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quette and other tions of the State of Michigan; 21 citizens
of Newark, Ohio; 26 of Pittsburg, Pa., and 21 more citizens of
Michigan City, Ind., for the passage of House bill 5804, an act
to promote the safety of railroad employés—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of L. H. Whipple and other citizens of Need-
ham, Mass., praying that the income-tax provision of the Wil-
son bill may beamended soas to axen%st- beneficiary orders, ete.,
from taxation—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutionof the Young Men's Christian
Association and Young Woman's Christian Association of Nor-
mal University bf Lebanon, Ohio, for the speedy passage of anti-
lottery laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McCGANN: Petition of Chicago Stamping Company,
relating to House bill 4897—to the Committee onthe Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

By Mr. PATTERSON: Papers 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 Commitiee on Printing.

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Two petitions of 109 citizens of Beaver
Fnlfg, Pa., protesting against an income tax being levied on {ra-
ternal and beneficiary orders composing the National Fraternal
Congress, having a combined membership of over 2,000,000
%;)ldmg benefit certificates—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

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

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

By Mr. STORER: Petition of . Bratfish and 14 other citi-
zens ol Hamilton County, 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 bill 7400—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE.
MONDAY, June 11, 1894,

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a, m.

Prayer by Rev. T. BOWMAN STEPHENSON, LL. D., of London,
England.

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, and by unanimous consent, the
reading of the Journal of the proceedings ol Saturday last was
dispensed with.

UNITED STATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY.

Mr. MORRILL. MR. Speaker, I wish to ask as a personal
favor the privilege of making remarks about ten minutes long
in relation to an amendment proposed by me to thenaval appro-
priation bill on Saturday. .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TIs there objection? The Chair.
hears none, and the Senator from Vermont will proceed.

Mr. MORRILL. I will not ask for the reading of the amend-
ment, but will insert it at the head of my remarks.

The amendment (submitted by Mr. MORRILL on the 9th in-
stant) was to insert the following:

That from and after the passage of this actthe Superintendent of the
United States Naval Observatory shall be a person selected from civil life,
learned in the science of astronomy, to be appointed by the President by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate,and shall receive an annnal sal-
ary of $5,000; he may also occupy the dwelling house near the observat
free of rent. The superintendent aforesaid is hereby authorized and di-
rected, with the approval of the Secratary of the Navy, to reorganize said
observatory establishment and to make such regulations as may be expedi-
ent in relation to the- obse_rvat.ogy and its subordinats officers, professors,
and other employés: Provided. That after January 1, 1895, the total sala-
ries and annual expenditures shall be adjusted to a basis of not exceeding
£50,000 per annum.

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I make this proposition, af-
ter mature deliberation, not in any hostility to the Navy, nor to
any of its officers, but as a steadfast friend, with the purpose of
relieving naval officers of the chief responsibility in the direc-
tion of our astronomical observatory, which the experience for
the greater part of fifty years shows would be a grave error
longer to impose. *

One purpose of the change contemplated is that of economy,
in order to eseape from the overwhelming criticism that the
United States parades great expenditures withous the parade of
great results. Another high purpose is to obtain a skilled and
practical astronomer as superintendent of an observatory which,
not the Navy but the nationsupports, and of which our country

must bear the responsibility and the mcoilinirsguta.ﬁon. Itis
wholly a conservative measure—a relief to the Navy, and a re-
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 amassured on the best authority, has now or
aver had an astronomical observafory directed by its naval offi-
cers. The observatory in France is placed in charge of the de-

rtment of public instruction, science, and fine arts. The
greenwich Royal Observatory is under the admiralty, or navy,
but the director isa prominent practical astronomer, as he
should be here.

No one will dispute that we have had very eminentnaval offi-
cors 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 since been done by officers
of rare scientific culture, such asProf. Hall, who were also orna-
ments of the naval profession.

Yet many blank years have passed without so much as an
annual report of astronomical observations to show even the ex-
istence of our Naval Observatory, and when reports of the vsual
work well done have appeared the work has rarely been better
done than that of observatories of much inferior nominal rank in
different parts of our country. We want an observatory which
will promote the advancement of astronomical science by day
and by night, by ‘“labor and study intent,” and prove itself by
its work 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 witha
26-inch equatorial telescope,aswell asother proper instruments
for scientific observation. Manifestly the design could not have
been less than to give our Observatory ahigher national charaec-
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 curriculum at our Naval Academy is broad and exacting,
embracing English studies, modern languages, mathematies,
chemistry, steam engineering, ordnance, gunnery, drawing, me-
chanics, applied mechanies, and much else. To master these
branches in four years is a task full of labor. But the cadets at
the Academy do nof touch either astronomy or navigation until
‘the s2cond term of the third year, and all instruction in these
branches ends with some further attention and one or two brief
voyagesatsea in the fourth and last year at the Academy. This
is the whole measure of instruction in navigation and astronom-
ical science with which all our naval officers have been or can
be practically equipped.

he numerous studies prescribed at the Naval Academy re-
guire the ntmost diligence of students in order to pass the rigid
examinations to which theylare subjected, and final success here
secures to our country the best possible material for the officers
of the American Navy, of whose conduet, in peace or in war, our
people havealways been justlyproud. That is their chosen and
sufficient field of ambition, and however worthy in all other re-
spects, it would seem impossible for them to have won distine-
tion as expertsin astronomy where they have merely had abrief
opportunity to learn only something of the rudiments, and so
far only as related to or necessary in navigation.

No one can more fully realize theimpropriety of placing a na-
val officer at the head of an asfronomical observatory than naval
officers themselves. If the question could be submitted to them
I have much reason to believe that no more such appointments
would be made.

I will here make a brief extract from the very able report, in
1892, of the Secretary of the Navy, as follows:

The revolution which thelast thirty years have witnessed I
ments of marine warfare on the one hand and in themethods appliancesof
astronomical research on the other have guite severed thatclose connection
between the naval and astronomical professions which led to glacing the
old observatory under the direction of a naval officer and regarding it as a
naval station; and the professional attainments now exacted by our officera
and necessary to thelr eMciency include so wide a range of subjects and ex-
tend to such minutedetails that they have no time to devote to matters so
far outslde of the line of their profession as those which pertain to the
managementof a great modern astronomical observatory.

The position is not regarded as a perquisite logically belon
ing to naval officers, few of whom hanker for if and less o

the require-
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it. The fair fame of the Navy can lose nothing but gain much
by the cojperation of leading astronomers in building up a na-
t%nal observatory that will remain under the loyal protection
of the Navy Department. =

Since March 4, 1885, twenty-five new modern naval vessels
have bzen completed; fifteen more are to b2 completed in 1894,
three more in 1895, and five in 1896. In all there will be forty-
eight new vessels, for which the best and most competent ofti-
cers either have been or must be assigned. After deducting
vesszels lost or no longer seaworthy, the large addition of new
vessels will demand an unusually large increase of the number
of officers inactive sea serviceand the surplus for duty on shore
will be diminished.

When naval officers are to be entrusted with the command of
these modern “ gems of the sea,” surelyneither the gallant cap-
tain now serving as the superintendent of the Observatory nor
his friends will consent that he shall be neglected or he!d 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 ahsol\:tel¥ necessary, but for such service it has never been
found equally necessary to select a milita.ri officer. Military
authority is healthful 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 always usefuf. The working force of almost any in-
stitution will cheerfully obey the chief director if known to be
their superior in practical Eowldedga, 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 Naufical Almanac, astronomical ob-
servations are hardly more useful to the Naval Department than
to thatof Agriculture.

An astronomical observatory is a light-house in the skies by
which we behold the magnificénce of possible worlds, infinite in
number, greater than that where we were created. Fagerness
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 T
move be printed asa miscellaneous document, and referred to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

The motion was agreed to.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. iy

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to make a personal ex-
ﬁlanation. It is understood pretty well thatI am not in the

abit of Bl:gging any attention to newspaper statements affecting
myself, 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 magebe 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 CONGRESS—CHARGES AS SERIOUS AS THOSE INVOLVED IN
THE SUGAR SCANDAL—EFFORTS OF THE PHILADELPHIA SYNDICATE, OF
WHICH SENATOR QUAY IS SAID TO BE THE ACTIVE AGENT, TO GET CON-
TROL OF THE SURFACE ROADS IN THE DISTRICT AND TO PROCURE CHAR-
TERS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW LINES 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 besleged with applica-
tions for charters for the construction of new surfaceroads in this city and
the extension of eld lines, and there has bsen constant contention between

- the citizens, the District ofecials, and Congress as to the motive power to be
used. The citizens of Washington generally are op d to the use of the
overhead trolley system, and it is in use by only one or two lines within the

District, and only for a short distance. Moreover, under thelaw, even this

short vilege will cease within a few months.

For the past few weeks the Washington News has persistently charged
that the P !.Ia.delg)hla. syndicate is ma 1‘1‘1& a systematic effort to getcontrol
of all the important surface roads in Washington, and that to carry out
their plan a combination of wealthy men inthe Senate and House has been
formed by which the stock of the local compa is to be depressed sothat
it can be bought up at a low figure. The Newscharges further that Thomas
Dolan, of Philadelphia, is the agent of the syndicate, and that the active man
under him in W"iﬁ to influence Co is Senator QUAY. For sometime
there his been a bill before the Ho granunf
road, and in spite of the fact that nine-tenths of the pro; owners along

a charter for a cross-town:

the proposed route &mmt. against using the street for.a car line, the bill
came near %:sst e House last Monday, which was Distriet day. 1t was
withdrawn in the face of the strong opposition, however, and wﬂfcome up
again on Monday next.

According to the News, which guotes Senator CHANDLER as one of the au-
thorities for the statement, Dolan and QUAY have made a Hst of the men
whose votes they can control, and have announced that the bill will cer-
tainly pass, with a proviso authorizing the use of the overhead trolley sys-
tem. e vote on this bill, it is said, 18 to be used as a test of the strength
of the Dolan-Quay combination, and if they win on that they feel sure of
being able to s the other bills and gridiron the city with trolley roads.
According to the News there are fifty-eight bills pending asking for charters
for new surface roads, in many of which the syndicate is interested, or of
which they hope to get absolute control.

One of the most im{ﬁrmm car lines of Washington uses the cable system,
and its main rival still employs broken-down horses. Several years ago
Ucngress ordered this road to change its motive power within a given time,
but it did not do it, although the date set has long since . This ro:
which is one of the greatest money-making concerns in the District of Co-
lumbia, also owes the Government a great many thousands of dollars for
back taxes, and although negotiations have been in pro s for two or
three years for the settlement of the claim, not a cent has paid. Con-
gress, the District Commissioners, and the directors of the road are still in
awrangle 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 back taxes. The directors of the road say that the use of the
cable is imposzible on this line, owing to the greatnumber of abrupt curves,
and that the underground electric system, now in use with great snccess on
one line within the city limits, is too expensive and too impracticable. The
District Commissioners are divided in their opinion, and the citizens and
taxpayers are opposed to the use of the overhead trolley. Inthemeantime
horses pull the cars, the fight goes on, and Congress does not bring the road
to terms. The vote in the House on Mondawul obably show whether
'{%e Pll:.iymdeip!ﬁa syndicate or the citizens of gton are in control of

e city. z

Mr. QUAY. I desire tostate that the allegations in that arti-
?l?’ as it is probably unnecessary for me to say, are absolutely

alse.

I will state the facts. Certain 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 interests in some
passenger railwaysin this city. I do not remember the name of
their corporation. They are seeking an enlargement of some
of their franchises, what [ 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. Dolan to the Senator
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], who is a member of the Com-
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia, in order that Mr. Dolan
might present the case to him. .

Ithink I have not heard from the Senator from Michigan since
on the subject. Also, at the requestof Mr. Dolan, I spoke to th
Senator from West Virginia [Mr.FAULENER], who I understoo
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, that
he wasnot chairman of thesubcommittee,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-day.

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 newspaper
attacks upon me, first, as I said before, because this article was
evidently written to affect legislation to come up in the other |
House to-day: and, secondly, because the Senator from New :
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is alleged to ba the author of it,

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Pennsylvania did not
call the subject to my attention before sending up the paper. I
only heard what he said, and I have not the statements of the
article distinetly in mind. I did, however, see the statement in
the Evening News, which is quoted by the article the Senator
has had read. I have heard of the syndicate and the proposed
formation of a traction company for the purpose of obta niT
control of the street railways of thiscity, and that is about al %
can say on the subject, except that I may have talked with 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 connec-
tion with any such project, and 1 certainly have made no ré-
marks attributing any improper motives to any Senator, or any
improper relations, or any relations whatever to any such prg- -
posed traction company organization—certainly nothing cofz-
necting the Senator from Pennsylvania with any such organiza-
tion inany way whatever. I have no reason to doubt the exact
truth of the statement made by the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr, QUAY. Ido not know but that the matter may as well
be referred to the special committee of which the Senator from
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is chairman, so as to let him take chargé
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of this subject along with the other matters referred to that
commiittee. I make that motion.

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

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of Herman Diesenger and 230
other citizens of Philadelphia; 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 Shippensgurg; of
Thomas Lamb and 37 other citizens of Boston; of B. I, Stede-
ford and 40 other citizens of Wilmerding; of C. B. Kebber 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, all 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 the table.

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

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

He also presented petitions of Thomas C. Bope and sundry
other citizemss of Lancaster; of D. E. Brown and sundry other
citizens of Niles, and of Job D. 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 members, and dependents of such members, shall
be exempt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxa-
tion in any form; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. CULLOM. I present quite a number of memorials from
wholesale and retail qiquor dealers of various cities in Illinois,
remonstrating against an increase of the whis‘]ﬁ‘ 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 that 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 of Elgin, Ill.,
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associa-
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of
the pencliugI tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of 176 citizens of
Lanecaster County, Nebr,, praying that in the passage of any law
.providing for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life
Pnsurance companies and associations be exempted from taxa-
tion; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition signed by the officersof the State
of Nebraska and sundry other 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 the table.

He also presented a Petitiun of the McCook Cobperative
Building and Loan Association, of MeCook, 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 of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce
of Ban Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the abolishmen$
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
':]E. sjis lr pound on oil peppermint; which was ordered to lie on

e o.

He also presented the petition of B. A, Born and sundry other
citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying that the funds of mu-

tual life insurance companies and associations be exempted from
the proposed income-tax provision of the panding 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 exempted
rom the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, :

Ho also presented the petition of Julius W. Koch and sundr
othercitizensof St. Louis, Mo., praying that the pending tariff blﬁ
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 benefits to the
members and dependents of such members, shall be exempt from
all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in any form;"
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
other citizens of Atchison; of A. X. Campbell and sundry other
citizeusof Holton, and of H. W. Berkley and sundry other citi-
zeus 6f Roassville,all in the State of Kansas, pmyinF 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. COCKRELL presented a petition from Eureka Council,
No. 37, Royal League, of St. Louis, Mo., praying that the pend-
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,aceident and othér bene
fits to the members and dependents of such members, shall be
exempt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in
any form: which was ordered to lie on the table.

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 Qet-ition of Chas. P. Senger and sundry
other citizens of Issex 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 of mu-
tual life insurance companies and associations be exempted from
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 petition 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 fm.ternal{)eneﬁciar y societies, orders or associa-
tions, paying benefits to their members in the nature of insur-
ance, and operating uponthe lodge system,shall be exemptfrom
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 Oregon, praying
that in the passage of any law providing for the taxation of in-
comes, the funds of 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 sundry citizensof 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 Mines and Mining. \ -

Mr. SHERMAN presented sundry memorials of wholesaleand
retail liquor dealers of Cincinnati, Cleveland, Sandusky, Bridge-

rt, Portsmouth, St. Marys, Zanesville, Toledo, Dayton,
umbus, Niles, Hamilton, and Chillicothe, all in the State 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 potition of members of the bar of
Indian Territory,praying for the passage of abill granting judi-
cial relief in that Territory; whil::h was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. .

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Brattleboro, Vt., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies,
orders, or associatxons be exempted from the proposed income-
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tax grovhdon of the pending tariff bill; which wasordered tolie
on the lable.

He also presented a petition of the Vermont Association of
Life Underwriters of Burlington, Vt., praying that mutual life
insurance companies and associations be exempted from the pro-

income-tax provisionof 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
pmvisii:n of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lieon
the table. -

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

Mr. MCMIIELAN 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
pen tariff bill; w was ordered to He on the table.

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port-
land, Me., praying for the passageof House bill No. 6723, to pro-
mote the elliciency of the Revenue Cutter Service; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce.

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.,
praying 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-
dee, Ga., remonstrating against an increase of the postage on
second—ciass mail matter; which was referred to the Committee
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. i

Mr. HARRIS presented the memorials of Parry & Co., of
Knoxville; of B. H. Carbery and Emil Nathan & Co., of Mem-

his; of N. C. Ford & Co., E. R. Betterton & Co., and Sobel &

0., of Nashville, all in the State of Tennessee, remonstrating
against any incremse of the internal-revenue tax on whisky;
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 againstthe 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 Pigua, Ohio,
and Brooklyn and New York City, N. Y., praying for the reten-
tion of the present rate of duty on imported cocoa mats and mat-
ting; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Hae also presented a memorial of the Medical Society of Cleve-
land, Ohio, remonstrating 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 Appropriations.

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 soldiers of the Union
Army during the rebellion who have received an honorable dis-
charge; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented petitions of 44 citizens of Wayne County;
of B3 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 nssociations%e exempted
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented the petition of Isaiah Leist, jr., and sundry
other citizensof Napoleon, Ohio,and the petition of C. W. Nessler
and sundry other citizens of Sidney, Behio, pra; that the
pending tariff bill be so amended that fraternal beneficiary
societies, orders, or associations operating upon the lodge sys-
tem and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, and
other benefits tothe members,and dependentsol such mem’beu,
shall be exempt from the provisions of the bill requiring taxa-
tion in any form ; which were ordered to lie on the table.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. ‘
Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to
whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. MORRILL

es and asso-

on the 9th instant, intended to be propesed to the naval appro-
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved tha.tﬂ’ be
referred to the Committee on Appropriationsand printed; which
was agreed to.

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 6th in«
stant, intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive,and
judicial appropriation , 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 Committes on Finance

Tariff Bulletins Nos. 45, 46, and 47, inclusive, which T ask may be

printed.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be o0 ordered.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (8.2107) 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 (8. 2108) to amend
an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a United States court 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 jurisdie-
tion of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for
other purposes,” a proved May 2, 1890; to provide for the redis-
tricting of the In Territory for judi.d.ﬂ} 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 forother purposes; which was twice
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (8. 2109) to correct the military
record of George W. Pilcher; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. GORDON 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.

5 AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL.

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 4864) 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 intended 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 civilappropriation bill; which was referred
to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (select), and ordered
to be printed. :

THE PADRONE SYSTEM.

Mr. CHANDLER. I submita resolution to be printed and go
over until to-morrow. :

The resolution was read and ordered fo lie over and to be
printed, as follows: i

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the
Senate, so far as the records of the Department enable him to doso, to what
oxtent the mtem now prevalls under which ts from I[taly orother
countries fall into the hands of agents or bankers who entice or force them
into contracts or customs under which their labor is farmed out to their
employers, commonly 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 its disposal derived from the head mon-
eys, or whether additional appropriastions 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 the following concurrent resolution;
which wasreferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia:
Resolved by the Senate of the United Slates (the House of Representatives con-
curring), That that portion of the public reservations in the city of Wash-
n, b. C., lying south of the grounds of the Executive Mansion, and
bounded on the east by Fifteenth street, on the soutn by Bstreet, 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. O,
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate: .
A bill (H. R. 6500) to defineand 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 the 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 Government, and for other purposes: the pend-
ing guestion being on the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH, in para-
gra;?h' 237, line 25, page 52, before the word * cents,” to strike
out ** one dollar and eighty ” and insert * two dollars and fifty;”
80 as fo read:

Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other
materials, and not specially provided for in this act, 2.50 per proof galion.

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

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggestthat we have the yeasand nayson
the amendment. 3

The yeas and nays were ordered,and the Secretary proceeded
10 eall the roll.

Mr, MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called).
1 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 called out of the eity
by t%e death of a member of his family.

Mr. PALMER (when hisname was called). TheSenator from
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
snould vote ‘‘nay ” on this question. :

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

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Tam paired with the
Senator from Alabama (Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I
should *‘yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. McCPHERSON (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 paired with that Senator. I shall not announce the pair
again to-day.

Mr. CAFFERY. Iinquire if the Senator from Montana [Mr.
PoweR| 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
Towa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
IrBY]and vote ‘‘nay.”

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mari{-
land |[Mr. GORMAN], who is detained from the Chamber by ill-
ness.

Myr. LODGE. I am paired with the senior Senator from New
York [Mr. HILL], and withhold my vote. If he were present I
should vote *‘yea.” :

Mr. HOAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. PucHL

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am paired with the senior
Senator from Wisconsin {ﬁr. ViLas], and the junior Senator
from Wisconsin [Mr. Min¢HELL] is paired with the Senatorfrom
Wyoming[Mr. CAREY]. We haveagreed totransfer our pairs so
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 having voted in the negative). I desire
to explain that I have a standing pair with the Semator from
Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], but I have transferred that pair to
theé Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], who is absent, under-
standing that he has no pair. If he has, I should be glad to
know it, so that no mistake be made. If the Senatorirom Geor-
gia is not paired I will let my vote stand.

Mr, BLANCHARD. Iinquire if the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. MCMILLAN] has voted?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted.

- I;Eil BLA%\;CHARD. I am paired with that Senator, and with-
old my vote.

Mr. GEORGE. In order fo make a quorum, I vote ‘‘nay,”
although paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorrm].
Mr. HOAR. Isuggest tothe Senator from Mississippi ]

we fransfer our pairs. I am paired with the Senator from Ala.
bama [Mr. PucH], and I will transfer that pair to the Senator
{rom Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], which will enable the Senator from
Missi i and me to vote.

Mr, GEORGE. That is all right. I vote *‘nay.”

Mr. HOAR. I vote *‘yea.”

My, 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 paired with that Senator.

r. MCPHERSON. Isuggestto the Senator from Connec-
ticut that, if agreeable to him, we transfer our pairs. I am
paired with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr, HIGGINS].

Mr. PLATT. I shall be very glad to do =o.

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I transfer my pair with the Sena-
tor from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS| to the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Hrmroz:rf].

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

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes.

Mr. PLATT. Then my vote may stand.

Mr., McCPHERSON. I vote “nay.”

The resnlt was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows:

YEAS—18
Allison, Hale, Morrill, Shoup,
Ohandler, Hoar, Peffer, Teller,
Cullom, Kyle, Perkins, Washburn,
Davis, Manderson, Platt,
Dubols, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman,

NAYS—27. .

Daniel, McLaurin, Roach,

” George, McPherson, Sith,
Blackburn, - Gordon, Martin, Turpie,
Butler, Harris, Mills, Vest,
Call, Jarvis, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees,
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. M . hite.
Coke, 54y, Pasco, -

NOT VOTING—0.
Aldrich, Faulkner, Hunton, Proctor,
Bate, ! [rby, Pugh,
Blanchard, G - Jones, Nev. Quay,
Brice, Gibson, 3 difﬁ Ran:
Caflery, Gorman, Me hm. Squoire,
Camden, Gray, Morgan, Stewart,
Cameron, Hansbro Palmer, ilas,
Carey, Hawley, tton, ‘Walsh,
Dixon, IHE’JE 5 Pettigrew, i
Dolph, A OWET, Wolcott.

So the amendment was rejected.

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.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re-
sumed.

The Secretary read as follows:

238. Each and every gange or wine gallon of measurement shall be counted
as at least one proof gallon; and the standard for determin the proot of
brandy and other spirits or Hguors of any kind imported shall be the same
a8 that which is de in the laws relating to internal revenue; but any
brandy or othsr spirituous lignors, 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 ag-
thorize the ascertainment of the proof of wines, cordials, or other hmmrs
by distillation or otherwise, in cases where it is ].mprx.ct.lcable to ascertain
such proof by the means prescribed by existing law or regulations. -

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, President,I notice thatin Schedule H,
spirits, wines, and other beverages, the rates of duty cf;rascribed
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 partof the bill, in dealing with
internal revenue it is proposed to increase the tax on domestic
spirits very largely &nf 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 nof that the duties on
imported brandies and spirits are largely decreased, while the
tax on domestic spirits is largely increased?

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Under thepresent law the tariff on
brandy and liquors of that kind coming from abroad is $2.50 a
E‘ocf gallon, and it is now proposed to reduce it to $1.80. The

ternal-revenue fax 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. That isthe very pointto which I wish focall
the attention of the Senate. It seems to me that this is y
Wmn% Brandy is one of the strongest ble forms of spirit-
uous liguor for common consumption which is im from
abroad. It does not come up to the standard of alecohol, but it

roaches nearer to it than any other spirit.
t seems to me that haraism{uﬂculty tought to be at once
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corrected, There is no reason in the world why the duties on
wines, spirits, and other beverages imported from abroad, which
are entirely articles of luxury and consumed mainly by those
who are perfectly able to 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 onarticles 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 cannot comprehend why the duties on theseim-
ported articles—not taking into account the question of protec-
tion at all, because, so far as that is concerned, no spirits 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 t.i:le tax is increased on the do-
mestie article.

1 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

ainst the increased tax on whisky and against the a.dditionai
discrimination that is pro&)osed to ie given to imported spirits.
I present these papers and ask that they be laid upon the table.
TEey come from ls,rge organizations of business men, and from
large firms and dealers who are known to me personally, and
th;ary; uniformly remonstrate against any increase of the tax on
B ts.

pls 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 of the tax on domestic spirits, to reduce the duty
onimported serits, especially on articles like champagne wines,
although I believe the duties on them have not been materially
changed, but if atall, 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
articles; 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 the United States in favor of areductionof duties
on-tﬁose articlesof luxury, 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 large reduction of the revenue
and that the decrease of revenue will not be made up by the in-
crease of importations.

1 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 onligquors of this class was entirely too high
to derive the largest amount of revenue from them. We believe
that alarger amountof revenue would come to the T'reasury from
a smaller rate of taxation; we believe that the present rate of
duty approaches, in a considerable degree, to the pointof 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. :

%Ve impose an internal-revenue tax of 90 cents a gallon under
the law upon domestic spirits, and weimpose a tariff tax of $2.50a
gallon on imported spirits. Itseem 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 liguor is aquestion to bedetermined then. The petition pre-
sented by the Senator from Ohio, of course, is addressed to that
subject; and when we reach that portion of the bill will be the
time to consider the question. For the present, it seems to me
the pro d reduction of the tax on these foreign liguors from
$2.50 a gallon to $1.80 a gallon is not unreasonable, particulariy
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 Senator, as the organ of the committee
conducting this bill upon business principles and in business
{ashion, 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-
tion of tariff will increase the importations. I presume it is not
necessary for me toundertake to enter into an argument to show
why that should be so, and that that rule will apply in this case
as well as in others.

Mr,. HALE. There must be some pointat which that rule
should cease. The Senator does not hold that, if dutics 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 wasseeking was the reason why the Senator, who has
given a great deal of study to this bill—and 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 either 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 ArE:nsas. It is a matter of conjecture as to
what the revénue point will be on an article until after a trial
has been made. Iam 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.

r. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator will allow me to say,
in that connection, that more than a million and a half of that
islevied upon an article that costs abroad only 65 cents; and the
p;-e::::)%l: duty is a tax of aimost exactly 300 per cent on that class
of goods. X

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; but we now tax our domestic
whisky, which ean 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 pro 8 to reduce it to 66
per cent on three items which now yield us nearly $3,000,000 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 notsee on what authority the
Senator from Ohio can assert that there will be no increase of
im]fortation. The committee believe that there will be not only
an increase of importation, but an inerease of revenue from this

ecrease of taxation.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas suggests that
one reason for reducing the duty upon brandy is that it is usad
largely as medicine. It is used to some extentfor 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
mora 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 thenextitem, ' otherspiritsdistilled from grain,” the unit
of value is not 65 cents, but 85 cents a gallon. gI'}:mis is chiefly
Scotch and Irish whisky.

I call the attention of Senators to the fact that by increasing
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 revenue schedule and nothing else, and it had no other pur-
pose or aim, and 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. There 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 they like it and prefer it;
they are accustomed to it, and they will pay the duty on it;
and yet it is reduced to $1.80a gallon from $2.50 a gallon. People
who are fond of gin will buy it and pay the duty. There is no
smuggling under it, and there is no comglaint of a single sort as
to the existing liquor schedule. It isa duty which is easily col-
lectel. Now, with all these cries for revenue, here is an article
yielding $3,000,000 to the Treasury, which we are told we must
cut down to a revenue point, as the gentleman [rom Arkansas
says, in order that we may get a little more revenue.

r. President, the effect of this proposition will be simply to
induce the importation of these foreign luxuries and reduce the
revenue. That is all there is about it.




1894.

OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

6089

Mr. PLATT. The vote upon the paragraph which we have
just passed was taken so quickly and quietly, and while m& at-
%ention wasdiverted for the moment, t.%at, I gfd not say anything
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. ALLISON] would oppose this reduction
before the vote was taken. T agree toall 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 there
would be no more imported under a reduction of duty, for the
reason that people who drink brandy and Scoteh whisky and

in drink it gecause they have acquired a taste for it. Brandy

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 fpr'ma(:'r'i;:'tion will be a cent chaaﬂer 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 habif 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 was taken to the grape
farm of the late Senator Stanford, and I know that the process
of making brandy was going on there at that time. Iam in-
formed that large quantitiesof brandy are made in California. I
know that during recent sickness in my family my physician ad-
vised that for medicine I should obtain California brandy be-
cause it is pure, and we have no pure French brandy, certainly
none the purity of which can be guaranteed.

There is another consideration which has not been adverted
to. Wehave made a discrimination against Germany on sugar.
I should like to speak atsomelength upon this matter, but being
limited to five minutes I am precluded from doing so. If the
newspapers ara correct, and I think they are, an informal pro-
test has been entered by the German minister on account of the
discrimination which i3 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:

280, On all compounds or preparations of which distilled spirits are a
component part of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, there
ghall be levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits.

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

23). Upon all comps unds or preparations containing aleohol there shall
be levied aduty at the rate of $1.80 per proof gallon npgm the distilled spirits
contained therein in addition to the duty provided by law upon the other
ingredients contained in such compounds or preparations.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. -I withdraw the committee amend-
ment. I move to strike out paragraph 239 and insert:
" 230, On all compounds or preparativns (except as specified in the preced-
ing agraph of the chemiecal schedule relating to medicinal preparations,
of which aleohol is a component part), of which distilled spirits are a com-

onent part of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, thera shall

levied a duty not less than that imposed npon distilled spirits.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

240. Cordizls, liguors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other
spirituous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits, and not spe-
cg-uly provided for in this act, $1.80 per prool 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 the bottles or jngs.

. So as to read:

. 240. Cordials, liguors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafla, and other
sE:lrimous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits, and not spe-
eially provided for in this act, 81.80 per proof gallon; but when imported in
bo'cjt es 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 paragraph 240, line 18, I move to strike
out “* $1.80" and insert ‘*$2.50;" so as to read: i

Two dollars and ffty eents per proof gallon. -

Mr. President, the reasons which were stated by the Senator

from Iowa against the reduction of the duties upon brandyapply |

with greater force to the paragraph now under consideration.
I can not understand whg absinthe and the other cordials and
liqueurs should be placed at a lower rate of duty than they are
in the existing law. Certa.in.l{lthere can be no reason for in-
creasing the importation into this country, and if they are im-
E‘orted they certainly ought to &a.y a very high rate of duty.

he rate ought to be higher even 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
McKinle‘sr 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 e 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
dnhtgr in the pending bill of 211.14 per cent.

r. 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. Tt is spirits; other spirits not specially provided
for, manufactured from grain, ete.

