' citizens of the State of 
Washington, praying that section 2324 of the. Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to mining claims, be amended so 
as to suspend for the year 1894 the periol'1llance of $100 worth of 
labor; which was referred to the Committee on .Mines and Min-

infir. PASCO. L present a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Florida, in the nature oi.a. petition, praying that 
the Fort Jupiter military reser\~ation be not: sold at public sale, 
but that it be opened to homestead entry. Without taking the 
time of the Senate to have it: read, I askthat it may be printed 
in the RECORD,. and the bill on thesubject having.beenreported, 
I ask that it lie on the table. , 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table~ and to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 
House joint resolution reques-ting the Secretary of the Interior not-to ~use 

tne Fort Jupiter military reservation to be sold at public sale; .and to m·lf~ 
the Senators and Representatives from· Florida• in. the Congress O! tlie 
United States to secure the pa.ssa.g.e. by Congress of: an act opening the said 
reservation to homestead entry. 
Whereas the Fort Jupiter military reservation in Florida wasestab1ished, 

by order of the President, May 14, 1855, and not being longer requtr~d for 
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