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 em'ely 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
what he and I entirely agree about, that it is simgly a revenue
question. We reduced these duties because we think they are
too high under the McKinley act. We are thosearticles
under the internal-revenue system, and as long as we treat them
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 $1.10in the
bill and $1.80is theimportduty, making the differential 70 cents.
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
areluxuries, but they seem to haveinjected into the act theidea
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 onlty 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 betweenanything we iproduea here and thesecompounds;
they do not come in competition direct.l{swith anything we make
%n-this country, and the duty proposed is, it seems tome, a very

air oae.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, although this item iooks
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, ratafia, and other spirituous beverages, which are used
merely toencourage an appetite for drink. They are seasoning
materials for brandy or whisky oranything of that kind. Their
importation yields now a revenue of $401,596. The decrease of
the rate of duty will not in the slightest degree affect the im-

rtation. The large amount of 196,000 proof gallons is intro-

uced 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 arule the committee have reduced it aboutone-

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 made 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 0
to 115 per cent. It seems to me this isa great mistake, but I
consider that my duty is done when I call attention toit. There
isno public demand-for it and no pstitions asking that it be
done. If there is any ring or trust behind it I do not know.
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Certfainly there can be no motive for reducing the revenue on
these arficles.

I hope Senators will review the matter. With the large
proposed increase in the infernal tax on spirits, which is op-
posed by our own pac}ple very stoutly and strongly, as I have

shown by the mass of petitions which I have presented this
morning, to reduce largely the duty on foreign brandies and

.whiskies and gins, it seems to me, is a departure from a just
principle. Ifisthrowing a burden upon our own productions
and relieving the foreign product. Itislegislationintheinterest
of foreigners and not in the interest of our own people. It is
not in the interest of anybody here who complains of the prices
he now has to pay for these expensive liguors.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri has
stated, as I think everyone must agree, that this is a revenue
guestion. No one desires to encourage the production of ab-
sinthe, liguors, arrack, and the other articlesenumerated in the
schedule, in this country. The question of Iree trade or protec-
tion does not enter into this clause at all. Ifispurely arevenue
question.

Now, these are articles of luxury. If there are any articles
in the world that ought to bear a high tax, certainly it is the
articles enumerated in this schedule. Their production is un-
desirable; their importation is undesirable, and it seems to me
that all we ought to look at is how high a duty we can impose
on those articles without going beyond what is called the a:m.:1¥h
gling limit; that is, without making it profitable to smuggle
these things in large quantities.

As the Senator from Iowa said, these articles are going to be
introduced and sold in substantially the same quantities that
they are now sold, withouf any reference to the duty, until you
reach the point at which it becomes profitable to take the risk
of smuggling. No one prefends that that point was passed in
the McKinley act.

The only argument I can see here made in regard to this pro-
vision is that it is more or less modeled after the English sys-
tem. Surely we ought io be able in this country to raise our
own revenue, in what we think the best way, on productions of
this character on some befter reason thanthe English tariff. It
seems t0 me that we ought to get from these articles the largest
possible revenue. I can not understand the srlncipla on which
a duty is placed upon sugar and then every duty-is reduced on
these spirituousliquors, cordials, ete.,articles which ought to bs
made to bear the very heaviest tax which ean ba placed upon
them.

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the more this matter is dis-
cussed the more its importance is seen. If there is anything
upon which persons with differing views upon protection and
free trade have been agreed, it is that luxuries ought to havea
high duty placed upon them. Amnother principle has come in,
which is that deleterious luxuries may have such a duty placed
upon them as to be practically prohibitive.

Now, one of the articles included in this paragraph, absinthe,
is about as deleterious as opium. One of any extensive reading
can not but know that in France the habif of using this cordial
is almostas deleterious to human life as the morphia habit. I
think it does not prevail to such an extent in Ameriea, but a
person who gets in the habit of using it will go on with its use
until death comes. :

Now, why, when we want revenue, when we hear every day
about the need of revenue and the deficieney in the Treasury,
the revenue upon articles of this sort should be reduced passes
comprehension. I thought for a moment that when the Senator
from Missouri stated that duties were too highin the McKinley
act the reason might be that the other side do not want to fix
exactly the same duties that were fixed in the McKinley act, but
I turn to the next paragraph and I see there is at least one duty
which the committes does not consider infamous, for they have
let the rate of duty upon champagne stand without any reduc-
tion. So that can not be the reason. ;

I submit under the circumstances there can be no reason ad-
duced why the duty upon the articles which we have been con-
sidering should be reduced. It is a reduction of the revenueat
a time when the universal cry is that we have not revenue
enough

Myr. HALE. Mr. President, it is another wonderful feature
of this most wonderful bill, that while upon many articles of

. everyday consumption by all the people the duties have been

raised, when you strike articles which are pure luxuries,and

also, as the Senator from Connecticut sug;gests, injurious luxu-
ries, and that are used by but fsmple e dutiesare reduced.

Here are brandies, Scotch whiskies, Holland gin, which are

luxuries used b mg&mﬂvely few, and in thisclass of cordials,

ligueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, articles of lux-
ury of a still narrower range than brandies and the other lig-
uors, the same reduction is made.

fE e e e

The Senators in charge of the bill'do not quite agree. The
Senator from Ar says that he thinks more duty
will be raised by this lower rate: while it is a matter of con-
jecture, he believes that they have reached just the proper rate
where the most money can be put into the Treasury. g::t the
Senator from Missouri balks at that conelusion—

Mr. VEST, The Senator is mistaken.
Mr, HALE. I understood the Senator fosay—
Mr. VEST. T said this is a pure revenue duty.

Mr. HALE. So the Senator did say; but when he was re-
minded by the Senator from Iowa what the Senator from Ar-
leansas had said, that this would raise morerevenue and result
in larger importations, the Senator said that he is not in favor
of larger irrgé)ormt.ionn and that was not the reason why the duty
had been reduced.
1}I"M.r. VEST. Isaid I would nof putit lower to inerease impor-

tions.

Mr. HALE. So I say the Senators differ. The Senator from
Arkansas says plainly, quéaraly, and frankly that the rate has
been reduced beecause he believes it will result in larger impor-
tations and larger revenue. The Senator from Missouri
not agree to that.

Mr. President, the whole sum and substance of this provision
is that it will benefit only one very narrow class. The importa-
tions of these stro uors, what are called good brandies,
Scoteh whiskies, Ho gin,and these cordials, is in the hands
of a few importers, almost all foreigners. They are the only
men who get the benefit of it. The consumer will not get
adollar of benefit in a year; he will not get a eent of benefit at
any time whatever. The consumers of these liquors are small
in number. The consumers of these heavy liquors and cordials
are a very small portion of the American people, but they are
very much larger than the importers who bring them here.
The consumers will not get any benefit from it, while the very
few men, the foreigners who import these articles, will get so
much more benefit from it. They will not charge a dollar less
in their prices, and their profits will be increased. ~

If this duty is fixed, anyone who gets the figures, the facts,
will learn that that is the result. Underthe presentduty there
is no smuggling to amount to a.n%&t.hin% There is no complaint
{from the Treasury Department that the present duty ought to
be lowered in order fo preventsmuggling. Thereisnopretense
of thatanywhere. The Senatorfrom Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]
stated it right. It is not because the present duty reaches the
smuggling limit. I do notunderstand that it has been stated
here that the Treasury Department, looking carefully after the
ingress of these liquors into this country and the paymentof the
duties, see where there are infractions of the E.w. I do not
understand that the Treasury Department has declared that
here is a grievance in the Department, and that the duty ought
to be lowered. Where does the demand come from? Notfrom
the people; not from the Treasury Department; not from the
consumers of these cordials, many of which are noxious; only
from the importers.

Mr. HOAR. I was in hopes that before the Senator from
Maine ended he would have asked the Senator from Arkansas if
he could state to the Senate from what source, if any request
came to the committee, or on what authority this reduction was
made. Is the Senator able to state?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The bill came in thisform from the
Ways.and Means Committee of the House of Representatives.
It was considered and passed by the other House in this form.
1t had the indorsement of a large number of gentlemen there,
and I have no doubt the provision was indorsed by many other

ople besides.

Mr. HOAR. The mere factthat a particular rate of duty had
the indorsement of the Ways and Means Committee or of the
other House, does not seem to have governed our committee i
other things. Do I understand the Senator he did not get any
evidence which was before the Ways and Means Committee of
the House, and that there was nothing before his committee
urging this reductionof duty? I sup&osa from the answer of the
Senator we are to understand that nobodyapplied to the Finance
Committee of the Senate to reduce this duty?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think anyone did.

Mr. HOAR. Why, when they depart from the House com-
mittee and put up duties because t ey say they need the rev-
enue, the committes should put this rate down and keep it down,
I do not understand.

Mr. HALE. They put it down from the old law.

Mr, HOAR. They put it down from the old law. I under-
stand this is a foreign product, in the first place, purely. Itis
a luxury, in the second place, and the business of importing
these liqueurs and the high-priced brandies is conducted by a
class of persons mainly in the State of New York. I think the
principal house in Boston which imported such things hasneaxly
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discontinued its direct importations. I am notsure about that;
but I suppose it is done by a few houses in New York, who are
themselves foreigners chieﬁir, and the business is largely estab-
lished by foreign capital, with foreign partners, under foreign
managemeént, so that the commerce part of it is foreign as well
as the produetion.

The consumers perhaps are not foreigners, but they are pretty
much all that class of Americans who spend a large part of their
livesabroad,and when they are at home spend their time mainly
in wishing that they were foreigners. 1 do not think there will
be any increased revenue by this reduction, and if any revenue
comes by the reduction at%fvwhem, I do not think it will ever
reach the Treasury of the United States.

Mr. PEFFER. r. President, the Republicans have made
two points on this schedule. One is discrimination against the
home manufacturer. Isuggest to them that that diserimination
has been measurably set off by the proposition in the bill to ex-
tend the bonded Eariod five years for the benefit of the manu-
facturers. The other point is that we shall lose revenue. I sug-

est to those Senators that while we shall lose revenue upon the
Equor schedule, it is made up about tenfold or moreon 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 mistake upon the part
of the committee to attempt to reduce duties upon spirits and
upon the different varieties of liquors imported into this coun-

for any ose, no matter what the purpose may be. Ibe-
lieve it would 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 be no liquors
of any Iilnd imported into the country except for medical pur-
poses, or scientific purposes, or some useful function in the arts
or sciences.

But to remove duties from an artiele 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
jn club houses, in yacht racing, in horse racing, and t.}:unﬁs 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 Isiand [Mr. ALDRICH].

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. CULLOM iwhen his name was called).
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY].
were present I should vote ** # : 4

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

I have a general
If he

voting.

M.r.g PEFFER (when Mr. KYLE'S name was called). 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). Iam paired
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS].

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS].

Mr. PATTON (when his name wascalled). Iwishtoannounce
my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. II 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 eall was concluded.

Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask if the Senator from New Hamp-
ghire [Mr. GALLINGER] has voted?

The VICE-PRESID . He has not voted.

Mr. MILLS. I am paired with that Senator.
“ nay * if he were present. -

Mr. CAMDEN. I have a general pair with the Senator from

I should vote

South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], but with the understanding
that [ can vote whenever it is necessary fo 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 [Mr. GorMAN] to thesenior Senator from Nevada[Mr.
JONES], and vote *yea.”

The resulf was announced—yeas 22, nays 26, as follows:

YEAS—22,
ﬁf-ﬂcm Domxlgg.: Jﬁcxﬂlan, 5
en, anderson, an,
Allison, Dubois, Morrill, Shoup,
Cameron, }:E;ge, Pefler, Teller
Chandler, 8, Perkins,
Davis, Hoar, Power,
NAYS—28.
B ! Coke Mar Turpie,
packbon,  Gom Mo, vl
Iy
Butler, g 0y 5 er o
Caflery, ones, Ark. Pugh, ‘White.
Call, Lindsay, Rowchs
Cockrell, McLaurin, Smith,
NOT VOTING—37.
Bate, Gorman, e Ransom
Brice, Gray ﬁ%‘l‘mﬂ, Squire, |
Camden, Hansbrough, Mills, Stewart,
Carey, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas,
Cullom, Hi B, Mitchell, Wis, ‘Washburn,
Daniel, Palmer, ilson,
Faulkner, Hunton, Patton, ‘Wolcott.
Gallinger, by, Pettigrew,
George, Jones, Ney Platt,
Gibson, le, Proctor,

S0 the amendment was rejected. ] 4

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

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

241. No lower rate or amonnt of duty shall be levied, collected, and paid

on brandy, ts, and other spirituons beverages than that fixed by law
for the descr! F’dou of first proof; but it shall be increased in Fro rtion for
any greater sirength than the strength of first proof, and al lmﬁ“atiom of

brandy or spirits or wines impo: by any names Whatever shall ba sub-
to thehighest rate of duty provided for the genuine articles respectively
tended to be represented, in no case less than $1 per gallon.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert the words ‘‘and fifty cents”
after **one dollar,” so as to read:

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 to reduce the 311?-165
gg izalport.ations of spirits and wines, I do not know for whose

nefit. .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. . In line 7, page 55, paragraph 241, after the
wzaa:l ‘‘dollar " insert the words “and filty cents,” so as to
read:
one dollar and fifty cents per gallon.

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope fhere 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:

Baiy;lrum or bay water, whether distilled or compounded, of first proot,
and in proportion for any greater strength than first proof, 81 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. Inline 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:

243 Chnag.zpagne and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each not
more than 1 quart and more than 1 ping, # per dozen; containing not more
than 1 pint each and more than onc-half pint, 8 per dozen; containing one-
half pint or less, 2 per dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing more
than 1 guart each, in addition to #8 per dozen bottles, or the guantity 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 additional 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 proportionately as the reduc-
tion is made on brandies and , arracks, absinthe, ete.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not reduced at all.

Mr. CHANDLER. I shouldlike toask the Senators incharge
of the bill why a redunction is made on one class of spirifuous
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.
Mr. CHANDLER. I mustconfess that Iam ata loss to un-
derstand the principle upon which the Senators onthe other
side of the Chamber have constructed this schedule. It seems
that while we ara to change free sugar todutiable sugar und tax
every poor man's household in the land, we are to encourage a
larger importation of French brandies and ‘‘ cordials, liquors,
arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other spirituous
beverages or bitters of all kinds confaining 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 b2 more revenuc by encour-
aging a larger importation, but that larger importation will be
an importation that will come in competition with our own
whiskies and spirituous liquors, which I think it must be ad-
mitted are purer liguors and spirits than imported French
braudies ave 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 more harmful than
brandy and absinthe, we are told that the duty is to remain upon
champagne. I did not distinetly understand the reason given
by the Senator from Missouri for the diserimination, but we are
to deal with one kind of intoxicant differently from the way we
deal with other kinds of intoxicants. We are to encourage by
a reduction of duty the importation of foreign ardent spirits in
competition with Kentucky and Illinois whisky. We are not to
encourage the importation of champagne wines, which are com-
paratively pure. ¢

Mpr. 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 take the
opportunity to say that I think this schedule asit is being made
is utterly inconsistent; and following the term which the Sena-
tor from Missouri commonly applies to the system of protection,
it is an infamous schedule when you compare it with the dut
that is to be imposed by the bill upon the sugar that is to be use
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 paragraph, as follows:

r r cordial and vermuth, i
Ve s ML e i o
That nosuch still wines in casks shall pay a hl%her rate of duty than 100 per
cent ad valorem. In bottles or jugs, per case ol 1 dozen bottles or jugs, con-
taining each not more than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, or 2f bottles or jugs
containing each not more than 1 pint, 1.6 per case; and any excess beyond
these quantities found in such bottles or jngs shall be subject to a duty of 5
cents per pintor afractional part thereof, but no separate or additional duty
shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs: Provided, That any wines, ginger cor-
dial, or vermuthimported contalnln%moro than 25 per cent of alcohol shall be
classed asspirits and pay duty accordingly: And provided further, Thatthere
shall be no constructive or other allowance for breakage, leakage, or damage
on wines, liguors, cordials, or distilled spirits. Wines, cordials, brandy, and
ather spirituous liguors imported in bottles or jugs shall be packed in pack-

ages containing not less than 1 dozen bottles or jugs in each package, or
dutyshall be paid as if suzh package contalned a' least 1 dozen bottles or

jugs.

The first amendment reported by the Committes on Finance
to paragraph 244 was, on page 56, in line 2, after the word
‘jugs,” to insert:

If containing 14 cent or less of abs olute 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 cordlal and vermuth, in casks
or packages other than bottles or jugs, it containing 14 per cent or less of
absolute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if containing more than 14 per cent of
absolute alcohol, 50 cents per gallon.

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Mis-
souri to what I think must be a vice in the amendment. It wiil
geractically allow all still wines to come in at 30 cents & gallon,

cause as a matter of course they will contain only 14 per cent
of alcohol. The difference between 30 and 50 cents, 20 cents a

lon, will result in all these wines being so diluted as to alco-

ol as to make them measure only 30 cents. I think thatisa
very dangerous provision! I trust the Senator will leave the

a.grapcf: in that respect as the other House left it and as it is
n 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

the committee, found on e 56, reduces the duty upon the
e pwinestoaocentBagaﬁzg.

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from Iowa, if T will
not interrupt him, that the amendment reported by the commit-
ice is much more advantageous to the wine producers than the

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

Mr. ALDRICH. It is muchlessadvantageous, however,than
the existing law.

Mr. WHITE. Itis very little less; and in fact, in’ my judg-
ment, so {ar as affecting the industry is concerned, there is no
difference.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The question as to where this line
should come in was discussed with representatives of the wine

roducers and the importers, and the opinion of the Treasury

epartment 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 thess wines to come in at 30 cents a gallon, or a little
more than one-half the rate now imposed on the same class of

wines.

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

Mr. ALLISON. 5till wines?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That class of still wines which go
below 14 per cent. Thera is a considerable importation of st
wines, but they contain more than 14 per cent of alcohol. Wines
gogmiging less than 14 per cent of alecohol are absolutely pro-

ibited. -

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 Eg suddenly a jump from 30 to 50 cents. I think
that will make great confusion in the administration 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 thedescriptions
here given of the two kinds of still wines, that containing less
than 14 per cent of alcohol, is intended to apply to clarets and
red wines of that kind, ard 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
cent of alcohol.

[f this paragraph is adopted as it now stands all clarets, which
come incompetition most largely with California wines, will only
pay 30 cents a gallon, while ports and sherries will pay, as under
the presentlaw, 50 cents. Some time since I asked a large im-
porter of wines in New York,a manwhoI think is more familiar
with this question than anyone else, for an estimate of theamount
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, showing thatsubstantially one-half of the still
wines imported are claret and other winescontaining 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 still wines
will, in my opinion, be harmful to the wine-producing interests of
this country. r

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 ordinary red table wines do.

Mr. ALLISON. Red wine. -

Mr. ALDRICH. Noneof the ordinaryred 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 aleo-
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 I re-
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 Igallon, as I think they are sold at 10 or 12 centsa 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 of 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 producers of wine
than the rate t}]:reacribed bythe other House is correct. I think
he agrees with me in that regard. :

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. .

Mr. WHITE. I will state the difficulty with the prevision as
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it came from theother House. The language used by the House
is as follows:

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

O! course where wine is sold at 8 cents a gallon, as was the
case last year in France, where there was an immense surplus
erop, the result would be very agﬂgarent.

N%w, the wine producers of ifornia got together and sent
here a representative who is an expert in the business. He was
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 considerable talk upon the
subject,and, as the Senator from Arkansashasstated, 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 the interest to which
the Senator refers?

Mr. WHITE. Those whom I spoke toabout it—I met the par-
ties myseli—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
BAW.

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 said
I insisted upon a duty of two or three hundred per cent upon
some classes of wines. It was not confined to importers.

I will further state that the difficulty we have encountered in
marketing our wines has been mainly due fo the fact that a

reat 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 commereial 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. Theymade 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.

; Mgr. ATLISON. TIs not that prohibited under the French
aw?

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

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from
California 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.

r. 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
havingrthia 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. suggest
tothe Senator that if, instead of a specific rate of duty, he would
get anad valorem upon these high-priced French brandies—and
that I believe is the Democratic principle now—it would be a
greitt deal better for the consumers of this country and quite as
well for the producers of brandy in California.

Mr. WHITE. I desire to correct a mistaken inference which
may be drawn from a remark I made just now. I learn from an
inspestion of the record that but 1,000 gallons of brandy were

exported to France last year. So that it could not have been
sent over there to any great extent to be doctored.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, the proposition is
that the product of the California grﬂ.ge is exported.

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; grape brandy.

Mr. HOAR. Isit nottrue that millionsand millions are sent
abroad and come back into this country? =

Mr. WHITE. I think not.

Mr. HOAR. 1tisexported and comes back into this country
as fore‘i'%n wine.

Mr. WHITE. Not a great deal of it.

Mr.HOAR. Tt is asubjectwhich I have not investizated, but
I was told, I think by as high an authority as California contains,
that that is true, going up into the millions.

Mr. PERKINS. 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 estate had been shipped to Europe,
part of it going to France.

Mr, WHITE. If my colleague will 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 Germany

38,052 gallong, undoubtedly to be remanufactured in Hamburg,

and to the United Kin%don 77,000 gallons.

Mr. CHANDLER. Idesire to state to the Senator from Cali-
fornia that I am obliged fo him for enlarging the 1,000 gallons
which he said was all that was exported to France. I did not
say that the importations of manufactured brandy came from
France. I said there were importations of French brandy, not
intending to implf that it was manufactured in France.

Mr, WHITE. 1 was speaking of the exports.

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose it makes no difference whether
French brandy is made out of California brandy in the United
Kingdom or rmany: the fact remains that the brandy goes
abroad. I donotthink itcan be made intoanything butbrandy,
except that it may be made into some of the infernal cordi
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 question ison 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 It)ler cent or less of absolute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if
containing more than 14 per cent of absolute aleohol.

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: i

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,” and insert ** twenty-four,” so that the proviso will
read:

Provided, That any wines, ger cordial, or vermuth, imported, contain-
ing more that 24 percent of alcohol, shall be classed as spirits and pay aduty
accordingly. v g

Under the existing law where those articles contain more than
24 per cent of alcohol they are forfeited. Now; 24 per cent of
alcohol or 25 per cent of alecohol is equal to about 49 per cent,
I should say, of proof sli‘u*its, and the object of the existing law
as respects these articles is to forfeit them in case they are
sought to be ixﬁportred 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-

ort spurious or distilled spirits under the name of wines. Buf
Fremember 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 an{:rea.son 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 it of which I am not ad-
vised.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. The object of the committee in
making this provision in lieu of the one which now exists is
that we believe the tariff should be levied upon these spirits in

% o
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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 articles, but inasmuch as you have
now provided that they shall be classed as spirits and pay duty
accordingly T think it is important 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 yearsago it wasstated
distinctly that that was a line beyond which forfeiture could
not well go, bayond 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 cant?s essential, I shall make no objection to it. ; =3

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The penalty attached to finding 25
per cent of aleohol in wines is of, course, very heavy; they are
classed asspirits, and compelled to pay a duty accordingly. The
difference between 24 and 25 per cent is not very great, and it
does 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 acei-
dent in the increase of the sirength of wines beyond the ];omt.
that it ought to be. I do not think there is a very great differ-
ence init. We consulted the Commissionerof Internal Revenue
on this point, and his opinion was that 25 per cent is nearer a
eorrect line than 24; and we were governed more by his judg-
ment than our own. Altogether itseems but a slightdifference
between the present law and the pending bill.

Mr, ALLISON. With all due deference to the Commissioner
of Tnternal Revenue, I know this was a topic of very great con-
gideration and it was a topic as respects what was called the
legislation, in favor of California. Senators have stated on this
fioor that very little wine is exported and that very little brandy
is exported. ' We went into a most elaborate and complicated
scheme two years ago whereby the Californians were permitted
to withdraw their grape brandy in bond. For what purpose?
For the pur of enabling them to fortify the wines in order
that they might carry them around the Horn. Fourteen per
eant was the minimum and 24 per cent the maximum. We went
into that matter with the utmost elaboration. I remember it
very well.

I {viah 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-
body or else we should not see this provision in the bill.. Some-
body thinks it is a little bigger thing than the Senator from
Arkansasdoes: AllI ask of him is to make an amendment here
80 that we shall have it in control, and if it turns out that he is
rightand I am wrong, then we can change it.

Mr, VEST. Why notlet 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, whoare interested in the ques-
tion, prelerred 25 per cent. Why should we malke a change?

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand thatthe Senators Irom Cal-
ifornia prefer 25 per cent?

Mr. WHITE. The matter has never been suggested.

Mr. ALLISON. If the people who are inferested in the ques-
tion do not care anything about it, I donot see why I should
stand up hers and ask for the change. Here is a change that
comes from the other House. I venture to say, without know-
ing anything espeeially about it, that there is an individual in
the wood pile. If the provision is left as it is now, we can not
go back to it and change it without having the fight all over
again in the Senate.

Mr. HALRE.
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 havin,

looked into it with the utmost care, I should like to look info it
further before I consent to the change.

The Senator says let it go, and if%t turns out to be all right
80 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 alter the
bill has been reported to the Senate.

Mr. WHITE. With the permission of the Senator {rom Iowa,

Let me ask the Senator from lowa if he does not.

Idesire to state that I have no doubt if I had called the attention
of the committee, or if the committee’s attention had inany way
been called to the fact that there was a mistake, it would have
been rectified. I donot know thatthere is any mistake about it.

Mr. ALLISON. Neither do I.

Mr. WHITE. The expert who was here representing our
interest did not point it out. But as the difference is slight I
thinlk it is advisable 1o make the change. I do notszethatany
harm can come from making it 24 instead of 25 per cent, and it
might possibly prevent a mistake.

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

to me.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We shall ‘e to it; but I hope
the Sepator 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 that right now to the satis-
faction of the Senator from Jowa and the Senator from Arkan-
sas.

Mr. ALLISON. Idid notsee 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 atfention 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 aleohol, shall pay 50 cents a gallon duty.

If they contain 25 per cent of alcohol, according to this provi-
sion they will pay, as we now have it, only 45 cents a gallon. In
other words, a vermuth containing 25 per cent of alecohol 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

rovision as you have if, if it contains 25 per cent, it would pay
€s8.

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 prool 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 isnot what the provision says.

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what it would do according to the
terms of the groposed law in other respects.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1t says,'' Containing more than 25
pe::d qemi of alcohol shall be classed as spirits and pay duty ac-
cordingly.”

Mr. A]{DRIGH. 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 ﬁr&emg to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON],
which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In Ramgmph 244, line 18, strike out
”_twant}él-ﬁve ? and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;"” so as to make the pro-
viso read:

Provided, That any wines, ginger cordial, or vermuthimported containing
mol; r.hla.n 24 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 ouf the words
# quty accordingly ¥ and insert ** a duty of $1.80 per gallon.”

Mr. VEST. There is no ocecasion for that.

Mr. ALDRICH. If thatis 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 sa,
in respect to my suggestion, that it will pay a duty of only 4
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. Ido 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 #1.80 per gallon.

So as to read:
Shall be cl:mst_ui as spirits and paya duty of §1.80 per gallon.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison aireeigg to the

amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhod
The amendment was rejected.
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The readingof the bill will be pro-
ceeded with.

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

215. Ale, porter,and beer, in bottles or jugs, 30 cents per gallon, but nosep-
erate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jngs; otherwisa
than in bottles or jugs, 15 cents par gallon.

The Committes on Finance reported an amendment, in line T,
before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out *‘fifteen” and inserf
*ten;” so as to read:

Ten cents per gallon. 5 -

Mr. ALDRICH. Imovetoamend the paragraph by inserting
‘Torty” instead of ““thirty™ in line 4, and ‘‘twenty” instead of
““ten” in the last line. Those are the rates of the present law.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated.

The SeceETARY. Inparagraph 245, line 4, strike out “‘thirty”
and insert *‘forty:” and in line T strike out “ten” and imsert
“twenty,’’ so as to make the paragraph read:

2i5. Ale, porter, anl beer, in bottles or jugs, 40 cents gallon, but no
separate or addizional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs; other-
wise than in bottles or jugs, 20 cents per zallon.

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

Mr. HALE. Oan that let us have the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. ALLISON, I do notquits ses why it is propossd to re-
duce the duty upon these articles imported from abroad. The
duty is not a very high one, and especially in fhe last clauss,
which the committes propose now to reduce to 10 cents a gal-
leon, while the House provision, I believe, is 15 cents a gallon.

Under the existinz law ale, porter, and beer imported other-
wise than in bottlesor jugs pay just half the duty put upon beer
in bottles. Now, itis 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. Ifis purely
a revenue duty, justas the otherarticleshere are articleshaving
revenue duties.T Of course, I do not expect to see it changed,
but I regret that the committee have made the reduction.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Twenty cents is the difference pro-
vided for under the McKinley act between bottled beer and beer
in barrels.

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 im d by the present
law, the imposts fort 1893 amounted to $112,377.40, and upon ale,
beer, and porter in bottles, they amounted to $195,751, or an ag-
grezate of $807,000.

Mr. ALLISON. Under an ad valorem of 41 per cent.

Mr.HALE. Thatsum waspaid by the consumers of these higher
priced malt liguors from abroad. No representation appears to
have been ehere by anybody, by the people at large, by the
Treasury, by the consumers, as to why the duty should be re-
duced, and yet the committee Eroposes to take from it a large
portion of this revenue and make it up on something else. Of
course if is in the same line with the treatment which the com-
mittee has accorded to thess imported products in the form of

spirits, not malt liguors.

"~ Somebody or other, somebody whom the Senafor from Cali-
fornia met when he was trying to protect his own producers,
has been here. The foreign importer has been here. He has
been abroad. IHis mark isshown 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,
Eorters, and ales, made in England, Austria, Germany,and per-

aps in France. Itisall one way. The 0nlf person who in any

‘way will get one dollar of profit out of it will be the foreign im-
porter. There will not be a bottle of German beer, or Bass'sale,
ormaltliquor, or porter which will be one eent less to the con-
sumer after the 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. Thisreduction 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-
mently that the present duty is too high. I thought then and
think now it should be put back, and I have no obzect.ian to put-
ting back the duty to what was fixed by the other , 15 cents,
although it is not a matter of very great difference. It applies
only to these peculiar brands of German beer which ars brought
into 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 itisa
matter of not the sllﬁ'ht&at importance. I wish to say fo 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.

M. HALE. Of course nobody will raise any question upon
that score after the Senator’sstatement. I referred most natur-
ally to the belief that the importer had bzen hers, and largely
because of the statement of the Senator from California—that
when he was wrestling for the interestsof his own people he did
mesat the New York importer who had other ends and other ob-
jects in view.

Iam very glad he did not make his way to the commitiee. I
for cne do not think that the taking ol the House proposition
will satisfy either the revenues of the Treasury or the people.
I think the vote ought fo be taken upon the amendment offered
by the Senator from Rhode Island, that restores the present rate,
which is & 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 rafes
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 understand any economic theory which pro-
poses to impose a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem upon foreign
ale, porter, and beer, and on Saturday imposed a duty of 300 per
cent upon currants, a revenue duty in both cases. Itseems to
me that if a high revenus duty is to be imposed upon anything
it ought to be upon foreign ale, beer, and porter, and il 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 fo them, andreduce the duty to the low-
est point upon French brandiesand upon foreign alesand poriers.

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

The Secretary procecded to call the roll.

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am pai
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and withhold my
vote unless I see that it is necessary to make a quorum.,

Mr. CULLOM (when hisname was called). I am paired with
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. He is not pres-

ent and I withhold my vote. I should vote *yea’ if he wera -

resent.

R Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with
the senior Senator from New York (Mr, HILL]. If he were pres-
ent I should vote *‘ yea.”

Mr. McCPHERSON (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 hisname was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. =

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. PLATT. Iwish tostate that my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY],
who was called away by the death rj
turned, is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr,
FAULKNER].

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pairwith the Senator from Iowa
[AMr. WILsON] to the Senator from South Carolina[Mr. IRBY],
and vote *‘ nay.”

Mr, MILLS, Iam pairedwith the Senator from New Hamp-
§h!re LMr. GALLINGER]. If he were present I should vote

‘Dl’l.j".’ -

Mr. CAMERON. Has the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.

BuUTLER] voted?

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

SeMr. CAMERON. I withhold my vote, being paired with that
nator.

Mr.CAMDEN. I wish to announce my pair with the Sena-
ftor 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. Worcort]. If he were present I should vote * nay.”

Mr. GEORGE. Has the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr.

DoLrH] voted?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted.

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with that Senator.

=
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Mr. DANIEL. I desire to state that I am paired with the
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. Otherwise I should
vote ‘* nay.”

Mr. CAMDEN. Under the terms of my pair with the Senator
from ‘Soutrh Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] I have a right to vote. I
vote Inny’l'l .

Mr. DANIEL. Having the same privilege, in order to make
a quorum, I vote *‘ nay.”

r. 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 withdrawin%(my
vote for the present. OI course if it is necessary to make a
gquorum I will renew it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
withdraw his vote?

Mr. GEORGE. He had better let it stand.

Mr. ALLISON. I will allow my vote to stand.

Mr. CAMERON. Having a right to vote to make a quorum,
I vote “ {Ea. 2

Mr. MiLLS. I do the same thing. If my vote is necessary to
make a quorum, I vote ‘‘nay."”

Mr. BRICE. If itisnecessary to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘nay.”

Mr. CAFFERY. I reserved the right to vote to make a quo-
rum, and I vote ‘‘ nay."

Does the Senator from Iowa

Mr.GEORGE. If necessary to make a quorum, I vote ‘*‘ nay.”

Mr, MORRILL. If necessary to vote to make a quorum, I
vote ‘‘ yea.” i

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 20; as follows:

YEAS—I18.
Aldri Dubois, MeMillan, Quay
Amaocﬁk,' Frye, Manderson, Shoup,
Cameron, Hale, Morrill, Teller,
Chandler, Higgins, Pefter, ‘Washburn.
Dixon, Hoar, Perkins,
NAYS—29,
Berr George, Martin Turpie
Blackburn, Gordon, Mills, Vest, |
Blanchard, Harris, Morgan, Voorhees,
Brice, Jarvis, Murphy, Walsh,
Caffery. Jones, Ark Pasco, White.
Camden, Lindsay Pugh,
Coke, Mela A Roach,
Daniel, McPherson, Smith,
NOT VOTING—3I7.

Allen, Gallinger, Kyle, Ransom
Bate, Gibson, Lolge, . Sherman,
Butler, Gormam, Mitzhell, Oregon Squire,

i Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart,
Carey, Hausbroagh, Palmer, Vilas,
Cockrell, Hawley, Patton, ‘Wilson,
Cullom, Hiil, Pattigrew, Wolcott.
Davlis, Hunton, Platt,

Dolph, Irby, Power,
Fnugkner. Jones, Nev. Proctor,

So the amendment was rejected.

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

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If was withdrawn.

The cli’RESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will

roseed.
¥ The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows;

216. Malt extract, lmludlnﬁiall 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”
?hfcl)uilg come in after the word ‘‘such,” and not after the word

' flaid.

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

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

247. Cherry juice and prune juice or %:runa wine, and other fruit juice not
gxecially provided for in this act, con 31.11[113 18 per cent or less of alecohol,

cents per gallon; if containing more than 18 per cent of alcohol, §1.80 per
proof gallon. -

Mr. ALLISON. I call attention to paragraph 247 in analogy
to the wine provision. If cherry 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. SoI think I am
sonﬁ?lwhat 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

reserve the juice and bring it here in a sound and healthy con-

tion. When a greater amount of alcohol is put in it is evi-
dently the intention of the importer to smuggle juice into the
country, and the intention is to make him r{i&y a penalty for
undertaking to do so. - 1f they want to import fruit juice fairly

o TR

and honestly they can put in the necessary iis}airits to bring it in
without difficulty, and after that limitation if they undertake to
peﬂaatrate a fraud they pay a penalty.

. ALLISON. Iam 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 briﬁ them in at 25 per cent.

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. e thingsare totally unlike, Reg-
ular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no gquestion 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 ]i:;ar gallon for 18 per cent of
aleohol or less, and for that which is over 18, where the oppor-
tunity for fraud arises, itis$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 81.30. Now, doesthe Senator think that that
%iscgi@nst.ion is better_than the older and larger discrimina-

ion?

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

ys the same duty that a gallon of proof spirits would pay, and
?:r the reason I have explained distinetly to the Senator from
Jowa. The tax on a gallon of prool spiritsimported from abroad
under the MeKinley 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 alecohol went
into the prune juice, and this is just the same provision exactly.

Mr. HALE. Now I catch what I did not catch before, a.nd{t
is perfectly satisfactory. - This is made to adapt itself to the rate
thatis fixed on proof spirits.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Exactly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be
resumed. ’

The Secretary read as follows: b

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

249. All imitations of natural mineral waters, and all artificial mineral
waters, 50 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 mineral 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 ed to.

Mr. CHANDLER. e 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 amendment to the desk, and ask that it be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from New Hampshire for the Senator from Massa-
chusetts will be read.

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

240. All mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters, and
all artificial mineral waters not specially provided for in this act, in gmen
or colored glass bottles, containing not more than 1 pint, 18 cents per dozen
bottles; if containing more than 1 pint and not more than 1 quart, 25 cents
})er dozen bottles. But no separate duty shall be assessed upon the bottles.

f imported otherwise than in plain green or colored glass bottles, or if im-

Enom in such bottles cortaining more than 1 quart, 20 cents per gallon, and

addition thereto duty shall be collécted uponthe bottles or other covering
at the same rates that would be charged if imported empty or separately.

Mr. CHANDLER, TIi 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 waters, 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. Ido not understand why it is nece to re-
1i%va natural mineral waters from the payment of any duty
whatever. .

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp-
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shire was kind enough, during my temporary absence on busi-
ness of the Senate, to offer an amendment which I desired to
offer when this par: ph 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 immediately concerned, his business would not suffer; but he
puts the case for the home manufacturer. He says:
= BoOSTON, June 2, 1594,

DEAR Sir: Iwish you would place before the honorable Senate the fol-
lowing statement bearing upon the importation of mineral waters.

During the past twenty years the importation of mineral waters has in-
creaced to an enormous extent, and keeps increasing every year. This has
seriously crippled the mineral-water industry of this country. The amoust
of money that leaves this country for those waters foots up to at least three
guarters 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. Ican
notunderstand why somecheck can not be put on the importation of foreign
waters.

Several industries connected with the mineral-water trade have suffered
gerionusly 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 wonld give thousands of skilled labor-
ers nmgloymunt this country.

1 wish to state here that we pay our employés from 810 to 830 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 84.50 per
week. This is in the rural districts.

I am well acquainted with this su bject, as I have been in Germany on
three occasions and have traveled through thosedistricts. 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 hlih here,
sndltha r{eight. from Hamburg, Rotterdam, or any other port to this coun-
try is so low. ~

n that account instead of having the duty 30 per cent ad valorem, as it is
in the Wilson bill, it should be 100 per cent, or in other words those waters
should be prohibited altogether, as it 18 only & matter of fancy and luxury
to use forelgn waters in preference to our mineral waters here.

I hope you will make a strong ar, ntin behalf of the mineral-water in-
dustry o{ this country, and also in behalf of the labor and industries in gen-
eral, as in my judgment it walble for the country to exist in a pros-
perous state without a high i

I remain yours, respectiully,
ROGER F. SCANNELL.

Hon, HENRY CABOT 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 ironm,or coal, or any other gift of nature of
that character; and I can see absolutely no reason for drawing
a distinetion between mineral waters and coal or iron, which
have both been given a large protective duty, whilst the duty

roposed here on these mineral waters is absolutely insufficient.
Pt. 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 manufacturersof 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. 1t
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 watersimported should pag aduty; that they should
contribute to provide revenue for the Government and the gen-
eral welflare 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 of the production of mineral waters
is almost entirely'a question of labor. The cost of producing
f(ﬁ-elsi%n water for importation info 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-
guired the priceof laborand the kind of labor thatthey employed
to do that work, and I was informed that full-grown men who
did that work were paid a florin a day; that is, 40 cents. The
same kind of labor for which 40 cents a day is paid in Carlsbad,
according to my observation, would receive lin 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, the taking the duty off of foreign mineral waters
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will simtiply flood the market with those mineral waters to the

destruction of our mineral water industry. To be sure it is bet-
ter that these waters should come in and supplant our own
waters than that French brandies and vile compounds, like ab-
sinthe and other cordials, should come in and poison and dest.roi
our people; butcertainly the mineral waters which are produce
by tge 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, 1 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 & great
industry. We have near the village of Soda Springs, on the
line of the Oregon Short Line Railroad, 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 waters which are arti-
ficially charged.

The water of these springs find a market in Idaho, and they
are also exported in large qhuamities 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.

Asstated by the Senator from New Hampshire, and as I un-
derstand it, these imported natural mineral waters 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 stamped *‘artificial mineral water” on the
bottles, so as to prevent our people being deceived by them.

Mr. CHANDLER. May]I 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 any cass
as {]:)c genm a day for any kind of adult labor employed in that
work?

Mr. SHOUP. Oh, no; nothing like it.

IdMI:{" QCHANDLER. ‘What would probably be the labor costin
aho?

Mr, SHOUP. The probability is that the labor in such work
there would cost from $1.50 to $2 a day.

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator 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 watersare bottled just as they come from our springs,
requiring no artifieial 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.LLODGE. I desireto emphasize the pointwhich hasbeen
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 imitation 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 reducing the duty of 30 per cent ad valorem to 20
per cent, which 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
waters? Weare 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-
iecan 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. y

Mr.CHANDLER. Ishould like toask 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 habitation at the so-called soda
springs at Manitou. 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 bottling of those waters, I should
like the Senator to state whether that is so or not. I call hisat-
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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-dayem-

! ployed in bottling those watars?

in

Mr. TELLER. Natural mineral water is bottled at Manitou
e guantities, and it is also bottled at two or three other
in the State—not at Idaho Springs now; thaf, I under-
gtand, has been discontinued; but &%uit.e a large industry has
grown up in the bottling of natural waters, and it is being ex-
tended to a great many springs; though in my State there are
many springs which have never been touched.

Thaaﬂbor cost in Colorado, as a rule, is nearly double what it
is in the country east of the Alleghanies.

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

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

- remamber very well, both by Republican and Demoeratic votes,

all natural mineral waters were put upon the free list, and they
remain there fio- under the 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: butI am speaking now of the existing legislation. Under
the McKinley act all mineral waters, not artificial, were put on
the free list.

Mr. HALE. They are on the free list in the McKinley act?

Mr. VEST. Yes; and I recollect very well the debate in 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. L

My, VEST. If the Senator will turn to the free list in the
MecKinley 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; but these are otherwise pro-
vided for here.

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

Mineral watars, all not artificial.

I remember the debate very well, and it was one of the very
fow things about which both sides of the Chamber seemed to
agree in 1800. The Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. ALDRICH]
remembers it.

The imitation waters under the MeKinley act, in bottles con-
taining not more than one pint, pay a duty of 22.50 per cent;
artificial mineral waters, in bottles containing more than one
pint and less than one quart, 19.52 per cent; and artificial min-
eral waters and waters in bottles containing more than one
quart, 24 per cent.

The bill as it came from the House of Representatives put 30
per cent, or an increase of 8 per cenf, over the first and 11 per
cent over the second classification. We simply brought itdown
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 state that the
understanding has been that the Senate was proceeding under
the five-minute rule. While there hasbeen some transgression
of the rule, as the Chair understands, the Senator can not speak
a second time upon the same amendment.

Mr. VEST. 1 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
the State of Idaho, and I was informed by the agent thatin 1889
535,000 bottles had been shipped. The same authority states
ht!n.i%%}out a million bottles or 250,000 gallons had been shipped

I have some recent data at my hotel which I should like to

resent to the Senate. I therefore ask that this paragraph may

over until fo-morrow to enable me fo produce them.

Mr. VEST. Would the Senator not just as soon have the maf-
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-
gtor to:.n bring the matfer up when the bill is reported to the

onate.
isMr. HARRIS. The question will be quite as open then as it

now,

Mr. SHOUP. Very well ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment pro%ed by the Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. LoDGE].
Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). Iam paired 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, HrLL). If he were present, I
I am paired with the

should vote * yea.”

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called).

Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and shall not
vote unless it be necessary to make a quorum.

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

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). Iagainannounce
my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he
were present I should vote ‘' yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. GORDON. By an arrangement with the junior Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], 1 transfer my pair with the
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from New York
[Mr. HILL], and vote *'nay.”

Mr. LODGE. Then I vote ‘yea.”

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am paired with the Se
tor from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. If he were present I shoul
vote nu%

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am paired with the Senator
from Fv'isconsin [Mr. ViLas]. If he were here I should vote
0 yea. L]

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. HunTON]. I should vote ‘“‘yea” il 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.QuUaY], who, I observe, has not voted.

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

YEAS—20,

Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Perkins,
Allison, Dubois, Lodge, Shoup,
Chandler, Frye, Mo an,
Cullom, Hale, Manderson, Teller,
Dixon, Higgins, Peffer, ‘Washburn.

| NAYS—25.
Berry, Georgs, McLaurin, Smith,
Blackburn, Gordon, McPherson, Vest,
Blanchard, Gray, Martin, Voorhees,
Caflery, Harris, Murphy, ‘Walsh,
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pasco, ‘White.
Coke, Jomes, Ark. h,
Daniel, Adsay, Roach,

NOT VOTING—30.

Allen, Gallinger, Mills, Proctor,
Bate, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Quay,
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Ransom,
Butler, Hansbrough, Morgan, . herman,
Call, Hawley, Morrill, Stewart,
Camden, Hill, Palmer, Turpie,
Cameron, Hunton, Patton, Vilas,
Carey, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson,
Davis, Jomnes, Nev. Platt, Wolcott,
Faulkner, Kyle, Power,

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

proceed.
The Secretary read as follows:

SCHEDULE I—COTTOR MANUFACTURES.

250. Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp yarn, whether single or advanced
beyond the eondition of single by grouping or twisting two or more single
yarns together, whether on boams or in bundles, gk , Or fﬁ)ﬂ orin :1;5
other form, except spool-thread of cotton, hereinafter provided for, val
at not exceading 12 cants per pound, 20 Eer cent ad valorem; valued at over
12 cents per pound and notexceeding 20 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad va-
lorem; valued at over 20 cents per pound and not exceeding 30 cents per
pound. 30 per cont ad yalorem: valued at over 30 cents per pound and not
exceeding 40 cents per pound, 2 per cent ad valorem; valued at over 40cents
per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem.

raph

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out the %:
which has just been read, and to insert in lieu of it what I send

to the desk.
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, wi or warp yarn, in singles, whether on
beamsor in bundles, skeins or eops, or In any other form, except spool thread
ofcotton hereinafter provided for, not colored, bleached, dyed, or advanced
beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twisting two or more gingle
yarns together, 3 cents per pound on all numbers up to and including No. 15,
one-fifth of acent per number per pound on all numbers excee No. 15 and
up to and including No. 80, and ons-quarter of a cent per number per pound
on all numbers exceed No. 80; colored, bleached, dyasd, combad or ad-
yvanced beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twisting two or more
single {lama together, whether on beams, or in bundles, skeins or cops, or in
any other form, except spool thread of cotton hereinafter &roﬂded for,
6 cents per pound on all numbers up to and ineludl No. 20, and on all
numbersexceeding No. 20 three-tenths of a cent per number per pound: Pro-
vided, however, That in no case shall the duty levied exceed 8 cents per

und on yarns valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, nor exceed

5 cents per pound on yarns valued at over 25 cents per pound and not ex-

ceeding 40 cents per pound: And provided further, That on all yarns valued

at more than 40 cents per pound there shall be levied, collected, and paid a
duty of 45 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was a];_‘?reed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, PAsco inthe 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; exceedlng 100 yards on each sgpool, for
every additional 100 yards of thread or [ractional part thereof in excess of
100 yards, 4} cents per dozen spools.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are certain amendments to
that paragraph I desire to pro se, which I send to the desk.

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

The SECRETARY. On page 58, 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 ** five and one-half;"” so as to read:

251. Spool thread of cotton, containing on each spool not exceedj.nf 100
yards of thread bgucenta per dozen; exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for
BYEry additional 1 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in exeess of
100 yards, 5l 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, stalned, painted, or printed,
and not exceeding fifty threads to the square inch, counting the warp and
filling, 1cent per square yard; if bleached, 1} cents per squareyard; if dyed,
colored, stained, painted, or %ﬂmed. 2 cents per square yard.

253. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed,
exceeding 5 and not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch. counting the
wan and fliling, 1} cents per square yard; if bleached, 1} cents per square
yari; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, E%:enbs per square yard:
Provided, That on all cotton cloth not exceeding 100 thread to the square
inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, sﬂinad.
paluted, or printed, valued at over 6} cents per square yard, 20 per cent ad
valorem; bleached, valued at over 9 cents per square yard, 25 per cent ad
valorem: and dyed, colored, stained, paintéd, or printed, valued at over 12
cents per sgnare yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 30

cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out paragraph 253,
and insert what follows in small type.

The SECRETARY. Itis 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 exceeding 6 square yards to the pound, 1} cents per
square yard; exceeding 0 and not exceeding 9 square garcls to the pound, 1}
cents per sqnare yard; exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, 1§ cents per
square yard; if bleached and not exceeding 6 square yards to the pound, 1}
cents&:rer square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding 9 square yards to the
pound, 1§ cents per square yard; exceoding 9 square yards to the pound, 2}
cents gg sgum’e yard; if dyed. colored, stﬁned. painted, or printed, and not
exreeding 6 square yards to the pound, 2} cents per square yard; exceading
6 and not exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, 3} cents peggcimam yard;
exceeding 9 sguare yards to the pound, 3} cents per sguare ¥ : Provided,
Thatonall cotton cloth notexcee 100 threads to the square inch, counting
the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed,
valued at over 7 cents per sguare yard, 25 per cent ad valorem; bleached,
valtied at over 9 cents per square yard, E::'B&)er cent ad valorem; and dyed,
colored, stained, paiuted, or . Val at over 12 cent per square yard,
there shallbe le collected, and paid a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agreed fo.

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 the square inch, counting the
warp and fllling, 1} cents square yard; if bleached, 2} cents per square

rd; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or ted B} cents per square yard:

rovided, That on all cotton cloth exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150
threads to the square inch, coun the warp and filling, including all cot-
ton duck, notbleached, dyed, colo st.almdagatmed, or printed, valued at
over 7} cents per square yard, 25 cent valorem; bleached, includ-

all eotton duck, val at over 10 cents per square y ard, 30 per cent ad
valorem; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or H ted, valued at over 12
cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of
per centad valorem. ‘

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out that para-

graph, and insert what follows in small type.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Arkansas will be read.
The Secretary read as [ollows:

254. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed,
X 100 not ex 150 threads to the square inch, counting the
warp and filling, and not ex ing 4 square tothe ponnti 1} cents
square yard; exceeding 4 and not ex square %&rd.a to the pound, 2
cents per square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding uare y. to the
pound, 2} cents per ga_um'e yard; exceeding 8 square yards to the pound, 2}
cents Jpe.r square yard; if bleached, and not exceeding 4 square yaris to the
pound, 2} cents per square yard; exceeding 4 and not exceed @ square
ards to the pound, 3 cents &:m' square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding
sgquare yards to the &Jmm , 3} cents per square yard; exceeding 8 square
yards to the pound, 3] cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained,
painted, or printed, and not exceeding 4 square yards to the pound, 3} cents
gxer square yard; 4 and not exeeeding 6 square yards to the pound,
cents per square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding 8 square yardsto
the pound, 4} cents per sguare yard; exceeding 8 square yards to the pound, -
4} cents per square yard: Provided, That on all 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 centa per square yard, 30 per cent ad valorem; bleached, valued at
over 11 cents per square yard, 35 per centad valorem; dyed, colored, stained,
i,)a.i.nt.ed or printed, valued at over 12} cents per square yard, there shall be
evied, collected, and paid a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention
of the Senator from Arkansas to line 12, and suggests that the
word ‘‘pounds” should be ** pound.”

Mr. 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 be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 12, it is proposed to strike out the
the word *‘ pounds ” and insert ** pound.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 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 inch, couating
the warp and filling, 2 cents per square yard; if bleached, 2] ceats per square
vard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 4} cents por square yard:

rovided, That on all cotton cloth exceeding 150 and not exceeding 200
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached,
dyed, colored, s ed, painted, or printed, vaiued at over 8 cents per square
yard, 50 per cent ad varorem; bleached, valued at over 10 cents per sguare
yard, 35 per cent ad valorem; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed,
valued at over 12 cents per sguare yard, there shall be levied, collected, and
paid a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the ‘Senator from Arkansas that
there is no occasion for reading the fext 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 out paragraph 255,
and insert what follows in small ty:'tpe.

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

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

255, Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed,
exceeding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting the
warp and filling, and not exceeding 3} square yardsto the pound, 2 cents per
sguare yard; exceeding 3} and not exceeding 4} square yards 1o the pound,
23 cents per square yard; exceeding 4} and not exceeding 6 square yards to
the pound, 3 cents per square yard: exceeding 6 square yards to the pound,
31 cents per square yard; if bleached, and not exceeding 3} square yards to
the pound, £} cents per square yard; ex g 3} and notexceeding 41 square

yards to the pound, 3} cents per square yard; exceeding 4} and not exceed-

8 square yards to the pound, 4 cents per square yard, ex uare
yards to the pound, 4} cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, st z
painted, or printed, and notexceeding 3! sqnare yards to tha:gou:ud. 4} cents
g»er square yard; exceeding 2} and notexceeding 4lsquare yards to the pound,

gcems per square yard; exceeding 4} and not exceeding 6 square yards to
the pound, 4} cents per square yard; ex square yards to the ggzmd,
5 cents per square yard: Provided, That on all cotton cloth ex 2 150
and not exceeding threads to the square inch, counting the warp and
filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at
over 10 cents per sguare yard, 85 per cent valorem; bleached, valued at
over 12 cents per square yard, 85 per centad valorem; dyed, colored, stained,

ainted, or printed, valued at over 12} cents per square yard, there shall be
evied, collected, and paid a duty of 4) per cent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionison theadoption
of the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr,
JONES].

The amendment was agreed to.

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows:

230. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, pa\.l:nt‘e(’.l,1:!1‘%1“.9«:16
exceeding 200 threads to the gmma inch, counting the warp and filling,

cents per sqguare yard; if ble 4 cents per square yard; if dyed, colored,
stained, ted, or printed, 5] cents per square yard: Pro That on all
such eotton eloths not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, pain 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, paiu! or printed, valued at over 15 cents per square
rdl, there shall be levied, coliected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent ad va-
orem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike outthatparagraph
and insert what is in small type below. :
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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 fi , and
not exceeding 2} square yards to the pound, 3cents persquare yard; exceed-
ing 2} and not exceeding 8} square yards to the pound, 3} cents per square
yard; exceeding 3} and not exceeding5 square yards to the pound, 4 cents per
square yard; exceeding 5 square yards to the pound, 4} cents per square
yard; if bleached, and not exeeedgxg 2} sgquare yards to the pound, 4 cents
per square yard; exceeding 2} and not ucaedlﬁ 8} square yards to the
pound, 4} cents par square yard; exceeding 3} and not ex ing 5 square
yards to the pound, 5 cents per square yard; exceeding 5square yardsto the
pound, b} cents per square yard; ifdyed, colorad, painted, or printed, and not
exceeding 3) square yards Lo the pound, 5 cents per square yard; exceedln%
8isquare vards to the pound, 6} cents persquare yard: Provided, Thatonal
sueh eotton cloths not bleached, dyed. colored, stained, painted, or printed,
valued at over 12 esnts per square yard: bleached, valued at over 14 cents
per square yard; and dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valusd at
over 16 cents per square yard, there shall be lavied, collected, and paid a
cuty of 35 per cent ad valorem.

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

The amendment was agreed fo. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will
proceed.

The Secretary read as follows:

957, The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the foregoing para-
aph of this schedule, shall be held to include all woven fabrics of cotton
n tEe plece, whether figured, fancy, or plain, not specially provided for in

this act, the warp and threadsof which can be counted by unraveling

acticable means.
or;stfgg;%mg ready made, and articles 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 speclally pro-
vided tor in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem.

950, Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics composed
of cotton or other vegetable fiber, not bleached, dyed, colorad, stained,
Kaim.ed. or printed, 35 per cent ad valorem; on all such goods, if bleached,

yed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 40 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 23 of pa.ragra?h 259 I move
to strike out the word *‘thirty-five” and insert ‘' forty;” so as
to read *‘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 ‘‘47% per cent ad va-
Jorem."”

The amendment was agreed to. y

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will
proceed..

The Secretary read as follows:

230, Chenille curtains, table covers, and all goods manufactured of cotton
chenille, or of which cotton chenille forms the component material of chief
value, 40 per cent advalorem.

Mr. 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 SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to paragraph 260:

Sleeve linings or other cloths, composed of cotton and silk, whether known
as silk gtripe sleeve lining, silk stripes, or otherwise, 45 percentad valorem-

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will
proceed.

The Secretary read as follows: =

tockings x t machin
an A O i o g?fagﬁémlgggr?nﬁo?g&emm s?é&raﬁm
vi 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-

d 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 half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or
shaped wholly or in part by knitt: machines or frames, or knit by hand,
including such as are commercially known as seamless or clocked stockings,

or half-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
“‘clocle” and insert ‘‘ clocked.” 1t should be ‘‘clocked stock-
ln%;” If is a'misprint.

e amendment was agreed to.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 17 [ 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 ERESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will
proceed.

The Secratary read as follows:

238. Cords, braids, boot, shoe, and corset 1
webbing, goring, suspenders, and br made of cottoa or other vegetable
fiber, and whether composed in part of ia rubber or otherwise, and cot-
ton damasl, in the plece or otherwlse, 35 per cent ad valorem.

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Imove tostrike out thatparagraph,
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:

203. Cords, braid, boot, shoe, and corset lacings, tapes., gimps, galloons,
webbing, goring, s nders, and braces, woven, braided, or twisted lamp
or candle wicklng, Hms for bicycle tlrea:"slgmd.la blndi.ng'. any of theabove
made of cotton or other vegetable flber whether composed in part of
India rubber or otherwise, 45 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agreed fo. ;

Mr. LODGE. DidI understand the amendment offered by the
Senator from Arkansas omitted entirely ‘‘ cotton damaslk 2

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 é—’RESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will
proceed.

The Secretary read as follows:

264. All manufactures of cotton not specially provided for in this act, in-
$Ltig£gm cloth having India rubber as a component material, 85 per cent ad

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 picce, 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 Ereat-esﬁ. 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 Eroposed amendment of the committee fixing the 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
Fages of the bill, vital to a great industry of all the New Eng-

and 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 schednfe. My
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. HOoAR], who has taken so ablg
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. [Laughter.]

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 wh
my friend from Connecticut [Mr PraTT], 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 cotfon manufacturers. Whyis it? Is it because the
Demoecratic 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 Demoeratic 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 countrf,
but 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 cotion
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 satis-

s, tape, gimps, galloons,
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factory to the New England Senators, and that they will claim
that Zga provisions of thatschedule will destroy the woolen man-
ufactures in their States, then, sir, I shall know that the action
of the majority concerning this schedule is because cotton is a
product of the South; then I shall know that the reason for fix-
ing this cotton schedule so that it is satisfactory to New Enﬁ-
land, is because cotton manufacturing isan industry of the South.

Mr. President, I repeat that I am amazed that the cotton
schedule, covering ten pages of the bill, should have been read
and substantially passed in thirty minutes, and not a New Eng-
land Senatoropening his mouth to 'Iprotest against its provisions.
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] asks me why should
they, as it is satislactory to them. ‘How and why has it become
satisfactory? Who was it that secured these satisfactory pro-
visions? 1 can not, I do not believe that New England and the
South have combined, that th2re has been any agreement be-
tween New England and the Democratic majority in regard to
the progressor the final disposition of this bill which secured
this result.

There must be some reason nob apparent. Why is it thatour

friends have so suddenly changed front? Wy is it that protect-
ive duties are given to manufacturers of coutton? I understand
the general reduction in this schedule will not be over 30 per
cent upon the duties imposed by the MeKinley law, and under
the changed conditions of the country, with the fall in prices,
no doubt the duties to be levied by this schedule, when it be-
comes a law, will be nearly equivalent to those in the McKinley

W, -

The Pacific coast is diseriminated against, as we have no cotton
manufactures. I should like to know why it is that the great in-
dustries of my Stats are to ba destroyed and the industries of
New England are to be protected; and some of the rest of us
should like to know the reason why. I diseclaim all idea that
there has been any agreement between New England and the
majority of the Senate concerning this schedule by which the
final dia?osition of the bill is tobe effected or the time when the
bill shall be voted upon determined.

1f I find the woolen schedule has not been dealtas fairly with,
I shall bzlieve that it is because the Democratic majority in this
body has come to the conclusion that the South has an interest
in cotton manufactures, and desires to preserve the home mar-
ket foritscotton, and to protect its cotton manufacturers. Iam
glad that this industry has been protected and provided for. I
should have voted for any increase of duties if it had bzen de-
sired by the New England Senators, just as T voted on my own
motion not to put rice in the same category with wheat and
other agricultural products of the North. I believe in protec-
tion. I am willing to protect every industry, but I should like
to know what is the secret of this matter, the reason why the
cotton schedule has been dealt with as it has.

I desire to call the attention of the Senate and of the couniry
to the fact that the Democratic majority, which has been de-
nouncing the manufacturers of this country, and is seeking to
destroy the agricultural industries of the country, to destroy the
woolgrowing industry, and to put our laborers engaged in pro-
ducing agricultural products on a level with the laborers of the
rest of the world, and which proposes to put lumber on the free
list, has presented here a cotton schedule that is so satisfactory
to New England that not a New England Senator has opened
his mouth to protest against it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the adop-
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. ALDRICH. Ioughttosay a word in answer to the sug-
gestions made by the Senator from Oregon. I will say thatthe
rates in the schedule are raduced, I should think, about 39 per
cent upon the average below those imposed by the act of 189).

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to have the Senator state the av-
erage imposed by the MeKinley law and also by this bill, so that
we may know.

Mr. ALDRICH. The average rate imposed by the actof 1500

upon cotton cloth, as shown hg the imports of 1893, was about55 |

per cent ad valorem. It is reduced by thisbill, I think, toabout
40 per cent ad valorem.

r. DOLPH. The Senator means,then, 30 per cent on the
rates of duty,and not30 per centon the pric2 of thegoods. There
was a controversy between the Senator from Missouri and the
Senator from California the other day. The Senator from Cal-
ifornia was using the same comparison that the Senator from
Rhode Island uses, and T saw the Senator from Missouri had
reference to the percentage on the cost of the goods. Butwhat
the Senator from Rhode Island now means to say is that there
has been a 30 per cent reduction on the duty; that is, that the
difference between the duty as imposaed under the McKinley
law and a sproposed by this bill would be about 30 per cent of
the duty under the MciKinley law.

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the statement exactly.

Mr. DOLPH. I rose simply to call attention to the fact, after
the controversy between the Senator from California and the
Senator from Missouri, for one had one in mind and the other
had another.

Mr, ALDRICH, I will state that aside from this reduction,
this schedule, which was prepared bi' a number of manufactur-
ers of Fall River so far as the price of cloth is concerned, is per-
haps the most scientific schedule that has ever been prepared
upon the subject. The rates are lower than the manufacturers
of New England or the people interested in the manufacture of
cotton throughout the country desire, but so far as the method .
of representing the rate is concerned it is most satisfactory.

I realize, as all the other Senators from New England do, that
it is 1mpossible to have the rates fixed in accordance with our
notions. If that had been possible I certainly should have
moved an amendment to every paragraph on the schedule, but
Irecognize the inevitable. I think that the committeedeserves
the thanks of the cotton manufacturers of the country, certainly,
for having consented to an arrangement which, while the duties
are not high enough, is énerfectiy satisfactory as to the methods
by which they are levied.

IMr. GEORGE. How do they compare with the Mc¢Kinley du-
ties?

Mr. ALDRICH. I think theyaverage about 30 per cent lower
than the McKinley duties, andlf[ suppose that is about the aver-
age reduction which is made throughout the bill. I frust this
explanation will be satisfactory to my friend from Oregon as to
the reasons why the New England Senators did not antagonize
the schedule.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Oregon has not observed
perhaps that the only question before the Senate upon these
paragraphs is not the question of their adoption, but whether
certain amendments to the House provisions should be adopted;
and while those amendments do not raise the duty, they do make
a scale fixing the duty which is more specific in its effect on
the product in proportion fo the labor. Instead of having one
gross, sweeping provision by which there is a per cent ad valo-
rem, as the House proposed, on articles that are 95 per cent la-
bor and articles that are 30 or 40 per cent labor, the committee
have granted an amendment which does notincrease the rate of
duty at all, I understand, but which does make alittle more fit-
ti]ng adaptation of the duty to the amountof labor in the partic-
ular uct.

Nol:v, I think he would be a very strange Senator from New
England or from the North anywhere who when that amend-
ment is the only question should get up and undertake to make
a long debate overit. Itis mma-rﬁable while the whole proceed-
ing was going on, the eloquent and resonant voice of the Sena-
tor from Oregon, which we so delight to hear, whether it utters
the opinion of the Senator himself or utters the opinion of the
State of Oregon which loves and trusts him, was also silent. We
all agreed, I and the Senator from Rhode Island, and all were of
the same opinion that the schedule as proposed should pass with-
out discussion. I donotthink the Senator from Oregon has had
occasion to complain of any New England Senator, cerfainly not:
any Senator from Massachusétts, that he did not free his mind
about the general wickedness of this bill; and I do not think my
honorable friend will have occasion to do so in the future if he
shall hear some few remarks I have been proposing to make
when I get the foor. :

I will inform the Senator, so far as the woolen schedule is con-
cerned, that any proposition which does not take as good care
of wool and of fumber as of any article in the cotton schedule
will be opnosed by measvigorously as I know how tooppose it; it
will be attacked in argument as vigorously as I know how to at-
tack it; it will be denounced on the stump hereafter as vigor-
ously as I can denounce it; and it will be repealed in about two
years, when the Republicans get into power; and I hope I may
possibly help to repeal it.

Mr. DOLPH. Tdid not intend to complain of the Senators
from New England. I drew the inference that they were satis-
fied with the schedule.

Mr. HOAR. With the amendments. We are very much dis-
satisfied with the schedule.

Mr. DOLPH. Idrew the inference that they were satisfied
with the amendments. It is no answer for the Senator from
Massachusetts to say that the only question before the Senate

| was whether certain amendments proposed should ba adopted.
| If those amendments were not satisfactory they were open to
| amendment, and if they had not been satisfactory the Senators

from New England interested in cotton manufactures would
have moved an increase of dutics; but the amendments were so
satisfactory that the Senators held their peace. I discussed the

relations of the Senators from New England to this industry far
enough todraw the conclusion that the cotton sechedule had
reasonably satisfactory to the cotfon manufacturer. I did that
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for the purpose of then asking the majority why thase cotton
manufacturershad been so dealt with.

Mr. President, I have not complained dﬁ the manner in which
the Senators from New England have discussed or voted upon
questions in which my constituents are interested. My constit-
uents are not especially interested in the question of eotton man-
ufacture. We raiseno cotfon, and we manufacture none, I think;
atleast, we manufacture no cottoncloth in the State of Oregon.
We are interested in the question of protecting eotton us-
tries just as we are interested in protecting everyindustryof the
pountry, beeause, as I have stated more than once on this floor,
every industry in the country is intimstelf connected, and you
can not strilte down the cotton industry unless you strike ablow
at the prosperity of Oregon; and w{ﬂu can not strike down the
woolen industry and the woolgrowing industry unless youstrike
a blow at every industry in the United States and all the peo-
ple of the United States.

Not only the States of the Union are so connected by interest,

he people of the States of the Union are so connected, the in-
ustries of the country are so connected, the different classes of
our population are so connected that you ean not strike a blow
at any industry in this country unless it falls upon every State
f the Union, upon every industry of the Union, and every class

f our eitizens. 3

I did not fee} ealled upon to move an amendment to any of the
rates proposed in the cotton schedule. As [ said, it is not an
industry of my State, and if the Senators from New England are
satisfled with it, that isall T desire. I said I am glad of their

ood fortune, and that all I should like for them to tell me is
Enw this was brought about?

I should like to know the agencies, I should like to know the
arguments, [ should like to know the inducements, because I
want to apply those agencies and use those inducements mro—
teet the industries of my State. All the reason I had for ealling
attention to this schedule was to call the attention of the Senate
and of the country to the fact that the cotton schedule has been
treated differently from the industries of my State.

Mr. President, I rejoice in £ Euod fortune of New England,
and whatever reason has induced it, whether it is the selfish
reason affec the cotton-manufacturing industry, or the in-
Gustries of the th, or whether a majority of the Senate have
come to believe that to strike down the manufacturing industry
of the country will destroy the country and the Democratic
party as well —whatever the reason, I rejoice in the good fortune
of New England in securing reasonable protection for cotton in-
dustries. % do not doubt that when we come to the woolen
schedule we shall have the sympathy and the support of every
New England Senator. 4

It is true that New England buys our wool and our food prod-
uots to feed her operatives, and so New England and Oregon are
joinily interes in maintaining the wool industry and the
woolen manufacturing industry. While we are individually in
Oregon less interested in the cofton schedule and cotton manu-
factures, as I have said before, we are interested because the

ple of Oregon understand that the question of protection or
ree trade is a national question, and they are quite willing,
while only asking that their own industries may be pmtecteﬁ,
that every industry which affords employment fo the laborers
of the United States shall be protected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onthe amend-
ment of the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was agreed to. .

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I wish to make one correction in
an amendment. In ing over paragraph 262 I made a mis-
take and moved to insert ‘‘forty-five’ where I should have
moved to insert ‘‘fifty,” in line 19, paragraph 262, relating to
gtoekings, hose and half-hose, etc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment 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 covton or other vegetable fiber, finished or
unfinished, 50 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agraed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.

The Secretary read as follows:
SCHEDULE J.—FLAX, HEMNP, AND JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF.

205. Flax, hackled, known as ‘* dressed line,” 1} cents und,
dressed line. i

286, P hackled, known as ** ."" 1 cent per pound.

287. Yarn, made of iuw, 20 per cent ad valorsm.
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, In line 10, page 68, paragraph 267
. I' move to strike out ** twenty " and insert ** thirty,” soastor
¢¥30 per cent ad valorem.”
The amendment was
The PRESIDING OF
continued.

The reading of the bill will

d fo.
CER. The reading of the bill will be

| or in part of New

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

283, Cables, cord: and twine (except binding twine), composed in whola

e cer?:%m hemyp, gst.lo or Tampico fiber, m. siral grass,
Mr. DOLPH. There is no amendment I believe to that para-

graph. I move to strike out *‘ten,” in line 14, and insert

* twenty-five:” so as to read:

Twenty-five per cent ad valorem. =

Some months ago I presented to the Senate a memorial from
all the employés 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 m{' colleague, in a speech which he made upon the

14

ppndin% bill, placed that memorial in the RECORD. It was
signed by the employés without regard to polities, and I think
stated substanti

y what is stated in a letter I hold in my hand
from the secretary of that company. They present thefr case

igr a protective duty so clearly that I will read the communica-
1on. . .
PORTLAND, OREGON, January 29, 1894,

DeARr Sias: Inclosed you will find, signed by thirty-one of our employés
and addressed to the United States y & protest against thnsan‘{gmm
of the Wilson bill that relate to manila and sisal rope and binder twine.
Please see that this protest is put in the way of doing all the good possible
towards accomplish the object prayed for.

It is of vital importance to us, and indirectly to this whole community,
that the tariff on rope and twine be not reduced from its t schedule.

Free trade in these articles, or an approach to it, will put us in direct com.
get;lﬂon with the rope manufacturers in Hongkong, where labor is buta

actional part of what it is here (being from 10 cents to 25 cents per da;?.
In addition to that the freight on ropefrom the East Indies will probably
be very low, asa o pr?orulon of our yearly grain fleet comes here in
ballast from those climes (from Europe via East Indies with general cm
for those &mﬂ, and tht;g can and propably will accept very low rates
the Basy ies to Uni Statos and save the handling of ballast.

We think our strongest competition in cordage will come from China. If
g0, the labor that we would pay here. under protection with free trade, will
be transferred to China.

This west coast will be helpless withont a tective tariff, because our
volume of trade is so very limited (to say not of her expenses) that
our cost of manufacture must necessarily be at the maximum until there is
a more plentiful supply of labor and increased consumption by increase of

Our E an competition, under free trade, would come mostly from
England, there we must contend against interest, insurance, and labor,
probably 60 per eent less than the average in the United States; bus there
another item that we think i3 not given due consideration, and thatis
marine transportation from the Philippine Islands and Yucatan to the fac-
tories and theace to the general markets of the world.

England for the past century has fostered her marine until now she has a
direct line of sailing vessels to all the good markets of the world. This we,
the American people, do not enjoy and regnlar and cheap transportation to
the world’s markets wonld be the life of any business. 1t s, we are shut
outofa iarge portion of the world’s markets and the proposed tarifi’s advo-
catea ask us to be content with only a portion of our home market. If wa
could manufacture as cheaply to-day as the English, we would still be shut
out on account of transportation.

In years past at this season we have run our factory at full eapacity and
manufactured a large stock of binder twine and rope for the following sum-
mer’s trade; but the uncertainty abont the tariff now com] us to move
cantiously, so We have made a reduction of 25 per cent our pay-roll
schedule and are only employing thirrgr—one hands, whereas a year ago wa
gave work to sixty-five mill hands. If free trade comes we want a small
stock on hand at a reduced cost, because It is likely to prove more profita-
ble to close the factory and loan the working capital.

We know that you are interested in the gemeral cause of protection, but
beg of you to give a little es al attention toward having the tariff on
cordage and twine maintained as at present.

Thanking you and your honorable colleagues in advance, we remain,

Yours, respectfully,
THE PORTLAND CORDAGE CO.,
By S. M. MEARS, Trsasurer.
Hon. J. N. DoPLH and Hon. JoEN H. MITCHELL,
United Siates Senale, Washington, 0. C.

This letter tells the whole story so far as the Pacific coast is
concerned. There are large cordage manufactories in Hong-
kong and in ofher poeints in China. They have improved ma-
chinery, manufactured, I think, in the United States. They are
manufacturing cordage and twine with Chinese labor at from
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 guestion 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 laborers. I should like to ask any Senator on the floor
what is the difference in prineciple between importing Chinese
laborers to this country to manufacture cordage and employing
them in the manufacture of cordage and twine and the manu-
facture of cordage and twine in China, and bringing that either
free of duty or at a very low rate of duty into thiscountry. The"
principle is the same.

Mr. FRYE. There is a greatdifference. If we bring the for-
eigner here and let him manufacture we have the privilege of
feeding him here, and clothing him here, and giving him house
room here, and all that sort of thing, which we do not have if
he manufaetures abroad.

Mr. DOLPH. That is true; and I called attention to that
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matter the other day; but there is less advantage in 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 upplil 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 Sanate, because I have learned from
experience that the amendments proposed under the caucus
agreement of the majority here,like the laws of the Medes and
Persians, can not be changed, I do not expect to bring about a
change even when I show, so that every Senator can understand
it, that in the presentcase the reduction of the duty upon cordage
and upon binder-twine means that our cordage and twine will be
largely manufactured in Ching. I do notsuppose 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 ugh the eircular 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 daygo day, and torthat 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 proper time. As it is a very full statemenf 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
Secretary will read the communiecation, if there be no objection.

The Secretary read as follows:

REPLY TO CIRCULAR LETTER OF COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, UNITED STATES
SENATE.
PORTLAND, OREGON, February 17, 1594,
Smm: We have the honor to transmit to you answers to your circular let-
ter of December 20, received Fabrnn:ly 10,
1to5 Thename of our corporation is the Portland Cordage Company,
of Portland, Oregon. Our invested capital is $350,000, and we estaoliahe?!nfn

1887.

0. We have run full timesince 1888, adding to our plant each year until 1893
We began operations with $100,000 capital. In 1803 we were running full ca-
pacity until about July |, when the general Ainancial and business depression
mmg?ued us to curtail our ontput one half.

7. We consider the present specifie duty of 1} cents per pound nonse too
great to enable us to compete profitably with foreign competition. Our
nelghbors in British Columbia and Canada are protected by a tariff of 1
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem, or an average duty of about
cents per pound. They 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 curselves, as they could afford to dispose of
their surplus in market at a very close figure.

8. If the present duty were removed one-third, we would be compelled to
reduce our cost one-t which would be a difficult matter to do except by
alowering of wages. 7

10. Both domestic and foreign competition has in a measure caused a grad-
ual decline in our prices for the iﬁast. four years.

11. Our preference is for s e 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 1n 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 s?eci.ﬂc duty dishonest merchants have no advantage
over their honest neighbors.

12, Since July 1, 1 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 boen down. OnJanuary 1, 1894,
we reduced our scale of wages 25 per cent.

16. The priceof living in thislocality has decreased some in the ya.st. four
ﬁears from local competition in all lines, and lower freight rates from the

ast,

17. The caunses of the present depression in trade, we think, can be attrib-
uted to the unprofitable management ol railroads and other large corpora-
tions. Also, to overproduction and speculation, the result of ten years'
gospeﬂti;tsmder a protective tarifl, ese, however, arebut auxiliaries to

e main issue, the tarill ehanges 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 buylng raw materials and continue the manufacture of products when
they could form no safe idea of what the value of thelr goods would be in
the near future, and most all manufacturers haveto planat least six months
ahead. Uncertainty hampers any business.

The result in our particular line has been, that since the Unlted 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 onall stocks of iber and manufactured goods on hand. Such
loss is depressing, Manuracmring can not resume to any extent except for
imm te Cemands (demands prior to the date that the proposed Wilson
bill goes into effect) until the tarlff question is settled. IF cordage manu-
facturing can then be resumed at a profit without protection, it is g tobe
with a reduced market, from foreign c-om[l):em.lon. The world's source ol
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 this country will offset transportation charges from Europe to New
Yorlk, so that for manufacturers will have an equal footing with us in
our home market, and we must expect to divide with them. We certalnl

can not enter foreign markets, from lack of the low rates and regular sa

transportation enjoyed by the English, and not by us. r

As a remedy for the depression we believe in stopping the present radical
chanhg:s suggested in the Wilson bill. Reform of our tariff laws may be ad-
visable, but we pray it may be done gradually,go that business can adjust
itself to the changes without a great loss.

18 and 19. Flbers are our raw materials and our products are necessities.

20. Our credit we consider unquestioned. and yet we are compelied to pay
8 per cent interest on sixty-day loans. We think forelgn mannfacturers
only pay on the average of about 3 per cent.

21, 'We have not had enough immigration to feel the effects of it.

26, We have kept foreign rope out of this market by wqiuoﬂng prices that
make it advantageous for our local merchants to trade with us.

27. The only country thatwe could export to is British Columbia, but their
protective tarill and other foreign competition preclude our sellingat a
profit there. We can not export to 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 alwaysbrings cost nearer the minimum. Thatis
the only decrease in cost we have experienced, except in fibers, until the last
few months; since that timewe have reduced our wages.

29, All raw materials have grown less in value from year toyear, as trans-

rtation facilities to this coast have improved. In the summer of 1803 the

ber market made a § decline, and has continued declining ever since,

caused by large falling off in demand in the United States and decline in
gilver exchange rates.

31. We do not use any products of this conuntry 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 for the world.

22, 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 1t
may have some influence towards convine your honorable co ttea
that protective tariff for the cordage Industry is a necessity for its successful
prosecution in the United States.

Yours, respectiully,
PORTLAND CORDAGE COMPANY,
By S. M. MEARS, Treasurer.
D. W. VoorHEES, Esq., Chairman.

Mr, LODGE. Is there an amendment now pending?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isan amendment, the
Chair will state, pending to line 14, page 63, to strike out ‘‘ ten”
and insert *‘ twenty-five "—the amendment proposed by the Sen-
ator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLPH].

Mr. LODGE. Imovetoamend,in line 12, bystriking out the
words in parenthesis, ‘‘except binding twine.” i

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

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

The %’RESIDING 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 pendingitis in order
of course to offer a second amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wasnot aware that
the Seunator from Massachusetts understood exactly the amend-
mient before the Senate.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the amendment.

Mr. LODGE. My amendment is tostrike out the words ‘‘ ex-
cept binding fwine."”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments are discon-
nected, it appears to the Chair.

Mr. LODGE. They are, but it makes no difference. I give
notice that [ 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
12, paragraph 268, I move to strike out the words ¢
ing twine.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentwill be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 68, paragraph 2683, 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 Tamplco fibar, manila, sisal grass, or sunn, 10 per cent ad
valorem.

Mr.LODGE. Of course, I need not say that after striking ouf
the words proposed by my amendment it would reguire the ad-
dition of a separate clause to put the proper rate on binding
twine, that is, to restore it toits present rate. Thestriking out
of “*binding twine” in the amendment I propose, if it shall pre-
vail, is only preliminary to another amendment. Binding twine

e 68, line
P:xgcept bind-

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 rapresentingﬂa large body of
men engaged in the industry, to say a few wor

in regard to it.
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Binding twine was first introduced in 1878 as a substitute for
wire, and at a cost of 17 cents per pound, which was then fully
40 per cent cheaper to the farmer than wire. The manufacture
of this artiele 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 entire amount of twine consumed has for many years
been produced here, although it is also manufactured in Eng-
land, #'rance, Germany, Canada, and some in the Philippine Is-
lands, and also in Italy. It is largely used in every ecivilized
countiy on the globa.

The production here has reached the a%fregat.e of 50,000 tons
per annum. The price has steadily declined to 7 cents per
poand in May, 1881, at which point it remained during the en-
tire year. Latterly the manufacturers have used domestic hemp
in the mmufacture of binder twine, until in 1890 one-seventh
of the entire product was made from this material, and it is be-
lieved that the proportion has now largely increased. Manu-
facturers have been spending large sums of money every year
for naw improvements, and have been reducing price of twine;
and with low-prieed fibers binder twine has been sold fully 40

r cont cheaper, on the average, than when first introduced.

he expenditures for one factory alone, for new machinery and
mill, have bzen over $600,000, and this has been therule all over
the United Stafes.

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 bindertwine has been introduced that
the manufacturers have not sold it at a reasonable price over
and above the costof 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 tﬁen 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 farmer 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 material from which
it was manufactured was, for manila, 11 cents per pound; sunn and
sisal grass, three-fourths of a cent per pound: and jute 20 per cent
ad valorem, being from one-half to three-fourths of a cent per
pound. The Mills bill made theseraw materials free, and reduced
the duty upon binder twine to 25 per cent ad valorem, which
amounted toabout 2centsper pound. The tariff act of 1890 makes
all these raw materials fres, and reduces the duty on bindin%
twine to seven-tenths of one cent per pound, which isless than 1
per cent ad valorem.

Statistics show that the ﬂrica of binding twine during the sea-
son of 1891 were so near the actual cost of fiber that binding
twine could not be imported withoutloss,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 have the evidence, as given before the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, that if the duty should be further
reduced binder twine could not b2 made in this country.

It is therefore evident that to remove the tariff is to fransfer
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 manufacturers here would be
compelled to remove their works abroad or close the mills, for
their wages in these three countries are fully 60 per cent less
than ours, and the seven-tenths of u cent duty does not protect
the American manufacturer. The duty now on binder twine is
the lowest grade of duty on any article manufactured in the
United States.

The costol labor in this eountry to manufacture this twine is
about 2 cents per pound. In Belfast and Dundee the cost of
labor is fully 50 per cent less. In Hongkong there are mow
running American michines manufacturing this twine at acost
of 5 per month for labor. This industry distributes to labor
yearly the sum of $2,000,000. It is estimated that 10,000 tons of

. American hemy are used inits manufacture yearly., The manu-
factureof this twine from American hemp is an industry peculiar
to the Western and Northwestern States. The raising of hem
for this Purpnse is more profitable than that of any cereaf
‘Wkat will it proSt the American farmer if the vast army of
Ameriean workmen now employed in the production of binder
twine is driven to adopt agricultural pursuits and the industry
transferred to Belfzst or Hongkong?

. The majority, by implication at least, profess to think that

the removal of this duty will relieve the consumer, not of Amer-
ican wieat, but o! binder twine. They propose to destro%ethe
business of one class of American citizens for the assumed bene-

fit of another class, and yet on every occasion this same maiox»
ity are loud in their denunciation of class legislation. The fact
is, the removal of this duty would simply benefit foreign p

ducers and foreign consumers of the surpﬁ:s of American wheat,

In the end the farmer would bear whatever burden falls to the
American consumer. Destroy the competition of the Americ
manufacturer and you leave the farmer entirely at the mercy of
the foreign producer and the importer. The seven-tenths of a
cent grot.ecmon, if taken off, would never reach the farmer, but
would simply be the means of compelling the dealers to pay cash
for their twine, if supplied from Euilamd, 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,
North Plymouth Mass., May 23, 1594,
" We pay the same for labor engaged in the manufacture of binder twine
as we do for ma. rope, and the labor is fully two-thirds of the expense
of manufacturing either article. It tgu.m us to a decided disadvantage and .
b us in direct competition with foreign labor if these are ad-
mitted free of duty. Our foreign competitors have the same style of ma-
chinery that we usah?nd of course this can be made to turn out as many
goods in Europe as in America.
Yours, very truly,
G. F. HOLMES, Treasurer.

Not only that, but they have American machinery in China
in Hongkong, just as good machinery as we have, and they gaﬂ
their labor there, as I have said, for something like 85 a week.
The result of putt.inF binding twine upon the free list will be
the destructionof a large portion of the cordage industry in my
State and several other States 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 mercK of the foreign im-
porter. For this reason I move to strike out those words
preliminary to a furtheramendment 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 itsuse. Those
of us who use binding-twine are engaged in businessout 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 wages 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 produce wheat in competition 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 Massachusetts. 3

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE].

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Senator from Ar-
kansas to the language used in this paragraph in regard to the
composition of twine. The language used is: -

Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding-twine), composed in whole or
in part of New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico Hiber, manila, sisal grass, oz
sunn, 10 per cent ad valorem. 5

In order tosecure the admission of twine for 10 per cent ad
valorem it will be necessary to insert a small proportion of some
one of these articles. For instance, cotton twine or silk twine,
with a small 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 perhaps the
words ‘* or admixture of any of them " inserted; so that thepara-~
graph would read: X

Cables, cordage, and twine (excepting binding-twine), composed in whole
of New Zealand hemp, etc.

Now, that was the intention of the committee. Thlsparagragh
was copied in partfrom the actof 1890, but the rates imposed by
the act of 189(? were so much higher that there was rea.llg no
dauﬁer of frauds in the direction which I have suggested. I
think it would be much safer for the paragraph to have the lan+
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guage changed as I havesuggested, so thatit would read, ‘‘ com-
posed in whole of New Zealand hemp,istle,” and then add after
‘- gunn,” in line 14, *or a mixture of any of them.” That is all
itis 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
ol

it.

Mr. ALDRICH. 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 yarns than upon
the twine, and it is important that we should Fimit. 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 the trouble the Senator anticipates. Tshould not
like to make this change, because, as I said, there has never
Iﬁgean any trouble in regard to it, and I do not think it ought to

one,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator 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

lain.
= 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. Theamendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. After the word * whole,” line 13, page 68,
paragraph 208, strike out the words ‘‘or in lpm“c,” and after the
wiorg ”stinn,”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 istle, or with
Tampico fiber, or with manila or sisal grass? '’

Mr. ALDRICH. Isnot that the intention of the committee?

Mr. VEST. In other words, it would shut out every one of
them. It readshere, ‘‘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
the 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 dealof cotton twine,
and it could all come in at 10 per cent ad valorem. It may be
that itisa groper duty for such an admixture, but I think not.
Certainly the old paragraph was intended to include cables.
cordage, twine made of all these articles, or of any one of them.

Mr. VEST. ‘‘Composed in whole or in part.”

| 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
ata.t%ment-, and I hope the Senator will consent to the amend-
ment.

i ml\il{i ?LATT. How would it affect paragraph 263 as it now
8 s ‘

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 Senatorson the other side will
accept the amendment. It will take a great deal less time to
ﬂmﬁose of it in that way than to discuss it. It seems to me it
makes clear what the committee must have intended.

Mr. VEST. I should like to know what was intended by the

: McKInle{ act. There the duty was 1% cents. I undemtang the
Senator to say now it might be all silk except one thread of the
sisal 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
MecKinley 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 common 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 proposead.

Mr. VEST. It certainly never was the intention of either the
MeKinley act or the present enactment that these cables should
be made entfirely of the articles mentioned here, because it says
‘*made in whole or in part.” The 10 per cent attaches if there
are any of these specific articles found in the texture. Thatun-
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 askthat 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 “ orin 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 of
New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal grass, or sunn, 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 un-
doubtedly because of the imposition of quite alarge ificduty
by that act. Now we are to have a very small ad valorem duty.
I have always felt as though the paragraph might be taken ad-
vantage ofevenunder the act of 1890 for the importation of high-
class articles in fraud of the revenue. My attention was not
called to it until after the bill had passed and becomea law,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.-VEST. 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). Iam d
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I do not
see him present. ;

Mr. PEATT. 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). Iam paired
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS].

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe
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. Ihave a general pair with the senior Sena-
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he were presentlshould vote
l{yea'!?

Mr. VILAS. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
MITCHELL].

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with thesenior Senator from
Nebraska [ Mr. MANDERSON], but I transfer that pair to the Sena-
tar frem North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], so that the Senator from
Maine [Mr. HALE] and myself may vote. Ivote ‘‘nay.”

Mr. HALE. I vote ‘‘yea.”

Mr.GORDON. Byanarrangemenftwith the Senator from Illi-
nois [Mr. CurLLoM], I transfer my pair with the Senator from
Towa [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 Alaba.ma.}Mr. MoRrGAN], to the Senator from Con-
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY |, and he and I will vote. 1 vote * nay.”

Mr. QUAY. I vote ‘*yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows:

YEAS—19,
Aldrich, Dolph, Patton, Sh
é&lisc‘iﬁ, Dubois, gerl'er. Shoup,
andler, e, erkins, uire,
Cullom, - H Platt, : E’aq'ller.
Dixon, u’cu'illan, Quay,
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V ~
NAYS—28,
Berry, George, le, Turpie,
Bmhm Gibsan, urin, Vi
Blanchard, Gordon, Maortimn, Voor
Harris, Murphy, W

ke, Hunton, Fasco, White.
Daniel, Jarvis, Roach,
Faunlkner, Jones, Ark. Smrith,

NOT VOTING—40.

Allen, Galllnger, Lindsay, Pettigrew,
Bate. Gorman, ge, Power,
Brice, Gray, Proctor,
Butler, Hansbrough, Manderson, Pugh,
Caffery, Hawley, Mills,
Call, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart,
Camden, Hill, Mitchell, Wis., 1las,
Cameron, Hoar, Morgan, ashhurn,
Carey, Irby, Morrill, Wilsomn,
Davis, Jones, Nev. Palmer, Wolcott.

So the amendment was rejected. ,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be

proceeded with.
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as [ollows:
260, Hemp and jute carpets and carpetings, 20 per cent ad valorem.
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out *‘ 20 per cent
ad valorem,” in lines 16 and 17, and insert ‘*4 ecents per square
n

ard.
Mr. PEFFER. T move toamend the amendment by striking
outthelastfive words *‘ four cents persquare yard,”and mse:g‘;-ag
'ghall be exempt from duty;” se that the paragraph will :
Hemp and jute carpets and earpatings shall be exempt from duty.
The amendment to the amendment was rejected.
The amendment was agreed to.
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

270. Burlaps, not exceeding 63 inches in width, containing not over 40
thrlemtstotga square inch counting warp and ﬂmﬁg.l&wmt ad valorem;
bags for grain made of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad valorem.

i The Committee on Finance report toamend the ph, on

e 68, line 21, by striking out affer the word ‘‘burlaps,” the
word *‘twenty,” and insert * twenty-two and a half.”

Mr. JONES of Arkunsas. I move to strike out in line 18, the
words “not exceeding 60 inches in width.”

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the Semator [rom
Arkansas explain why thatisdone.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can see no reason why a higher
rate of duty should be put on burlaps over 60 inches in width
than those that are narrower. It seems to me they are of the
same value practically, and if there is any reason for having a
rate of duty on burlaps under 60 inches the same reason should
apply to barlaps above 60 inches.

r. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Arkansas stated
but a very small part of his case. Burlaps exceeding 60 inches
in width have been made -in this country to a considerable ex-
tent, especially since 1883, when a higher rate of duty was im-
posed upon burlaps exceeding 60 inches in width. They are
more expensive than narrower burlaps. The narrower burlaps
have always been given a low rate of duty for the reason that
\ they have not been made in this eountry to any considerable

extent. :

Mr. JONES of Arlkansas. The wide ones are not made here
practieally.

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; to a very comsiderable extent. One
large concern in New York has made a great many of them, and
they have been sold in eompetition with the foreign article ata
rate of duty which was not more than reasonably protective.
Now, the eifeet of this amendment if it is adopted will be to

reventabsolutely the making of any burlaps exceeding 60 inches

width in the Unit=d States.

Let us see just what the committee have done. They have
proposed by paragraph 267 to impose aduty of 30 per cent ad
valorem upen jute yarn,and in the next paragraph but one they
propose to impose a duty upon burlaps from which yarn is made
of 15 per cent ad valorem, 30 per cent on yarns and 15 per cent

' on the finished cloth. If there could be a more absurd arrange-
mentof paragraphs than that I can not imagine. Certainlyjute
arns ought to be 10 per centor some such sum if burlaps are to

15 per cent.

To show the inconsistency of thisscheme as it stands, here we
have these three rates: First, a duty upon jute yarns of 30 per
cent; then a duty upen burlaps, of which the yarns are made, of

. 15 per cent, and in the next paragraph still a duty upon the
bags, from which the burlaps are made, of 22¢ per cent, a decline
; from the yarns to the cloth of 15 per cent, an advance from
the cloth to the finished bag of 7+ per cent. All that is neces-
sary to male this cloth into bags is to sew them up with a sew-
ing machine. The fotal cost of making them does not exceed
three-tenths of & cent apiece on bags, or four-tenths at the out-
gide; and yet the committee proposes to advance the rate from

p —

15 to 224 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 made in competition with those who make bags
in the United States.

If there is to be that great additional amount of protection to
the man whomakesbagsover the man who makes burlaps, there
certainly should be some protection in the manufacture of bur-
laps over the man who produces yarn in the United States. This
whole jute schedule is certainly anything but credifable to the
members of the committee who have prepared it. These differ-
ent rates can never ba considered with any relation to each
other. I presume the duty on jute yarns was put up to accomo-
date somebody who wasengaged in the manufacture ef jute yarn,
and the duty upon burlaps was put down possibly because the
oileloth manufacturers were not content with their rate of duty.

Then, the duty upon bags has been put up to please a small
bag combine, or people who are engaged in making bags in the
United States, to an inordinate rate of duty, I mean as compared
with the others. The whole schedule is as inharmonious and as
out of line as it is well to imagine any schedule tobe constructed.
If it is desirable to give up the production of jute to the foreign
manufacturer in Calcutta or Dundee and they are to have this
trade, let us give them the whole of it. Let us make all the
jute product free, or let us see that there is some relation be-
tween the different produets. I shall be glad to know why these
different rafes are made and on what theory they have been

adopted.

ﬁ. HALF, Thereseems to be something almost heartrend-
ing after we have got through a sehedule that had been thesub-
ject of pacificatory arrangementand had been settled satisfactor-

¥ to somae parties, so that it went through quietly and almost
unobservedly, to find following that in the same daﬂa schedule
that islegitimately subject to the very sharpdenunciation which
the Senator from Rhode Island has visited upon this schedule.
‘While that Senator would like to know why this arrangement
upon this product has been made, why the discrimination seems
to have been against the classes where the most labor is em-

loyed, and in favor of that state of the article where the least

abor is employed, I should be glad to have the Senator in charge
of the bill to tell us why it wasnot possible to submit this sched-
ule to the peaceful processes by which we had so easy a deliver-
ance from the cotton schedule.

It would seem tome that we were going on in a way that might
be satisfactory even to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]
in the previousschedule, and thateverything was lovely and that
every goose hung high. It is a warm day and everybody felt
that progress was most gratifying. Now, we have struck an-
other subject-matter, where some of us fondly hoped we would
continue the same gaciﬁcatory course, and we ﬁnr?e the Senator
from Rhode Island denouncing this schedule as one entirely dis-
creditable to the committee. It seems to me the committee has
not bestowed average attention to these two schedules,

If they gave so much attention to pacificate the cotton sched-
ule and had given alittle more attention to pacificate this sched-
ule it might be that out of the general average we would have
got a schedule that would have run through here in a very easy
manner comparatively. But I am disheartened when I hear the
denunciation fhe Senator from Rhode Island has resorted to
upon this schedule, and I am bound to believe he is correct be-
cause he knows all about it. I should hike to have some expla-
nation why it was not submitted to the unwarlike erucible that
ground out the other schedule.

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. The complaint of the Senator from
Rhode Island at the rate of ad valorem tariff on jute yarn, it
seems to me, is hardly consistent with his constant contention on
the higher rate of ad valorem tax upon all other yarns.

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not mean to beunderstood as objecting
to the high rate upon jute yarms. I am objecting to the low
rate upon the products of yarn. I do not think the 300 per cent
ad valorem—

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to com-
plain and say it was unphilosophical, and all that. That can be
passed by so far as that goes. I was simply spealting of the
fact that he is not satisfied with 40 or 50 per cent upon other
yarns; that he wants the very highesf possible rates on spin-
ning and everything else except jute, and to jute is un g
to accord 30 per cent.

Leaving that aside, the question of wide burlaps, it seems to
me, is easily settled. I understand they are made to a very lim-
ited extent, if at all, in the United States, and when burlaps are
admitfed at 15 per cent there is no difference between wide and
the narrow burlaps, except the mere question of width, and they
can bemade wide or narrow, aboutas easily one way as the other.
I can see no difference in that now.

The difference suggested by the committee as to the ad valo-
rem to be levied on grain bags was a rate that after careful ex-
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amination we believed was ahsolutely just to the manufacturers
of bags.

1 think Eﬁer cent on these bags amounts to a very small dif-
ference between thecostof the material and the cost of the bags.
Adfter all, it is less perhagi than 3 per cent. I do not knew
just what the amount is; I have nof the calculation by me, but
there seems to me to be but a reasonable difference between the
two. Idonotthink thecommittee hasmadesograve a mistakeas
the Senator from Rhode Island thinks.

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not intend to criticise unfavorably the
action of the committee in fixing the duties on jute yarns at 30
per cent. I think itis a fair rate. What I did intend 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 til.e yarn. p

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, woven on an enfirely different kind of
loom, are much more expensive to malke, and are used for an en-
tirely different purpose. ; ¥

The narrow burlaps are used for making ﬁram bags. The
wide burlaps are used for the foundation of oilcloths, or for va-
rious kinds of cheap carpet. They are an entirely different
product, made in an entirely different manner. . These wide oil-
cloths, or wide burlaps, have been made to a very large extent
in the United States. I think there is but one esta nt,
but I take it for granfed that does not afiect the elaim 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 aet of 1883 was 40 per cent ad valorem. I
think it is not a fair treatment to that particular industry to
reduce the rate from 40 per cent ad valorem to I5 per cent, asis
proposed by this pn.ragragh. From any standpoint, it is not fair
to impose a rate of duty of 30 per cent upon yarnsand 15 percent
upon the finished product.

r. VEST. Nothing could illustrate more distinefly the fa-
cility with which one can criticise the work that is done by
somebody else, and the equal facility with which one ean forget
his own work of two or three yearsago. The Senator from
Rhode Island makes his argument upon the faet that there isa
high duty in our bill upon jute yarn and a smaller duty upon the
finished product to mnﬁe which the yarns are used.

In the MeKinley aet, upon jute yarn the duty was 35 per cent.
Upon burlaps 60 inches wide, which is the finished product. in
the same law, the duty was 29.23 per cent, being a reduction from
theg?lvlw material, which is the yarn, as is the case in the pres-
ent .

But the Senator complained thaf there is a high rate of duf
put upon the bags, on which thereis verylittle labor, and whi
are made out of the burlaps. That is another critieism that he
makes upon the pending bill. We find in the McKinley act that
while the duty on burlaps was 20.23 per cent the duty on bags
was 44.73 per cent. So that the same criticism he malkes in re-
gard to the pending measure is applicable in even a larger de-
gres to the which he constructed in 1890.

Mr. President, I never pretend to conceal or avoid the foree
of any argument. It is a fault, possibly, with me, thatIama
little too frank, even in discussion. I will say right now that I
do not claim this schedule is symmetrical. I have stated fre-
quently that we were eompelled to make concessions in order to

s a bill in some shape which would reduce duties generally
m the MeKinley standard. But the very same argument
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 Eerfection of tariff legislation, and
;]b:tlich they propose now to keep upon the statute books if pos-

e.

' Mr.ALDRICH. Mr. President, the act of 1800 was not as in-
consistent as the Senator from Missouri seems to think. The
act of 1890 did impo=e a duty of 35 per cent npon jute yarns. It
gave a rate of duty which was not protective to burlaps not ex-

60 inches 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 gt.a.tea, and
never have been made to any considerable exfent, 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 less, a eertain rate was given, which was equivalent
to 55 per cent ad valorem; upon goods valued above 5 cents a
rate of 40 per 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 be valued at
more or less than 5 cents a pound. The duty on the finished
produet was. h.i%t;ar than the duty upon yarns.

Mr. VEST. as there not the same limitation underthe act
of 1890 on burlaps that there is now?

Mr. ALDRICH. Cerfainly.

Mr. VEST. The Senafor’s argument a few minutes ago was
that we are now putfing a high duty upon an article on which
there is no labor,

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas falking about the difference between
burlaps and bags. Iwas stating that the committee in this case
gives T4 per cent additional protection to bags over burlaps,and
that the cost of making grain bags from burlaps doesnotexceed
four-tenths of a eent a pound; and that that T# per cent imposes
the equivalent fo three-tenths of a centa pound, or about 300
per cent upon the entire cost of making those bags from burla
in Calecutta. Iam nof saying that is excessive, but I am onfs
stating the different methods by which these two different arti-
cles are treated. .

I repeat, burlaps less 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 actof 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 made atthe present timeand they
are entitled to ahigher rate than the duty upon all yarn. That
is the contention I make.

Mr. WHITE, Mer. President, I desire to say simply one word
at this point. If there is any criticism to be upon this
schedule it is that the tariff, 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

ph 270. The grain bags mentioned in that pa m&!;
rare utilized almest entirely upon the Pacific coast. Nearly
whole consumption oceurs upon the Pacifie coast, because there
wheat is placed in sacks and shipped in sacks to Liverpool. The
MecKinley lawplaced atariff on grain bags amounting,according
to the report upon import duties, to between 42 and 45 per
cent ad valorem.

It was a tax of 2 cents per pound and is reported at that rate.
Although the commitiee have imposed a fariff upon this article
they have done I have nodoubt the best they could. They have
cut the duty down, reduced it one-half, and fo that extent they
have relieved us of a very onerousburden. We never have seen
any chanee of relief, and ceriainly have never obtained any from
antecedent legislation under other political conditions here.

In 1891, after the McKinley act had been enacted, the Legis-
lature of California a joint resolution whieh was voted
for by all the members, Republican and Democratic alike. It
can be found on page 525 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 would no doubt prefer these articles absolutely free, they
arevery grateful to the party that has reduced them 50 per cent.

Mr. PLATT. Mpr. President, thereason for this reduction is
what I supBosed it was, that upon the request made by the farm-
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 if,
because [ think arhaps it is worth that for an object lesson. 1
do not suppose the farmers of the Pacific coast will ever hear of
if, but I wish now to make a prediction that under this reduced
rate, which relinguishes $1,200,000 of revenue to the Govern-
ment a year, they will not get a grain bag a picayune cheaper.

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the paragraph by amiﬁ:ﬁ
out all after the words *burlaps” in line 21 and inserting **
be exempt from duty.”

Mr. PERKINS. r. President, I simply desire to supple-
ment that which has been so well stated by my colleague. If
thereis any one question which the farmersof the Pacific coast—
of Washington, Oregon,and California—are deeply interested in,
it isthatof grainbags, Weare differently situated in California
and the other Pacific coast States than the farmers in the West.
‘We have no grain elevators. Farmersecan not take their grain
to the warehouses and there have it emptied into bins and trans-

rted in bulk to market, but it must all be shipped in grain
gg,gs, 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 memorialsfrom the farmers which
have been submitted here from time to time, asking that they
be relieved from this burden, should have found a.?:earing, if
anything is to be placed upon the free list. Therelore it is not
clear to me why the committee should raise the rate upon jute

arn from 20 to 30 per cent and increase the dufy upon burlaps

rom 20 to 22} per cent as the bill eame 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 are made should be.

California, realizing the importance of this to her farmers,
made a liberal agpwpriation whereby grain bags might be
manufactured in the penal institutions of our State, and the re-

sult is that we have at one of our State prisons burlap machin-
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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, which helps the farmers from
being imposed upon by the combinations of the country which
are controlling the burlap imports into the country. Ifeelcon-
strained in view of these facts to sﬁoﬂ. b m)évota the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from sas [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 tomodify 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 bzfore the word * bags” the word ““and™;
so that the paragra.pﬂh will then read:

Burlaps and bags for grain madefrom 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-

te with free-trade wheat. It has to compete in a gold mar-

et where all the prices are regulated by gold, and it occurs wo
me that it is not only reasonable, but that it is only fair, that
while the farmers, the tradesmen, the merchants, and the me-
chanies in all parts of the country stand by their brethren of
the loom and the shop, those brethren ought to stand by us,
80 as to cheapen as much as possible the articles which we are
compelled to usein getting our surplus grain shipped to a free-
trade market.

Mr, ALLISON. Ishould 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 theparagraph stands, most emphatically

0.

Mr. ALLISON. As the paragraph stands?

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. HIGGINS. You do not wish to impose a tax on the farm-
ers?

Mr. ALLISON. I do notwish to impose a tax on the farmers
of California. And I will say to my friend 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 largel
from every other portion of the country, there is a drawbac
equivalent to the duty, so that upon all burlaps and bags ex-
ported there is mallg no tax.

Mr. PERKINS. That usually accrues to the shipper,and not
to the farmer.

Mr. ALLISON,. I sounderstand. But if the result of this
provision will be toimport the bags and not to establish an indus-
try and make them here, it would preventa great deal of cirecum-
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 Senator from Iowa to say he
wants to put these bags on the free list?

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink the Senator from Missouri must have
had his attention diverted when I was making my observation.

Mr. VEST, It was.

Mr. ALLISON. Iinquired 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 anexpert upon
the subject and more familiar with it than [ am, and he says it
is absolutely impossible. So if that bs 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 people.

Mr. VEST. Iam 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 duty.

. 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-

o

urably prosper here under the duty proposed. Butnow it seems |

the industry is to be destroyed. If so, why should we tax the

Op]..)e of California or Iowa for this article which they must

ave’

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 fayor of doing what I could do to protect the
Americanmanufacturing 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-
lags—t.he bagging?

Ir. PERKINS. We 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
b&gging we desire.

Mr. CHANDLER. Is itall made from coarse hemp?

Mr. PERKINS. So Iunderstand,

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe the agricultural product can be
raised to su Ely all the bags—

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisnotraised in the United Statesat all.

Mr. CHANDLER. Is none of it raised here?

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis iut‘e, and comes from India.

Mr. CHANDLER. It is made from foreign material?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. :

Mr. CHANDLER. Thenwhatisthequestion? Is it between
the raw material and the manufactured material, or both?

Mr. ALDRICH. The motion of the Senator from Kansas is
to put hﬁﬂ 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, WHIT E 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 bags and bagiing. 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 try in f f Spain 1
et T AERRE LS It o, Spain Yas e grea 4 o mon
shipment of flour alone amounted to 200,000 8, ost of this was
gacks, and since then, in the two years or nearly two years that have elapsed,
there has been from six to seven hundred thousand g& rels.

Cerm.ini{la very excellent showing in favor of this present tariff. In ad-
dition to this there have gone from this market several hundred thousand
sugar sacks to the West Indies, for sugar to place in shipment to this coun-
try; this is a very great innovation on the shipments from England. The
reason of it is that under the present system of reciprocity these b can
be made in this country from goods manufactured in Dundee and sold from
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. Ihave readnearlyall ofit. 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, 1804,

DEAR SIR: Yours of the fth came duly to hand and noted. Weare greatly
obliged to you for your kindness in replying to ours. We do not know
whether it can be made to have any effect 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
glve you the information from positive knowledge and experience.

Before the present law came into existence we were doing comparative
little in the way of exporting flour in sacks. To citeone instance, we woul
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 favor of Spain wasso great
as to almost exclude shipment, The first six months after reciprocity went
into effect, shipment of flour alone amounted to 200,000 barrels; most of this
was in sacks, and since thenin the two years, or nearly two years, that have
elapsed there has been from 600,000 to 700,000 barrels. Certainly a very ex-
cellent showing in favor of this present tariff. In addition to this, there
have gone from this market several hundred thousand sugar sacks to the
‘West Iadies for sugar to place in shipment to this countgv.

This s a very great innovation on the shipments from England. The rea-
gon of it is that under the present system of reciprocity these bags can be

e in this country from goods manufactured in Dundes and sold from
here at a cheaper rate than they can be sent from Europe; this difference is
oceasioned from the fact that the duties against England on these bags a

ater than those against the United States, resul from raclproci};?

ty. Give the United States a proper protection in these matters and
there is no doubt but what we can command a large proportion of this for-
elgn trade, While we have very grave doubts as to able to preach loud
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enough or strong enought these deaf ears, yet we could trust thatin
the near future we may be able to recover to this’ country this prestige and
strength again.
Yours, truly,
Hon. G. F. HoAR, Washington, D. C.

Mr. HOAR. 1 supgose, Mr. President, that if the reciprocity
policy were 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 these
countries with which we have reciprocity arrangements, which
would come in in these bags, that would be sent from America
for that purpose —these manufacturers say that under those cir-
cumstances we would establish the manufacturing in this coun-
try and have a very large foreign trade. : s

I1have no interest in the matier as relzreseatmg any constitu-
ency intercsted in the manufacture, but if 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 mere fact that they have a constituency
who buy these things does not change their minds as to what is
the pro?cr policy. I have no doubt that retaining the present
duty will result in cheapening the bags and establishing the in-
dustry in this country. J ;

Mr. ALLISON. I think the manufacture of bags isan indus-
try quite well established in this country. 1 know thereis a
very large manufactory at Minneapolis. Iam sorry the Senator
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]| is not here. All the flour
shipped to Europe is shipped in these bags; and where the bur-
laps are exported the shippers receivea drawback equivalent to
the duty upon the burlaps, although theymake the bags in Min-
neapolis. This is my understanding. - .

Mr. WHITE. Those bags are made of a different material
from the grain sack.

Nir. ALLISON. They are jute bags, and are made from jute.
But I had suppozed that under the duty imposed in the McKin-
ley act burlaps suitable for these bags was actually made in the
United States. I think they are, to some extent, although I do
not know.

Mr, WHITE. My colleague mentioned a fact in the course
of the discussion which I will eall to the attention of the Sena-
tor from Towa and other Senators. In the State of California,
in order to give employment to a number of convicts in one of
the penitentiaries, that of San Quentin, we have established a
jute mill for the manufacture of grain bags.

The jute isimported. There is noduty upon jute,I will state,
and there has not been any lately. The jute is imported from
India, Caleutta, and brought directly to the San Quentin peni-
tentiary, which is located upon San Francisco harbor, and the
bags are made there. I have seen the process myself. Every-
thing is done there. The bales of jute are brought in right
there. They are delivered on board ship at Calcutta and de-
livered there.

Mr, ALLISON. Then the bags are made in California.

Mr. PERKINS. We also have two other jute mills in Cali-
fornia. i

Mr. WHITE. I was about to state that. 'We have two other
jute mills in the State of California where these products are
made. Nevertheless, although we are manulacturing the arti-
cle there, there is not the least question that our people have
always been in favor of a great reduction of duty. Before the
McKinley bill became a law our people were here endeavoring
to impress upon the authorities in charge of the Republican
measure, or they stated that they did, that there should be a re-
duction, but they were unable to get it.

The Democratie party, however, as represented in the present
committze, has reduced the tariff tax 50 per cent, and to that
extent it is a great relief. As far as concerns the benefit which
has accrued to us from themanufacturein that State, our farm-
ers would a great deal rather take every employé and board
him at the Palace Hotel than to permit the imposition of such a
duty as has hithertobzenupon this product. Iam glad thatSena-
tors upon the other side who have heretofore found it necessar,
to impose almost 50 per cent duty upon this article have so radi-
cally changed their minds that they have now abandoned their
ori%inal ground.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I congratulate the country and
the Democratic party upon the accession we have had to the
doctrine to-day. Ihave listened with greatand unalloyed pleas-
ure to the argument of the Senator from Jowa and the state-
ments of the Senator from Rhode Island. We can not resist the
aF%eals which they have made in behalf of free bags made out
of burlaps. So we withdraw the amendment, and in behalf of
the committee we will move to strike out that portion of para-
graph 270 from the words *“ad valorem” in line 20, down to the
eud of the paragraph, including “ bags for grain made of such

E. S, HALSTEAD & CO.

burlaps, 224 per cent ad valorem.” That givesfreebagsfor grain,
wool, ete., to the agricultural portion of our country. ‘ L

Mr, ALLISON. I understand the Senator proposes 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.
: Mor. ALLISON (to Mr, AupricH). Is that your understand-
ng?
g&r. ALDRICH. Thatismyunderstanding of the amendment.
Mr. VEST. I suppose some burlaps will coms in for oilcloth
manufacture. They use large quantities. Butwhatweare deal-
ing with now is the agriculturist. I am for the farmer.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to

the amendment of the committee, in line 18, to strike out the

words ‘*not exceeding 60 inches in width.”

The amendment was :;greed to. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on agreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, which
will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 270, after the words *‘ad va-
lorem” in line 20, strike out the remainder of the paragraph,as
follows;

Bags for grain made of such burlaps, 22} per centad valorem.

Mr. PEFFER. Does the amendment proposed by the Senator
from Misgouri take precedence of the amendment I offered some
time ago: :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the arrangement of the
Senate amendments offered by the committes must first be acted

upon.

p]?ir. HARRIS. The effect of the amendment of the Senator
from Kansas I understand is to make burlaps and bags made of
burlaps free?

Mr. PEFFER. That is right.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whereas the motion of the Senator
from Missouri is to make bags free and leave burlaps taxed.

Mr. PEFFER. I shall insist upon my amendment when the
amendment of the Senator from Missouri is disposed of.

Mr. VEST. Under the amendment of the Senator from Kan-
sas he would give to the oileloth manufacturers free burlaps.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, I am unable to vote for
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. [ understand very
well that the farmers, the grain producers in the great West,
and the grain producers of California labor under many dis-
advantages, and in some raspects they are perhaps entitled to
peculiar and special consideration. But I do not believe that
the farmers of any portion of the country wish to have any in-
dustry that is established in this country destroyed.

I do not believe that the farmers of this country are very
largely demanding either free lumber or free barbed fence wire,
or free binding twine, or that the farmers are educated up to
the idea that it will materially increase their farm profits to
destroy the business of making jute bags in this country. It
seems to me that these are infinitesimal benefits which will not
result in any appreciable help to the farmers, while they will
destroy these industries, especially this industry which is now
in this country incompetition with the factories that are worked
by the labor of India, where the processes are so cheap.

I say, Mr. President, that I do not believe the farmers arede-
manding these things. Iadmitthatsome demagogues, speaking
for the farmers, or attempting todo so, are endeavoring to satisfy
themselves or somebody else that the farmers want the man-
ufacture of these articles destroyed in order that they may re-
ceive some possible benefit by it. But the farmers of this coun-
try, when they come fice to face with the fact that they are
demanding that there shall be convict labor in order that they
may !?lave cheaper bags, are asking something that is not rea-
sonable,

I have had occasion already to call attention to the great
danger to the industries in this country from the cheap labor of
Asia. 1 haveherea paragraph which gives the pay of the work-
men in the textile mills of India. A workman in the textile
mills of India earns about 15 cents a day, and he toils from
twelve to fourteen hours a day, including Sunday. That is the
kind of labor which is employed in the mills of India that make
these bags for grain. ow, I ask the Senator from Kansas
whether his people are really demanding that they shall have
bags made by that labor and whether when the free raw material
comes in—the jute from India—they are not willing that the
ba.igs splmll be manufactured by American labor at American

rices: -
% Mr, PEFFER. Answering the Senator's question,I say to
bim that the farmers of Kansas do not care who makes the
bagging or who makes anything they have to use in shipping
their wheat, when they are compelled to sell their wheat in
competition with the very class of men to whom the Senator re-
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fers. The ryots of India who labor on the farms work for about

" 6 cents to 10 cents o day. Kansas farmers are worth $1.50 or

$2.50 a day, and if we have to sell our products in competition
with those fellows over there who receive but 12 centsa day we
do not care who malke the bags. :

Mr. CHANDLER. I admitted that the farmers labor under
peculiar difficulties, and that they may be entitled to special
consideration in some respects, but I do not believe they want
special consideration in this respect. The farmers ought to
have protection upon their wool. They do not want to raise
wool in competition with the cheap labor of Australia. They
want protection upon their wool, and they ought to have pro-
tection upon their wool, and they have had protection upon
their wool while the Republican party has made tariffs.

But because the tariff is taken off wool and because the
Democratic party in that respect is attacking the interests of
the farmer, I do not believe that the farmer wants to have the
manufacture of bags for grain in this country stricken down. I
do not believe the farmer wants todestroy a wire factory, or that
the farmer wants any of these little things which, as the Senator
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has well said, will not make
themselves felt in the practical reduction of the price of any
article which the farmer buys, any more than I believe the men
who raise the cotton at the South care anything about fres cot-
ton ties.

It is all an outery gotten up by the opponentsof the protective
system, and I do not think that the real interests of the farmer
are promoted by this class of exceptionsto the general principle
of protection, any more than I think the interests of the cofton-

rower are protected by giving him nominally cotton ties free.
%believe the prosperity of the farmer, of the man who raises
grain in Kansas and California, and the prosperity of the man
who raises cotton in the Southare equally to be benefited by the
system of protection to be maintained as a whole upon correct
principles of protection, which principles are, that bya duty we
will protect everything which we can manufacture in this coun-
try by our highly-paid labor against similar articles manufac-
tured by the pauper labor of Europe ana of Asia.

Mr, ALDRE'CE?.e Mpr. President, the Senator [rom Missouri,
by the amendment which he now submits, undertalkes to impose
upon me a certain responsibility for his amendment which I do
not propose to accept. In answer to a question asked by the.
Senator from Iowa I stated that in my opinion burlaps could not
be made in this country with 15 per cent duty. I repeat that
opinion. I have no gquestion whatever about it.

It would not be possible, considering the different rates of
wages paid in India and in the United States, with free jute to
malke burlaps in the United States with 15 gar cent duty. I
stated that so far as that industry is concerned, if that is all we
ave considering in this matter, the duty might as well be taken
off entirely, so far as any American interest in the production
of burlaps is concerned, and beyond that it is simply a question
of revenue. I did not mean to say that burlaps can notbe taken
under this duty and made into bags in the United States, be-
cause I believe the difference between 15 per cent and 22% per
cent in this paragraph is a protective duty. I think bags con-
sumed in the United States will be made here, il this paragraph
shall become a law.

Now, the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri is to place
the bags, the finished product, upon the free list and to impose
a duty of 15 per cent upon burlaps. Of course that would abso-
lutely prohibit the ing of any bags in this country, and to
that extent I think it would be unjust to our people engaged in
the production of bags, and certainly there must be a great
many in different parts of the country. Therefora I think the
suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri is not a proper
one to be adopted.

If we are going to put anything upon the free list in this con-
nection it should be burlaps, with a reasonable and moderate
protection upon bags. I should impose profective duties upon
all these things. It was the purpose of the act of 1830 to give
to the jute industry in the United States fairly protective du-
ties for the firsttime in the history of the country. Thismight
be a very important American industry. Thousands of people
are engaged in the manufacture of bur Ee: into bags at Calcutta
and other points in India and at Dundee in Scotland.

This great industry might be and ought to be transferred to the
United States, but it is simply a farce to give it a duty that will
not and can not be protective. That is the fault I find with the
proposition of the committee. If anything at all should be put
upon the free list it should be the burlaps and not the bags. A
small protective duty should be given to the bag manufacturers
of the United States.

Mr. VEST. Nobody understands better than the Senator from
Rhode Island what will be the effect of putting bags on the free
list and leaving a duty on burlaps. No burlaps will come in.
The bags will come in, of course.

-

Mr. ALDRICH. OI course.

Mr,VEST. Bufthere will be nonecessity for bringing burlaps
here, because the entire demand for bags will be supplied from
abroad. But the Senator’s colleague, the Senator from Iowa,
made an argument and wound up by sayinﬁ that these bags
should be put on the free list. As thatisinthedirection Ihave
been traveling for sometime, and am now traveling, I was en-
tirely willing to agree. I hope it will not be said that it is see-
tional, because there is a factory in St. Louis engaged in the
making of these bags and the proprietor has been more aggres-
sive on this subject than anybody else I know of in this country.

In the next paragraph, 271, will come bagging for cotton. The
same doctrine would apply there. I hope our friends will be
consistent, and I will go with them, because it has been my con-
tention all the time that these articles should be made free in
order to relieve the expenses thatare piled up year by year upon
the farmers and planters of the West and South. We can not
protect them by tariff duties. All we can do is to diminish the
cost of the absolute necessities of life, both in the way of what
they weaar and what they use in preparing their products for
marset.

Me. TELLER. Mv. President, I do not believe it is possible
to build up the burlap industry in the United States with any
amount of tariff you put on. The Dundee manufacturers are
being ruined by the manufaecturers of India, and as long as the
present monetary condition of the world continues there will be
no probability of any industry of that kind being builf up in this
country. Indiareceiving, as it practically does, a bounty upon
all its exports of burlaps and bags that they may make, will rule
the business of the world in that direction duty or no duty. I
do nof believe a duty on burlaps or bags made out of that mate-
rial will be of the slightest benefit to anybody in this country.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, which
will be stated.

The SECRETARY, In line 20, after the word ‘‘ad valorem,”
strike out the remainder of the paragraph, as follows:

Bags for grain made of such burlaps 22} per cent ad valorem.

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desiretoinguire if that is a committee
am%ndment or one that the Senafor offers originally in the Sen-
ater

Mr. VEST. My colleague on the committee agrees to it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question isonagreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OF%ICER. The question recurs on agree-
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas,
which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. After the word *“ burlaps,”inlinel8, strike
out the remainder of the ]ila.mgr&.ph and insert the words * and
bags for grain made of such burlaps shall be exempt from duty;”
80 as to make this paragraph read:

- Burlaps and bags for grain made of such burlaps shall be exempt from
uLy.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is onagreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas.

Mpr. ALDRICH. Isuppose the Senatorfrom Missouri intends
to follow this up by putting bags on the free list. Otherwise he
has raised the duty insteud of lowering it.

Mr. VEST. I have enlisted under the banner of reform led
by the Senator from Towa and the Senator from Rhode Island,
and I will stay with them. If they will make the motion I will
vote for it.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam notmaking any motion in this connec-
tion.

Mr. VEST. I am merely an humble private.
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri made the other
suggestion,

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa made the last suggestion.

Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of the action of the Senate taken
at the surgestion of the Senator from Missouri will be to in-
crease the duty on bags.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on agreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. :

Mr. PEFFER. I ask for a division, Mr. President.

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays. A division
will not develop a quorum.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to eall the roll. ;

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY].
should vote * nay " if he were present.

Mr.GORDON. 1 suggest tothe Senator from Illinois that we
make the same transfer of pairs that we made on the previous

vote.
Mr. CULLOM. That is perfectly agreeable to me. I didnot
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see the Senator from Georgia, or I should have made the sug-
tion.

Mr. GORDON. The Senator from Iowa [Mr, WILSON] will
tand paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], so
hat the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLroM] 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). Iam paired with

the Senator from Florida [Mr., CALL], and therefore withhold
my vote.

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called).

the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN].

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called).

the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL].

The roll call was concluded.

Mr, BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Ne-

braska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 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. MocPHERSON] 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].

I am paired with
I am palred with

Mr. FAULKNER. I will make the same transfer that I made
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY] before, pairing
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] with the Senator from
Eonne,?ﬂcut |Mr. 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:

YEAS—§.
Kyle, Perkins, Power, Teller.
Peller,
NAYS—40,
Aldrich, Dolph, Jarvis, P
lison, Dubaois, Jones, Ark. g&a’g?
lanchard, Faulkner, Lindsay, a.ci:.
eIy, Frye, Lodge, Sherman,
Ohanﬁm‘. George, McLaurin, Smith,
&clmll, Gibson, MeMillan, Turpie,
ke, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vest,
Cullom, Harris, Murphy, Walsh,
Daniel, Hoar, asco, ‘Washburn,
Dixon, Hunton, Patton, te.
NOT VOTING—40.
Davis, Jones, Nev. Platt,
Bate, Gallinger, MePherson, actoT,
Berry, Gorman, Manderson, Ransom,
Blackburn, Gray, Martin, Shoup,
Brice, Hale, Mills, Squire,
Butler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart,
Call, Hawley, Morgan, Vilas,
Camden, rgzins, Morrill, Voorhees,
Cameron, Hill, Palmer, Wilson,
Carey, Irby. Pettigrew, Wolcott.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that paragraph 270 be read, so thatI
may see how it stands.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Tla n ng not over 40 5
m‘?luﬂlllgikf?ﬁ pi'ﬂui'mcegtnad galeoramt?lmm 200 SARe fon co‘-\ntm il

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be
proceeded with. y

The Secratary read the next paragraph, as follows:

271. Bagging for cotton, §'unn3' cloth, and all similar material suitable for
COV cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute
butts, 15 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. PEFFER. Imove toamend paragraph 271 by striking out
in lines 1 and 2, page 68, the words * fifteen per cent ad valorem
and inserting “‘shall be exempt from duty,” so as to read:

Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all almilar material snitable for cov-
g’:]f bc,gn,on. composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts,

exempt from duty.

Mr. HOAR. I rise to make a parlinmentary inquiry as to the

ime. I wish to know il it is understood by the Senate under

e arrangement made taking up these Bchegules 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 stat> in reply to the Senator from Massa-
chusetts that we intended to take these matters up when we came
to the free list.

Mr. HOAR. I thought that was the understanding of the
Benate. I have no choice about it myself.

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President,Iwish to sayin relation to this
paragraph and the proposed amendment that cotton stands in
the same relation to the commerce of the world that wheat and
corn do; that it comes in competition with the same eclass of ma-
terial made in other parts of the world by the cheapest sort of
labor that has to be sold in a gold market in competition with
the produets of that kind of labor, and that it as well as wheat
and corn is entitled to every possible concession from the manu-
facturing interests that they can extend to if, 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
balesis 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 onagreeing 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 regretthat the Senator has proposed this
amendment, as I understand, cotton bagging is made of jute

tts and made largely in the South and Southwest. I am sorry
to see him pro to strike down a Southern and Southwestern
industry in this way.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I l:'gﬁa the amendment
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFFR] will be accepted on be-

half of the committee. We have just an amendment to
paragraph 270, which makes free of any tax or duty s for
nanother part of the bill

%minused by the farmers of the West.
find that binding-twine, used exclusively in the West in putting
up ﬂi?s products of that region for the market, isplaced upon the
free list.

Now, bagging for cofton is to us in the South what binding-
twine is to the farmers of the North, and what the grain bagﬂ
just placed upon the free list are to the farmers in the North-
west. Itisafact that the bagging placed around cotton is an
absolute loss to the cotfon producer. While itis truethat 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, asis well known, a tare of 22pounds per bale
1s deducted. -

So, when you sift it down to the actual fact, the cotton pro
ducer of the South gets nothing whatever for the bagging and
ties placed around his bale of cotton, and the price of thosas
articles is a dead loss to him.

Under these circumstances, since binding-twine is made free,
and since bagsfor grain have just been made free, it would seem
afair thing to do to make bagging for cotton freealso. Itseems
we are legislating just now in the interests of the farming
classes of the Unitet% States, and have extended favors just now
to the farmers of one section of the couniry. Let us be eon-
sistent and extend like favors to the cotton producers of the
South. ILet us make bagging for cotton iree, 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 centsa
square yard. In 1867 it was 31 cents, and in 1868 it was 28cents;
in 1869 it was 30 cents: in 1870 it was 31 cents. Then in 1870 we
Ext. a duty ugon this bagging and commenced the manufacture

the United States, and to-day it is manufactured 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 8} cents a square yard, in 1892
to Tt cents a square yard. It has gone from 36 cents a square
Erd down to 7¢ cents a square yard, and still the Senator from

uisiana cries out for more protection!

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, if the Senator from
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. Pr 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 for
bags for grain—make both free of any tax. If the Senatorfrom
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 been 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 fax. He does make it, however, when it is

roposed to adopt the other amendment of the Senator from

sas which means that the Senate be consistentand extend to

the farmers of the South the sams favor just now extended to

the farmersof the West. If you make bags for grain free of tax,
make also bagging for cotfon 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

e 219, as to cotton bagging, he will see that it was lower in
f 7 and 1888 than at any other time. It was then 2 cents a
pound. These bags have 2 pounds to the bag. So you must
double these rates. In 1891, which is the last quotation, it was
4 cents a pound. In 1871 it was 5 cents a pound, the next year
4 cents, then 5, and 5, and 4, and 4, and 5, and then 4 again, and
then 3, and then 2.

Mr. bresident, as 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 fre= list. As it is a movement in the interest of the
cotton planters, I myself hesitated to make the suggestion as
coming from the committee. The State of Missourl has about
three counties interested in this matter. It isa very consider-
able interest in my State. 3

I believe, however, that asa matter of right these bags ought
to be upon the free list, because, in the line of general observa-
.tion that I have frequently ind uiged inhere, it isimpossible 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 agriculturists 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 whenever I can get a
chanee to make the burden lighter upon them I shall do so; and
1 make no opposition, speaking for the committes and for my-
self, to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas.

Lfr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Missouri mean that the
committeereport in favor of the proposition of the Senator from
Kansas? AN

Mr. VEST. The committee will make no opposition to it.

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Louisiana says the same reason
applies to this that apgleies to gutting grain bags on the free
list. I think that may be true, but there was no reason in that.
Inmy judgment, in putting grain bags on the free list, there was
no sense or propriety in it.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Idid not hear the Senator from Maine
argue against it.
r. 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—

ME VEST. The suggestion was made by the Senator from
Iowa, and I accelpt.ed 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 putiton
the free list.’ :

Mr. VEST. My friend is mistaken. 1did fancyit. TheSen-
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 doubtabout it.

Mr. ALLISON. I notonlydid not make the suggestion, but
the suggestion was madeelsewhere, 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 destruction of our
manufacturing industry.

After having made 1iat'. slight observation, the Senator from
Missouri undertakes to hold me responsible for the amendment,
which I wholly diselaim. I will “%i\re it to the Senator from
California now'in the chair [Mr. WHITE] and the other Senator
from California, who is not present at this moment, and so Iab-
solve the Senator from Missouri from quoting me further upon
that suggestion.

Mr. ST. Iwould not, under any circumstances, even to

. pass this bill—and I do not know anything that I desire more

than to get rid of it—misrepresent the Senator from Iowa. He
knows that, I hope. I think I quote almost his exact words.
After asking the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH}
whether the duty we proposed would cause the production o
these baga or the making of these bags and the making of bur-
laps in this country, and the Senator from Rhode Island said
no, then the Senator from Iowa said: ‘‘ Isee no reason why those
bags should not go upon the freelist.” If he did not so state,
then I never was more mistaken in my life.

Mr. ALLISON. OI course the reporters know what I did say.
Iinquired of the Senator from Rhode Island, who is an expert,
as to whether, in the first place, these burlap bags were made
in this country, and he said they were. I then inquired if the
present 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 was after the Senator from Cali-
fornia, who is now in the chair,and the other Senator from Cal-
ifornia had su%gested 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 Chamber for a moment,

- Mr. FRYE. I had not completed, and had not yielded the
oor.

Mr. ALLISON. Ibeg pardon.

Mr, FRYE. Go on.

Mr. ALLISON. I retired from the Chamber for a moment,
and when I came back I was told that bags had been put on the
free iist. The Senator from Missouri isentitled 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 centsa square yard, and in 1892 7% cents a square yard. The
price ran down from 1870, when a duty was placed on thisarticle,
from 18 cents a square yard to T# cents. :

I want to say a word in relation to this other matter —

Mr. VEST. The prices the Senator quofes were the domestic
prices, and not the import prices.

Mr. FRYE. Notthe import prices, but the domestic prices.

It seems to me the putting of binding twine upon the free list
is the cheapest possible kind of demagogy. If the entire
duty—I think it was only seven-tenths of a cent placed on bind-
ing-twine in the McKinley act—

Mr. ALLISON. Thatisall. Itwas 6.47 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. FRYE. If that whole duty is a tax to be paid by the
farmers out West, the enormous amount, by the closest ca_\)::ular
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 bagsare 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 less than two
years, simply because there is a little talk ﬁobten 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 tEe 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 on
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
bacs on the free list, and other Senators have placed binding
twine 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 oughtto be dealt with in that way. If there
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 protee-
tion ought to be surrendered simply because somebody in th
United States Senate says what may have been an indiscree
thing; and I do not think the Senator from Missouri and the
Senatorfrom Arkansas, representing the Committee on Finance,
ought to permit themselves to do 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. The duty on planed lumber was perfectly right. It
was not an enormousduty but a fair one, and the most important
thing in the lumber schedule. That ought fo 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
{ree list, thusdoing immense damage to hundredsof 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 tariff law
upon cotfon 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
oldsugar 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 expedient they could
devise todefeat 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 he
formed in the future; and I trust the Senate will put thisneces-
sary article to the farmer upon the free list.

r. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from North Carolina
willallow 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 ba.ggi_ng within
two weeks from 6 or 7 to 14 cents, answered ** Yes, we did; and
what are you going to do abouf it?”

Mr. ALLISON. I think there oughtto be justone 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 the 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 ealled 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 T cents a square yard for domestic cotton bagging. I do
not believe that there is any trust or that there has bzen any in
the last three years, and I think the Treasury reports will bear
out that statement.

Mr. DOLPH. A few daysago the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. ALDRICH] read an Associated Press dispatch——

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall only take a moment.

Mr. ALLEN. I only wanf to put a question to the Senator
from Maine while he is on his feet.

Mr. FRYE. Iam noton my feet fora speech. I only wanted
to make a statement, which I have made.

Mr. DOLPH. A few daysago the Senator from Rhode Island
read an Associated Press dispatch from Oregon showing the re-
sult of the election in 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 enough to sa;
““wait until the back counties are heard from.” I then szateg
that the opposition had elected less than 20 out of 90 members
of the Legislature. Isaid I thought when the back counties
were heard from the opposition would not exceed 10. Full re-
{.urns aregiven in the Evening Star of this city, of to-day, as fol-

oWs:
PORTLAND, OREGON, June 11,

Reliable election returns show that Hermann (Republican), for Congress
in the First district, has 9,087 plurality, and that Ellis (Republican), in the
Seoond district, has a plurality of 9,320,

XXVI—-383

The Legislature stands as follows: Senate—Republicans 19, Democrats 8,
Populists 3; Hmm%bucm b2, 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. Ishould like fo ask the Senator a question.
I ask if the paper indicates how that very large number of Re-
'pul?;licans 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 freelist, because
he does not want the Senate to do anything inconsistent. Hav-
ing put grain bags on the free list, and barbed wire and binding-
twine, 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 a very great deal
of consideration in the forming of this bill. We had a duty on
rice, which was only reduced 25 per cent, which was 118 per cent
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 take place
which had taken Iﬁace on the rice industry; but that found no
supporters on that side of the Chamber.

50, as it seems to me, this question of consistency does not cut
very much of a figurein 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 manufacturing cotton bagging ought not to be destroyed,
because 1 believe there does not happen to be one single mill of
that sort in New England. Therefore I shall not be aceused of
any sectionalism or any desire to promote the interests of my
own section, when I say that I do not think that that industry
ought to be destroyed. Itisanindustryinthe Westlargely and
in the South considerably.

It is an industry employing a great deal of capital and a great
many men. The propositionnow 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 bzen 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 goes 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 f:loe that trust may have imposed upon cotton p‘la.nt-
ers, there 18 nolonger any complaint [rom cotton planters of the
grice of this bagging. There was no complaintin 1890, and the

uty on it under the present law, where it is valued at 6 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
this country, and if you destroy this manufacture it will go stead-
ily up under the manipulations and the combination of foreign
manufacturers. The planter will get nothing. It will simply
be the destruction of an industry which I am justas much inter-
ested in the preservation of asif it werea New England industry.

I do not know, Mr. President, that this delusion of free trade
can ever be eradicated from the minds of the American people
until they have had experience withit. It is possible that put-
ting this article upon the free list may operate to give the
American peoplea 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 interestin 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, he nothing by it, but loses some-
thing by it. If thatshould be the effect if is e that the
destruction which is to follow the adoption of this proposition

will not have bsen too dearly purchased. .

The PRESIDING OFFIC The question is on the amend-
ment pg%oeed by the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. PEFFER. 'On that I ask for the and nays.

The yeds and nays were ordered,and the Secretary proceeded
to eall the roll.

Mr, CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER].

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 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 [Mr. 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 hisname was called). I am paired with
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPuERSON]. If he
were present I should vote ‘‘nay.”

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. If he
were here I should vote  yea.”

Mr, MITCHELI: of Wisconsin (when his name was called).
I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY].

Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin
that we transfer pairs, so that the Senator from Wyoming will
stand paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MOPHER-
SON]| and we can both vote.

. Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Very well. Then I vote
tyea." : <

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote “nay.”

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iagainannouncemy
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN].

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the Senator from Orsgon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY], and vote ‘“yea.™

The roll call was coneluded.

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont[Mr.
MoRRILL]. If he were present I should vote ““ yea.”

Mr. GORDON. The arrangement announced on the other
votewill stand on this, and the Senator from Iowa[Mr. WILSON]
will sta;nd paé’red with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY].
I vote ‘“yea.

Mr. 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 which case I shall vote.

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 19; as follows:

YEAS—31.

Allen, Gibson, Martic. Squire,
Berry, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Turgle.
Blackburn, Harris, Murphy, Ves
Blanchard, Hunton, 1 Vilas,
Butler, J 4 Pefler, Voor
Coekre! Jones, Ark. Parkins, ‘Walsh,
Coke, %E'B' Pugh, ‘White.
Daniel, dsay, Roach,
George, MoLaurin, Smith,
NAYS-—10.
Aldric! Dolph, Hoax, Power,
Amsog: Dubois, Me Shoup,
Chandler, gﬁa, Manderson, Teller,
Oullom, e, Patton, ‘Washburn.
Dixon, Higgins, Platt, v
NOT VOTING—82.
Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Nav. Pettigraw,
Brice, Gallinger, Lod? Procior,
Caflery, MecPherson, gw
Call, Gray, m,
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman,
Cameron, Hawley, Morgan, Stewart,
Carey, Hill, Morrill, ‘Wilson,
Davis, Irby, Palmer, Wolcott.
So the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
proceed.

The Secrotary read as follows:

272, Flax glil netting, nets, webs, and seines, 30 par cent ad valorem.

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 3,
to strike out ** thirty” and insert ¥ thirty-five; »’ soas to.read * 35

per cent ad valorem.”
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend-

ment, and move to strike out ‘‘ thirty ¥ and insert * forty,” in

line 3.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment posed
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. o= e

The reading of the bill will

The SECRETARY, Inline 3, itis proposed tostrike out ‘' thirty"
and insert “ forty; ” so as to read ‘¢ forty per cent advalommy."

The PRESI G OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Aqun.nm.s.
The amendment was to.
MRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will
The S;cretary read as follows:

273. Ollcloth for floors, stamped, painted, or .ﬁ'lnwd. inoludln% linoleum,
corticens, cork carpets, fignred or plain, and other oilcloth (exceDt silk
gg&ﬁl). e.:}ggem. waterproof cloth, not specially provided for in this act,

v y

_ The committee reported an amendment to the opara.g-raph in
line 8, after the word ‘*act,” to insert ‘*valued at 25 cents orless
per square yard, 20 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 cents
per square yard;” and in line 11, after the word “ yard,” to
strike out “ thirty,” and insert ‘“*thirty-five;” so as to read:
£273. Ollcloth for floors, stamped, pain|

corticane, cork carpets, fl or ];;l l;eg&gx nﬂﬁn&oﬁ}mw ﬁ
oileloth), and waterproof cloth, nots provided forin this act, valued

at 2b cents or less per s%paro yard, 20 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25
cents per square yard, 35 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, in line 9, to strike out
“twenty " and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” and in line 11 to strike out
““thirty-five” and insert * forty.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment propesed by
the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the eommittee
will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Inline 9, page 69, it is pro to strike
out ‘‘ twenty ”” and insert * twenty e 11 to strike
out ** thirty-five” and insert *‘ forty:"” so as to read:

-five;” and in
273. Ollcloth for floors, stam painted, or printed, inclu linoleum,
corticene, cork carpasts, guwf?;?‘ and nB other ollcloth (except silk
cilcloth), and waterproof cloth, not Provided for in this act, valued
at 25 cents or less per square yard, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25
cents per square yard, 40 per cent ad valorem.

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

proceed.
The Secretary read as follows:

274. Yarns or threads com of flax or hemp, or of a mixture of either
of these substances, valuad at 13 cents or less per pound, 25 per cent ad va-
lorem; valued at more than 13 cents per pound, 30 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move the amendment which I
send to the desk.

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

The SECRETARY. After the word *‘ substances,” in line 13, it
roposed to strike out down fo the word ** pound,” in line 15,
to insert after the word *‘ thirty,” the word **five;” so as to

is
an
re

274. Yarns or threads composed of flax or hemp, or of a mixture of elther
of these substances, 35 pex cent ad valorem.

reed to.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will
proceed.

The Secrotary read as follows:

275. Collars and cuffs, and shirts, and all articles of wearing apparel of
every description, not specially provided for in this act, compo. wholly
or in part of linen, and linen hydraulic hose, 85 per cent ad valorem.

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 17,
after the word ‘‘cuffs,” to strike out “and shirts,” and insert
“ somposed wholly or in ]ﬁﬂ' of linen, 55 per cent ad valorem;
shirts;” in line 19, after the word “all,” to insert *‘other,” and
in line 22, after the word ‘‘linen,” to strike out **and linen
hydraulic hose, thirty-five,” and insert *‘fifty;"” so as to make
the paragraph read:

275. Collars and cuffs, composed wholly or in part of linen, 55 per cent ad
valorem; shirts and all other articles of a; 1 of every descrip-
tion, not spaclanﬁmvmed for in this acs, oompoagﬁa:r‘hony or in part of
linen, 50 percent 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 cents per dozen pieces, and in addition thereto thirty.”

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

The SECRETARY. Itis pm?oaed in line 18 to strike out tha
word ** fifty-five ” and insert ** 30 cents per dozen pieces, and in
addition thereto thirty ;" so as to make the paragraph read:

mnumMB.wmmwho or in of linem, 30 cents
pieces, and in addition to, wnp?aresnt &‘?ﬁm; mm"ﬁm

The amendment was
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10 this s,"oi.‘é'é‘;""‘ a wnou:u? fn?m of gn.'ago plg Cent ad valorem. for | The _pnz'agr&ph referred to is as follows:
Tho amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 275, Collars and cuffs, and-shirts; composed

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theques is on the amend-
ment as amended.

Mr. PLATT. Mr, President, we have here an absolutely pro-
tective duty, and for one I am very ﬂlad of it; we havealsoa
duty which, to all practical pur;}oaes, as hlih,or higher, than
the duty in the Me act. I am glad of that, too. Itisnot
a duty which affects anybody in the State of Connecticut. Iam
glad of that, too. - :

Mr. PUGH. The Senator is pleased all around.

Mr. PLATT. Solthink I may be permitted, without doing
any damage to the amendment proposed mha committee, to
make some observations with regard to this protective Me-
Kinley duty. I do notthink itwill bequiteprohibitory,because
there were imported last 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 864,000 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 per cent, as it will be by t.h%ﬁnding bill, To be a lit-
tle more specifie, the duty in the McKinley act was 30 cents per
dozen and 40 per cent ad valorem. The duty now gropoaed is 30
cents per dozen, and 30 per cent ad valorem. The equivalent
duty under the McKinley bill was, as given, 68.5¢ per cent.

As it isfigured, it will be under the proposed amendment 58.54

r cent, a nominal apparent reduction of 10 per cent in the duty

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 is made up, I have no doubt that the avera
ad valorem will be hgl;ar than that given by the duty under the
McKinleyact. But t is no objection fo it,in my mind. Iam
quite willing that this industry should be continued in the United
States.

I congratulate the Democratic Senators that they have given
us an absolutely protective and high tariff and, as I believe, pro-
hibitive duty. I congratulate the men and women and girls en-

in this occupation in Troy, that there will be no necessity
for reducing their wages; that their can be kept up to the
point atwhich they have been kept during the pasttwo or three
years, and that thers will be no occasion even for a 10 per cent
reduction of s,

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator how he can show
that? When the duty is kept up on collars and cuffs at the old
rate, and when other industries will be destroyed by the reduc-
tions which have been made, will not the people who were em-
ployed in those industries flock into this highly protected collar
and cuff industry, so that the wages willbe lowered?

Mr. PLATT. Ihope not. Ihope that this industry will be
preszrved for that radically Democratic city of Troy, and that
no Demoeratic workingman, nor his da.uﬁhtex-, 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 thuscome to this profective 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 tariff reform. It was 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 all the Democratic newspapers; and even, in-
deed, when we came to this Congress, when we had this bill re-
ported in another place, which 1 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 tariff reform upon which the election was won. Every
speaker who advocated that bill in that place advocated it as a
measure of Democratic tariff reform.

I have not heard so much about that recently, Mr. President.
Indeed, until the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] fo-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. WALSH], evidently not understand-
ing the changed condition in the Senate, beat his rub-a-dub on
the drum of tariff reform.

This is a paragraph which will bearlooking at aswell as read-
ing,and I am going to ask to have it reproduced in the RECORD
with my remarks in the same fype in which itappearsin the bill
under consideration. It will indeed uire the explanations

which are tobe found on the first pageof the billin order that an;
reader of the RECORD may understand what represented tarig
reform on collars and cuffs at the different stages after this bill
reached the Senate.

L

wholly or in part of linen, [ fifty-five] thirty
cents per dozen pieces, and in addition thereto thirty
ver centum 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-}i attoe

: nen-hydrauk
hese—thirty-five fifty per centum ad valorem.

Mr. PLATT. Before this bill reached the Senate, as I have
said, it was tariff reform and 35 per cent ad valorem upon collars
and cuffs, and a gentlemanelsewhere, whom I shall not mention,
when he called 5:3 roll for this bill, which put aduty on collars:
and cuffs of 35 per cent ad valorem, said:

This is a roll of honor. Thisis aroll of freedom; and inthename of honor
and in the name of freedom, I summon every Democratic member of this
House to inscribe his name upon it. [Loud and prolonged applauss.]

That was tariff reform then; and I have heard that his as:o-
clates were roused to such a pitch of exaltation by the bugle
blast with which he summoned them torally around the standard
of tariff reform, that after the *‘ roll of honor  had been made up
they bore him in triumph from the Chamber on their shoulders.
The Wilson bill came to the Senate, and we heard various sug-
gestions—I shall not say suspicions— that in some way or other
the duty of ;35 per cent ad valorem on eollars and cuifs 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 have not been permitted to see, was passed
around among Democratic members of the Senate, it was all at
once discovered that it took 55 per centad valorem oncollars and
cufls composed wholly or partly of linen, to constitute the real,
genuite, simon-gure 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 collarsand cuffs.

I think that would have been protective, Mr. President; but
it was not protective enough for somebody. Then there wera
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 g?a 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, butsubmitted
to it because he must,

We are told by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that
no Republican should have anything to do with the shaping of
this bill. Veryfrank itwas. SoontheT7th 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 all tattered and t6rn, had graced the head of
a procession of Democratic Senators who succeeded in placi
a duty of 20 cenfs per dozen pieces and, in addition thereto,
per cent ad valorem on collars and cuffs.

‘We had just been fold a little while before by the Senator
from Indiana—I will not say the Senator from Indiana, but by
the chairman of the Finance Commitfee—that this ad valorem

business was true, Simon pure, genuine tariff reform, that a spe-
That is the way he stated it—the chairman of the Finance Com-
mittee, understand.
fest. Itisnot desirable on the part of protected wealth that thaypeopla
should know how much tribute they pay, or to what extent they are plun-
- * = b ’ & & =

It is true that exceptional instances sometimes compel the use of
it can be avoided, and that the protectionist, on the other hand, shuns ad va-
lorem rates as guilt shuns discovery.
S0 in the House of Representatives it was35 per cent ad valorem
on collars and cuffs. When the Democratic cancus had mani
Capitol, it was 55 per cent ad valorem on collarsand cuffs. But
when the final act comes, in which the protectionist ‘‘ shuns ad

cific dutiwas practically the synonym of protective plunder.
The object in laying specific duties ke these and others is plainly mant-

dered.

duties, but it may be stated as a rule that tariff reform never adopts m
Ad valorem rates, then, gave the true ring to tariff reform.

ulated the bill, after its manipulation in a secret room in th

valorem rates as guilt shuns discovery,” we find a compound duty,
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yad valorem and partly specific, of 30 cents ?er 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 us that the compound ad valorem and
specific duty together will be 58.54 per cent ad valorem; ahigher
ad valorem duty than is fo be found upon any other article of
textile manufacture; practically the same ad valorem duty
which the wine and liguor schedule averages, which we dis-
cussed this morning; that is to average 58.98 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

le. Theyare, as Isuppose, articles of prime necessity, about
all the Democrats wear t.gem. I think there are few people in
the land so poor, so abject, as not to wear collars and cufls, and
yet for somebody, in some way, mysteriously, this tariff reform,
which fixed the éuty originally at 35 per cent ad valorem, has
been so stretched and enlarged that we have now a specific ad
valorem 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 fabrie in the
bill.
Why this was it is best, perhaps, not to inquire a great deal.
1 do not want to hurt anybody’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 ideasabouthow 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
ﬁ‘r?tective amendment in this bill you find a Democrat under it.

ughter.

Peghaps 1hat 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 tariff 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. ButI refrain, Mr. President, and I close with a single re-
mark illustrative of the course of tariff reform in the Senats, a
sort of a parody on those famous lines of Bret Harte:

For ways that are dark
And tricks that are vain,
This tariff reform is peculiar.

k]’i.a.u hter.] . ) i

r. HOAR. Mr. President, I do notwish to discuss this mat-
ter at this time, except to ask a word of explanation of the
honorable Senator from Missouri as to whether articles which
are covered by this provision are, in the opinion of the commit-
tee, a luxury 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. VES’IK A revenue duty of course. [Laughter.] I am
dstonished the Senator should ask me that question. I

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
centage ad valorem it would be upon the ordinary kinds of collars
and cuffs?

Mr. VEST. Oh,Mr. President, the Senator does not wantany
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 importer, in which he said this duty would amount to 150
per cent on the kind of collars and cuffswhich the ordinary peo-
ple of the country wear. I should be glad to have that state-
ment confirmed or otherwise by the Senator from Missouri.

Mr, VEST. It seems to me that a Senator whose political
stomach can stand 240 and 250 per cent on common wool clothing,
ought not to g t this duty on collars and cuffs.

Mr. ALDR[E}%:, 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 heen 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. Wae are obliged fostand anything which

is [necessary 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 of
Republican principles because the junior Senator from New
York [Mr. MURPHY] cackles also.

I do pot 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| 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 early in the
session, had organized either to prevent the passage of this bill
or to secure a modification 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
smoothly the other day about this bill and its future passage,
which was soon to take place, said to us that the bill as it came
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. ' ;
The Senator from Maryland 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 the form
in which it then stood.

The Senator omitted to tell us much history which he might
have usefully given to the Senate concerning this bill. ‘%he
Senators composing the conservatives of whom I have spoken,
the group of Senators whom the Senator from Maine has de-
scribed, weat on and got what they desired.

1t was first necessary, however, to capture and hold 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 evennow 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 coneciliated 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 and aduty oncoal. Thus
one after another the conservatives began to disappear. Ido
not know whether the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH],
who made so brave a speech against the income tax, has been
sufliciently conciliated or not, but time will tell upon that point.

Under those circumstances, 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 conservative party among the Democrats, accepted
at the hands of this generous committee a duty practically pro-
hibitive upon collars and cufis? :

Mr. President, as I understand, cotton coilars and cuffs, which
were dutiable under the McKinley law, have disappeared from
the list: and under the duties which are now propozed, with
the fall in prices which has 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
hos been such that upon the cheapest linen collars and cuffs,
worth, say twoand a half cents apiece, the two and a half cents
duty derived from such collars and cuffs will be 100 per ¢ent.

Then there is 30 per cent ad valorem in addition. The duties
upon the cheapest linen collars and cuffs under this bill will be
130 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 dutﬂr almost prohibitive. The
present duty has practically given the manufacturers of Troy a
manop01¥ 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. as stated by the Sens
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ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], only importations of about
$02,000 worth of linen collars and cutfs under the present duty.

‘With the fall of prices which has taken place, the duty which
is now proposed, of 30 cents a dozen and 30 Per cent ad valorem,
is a prohibitive duty, and the monopoly of the manufacture of
collars and cuffs for this counfry is pretty nearly given to the
city of Troy, the Senator’s own home; and the Senators upon
the other sit'ie of the Chamber, as well as the Senators upon this
side, will undoubtedly vote to give that duty, and to present
that testimonial of the protectionists in this Chamber to the
junior Senator from New York as an evidence of the apprecia-

ion in which his associates hold one of the most distinguished
of the conservative party to which I have alluded.

Mr. President, one other question remains. Is the last re-
maining conservative to be conciliated? Isthe income tax tobe
thrown over in order to pass this bill? I sincerely hope that
the Senator from Missouriand the Senator from Arkansas are
making up their minds to perform the last act of conciliation.
‘When they concede the exclusion of the income tax from this
bill and everything has been made dutiable which seeks a duty,
except lumber and wool, they can then perform the last acts of
mercy and I hope we shall have them reconsider their action
upon lumber, put a duty upon wool, satisfy the farmers of the

nited States, and strike out the income tax from the bill and
thus conciliate us all.

If this could bs done, while I think the bill would be like a
leopard, spotted with a little protection here and a little destruc-
tion there, I should have afeeling thatit might gossibl pass the
Senate. It would not be satisfactory to me and would not be a
bill then constructed upon any consistent principle, such as a

rotectionist would advocate, or such as the Senator from Texas

-[Mr. MirLs], who wishes to destroy all protection, would advo-
cate; but it would be a bill which, while destroying many indus-
tries, would allow other industries to survive; the country would
be saved from the Populist income tax, and, as I said, I think
if all this could be done, the Senators upon this side of the
Chamber would be willing to agree to fix a time when a vote
might be taken upon the bill.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was not very suecessful in
securing an explanation of the provisions of this paragraph
fromany Senator on the other side of the Chamber,and I assume,
from their continued silence, that 1 shall not be able to obtain
such an explanation.

But there is another portion of this paragraph, however, to
which I desire to call theattention of the Senator from Missouri.
After fixing a rate upon collars and cuffs which is amply pro-
tective, as I think Senators on the otherside might be willing to
admit, the paragraph goes on in this way:

Shirts and all other articles of wearing apparel of every description, not
specially provided for in this act, composed wholly or in partof linen, 50 per
cent ad yalorem.

. Paragraph 258, which we have adopted to-day, reads as fol-
ows:

goription, Bandierchiofé, and neckiiss Of DeCRWOAT, Compoted Of SOkon or
other vegetable tiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable iber—

Including, of course, linen—
is the uom%onent material of chief value, made up or manufactured wholly
¢or in part by the tallor, seamstress, or manufacturer, all of the foregoing
not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem.

Here is one gsragraph that fixes a duty upon * wearing ap-
parel of every description * * * composedof cottonor other
vegetable fiber at 40 per cent ad valorem,” and another which
fixes the duty‘‘ on wearingapparel of every description * * *
composed wholly or in part of linen at 50 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. VEST. should like to ask the Senator from Rhode
Island, as a matter of information in which we are all interested,
whether he does not think that the words ‘‘not specially pro-
vided for in this act” would meet the criticism he is now mak-

ing?

Eﬁ‘. ALDRICH. Those words are used in both paragraphs.
They arealike in that respect.

Mr. VEST. The provision fixing 50 per cent ad valorem,
which we are now considering in the pending paragraph, is cer-
tainly a special provision.

Mr. ALDRICH. Itapplies, according to its terms, to shirts
and al] other articles of wearing apparel of every description,
and paragraph 258 applies to all articles of weaving apparel of
every description, and both have the limitation ‘‘not specially
provided for in this act.” They are both general clauses.

Mr. VEST. There can be no trouble about that.

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps there is no trouble about it, but it
is very evident that two different rates of duty are imposed by
these paragraphs upon the samearticles. Under the similitude
clause, I supposé, they would all pay the higher rate of duty, 50
per cent ad valorem, unless specially enumerated in either par-
agraph; but the only articles enumerated in paragraph 258 are

handkerchiefs, neckties, or neckwear, and the articles enumer-
ated in paragraph 275 are shirts, which would pay 50 per éént,
while handkerchiefs, neckties, and neckweaz would undoubtedly
pay 40 per cent; but the two paragraphs are open to the same
construction, and with the similitude clause operative also,
these articles would pay 50 per cent. That, perhaps, may be
what the Senator desires, and I aminclined to think it is wha
ought to be done; but certainly there is an apparent inconsist-
ency in rates. -

e have two or more paragraphs applying to the same arti-
cles—I have recited two of them—other paragraphs of the bill
apply to wearing apparel composed of other material; for in-
stance, the woolen schedule contains a paragraph fixing a rate
for wearing apparel at 45 per cent,and we have also a provision
in this schedule applying to miscellaneous manufactures, flax,
hemp, jute, ete., of 30 per cent. So that we have in various
parts of this bill paragraphs applying to similar miscellaneous
manufactures of 35, 40, 45, and 50 per cent.

I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that at some time be-
fore the bill passes the Senate, these inequalities, which I sup-
pose have arisen from the various degrees of pressure exercised .
by different conservative Senators on various portions of the
bill, may be equalized, and that we shall have some one rate,
perhaps an average rate of say 45 or 50 per cent, which will ap
ply to all similar wearing apparel. If tEis isnotdone there will
be inextricable confusion in the administration of the law.

Before I sit down, in answer to the question of the Senator

from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], as to whether I am satisfiéd
with this rate, I desire to say I am perfectly satisfied. I will
add, if this entire tariff bill had been constructed on the
collars-and-cuffs basis, there would have been no remonstrance
or criticismfrom this side of the Chamberas to a single item.
+ What I am criticising is that only a small portion of the bill
is builded on the collar and cuff basis, and that portion is com-
paratively unimportant. We have had within the last half hour
some manufactured articles put upon the free list, and ugon
others a rate of duty of 125 and 150 per cent placed, and the lat-
ter articles are of no more consequence than the former, and no
better entitled to protective duties.

I know it is too much to expect any consistency in the prep-
aration of this bill, but I do think that some of these manifest
and glaring defects should receive attention, and at some time
before final action is taken I trust that some corrections will
be made.

Mr, HOAR. Mr. President, we do not seem to get much ex-
planation from the Senators in charge of this bill in regard to
this particular item.

The Senator from Missouri [Mr, VEST] the other day was po-
lite enmﬁh to say in regard to this side of the Chamber tﬁat
they cackled over the Oregon election. 1 am afraid there isa
gander somewhere on the other side of the Chamber who has
been sitting about twelve weeks on a cuckoo's egg, who does
not seem disposed to cackle just now, or even to crow over this
item. .

Mr. President, this bill wasintroduced by the honorable chair-
man of the Committee on Finance with a statementof principle;
and although I suppose that honorable Senator has le?t the de-
tail of some of these matters to his lieutenants, yet he is still in
command of his army. He used this language:

Darkness and deception lurk in the very principle of specific rates of duty.

* - - L] L -3 L

This is the favorite device of high protection.

* £ -] L L L -

That the people should know how much tribute they pay, or to what ex-
tent they are plundered.

And the Senator gave as an illustration the specific duty on
shirt buttons. He said it was no consolation for an Indiana
farmer who paid one-sixth of 1 cent,as it turned out to be on
ciphering on the buttons on his shirt, so that he would get six
buttons additional at a duty of a cent, to know that that was
covered up by a specific duty.

Here it is proposed to add to the high ad valorem duty of 50
per cent on the shirt, 30 cents a dozen on cuffs and collars
which the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHANDLER] sayé
is a little over 100 per cent ad valorem, and a specific dutg. I
should like to know on what principle that is vindicated. 1
think we are entitled to some explanation, as are the Amerjcan
eogle, as to what is the reason of putting on every man’s shirt

this country this plunder; what is the reason for cheatin
every Indiana farmer, not only a sixth of 1 cent—I believe tha
is taken off—but cheating every Indiana farmer to the amount
of 150 per cent on his shirt and his shirt collar.

Will the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoORHEEES] kindly tell us?
The Indiana farmer is ready for revolution against these plund-
ering outlaws and robbers, when he pays asixth of a cent on his
shirt buttons, and yet he is going to pay an addition of 30 per cent
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ad valorem, over 100 per cent, onhis co]Jts and cuffs, miratha.n
thirty timés as much, and he is going to be comforted by the fact
that that is what his favorite statesman, the great and good Sen-
ator from Indiana recomnds, the t economist of this gen-
eration,the chgmpion of the bppressed and plundered Demoeracy,
against the wicked robber barons, and he, indeed, is responsible
for it. Will not the Senator from Texas tell us?

Mr. MILLS. With the greatest pleasure in the world.

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to hear it.

. Mr. MILLS.- 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. Iam glad to see the amiable smile on the Sena-
tor's countenance.

Mr. We found ourselves in a situation where it was
necessary to make this concession in order 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
$125,000,000 on gﬂ?t’on goods, and in order to reduce that plun-
der about 150,000,000 on woolen goods and not so much on cot-
ton goods—very little, I believe, on them—we thought we could
afford to stand a litt]é rise on collars and cuffs.

Mr. HOAR. Ah,Mr. President, that isnot the way tostate it.
The Senator is not standing ‘‘alittle rise on collarsand cuffs;” he
is doing a little cheating and stealing himself, according to
his account. He takes to the hi%hway with his bludgeon in his
hand,apd says, ‘*Thereisa mzut n the highway who is plunder-
ing at large; and therefore, in order to discourage him, I will

to the byways and lanes, and do a little plundering my-
self.”

That is the dificulty; but I should like to have the Senator ﬁo
alittle further. I ask him how is it that it was necessary to do
this? How did ithappen that his friends on the Democratic side
of the Chamber, who are a clear majority, would not have voted,
for this bill if the principle of the Senator from Indiana had
been carried out?

Mr. MILLS. Your friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND-
LER] has been discussing all the conservatives and knows more
about the matter than I do, and he knows what is the fact. The
Senator had better cross-examine him.

Mr. HOAR. I do nﬂdt k the Senator quite answers this
cross-examination. I not talk about the gena.tor from New
Ham; , who knows it and has the facts, as I dare say; but
I want to get the facts out of this witness, who, when I was ad-
dressing the court on a legal proposition, stood up and volun-
teered his testimony, and have him say how it was necessary to
get votes to pass thet?ih, and what votes are they?

Mr. MILLLS. The Senator knows that. He asked me for the
facts,and I gave him the facts, and I answered that the bill could
not be without concessions.

Mr. HOAR. y not?

Mr. MILLS. I do notwant to go into particulars.

Mr. AR. Why?

Mr. LS. The Senator wants me to go into our family af-

fairs, and is asking me to discuss matters he has no right to-
know. I deny the jurisdiction of the court to institute the in-
quiry. gauxhtor.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator seemsto me to use Burke’sp}graae—
I do not use it in the offensive sense—but Burke spoke of a gen-
tleman in the British Parliament who had sneaked out of a
difficulty which he had boldly strutted into. Of course that
phrase of Burke is not applicable to so gallant and chivalrous
a Senator as my friend from Texas. He said he would tell why
it was that this thing had to be done.

Mr. MILLS. I told you why.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator gets up and asks us why is it nec-
essary to gg into their family secrets. The American peoPie
will want %mow the policy of 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 reu%n the answer is, it is a family secret. This is
the first time I have ever heard in an economic discussion such
a doctrine avowed.

Mr. President, it is not a family secret and it is not a neces-
sity. This breach of the promise made to the New England man-
giacturers to put coal and iron on the free list can not be vin-

cated by the Benator from Texas, or anybody else, on the

und that they can not pass their bill without it, for ever

nator from & coal producing State hasrisen in his place a

ared that he should have veted for the bill which the ma-

! mty of the Democratic pdarty supported whether coal had been

or had been protected.

It is not the necessity of passing this bill, which the Presi-
dent in advance said he approved, and which the House of Rep-
resentatives have sent us; it.ci.ﬁ the fear of popular indignation
in the election and it is the hope of saving some Southern or
Nerthern communifies interested in certain manufactures which

is inducing the Democratic party to put these things, which
’:ﬁ)sy say are crimes, robbery, and plunder—I do not aag so—into

measure. ;

L{[:r. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow
me?

Mr. HOAR. Itisanother delusion,amistake,a pretense, that
this bill is made up in this way because they ean not pass a bet-
terone. It is made up in this way because they can nof face
the popular indignation with a worse one.

Now I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask the Senator from Texas, through the
Senator from Massachusetts, the question, whether any asser-
tion could be made—I think no assertion has 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 knows all about this thing from top fo bot-
tom, from center to circumference. 4

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, the substance of it then is, when

there is adeparture in pleading, my honorable friend from Texas
FLa.had% guﬂty and throws himself on the mercy of the court.
ughter.

The P IDING OFFICER (Mr. JARVIS in the chair). The
question is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Fi-
nance as amended,

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will

proceed.
The Secretary read as follows:
276, Laoces, embroideries, inmtu}m neck rufflings, ruchings
trimmings, tm lace window curtains, other similar tamboured
, and @8 embroidered b: or inery, embroidered or
hemstitched handie 8, and artl made W] or in part of lace, rufi-
tuckings, or allof the above-named articles, composed of fiax, -
, cotton, or other vegetable fiber, or of which these substances or either
of them, or a mixture of any of them 1is the component Mmaterial of chiaf

value, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words in-
closed in brackets in the printed 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 “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 guestion is on the amend-
maixetdproposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, which will be
stated. X

The SECRETARY. In line 9, page 70, it is meoaed to strike
out *forty ™ and insert ‘‘ sixty;” so as to read, **60 per cent ad
valorem.’

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison theamend-
ment ;i:ro sed by the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr, PEFFER. I move to amend the amendment by striking
out ** sixty ¥ and inserting ' seventy-five.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison 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 rule which
I have adopted for myself, atleast, that the luxuriesshould bear
the burdens and not the necessaries, I think 75 per cent is not
too high a duty on this class of articles.

Mr.%r'EST. The Senator from Kansas, I know, is laboring
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 girls and people not
able to buy any better. Ifisas much a matter of necossitf }.o
them, considering their social rank, tf sn%lm-ticla can possibly
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 these
laces ard very fine, it is true, but I speak of the large majority

of them.
Mr. CULLOM. Are there noother classes of than those
described in this paragraph in the bill anywhere? e Senator

says these are common laces of the poorer people.

r. VEST. As a matter of course, this embraces all of them,
but I am speakingof the large massembraced in this paragraph
which are not of iigh value., Ifisan ad valorem duty.
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Mr. ALDRICH, The suggestion of the committes in regard
" to this paragraph means & reduction of over $3,000,000 in rev-
enue to be derived from articlesof ‘pure luxury. Notwithstand-
ing the statement of the Senator from Missouri, I say there is
not an artiele in this paragraph which is not 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 finest of the high-priced cotton laces, all the high-
priced linen laces, all the laces used by the rich people of the
country; and if there is any article in the bill upon which a high
revenue duty should be levied it is upon the articles contained
in this paragraph. To reduce the revenue 83,000,000 upon arti-
cles of this kind and increase duties, as Senators on the other
' side propose to do, upon sugar and other necessariesof life is an
outrage upon the American people.

Mpr. CULLOM. I find that paragraph 301 reads:

Laces and articles made wholly or in t of lace, and embroideries, in-
cluding articles or fabrics embroidered by hand or machinery, etec.

Mr. ALDRICH. Those arelaces composedof silk. That para-
graph includes all the other laces. Of course, cotton laces and
linen laces are the most expensive laces. They are used by the
rich people of the country. The finestlaces in the world are in-
cluded in this paragraph, and I desire to have the yeas and nays
upon my amendment, which restores the rate in the existing
law, which is 60 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. VEST. Iam compelled to ask the Senator from Rhode

Island if this is an outrage, what was the MeKinley law in re- |

gard to this provision?

Mr. ALDRICH. The rate in the McKinley law was 60 per
cent, which I think is a fair revenue duty upon this class of
articles. I think revenue ought to be derived by an imposition
of high rates of duty upon articles of luxury.

Mr, VEST. Does the Senator not think these duties are high
enough on tlhese very fine laces which are used by rich and lux-
urious ple?

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we should prebably eollect as much
revenue at 60 percent as at seventy-five. Some of these articles
are easily smuggled. If we put the duty too high, of course it
would only lead to fraud and evasion of the law.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.  The question is on the amend-
ment to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
ALDRICH].

Mr. HALE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], whom I do not
see in the Chamber, butl have aright tovote to makeaquorum.
I vote ** nay.”

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], but I trans-
fer th.‘a.t pa:'}r to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], and
vote * at

Mr, ]lEl[aXLE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM] to the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and vote ** yea.”

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I announce my
pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER-
soN]. If he were presenti I should vote ‘‘yea.”

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senatorfrom New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. If he were
here I should vote * n%.”

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called).
I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY].

Mr, VILAS (when his name was called). am paired with
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTrcEELL]. The Senator from
Delaware [Mr. H1GGINS] is paired with the Senator from New
Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. Isuggest to the Senator from Dela-
ware that we transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from New
Jersey will stand paired with the Senator from Oregon, and we
can both vote. ;

Mr. HIGGINS. That will be satisfactory to me.

Mr, VILAS. Ivote ‘“‘nay.”

Mr. HIGGINS. I vofe “yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BLACKBURN. I transfer my pair with the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. IRBY], and vote “nay.”

Mr, GO N. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
Yowa [Mr. WILsON] to the Senator from New York (Mr. Hill],

which relioves the Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. LoDGgE]and
myself, so that we may both vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”
Ir. LODGE. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to

vote. Ivote * yea.”

Mr. CALL. Iaanounce my pair with the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. I he were present I should vote *nay.”

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. DoLPH].

Mr. FAULENER. I see that the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
WaLsH], to whom I transferred my pair with the Senator from
Conuecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], has returned to the Chamber and

voted. I shall therefore be compelled to withdraw my vote.
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows:
YEAS—22
Aldrich, e, MeMillan, Shoup,
gi‘ﬁa. Patton, uh%,
Chandler, Higgins, Pefler, Teller,
Cullom, Hoar, Per ‘Washburn.
Dixen, Kyle, Platt,
Dubois, Lodge, Quay,
NAYS—28
Blackburn, Daniel, Jones, Arl, Roach,
1 i Lindsay, Smith,
Briee, McLaurin, Vest,
Caflery, Morgan,
Camdemn, Harrls, Murphy, Voorhees,
. H Pasco, Walsh,
Coke, Jurvis, Pugh, hite.
NOT VOTING—35.
Allen, Fawlkner, MePherson, Power,
Bate, G y l!:an&a:m Proctor,
Btier, Gornsan, Mills, Sherman,
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon  Stewart,
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell, Wia. Turpie,
Carey, Hill, Morrill, Wilson,
Davis, Irby, Palmer, ‘Wolcott,
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew,

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

277. All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber (exce:
cotton), or of which flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except S:ott.og,‘
is the component material of value, not specially prov{dad or in this

act, 30 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Inlines 12 and 13, I move to strike
out the words ‘‘ flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, ex-
cept cotton,” and insert ‘‘ these substances, or either of them.”

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if that is not
ungrammatical? s
bBMél‘ JQ’NES of Arkansas. Perhaps the word ‘‘is” ought to

fare.

Mr. GRAY. I do not think so.
chusetts quite right about that?

Mr. HOARe Itisa debatable question, but I think it is be
ter as the Senator from Arkansas now leaves it. .

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.
Letit remain *is.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Inline 15,1 move to strike out ‘30"
and insert “*35;"” so as to read; **35 per cent ad valorem.” ]

The amendment was agreed to. ;

Mr. HOAR. Inmy absence some days ago the Senator from
Arkansas was kind enough to pass over an item in regard to
spectacles, which is a manufacture largely carried on in my dis-
trict. I desire to address the Sgnate very briefly on that mat-
ter to-morrow morning, if the Senate will take it up now and lef
it go over until to-morrow.

Mr.6 ﬁV]E}ST. I ask the Senate to go back to paragraph 258,

g g

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthereobjection? The Chair
hears none, and the paragraph will be read.

The Secretary read the paragraph, as follows:

258. Clothing read i Wi 4
T
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 foregolng not specially pro-
vided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. =

My, VEST. In lines Iiand 15 I move to strike out the words
“ or other vegetable fiber."” so as to confine it to cotton.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the adop-
tion of the amendment?

Mr. ALDRICH. There is objection, because those wordswill
have to be putin paragraph 275, :

Mr, VEST. at words?

Is the Senator from Massa- -
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M. ALDRICH. The words ‘‘or other vegetable fiber. I sug-
est to the Senator from Missouri to leave that for the present.
t will need, I think, a careful comparison of the various para-

graphs to arrange it properly.

Mr. VEST. Itcan be passed over, but I do not think that is

necessary.

Mr. AEDRICH. It will be necessary to put something in its

lace.
= The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed
over for the present.

Mr. HOAR. Iask consent that the Senate go back to para-
graph 98, on page 19, relating to spectacles, which was passed
over, ,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu-
setts requests that to-morrow morning the Senate shall take up
the pm-agmph 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 I shall move to amend the
first paragraph by inserting the provisions of the present law
with relation tothe duties onraw wools, excepting that the rate
of duty will be decreased about 40 per cent. I shall have the
ﬁ%:![res arranged in the morning.

r. QUAY. Idesire 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 the consid-
eration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. Aftereight minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock
and 6 minutes 123 m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Tuesday, June 12, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senale 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. Oscar Hamilton, of Texas, to be attorney of the United
States for the northern distriet 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 lisutenant.

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 bs postmaster at Bridgeport, in the
county of Jackson and State of Alabama.

W. M. Dunklee, to be ({Jost-mast.er at Christiansburg, in the
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia.

Joseph J. Wharton, to be 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.

Wi 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. ELL1s of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of impor-
tant business.

To Mr. GROSVENOR, 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, indeﬁni!;eiy.

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.

The bill was read, as follows:

B it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to pay to the trusteesof the Preshyterian Church
in Bethel Springs, Tenn., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
BDE'O riated, the sum of $100, bﬁlﬂ% for the use, occupation, and damage to
sald church by the Army of the United States during the late war.

Mr.ENLOE. Iwould like to havean amendmentstriking out
the word ‘*damage,’” and making the clause read *for use and
oceupation.” I ask unanimous consent that the bill be amended
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 Michi%nn
that this is a Republican church, in a Republican community.
The people are all loyal there, and they vote his ticket.

Mr. BURROWS. I donot care whether it is Republican or
Democratic. I'do not care about their politics, one way or the
other.

Mr. ENLOE. Itis sufficient for the gentleman that thisclaim
comes {rom a Southern State.
The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

WILEIAM 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 to 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 onthe retired list, Willlam A. Winder, of San Diezo, Cal.

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. ENLOE. Lzt us have the regular order, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. hope. the gentleman will
withdraw that demand. I want to ask unanimous consent for
the consideration of a bill which has been pending for several
years here. ¥

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee[Mr. ENLOE]
demands the regular order.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Ihope tHe gentleman will with-
draw that demand.

Mr. ENLOE. IfI cannothavea bill considered by unanimous
consent once during a session, no other man shall,

Mr. HOOKER ot%ﬂsaisaippi . Ihave not had abill 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 (5.1950) to author-
ize the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad Companies, or
either of them, to constructand maintain a bridge over the Dela-
ware River between 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 House was
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 deczased; and

A bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize construction
of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, apBroved August 6, 1888, and
amendedgby act approved February 21, 1890.

The me e further announced 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 1

A bill (8.1301) for the relief of the legal representatives of
Hiram Somerville.

PRESIDENTS’ MESSAGES, PROCLAMATIONS, ETC.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to
present a privileged report from the Committee on Printing.
The report was read, as follows:
HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 3, 1594.

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there
‘be printed and bound in cloth 3,000 copies of the complete compllation of all
the annual, special, and veto messages, proclamations, and inaugural ad-
dresses of the Presidents of the United States from 1789 to 1894 inclusive;
800 copies for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House.
g,a Egrk shall be prepared under the direction of the Joint Committee on

nting.

The cgmmittee have considered the concurrent resolution mtroducedagz
Mr. BAILEY, of Texas, into the Honse of Representatives on April 3, 1804,
which was referred to this committee, and which provided for the printin
and binding in cloth of 3,000 copies of the compilation of all the annual,

ial, veto messages, proclamations, and inaugural addresses of the

residents of the United States from 1789 to 1894 inclusive, and direct me to
report the same with the recommendation that it do pass.

o committee are of the opinion that these various public documents
consolidated into one publication will be of great historic value. They do
not exist in such form. It is almost impossible to refer to them in their

resent form of publication. The demand for such a publication as a pub-

ic document as is contemplated by the resolution is so obvious and mani-
fest no argument need be adduced therefor by the committee.
- The compilation grovldes very pmperl{nthat 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 tco
large. I know of no publication which would be of more general
interest. Three thousand copies would hardly be enough for
the publie 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 for the Senate and 4,000 for the House,
1 will not object.

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well; I move that amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The 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 printing the annual
report of the Director of the 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:

Resotvedbythe Houseof Reprezentalives (the Senaleconcurring), Thattherebe
printed at the Government Printing Office 8,000 copies each of the thirteenth
and fourteenth annual reports of the Director of the Bureaun of Ethnology,
with accompanying papers and illustrations, and uniform with the preced-
ing volumes of the series, 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 812,000, 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 before the word ¢ four-
teen’ the words ‘‘ thirteen and,” was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was adopted.

The commitiees were called for reports, and no reports were
presented. i

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 toa parliamentary inquiry. This be-
ing District day, will it be necessary to postpone eaci of the bills

which may be presented by the District Committee beforeit w
be in order to move to go into Comimittee of the Whole for t
consideration of appropriation bills?

The SPEAKER. Under the practice that would 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 TEE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. HEARD. I desire fo 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 garliamentary inquiry. Two
weels ago, when we were engaged in the consideration of 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 to which one of those bills would
have precedence; L suﬂpose it would be held that the bill first
laid aside and with which the House had farthest progressed
would take precedence.

Mr. COOMBS. ButT suggest to the gentleman that the bill
to which he now refers was withdrawn from the consideration
of the House. b

Mr. HEARD. Only temporarily.

The SPEAKER. ‘i?he rule provides that—

The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when claimed by the
Committee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the consideration
of such business as may be presented by said 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; if
may be passed or may be defeated. The bill Inow callup demands
immediate action. It provides for replenishing the police fund
of this Distriet 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 T 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
Agqueduct 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, t we may have order while the bill is being
read, and the reportof 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. Itfison the Union Calendar, and, if the point
of order is made, it would have to be considered there. I would
:};I.ak, however, unanimous consent that it be considered in the

ouse. ;

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make some observations on an
opinion recently given by the attorney of the District Commis-
sioners, and if T 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

entleman from Missouri to consider this bill in the House as

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 il enacted, efe.,, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia
shall hereaftar, boginnl.u% July 1, 1894, set aside and retain each fiscal year
§30,009, or s0 much thereof as may be necessary, of the moneys received for

pal licenses issued for the sale of intoxica lli‘g_nnrsmsaid Dis-
m m.}d‘gaposﬁi n;mmo \git.h }:hﬁh’rrea.su.rat ofutrha u& States to thtz

t of the ce and apply the same, as as may be necessary,

carry out thapgrumm of “Ag%.cu mzklni aﬂ:ro riations to provide for
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal
year ending Juns 30, 1886, and for other pm?oaes." approved February £5,
1885, for the relief of any pollceman who, by injury
tract the line of duty, or, having served not less than fifteen years,
shall become so permanently disabled as to be discharged m service
therefor, and in case of his death from such injury or , lea a
widow or children under 16 years of age, for their relief: Provided, That
such relief shall not exceed for any one policeman or his family the sum of
850 per month, and shall not be to a widow who remarries; and a snm
not exeeeding §% may be allowed from sald fund to defray the funeral ex-
penses of any policeman dying in the service of the District,

Mr. HEARD. I desire to have the report of the commitiee
read,as it states the case more fully and completely thanI could
do it myself.

The report (by Mr. HEARD) was read, as follows:

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill
(H. K. 7288), making permanent provision for the police fund in the District
of Columbia, having examined and considered the same, report it back to
the House and recommend that it ﬂlgfass.

Your eomm{nmm reslaoc&muy sﬁl‘)ma herewlth a gmtomom by Wt.i;w' G.

BU tendent Metropo lice, which fully explains the
rieiy andpx?gcesslty for the enmmmtpcﬁ such 1 tion as is p:ropuugrﬁ:
{)hls bill, ather with interesting and valued information on this
subject. the reggn of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia
recommse sald bill

HEADQUARTERS

Sin: The police pension fund will be depleted another mon
after it will be a question as to how 19disabled policemen, 30
ehildren will derive a livelihood. The

and there-

. and 28

eharpge the fund at thly mmi’f&% I:.ar: of :

upon & mon! L nuocleus of the

fund on which they have been de ent was created by act of Congress,
Aungust 6, 1861, wvision reads as follows:

**All fines imposed by the board of upon membersof the police force,
by wayof discipline, and collectable pn{)gr salary, and allrewards, fees,
proceeds of gifts, and emoluments that ma; paid and given for extraordi-
nary services of any member of the poliee force, except when allowed to be
retained by such member, shall be to of the of po-
lice, unless otherwise ;.‘m;lro by the board,” and, with “all moneys
m'isé goods shall constitute the ‘ policeman’s

Thiboardofpo!mommadethatrumot this fund, and empowered to
invest it as they should gee fit. The same law provided that * wheneverany
member of the police force, in the actual discharge of hisduty, shall become

actually disabled, his necessary expenses, d thetime of suchdisability
m;ﬁ‘ﬁiﬁ“omﬁn?u% m&a]:?rgom i-h: J?:ouu.mi Jam'me
€0 n ' a
charge n the policeman’s ?rmd: but board may dmnﬁn,;e such al-

lowance for any nusfmwrzmmn.

This law belng incomplete in that it made no allowance for offleers who

ht bedischarged onaccount of permanent inthe line

of duty, the fo provision was ted into the act making ap-

pro tions for the e;gensea of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year
en June 30, 1888, and approved “bmdﬁlm:

“That hereafter the Commis uet 81 each month from the
pay of each which sum so deducted shall be added to and forma
parg of the 1 m“rnmd to be invested in the United States or Dis-
trict bonds by the of the United States, and be held by him sub-
ject to the drafts of the Commissioners for expenditures made in pursu-
ance of law, and such itures shall be accounted for as required by
law for other ax;)andimrau of the Distriet; and said police fund shall be
used for the reliel of any policeman who, by injury received or disease con-
tracted in line of duty, or served not less than fifteen years, shall be-
come s0 permanently disabled as to be disclnuf::“tmm gervice therefor;
and in case of his death from such Lnjugaor d e, leaving a widow or
children under 16 years, for their relief; Provided suriisr, That such relief
shall not exceed for any one policeman or his family the sum of 850 per
month; anda sum not exceeding §75 may be allowed from said fund to de-
;”rz}!y the funeral expenses of any policeman dying in the service of the

tﬂﬂ "

At the time of the pass&ﬁ of this law, which became immediately opera-
tive, & number of men who had been on the force from the time
of its organization in 1861 were eligible to retirement underits
Up to that time the Department had been in existence twenty-four years.

@ the law became o tive ninety-one allowanees have bsen made upon
the recommendation of an impartial board, composed of the captain of po-
lice, two llentenants, and the attending surgeon of police. These allowances
range from the maximum of 850 to the um of #10 &.wr month, as pro-
vided by law, and an examination of the papers submitted to the accounting
officers of the Treasury in each case will reveal the fact that the highest pen-
slon was given onlg to those by whom it had bsen ;iusrt‘{{ earned. Physical
condition, cause of disability, length and kind of service were taken into
consideration, the evidences of the police surgeon who attended the a t

rovisions.

during his active career or at the time his disability cceurred fur the
prilmitpa.l basis for the award.
n the

t years which have elapsed since thelaw went into eflect but 19
licemen have been grantsd the maximum of 850, while 1 has been allowed

, 4 830, and 5 825 per month. Some of these have dled. One widow has
been given %30, B 825, and 28 §20 per month; 82 dependent children have been
A ed 810 a month until they should reach

Under the law a; February Th

the United States shows that the Commissioners had in their charge, under
the ori 1 act of 1861, a total cash fund of §27,460.10, which was turned over
to the urer of the United States, the ex-o Commissioner; and the
same report, the first year after the Treasurer
tmgglnm that the sum pald for the beneflt of policemen
£2,634.48, and each suoceedln%year fromthat time shows
upon the fund, until in 1893 the sum of 10,420 was required to th
dependentupon it, an increase of over 066 per cent in eight years. It must

be remembered that 4 “the covered the Metropoll olice
force was increased tm% &e gdme@n to 449, and ge aélm s?pilgd
required to be paid by each member of the tonamhmnnth to, Lﬁ with
about 8100 from fines and rewards turned in to the fund, zr 1 ? from
adequate to keep up the monthly expenditure even at its nt fate of
§1 per month.

‘Fherefore I have to as one of the most importantquestionsthatnow
cOncern partment, that Congress make immediate provision to care
for those who have been heretofore dependent upon the pension fund and
thoge who may be dependent hereafter. This ?w been in
all its phases, and I am fully convinced, as I hate Y exp m‘)l' 11
to and urged upon the members of this committee, that the best meahs td
provide for this emergency, and for ensuing years, is to set aside from yeaf
to year, from sums paid the District of Columbia as excise or liquor-license
fees, a sum sufficient to meet such demands.

As to the amount required, I have the honor to invite your attention 31?
letter addressed to the Co ssioners of the District of Columbia é% ot
date of October 21, 1893, wherein I asked * that the sum of §3,951.88 be included
in the deflciency estimats for the ensuing flscal year, to enable this Depart-
ment to continue in effect the F’ovisiam of police-relief act of Congress ap-
proved February 25, 1885,”” and stated that *:the current rate of expenﬂi
tureis about §1,710 month, and will .be §20,520 {for the year, legving a de-
ficiency, vided there are no further retirements and funeral expenses to
defray, of #3,051.83."" For the support of those now dependents, and at the
same rate and under the conditions of retirements and funeral ex-

oomcuonthnmvgwmumntmpom nsion fund has become
a permanent featurein the police institutions onut the United States.
No city, in fact, has a well-regulated &ﬁca org tion without a fund of

some kind from which to provide for relief of 1ts sick or disabled police-
azs. T Naw Yok OLuy. omy the Jat Of Janhary 1805 (o6 Tatost Deopertiod
A ew Yo , Ol 8 an
of the fund was dnriud‘{'om excise mmr“;u?li over bﬁ the mmﬁgﬁrﬂ. it
ety e, Foitsn e %nﬁmm& o Foig
on for Fectm-. ca 5
25 doormen, T detectives, 2 ns.mwiﬁ.ovg,w ml 3
In Brooklyn the fund for 1892 amounted to 8157,804.43, of which m.sbq or20
percent, ved from excise fees.

wasderi

In the city of Boston tive ensctment requires compulsory retive.
mgnt.anmuseotﬁunmmgy. The payment on account of ons
dnm:m{en 1802 was $61,085.31, and the board of ?:uaaorm city es-
timated tha 500 would be required for the purpose in 1804,

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, W. G. MOORE,

Major and Superintendsnt Metropotitan Police.
Hon. JOHN T. HEARD,
'ouss of Representatives.

OFFI MMISSIONERS OF THE Dmn‘tﬁ COLUMBIA,
e Wi i?l:ton. J‘Ema 1, 15804,
DEAR SIR: The Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia recommend
favorable action upon the bill (H. R. 7238) “*making permanent provision for
the police fund of the Distries of Col " which was referred to them at
your i‘gmnm for tt‘he‘h:' views thereon.
[:} ') fully, '
i JOHN W. ROSS,
President Board of Conunissionsrs of the District of Columbia.
Hon. Jox T. HEABD,
Chairman Commilles on the District of Columbia.
Mr, HEARD. AllI desire to say, Mr. Speaker, in addition
to what is set forth in the report is this: A fund was created—
a police 1jl)emiiion fund—for the benefit of disabled or superannu-

ated policemen in 1861. This was added to in 1886 by the ad-
dition of a certain amount deducted from the of the mem-
bers of the police force. This fund now is grossly inadequate,

and the proposition is to add $30,000 a year, or so much as may
be necessary, from moneys received from ligquor licenses in the
District. That is all the bill contemplates, It is recommended
by the Comrissioners of the District and unanimously by the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

I yield to the gentleman from Maine so much timeas he de-

sires.
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr, Speaker,I understand the pending bill
provides to set apart 830,000 per annum of the receipts from the

excise taxes for the purpose of inereasing 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 fhat in 1861 certain fines that had been imposed on
policemen, and also the proceeds of certain unclaimed property,
were sef sx%trt as a police pension fund—

Mr. HEARD. That isright.

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). For the benefit of such police-
men as might become disabled or superannuated. Now, itis
proposed to add to this fund asum of money to be taken from the
ordinary sources of taxation in the District.

Mr. HEARD. Let me say tothe gentleman that again in 1886
this fund was increased by deducting $1 fer month from the pay
of each policeman and adding it to said fund.

Mr. DINGLEY. In 1886, as the gentleman says, a deduction
of 81 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

roper, but it is now proposed to divert the receipts or revenues
Rerffe& from taxation to increase the fund some $30,000 a year.

I desire Bin;‘fly to call attention to the fact that this bill is the
beginning

a civil-pension policy.
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Mr. HEARD. I will state to the gentleman that if he will re-
fer to the report accompanying this billhe will find that in New
York, Brooklyn, and Boston this fund is takenlargely from the
proceeds of the excise taxes.

Mr. DINGLEY. It is well to take into consideration, in eon-
gidering this bill, the question of oy whether or not we pro-
pose to begin the establishment of a civil-service pension under
the Government; for when we set apart $30,000 at this time,
probably twice that sum will. be needed within a year or two,
and by and by we will have the system thoroughly established,
and it will begin to extend itself to other departments.

But what I rose particularly to call attention to was, since we
are on the subject of excise taxes, as to whether the chairman
of the Committee of the District of Columbia has any informa-
tion that the attorney of the Distriet Commissioners has re-
cently given an opinion that a simple ?Ela}:at.'mn for a license,
wkile it continues as an application, an not been rejected
by the Commissioners, is a license within the meaning of the
act of March 3, 1893, which prohibited the licensing of persons
to sell liquor within 400 rods of a church or schoolhouse, but
provided in an amendatory act that those dealers who were li-
aen:iegi at the time the act passed would be exempted from its
provisions.

It is stated in the daily J)aifers that the attorney of the Dis-
trict Commissioners has delivered an opimion that it does not
reqguire an actual existing mﬁer license at the time, but if the
application is pending it is held to be a license within the mean-
ingigl the act of Mareh 3, 1803, and the act amendatory thereof.

. Mr. HEARD. Rep
Maine, I will say that I have no information on the subject ex-
cept what I have derived from my eonversation with him a day

or two ago when he directed a similar inquiry to me. I have |

not seen any notice of such deeision in the eity papers.

I will say, Mr. Speaker, if there has been any publication of
that kind it has escaped my notice.

Mr. DINGLEY. 1 noticed the opinion published at length in
the Evening Star of this eit;

Mr. HEARD. £ that publication gives the opinion correctly, |

and as now stated by the gentleman from Maine, it ssems to me
an extraordinary opinion, that the filing of an application for a
license is equivalent to the granting of a license!
Mr. DINGLEY. That is, dur the time that it has not ac-
tually been rejected by the Co ioners.
Me. EEARI% I will say, however, that I have no information
on that point. I have not even seen the publication to which

the gentleman from Maine refers.
published in the Evening

Mr. DINGLEY. The opinion was
Star, and is to the effect: tﬁnt I have stated, and I agree entirel

with the chairman of the committee that it is a most extraordi-

nary opinion. It practically overrides the provisions of the act

of March 3, 1883, which prohibited licenses for the sale of intox-

icating liquors within 400 feet of a church or schoolhouse, with

f'f““i"c? exceptions made by an amendatory act as to those then
censed.

It is in effect an overriding of the actof March 3,1893, and I
desire simply to call the attention of the District Committee to
this extraordinary attempt of the atterney of the Distriet Com-
missioners to override in this manner an act of Congress. If
there is any intention on the partof the District Commissioners
to act under the opinion rendered by their attorney, it is ex-
tremely desirable that some amendatory act should be imme-
diately reported by the committee in order to make clear what
Congress intended by the act of March, 1893,

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Maine state the ef-
fect of that act of 18932

Mr, DINGLEY. The act of March 3, 1893, according to my
recolleetion—I have notthe act before me—prohibited the grant-
ing of licenses to liquor saloons within 400 feet of a schoolhouse
or achurch. There was subsequently an amendatoryact passed,
which excepted from the operation of thatprohibitory provision
those establishments that were liconsed at the time the act went

-into effect.

Now, under that provision, designed to relieve four or five
parties, as I understand, the atiorney of the District Commis-
sianers, according to a publication in thedaily Star of this city,
h_as given an opinion that any liquor seller who had an applica-
tion pending for a license at that time, notwithstanding the ap-
plication was rejected subsequently, but not rejected until after
ithe passage of the act of March 3, 1893, was, within the mean-
ing of the act of March, 1893, and the act amendatory thereof,
licensed, and therefore that he may continue to be licensed, al-
though carrying on his trade within 400 feet of a chureh or
schoolhouse.

Mr. HEARD. Iwill suggest that if thatisacorrectstatement | ti

of the opinion of the attorney, it would seem to me in substance
that it establishes the fact that the only man outraged was the

to the inquiry of my friend frem | this

man whose license was rejected, for those who were licensed
stood on the same ground only as those whose applications were
not considered.

Mr. DINGLEY. It isan outrage that ought not to be per-
mitted to go on.

Mr.HEARD. I think thatif oninvestigation it be found that
such opinion has been rendered, the law to which it refers ought
to be amended.

Mr. DINGLEY. But what purports to ba the opinion of the
attorney for the Commissioners has been published.

Mr. HEARD. There may be a mistake about it,and I h
there is, but if the published statement correctly sets forth the
opinion if occurs to me the gentleman is right in suggesting
that the law may need some further amendment.

Mr. DINGLEY. I merely desire to call the attention of the
committee to this attempt to override a deliberate enactment of
Congress in the interest of these men condueting business il-
legally within 400 feet of a church or schoolhouse. I have noth-
ing further to say.

2 L. H]EARD. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr.
00MBS].

Mr. COOMBS. This bill is in the line of the practice of a
great many cities, of confributing from the license fund toward
the police pensien fund.

Mr. HEARD. I will say in furtherance of the statement just
made by the gentleman, that in Brooklyn in 1892 the fund
amounted to $157,000 in round numbers, of which $78,000, or about
one-half, was derived from excise fees, the same as proposed in
ease.

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me?

Mr. COOMBS. I can net yield the floor.

Mr. BEEARD. I willyield to the gentleman from Maine later.

Mr. COOMBS. There isa very general feeling at this time
that it will be wise to do away with this way of providing funds
for that purpose. It is beginning to be looked upon as an un-
wise thing to eonneet the police as beneficiaries with the ques-

 tion of licenses.
It is & part of the duty of the ee to see that laws govern-
ing licenses are not vielated. Theplan pow propased for Wash-

inton, and now in use in several cities, creates a relation be-
tween the two thatis believed by many to be hfre;qsudiei&l to good
order. Imake that point against the bill, Mr. Speaker; and I
make the further point that it is an unwise thing te divert any
revenues before they are actually paid into the asury. This
bill proposes to give the police commissioners, who collects
these funds, the right to divert 830,000 before it goes into the
public Treasurgr.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. How mueh does this entire
fund amount to?

Mr, COOMBS. Ido notknow. I belisve in a police pension
fund; I believe in having a fund that will warrant men in tak-
ing risks when risk is necessary, but I do not believe that the
fund ought to be diverted out of any money collected from taxes
of any kind until thatfund isconverted into the Treasury. There
should be no indireet appropriations; it opens the doors to un-
limited abuses.

I think thatthe chairman of this committee will agree with me
that that is good Democratic doctrine. I am sorry that [ can
not vote for the bill, butIshall not forthese two reasons: First,
it is unwise to connect the police as beneficiaries with the li-
cense fund. It brings them into a relationship with the liguor
dealers which is not wise, proper, or in the interest of publio
order. In the second place, I think it is unwise to divert mg
funds before they go into the Treasury. Let the fund be pai
into the Treasury and then let a regular appropriation be made
if it is necessary, and I will vote for it.

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me one moment?

Mr. COOMBS. Certainly.

Me. COX. Does not this question presented here involve this
goint in its practical application? You collect from the whisky

ealer an amount of money assessed, and then you take thatfund
and make it a kind of trust fund for the benefit of

Mr. COOMBS. Yes; before you pay it into the Treasury.

Mr. COX. Wait a moment. I am not talking about that.
Now, where is the authority to fake the fund that the licensed

olicemen.

dealer pays and appropriate itas a fund for retired policemen?
Mr. HEARD. I will say that there is no authority except it
be given by this bill.

r.COX. When you take this fund, collected from the H-
censed dealer, and lzgpro iate it in that way, do not you make
the Government of the United States pay half of it? I ask you
that question.

Mr. HEARD. You just appropriate that much of the collec-

on.
Mr. COX. That results in the Government of the United
States paying half of it.
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- Mr, HEARD. I suppose it is likeany other p:gment.s. I sa[v

' that the practice and the effect would be that the amount col-

| lIscted by the District and appropriated to this use would lessen

e amount if put into the Treasury.

i Mr.COX. Precisely; so that the effect is the same as if you
appropriated any money out of the Treasury of the United States
to pay these Fenaions.

Mr. HOLMAN. To pay civil pensions.

Mr. COX. ' That is just what it is. <

Mr. HEARD. Let me say to the gentleman—

Mr. COX. Let me state that with my understanding of the
bill this will be a diversion of the funds that now go into the
Treasury, and which make up that which the Distriet 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,qs 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 United States Government is
obligated to appropriate only as much from the Federal Treas-
u? as is contributed by the District for the current expenses.
I did not clearly understand the position of the gentleman from
Tennessec.

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 Treasury 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 appropriate 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 wouldlose its half of that$30,000, which would
require an assessment on it for the half.

Mr.HEARD. Now, the gentleman has asked me a question
and I will answer him.

Mr.COX. That is what 1 want.

Mr. HEARD. I think the gentleman is wrong, 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
:]):pmpriate two millions and thirty thousand. Now, if the

irty 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, becauss 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 Distriet 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 general fund. Therefore, if the District puts$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. Theeffectof that would be tolessen the amount
that the Government would contribute by just the amount which
was diverted to this purpose.

Mr. COX. If that is so, you had better appropriate it all.

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the point is clear, I think, to
most of the gentlemen 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 Distriet contributes,
and if you lessen the amount which the District puts in from
taxation, you do not inerease, but on the contrary, you lessen
the amount which the Government has to put in. Now, if you
take $30,000 of the taxes collected in the Distriet and divert it
for this purpose, that makes $30,000 less that the Government
has to put in to equal what the Distriet puts in.

Mr. COX. So your argument means this, that if the District
of Columbia raises $2,000,000 by assessment the Government
must meet 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 large 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. That is correct.

Mr. COX. That is my proposition.

Mr. COEB of Alabama. But the argument of the gentleman
from Tennessee is based upon the idea that the Government of
the United States contributas 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 money by taxa-
tion and appropriates, out of the sum so raised, the amount
which is required to pay the current expensesof the District, or
rather half the current expenses.

Mr, COX. Who pays the other half?

Mr. COBBof Alsg’ama. The Government of the United States
giays the other half of the current expenses of the District.

ow,itis perfectly plain that if an amount of money is collected
from the taxpayers of the District which never goes into the
Treasury, that amount of money will not have to be duplicated
by the Governmentof the United States. TheGovernment will
not have to paya dollar of it. Itis justso much morey overand
above the current expenses of the District,and the Government
has nothing whatever to do with it. It is only 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 hx 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. 1 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 States, then the Government of the United States is
not called ug‘on to I:Fay a corresponding amount?

Mr. HEARD. That is correct.

Mr. COX. Thenthe gentleman’sargument is that this 30,000
is paid by the District?

r. HEARD. Certainly.

Mr. COX. Thatitis an extra amount which is paid by the
Distriet 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 it
that $30,000 was paid into the Treasury of the United States for
the District of Columbia it would reduce the amount that the
Govefnment would have to pay toward the expenses of the Dis-
trict?

Mr. 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 texation raised by tha
District, 830,000 obtained as license tax is taken out; that re-
duces the District fund to $120,000, so that the Government of
the United States has to meet by taxation only that amount.

Mr. HEARD. That is right.

Mr. COX. Now take your $30,000and put it over into the Dis-
trict account and compare it with your expense account, and you
will see the effect.

Mr. HEARD. I ask myf{riend to wait a momentand 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 amountcontributed by
the District treasury; the Government’s contribution must sim-
ply be equal to that. When, therefore, you reduce the amount
contributed to the District treasury, you lessen the contribution
of the Government instead of adding to it. Tithere werean ob-
ligation resting on the Government to make up to the District
treasuryany deficitwhichmightariseafter this jointcontribution,
the gentleman would b2 right; but there is nosuch agreement; the
limit of what the Government contributes is the amount contrib-
uted by the District for current expenses. Therefore, when this
District fund is reduced $30,000 we thereby lessen to thatextent
the eontribution of the Government instead of adding to it.

Mr. COX. Iam sorry we do not agree on this point.

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, if the gentleman from Tennes-
see [Mr. Cox] will 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
ouf.

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 thegentleman 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 Districtof Columbia, 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 amount which the taxpay-
ers of the District have paid into the Treasury, and thereis the
gentleman’s error. The only money which the Government of
the United States pays is an amount equal to the amount re-

uired to be expended for public purposes in the District—not
the amount collected from the taxpayers. Doesnot the gentle-
man see the distinction?

Here is, we will suppose, $3,000,000 collected from the taxpay-
ers of the District, which goes into the publie Treasury. The,
amount needed to be expended in the city for public purposes is-
we will suppose, $5,000,000, of which the amountpaid by the Dis-
trict is two millions and a 'haJl', and the amount paid by the Gov-
ernment two millions and a half, leaving in the Treasury $500,000
collected from the taxpayers. This ance remains there for
any proper expenditure that may be made under any act of Con-

ress.

: Now, here is a proposition to pay 830,000 for aspecific purpose.
The proposition is 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 t.ge 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. Butitis (&uit.e evident
that this is an extra fund, not going into the publie Treasury,
not used for ordinary District purposes; and the Government of
the United States will not have to pa% 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 expenditure the Government of the United
States has nofhing to do.

Mr. GROUT. In fact the Government gains by it.

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes; the Government gainsbyit. If
this money going intothe Treasury were considered an ordinary
District expenditure, the Governmentol the United States would
have to appropriate an equal amount; but the proposition of this
bill is to take this proposition out of that category, to make ita
separate fund for a sgeciﬁc urppse; and the District taxpayers
alone contribute to this fund. It seemstome this proposition is
too plain for argument.

r. DINGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama
Mr. CoBB] whether the Congress of the United States is not
und to exercise the same discrefion 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 prineiple is one which seems to me exceedingly unwise.

Mr, COBB of Alabama. Very well,I shall not take issue with
the gentleman on that point. Iamnottalking about the under-
lying prineiple, but simply endeavoring to state what this propo-
sition is. .

My proposition would bs, 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, cousidering 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 Iwould 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
%arucular fund should be paid, that is, by the taxpayers of the

istrict alone. If that prineiple is to prevail this%ill carries it
out and the Government of the Unite&] 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 yietd to the gentleman from Indiana.

Mr. HOLMAN. 1Isimply 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 carry on the
District government, and this proposed pension system of the
Distriet police is simp]{ a diversion of a certain amount from
the sum raised b{ taxation for a specific ﬁ“t; but the burden,
after all, of deficiencies falls on the Federal system.

But I rose mainly to callattention toa fact that was mentioned
on the floor a few years agowhen thesubject 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 correct or not—but it was stated thatduring the
sittings of that constitutional Convéntion, some gentleman, pos-
sibly Robert Morris, proposed a provision prohibiting Congress
from creating a eivil 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 eivil 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 the
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 psople—to pay pensions 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 thatno consti-
tu;iﬁnal 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 agoin relation to the Federal judiciary at a time when the
subject could not receive proper consideration. It was during
the period of reconstruction. ButI implore the House not to go
beyond that. Itisdiscouraging tothe friendsof 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

ou pay to men disabled in the conflicts of arms. Gradually the
?avoritism of classes common fo all monarchies is creeping into
our system of government. For one, 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 favored liberal pensions for patriotic services in
war, in the Army or Navy. Noone can dougt the justice of this
policy, but I protest against the granting of civil pensions. I de-
nounce acivil pension list as un-American. Itis easyto seehow
such a system, if once inangurated, will grow and expand until
in the progress of time itshall have impoverished the masses of
our people for the benefit of the few. I enter my protestagainst
a civil pension list as not only un-American, but as & 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.
Tennessee [Mr. Cox].

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the proposition that Thave been dis-
cussing lies in this direction. If you take $30,000 (and I usethat
sum merely as an illustration of the revenues of the District) and
appropriate it for this special purpose, to say the very least of
it, you will have levied a special tax of that amount on the Dis-
trict for the purposeof creating a fundfor civil-service pensions.
There is no doubt of that. There is no dodging that proposi-
tion. Now, whether you would increase the taxes of the Gen-
eral Government or nof, I stop for a moment just simply toask
when you undertake to legislate for the District of Columbia
and the city of Washington, to tax the people of the District of
Columbia for the creation of a special fund for the purpose of
E}l&ying special pensions for certain officers in the employ of the

istrict, I ask, gentlemen, where it is to end?

Mr. HEARD. I willsay to the gentleman, if headdresses that
inquiry to me, that he has now stated the case exactly right.
He is correct in that statement.

Ml:. COX. Well, I am very glad to know that I am correct
anyhow.

r. HEARD. AndIam glad to be able to congratulate you
upon the fact.

ield a few moments fo the gentleman from
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Mr. COX. Very well; I will proceed now, if the gentleman
will allow me.

Mr. . Ishall not occupy but smoment of your time.
The proposition is that this is to lev%)t.his tax Fra.ctimllf on
the people of the Distriet themselves, by themselves, and for a

purpose. That is true.

Now my to the gentleman is this, that the people of
this District are alone interested, and they come and ask Con-
gress, which can alone make the provision, that they mag pa.g
their own taxes and provide a fund for these superannuated an
crippled policemen. They ask permission to do this thing, and
Congress holds the purse strings of the District. They can not

v the authority except from Congress. If Congress 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 of the General
Government, but simply authorizing the people of the District to
make the fund and foot the bill,

Mr. COX. But you are taking all my time. [La.nfhter.]

Mr. HEARD. 1willgivethe gentleman more timeif he wants
it. But putting this ﬂtﬂlestion fairly before the House it issim-
ply.a proposition to allow the people of the District to pay out
of their own funds a certain tax to be ap to care of
disabled and superannuated policemenand their families. Appli-
cation is made by this bill to Congress for authority todo t

ing. 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. Mor. Speaker, the District Commissioners sent
this bill tous. As I have stated here ro%eu.tedly, they are in
my judgment the immediate representatives of the people of
the District, and I will say to the gentleman that probably fifty
taxpayers in this Distriet have spoken to me favorably about
this matter, and there has not been a single protest, and I am
advised that the public press and the people of the District
unanimously approve it. This is not a new proposition. Itis
simply to uXd to a fund established firstin1861,and again added
to in 1886 by a Democratic House, on an apmﬁmaﬁon bill, and
it is simply a proposition to add to that w is now inade-

te. '

ua
4 Mr. COX. Will the gentleman pardon me foran interruption?

Mr. HEARD. Certainly.

Mr. COX. If that prineiple is correct, that the ayers of
the District of Columbia ask Congress to apply a special fund for
the purpose of paying pensions upon a civil-service list, I ask

entlemen in all candor and honesty, when a man serves the

vernment of the United States in & civil capacity, and after
a lapse of years is worn out by age and infirmities, does not the
same argument apply with allof its force in favor of putting him
on a pension list?

Mr, HEARD. DNotatall.

Mr. COX. What is the reason it does not apply? Isnot a
man who is working in the 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 Rut a taxupon the District
of Columbia for aFurpose 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 interruption?

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 mate difference.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
[Mr. Coomss] is entitled to the floor.

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield for a mo-
ment? ; y

Mr. COOMBS. Yes. '

My. COBB of Alabama. I just wantto sayone word in answer
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and also in an-
swer to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. COX], in regard to
this pension business. I am as much cTBposad to a civil pension
list as anybody 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 mt.icalls
the common council of the District of Columb amf in regar
to this matter we are doin% that which the civil authorities of
every large city in the United States are in the habit of doing

for their police officers.
Mr. STOCKDALE. BSuppose this bill should pass, and then

the Capitol police should come in and ask that they be put in
the same attitude? et

Mr,. COBB of Alabama. That would be a question for Con-
gress o determine when it came up.

Mr, BRETZ. Are you nof setting a precedent for it?

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Notat because this matter,as I
said before, is in line with the action of every large city in the
country, if I am correctly informed, or if 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 notsure about that. L

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They have a fund for this purpose,
if my information is correct.

Mr. HEARD. The report shows that the cities of New Yorlk;,
Brooklyn, and Boston have similar funds. 2

iMr. OBB of Alabama. It is not, strictly speaking, a pen-
sion.

Mr. HOLMAN. Inmostcities, Iunderstand,a portion of the
month of each policeman is set apart and applied to this
fund. ButIwish toaskmy friend if the Government of the United
States, at & moment when le tion 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 great mass of people you have in your employment
in connection with the river and harbor system—engaged in
})erilous employment—how can you answer the argument in
avor of granting them pensions, after ml:'m? the principle
that it was proper as applicable to the District of Columbia? If
it is proper here, it is proper in every other Department.

Mr, COBB of Alabama. If it is proper in New York, is if not
prgﬁer everywhere else?

. HOLMAN, Woe 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 peo;j).:l of the District of 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 ste
is taken it will be invoked year after year, in casesthat are muc
sm than this. Iam wil fo pay these gentlemen ample
8 where they render public service, but not a dollar ge-
yond. Why, a member of Congress claims that he is worn out
by the publicservice, 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 of men?

Mr. HOLM.A_'g. L‘ff only theory about the matter would be
this: The salary should be sufficient, and a portion of the fund,
i'ust as in the case of your army establishment up here, the mil-

tary home, should be set apart for their use under just such clr-
cumstances as it is now desired toappropriate fhis fund. That
{st&zprinciple of your National Home; and I see no impropriety
n t. :

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I just want to say,in conclusion, in
answer to the gentleman who took my time, that I am notadvo-
cating a civil pension list, nordo I proi)ose to ufa further in this
legislation than the District atithorities would, if they had a
government of their own, be authorized to go in the direction of
the practices which obtain in the various cities of this country.

So far as the bill provides for civil pensions it should
amended. I will consent to go no further in the direction ofaid
to policemen than fo provide a plan which, avoiding the ideaof
granting pensions, will give such femporary relief as the exi-
gencies of their service demand.

Mr. COOMBS., Do I understand the gentleman from Maine
desires to address the House? :

Mr. REED. I would like & moment or two.

Mr. COOMBS. I want to say about ten words.

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from New York has the flgor,

Mr. COOMBS. How much time does the gentleman
Maine desire?

Mr. REED, A few moments.

I think the gentleman from Missouri made some mistake in

his opening statement in r:fﬂarﬁ to this question,gs he epoke of
itasa extension of existing law. To my d it is ve
different from that. The existing law provides thas fin

are inflicted upon duty and mone

olicemen for n t
which arises from the sale of uncla.in::ﬁ goods and money wh.
has been bestowed upon the body for meritorious services are
to be appropriated for a particular pnrpomn it having peen
discovered that that was not a sufficient fund, the law went fur-
ther and provided that the policeman should pay $1 a month dut
of hisown , o become a t of this fund.
Mr. HEABD.GeWﬂl the gentleman allow a correction?

Mr. = riainly.
Mr. e hhlni you will find nﬁy‘hmmnrk to be t it
was proposed to increase the fund established by existing law.
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Mr. REED. Very well; I am glad the gentleman @id not say
what I supposed, but I think the impression made was—

Mr. HEARD. I then wenton to explain how this 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 evergthing, it is now proll):uoaed to make a fund which shall
be paid by the people of the Distriet of Columbia, and possibly
by the people of the United States. Now, whether it 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-
venses omhe District of Columbia, for reasons which are very
simple and fhin' But whether we should ado&:ntho plan of a
pension for disabled policemen is another question; and it isa
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 ¥ It may be
that it was not proper to pension policemen; but having pen-
sioned policemen, whynot pensionotherequally deserving men?®”

Why, I have seen the whole ‘““leave” system extend over the
civil service, until the Government pai;s one-twelfth more than

other employer, simply because of this system, and as my
md extends back over the service, I find that owing to the
adoption of the civil-service plan, unless men can 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 going to take this form,
that the old men are going to be objects of charity.

Government emplﬁ{éa, as a rule, spend their entire salary;
and when they get old the alternative is presented to the man
who has the appointing power, at the head of a departmentf to
either keep that man in when he has become useless, on full
pay, or discharge him and throw him upon the charities of the
coilzl world. That he is not likely to do; and there are services
already clamoring here for action on the partof Congress, 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 problem 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 ou{:t to eommence at the
beginning. Instead of paying twelve hundred dollars a year,
we ought to commence at five hundred. Instead of stopping at
eighteen hundred or fwo 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 fo provide for the superannuated and the disabled, so
that a man who is useless shall not bs 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 p:fning the large salaries that
we now pay, and at the same time having to provide asuperannu-
ated fund to keep these public servants in decent condition in
their old age, when, properly, they oughtto havesaved enough
for that purpose out of their abundant salaries; for the salaries

aid to the clerks and other departmental employés of the
B’nited States are large compared with the nature of their em-
ployment, and they weremade large because, under the old sys-
tem, a man gave five or six, or seven or eight of the best years
of his life to the service, and then quit it, and it was reasonable
that he 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 the men will not save
what will keep them in their old age, you can save it for them.
Otherwise you do in that branch of the public service what you
are doing in the Revenue Service to-day.

There are manymen there who are entirelyunfit for sea duty,
and yet who are receiving the same pay as if they were active,
vigorous men, while the young men in the service are being de-
layed in their promotion and prevented from receiving the pa
to which they are properly entitled. I freelyadmit that there g
onestrong reason why something speeial should'be done for police-
men. Their occupation may at times become dangerous, and a
man ought to have the consolation of kno , when he 3
into a fight in the performance of his official duty, that he does
not risk the sustenance of his family by so doing. Consequently,
I say there is a certain propriety in doing something of tklﬂa

kind for policemen, but the law has already struck the frua
?lm, whieh is to make the force contribute to a superannuation

und in such fashion as fo egrovide that disability or superannua-
tion shall not be followed by poverty and suffering. In other
words, when these men will not save from their salaries, we as
publie officers ought to adopt some Ela.n or system by which a
portion of their salaries shall be saved for them.

Now, what effect that has upon this particular pending meas-
ure I leave for the House o consider.

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Maine understands, of
course, that the District of Columbia has no means of making
any pgov‘lsion 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 gentleman con-
cedes the progriety,and even the necessity, of establishing such
a fund as this?

Mr. REED. What Isay is that, if we are going to establish
such a system, we ought to eslablish it ugfn a sound principle,
and to my mind this is not exastly the right wayto doit. II we
are not paying these policemen enough so that we can take out
of their salaries a fund which will save from suffering and want
those who become superannuated or disabled, then we ought to
paﬁ them more, but we ought to make the job a complete one,
and a proper precedent as well.

Now, look at the situation. Here we have freed our office-
holders from the danger of being turned out by unmeritorious
persons—except, perhaps, in the g?rwury Departmentand afew
other places [langhter], and the result is that those tlemen
are forming associations so as to impress upon us their views
with regard to their own salaries, and we are impressionable
people. [Laughter.] We are moved by the cry of distress, es-
Fee.Eﬂ.ly when it is backed up by a considerable voting power.

Laughter.] Itseemstome thateivil-service reform hasreached
that point when it ought to be talken hold of in the right spirit,
and with due regard to the change of attitude of the Govern-
ment toward its civil employés, in order that two things may be
accomplished: In the first {u.ca, that the Government shall re-
ceive the faithful service of trained men, and in the second place,
that the Government 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. ARD. With the permission of the gentleman from
New York[Mr. CoomBs], I want to say just a word in reply to
the gentleman from 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.

Mr. 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
gentleman from Maine. He has inveighed against the system
of ;iensioning civil servants as a general rule, against the prin-
ciple of providing pensions for people who ought fo provide for
themselves.

Mr. REED. No. Itis quite evidentthatIhavenotmade my
meaning clear. I say that 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. HEARD. I come now directly to the point to which at-
tention has been called, and I think there can be no misunder-
stan about it. The %:ntleman insists that, however com-
mendable thé objeet ma , 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 would 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 1836 and
which has 1:})roved to be inadequate.

rﬁr._ I;E D. Inadequate in amount, but not inadequate as to

ciple.
2 Mr. HEARD. Well, of course, you might deduet half the
salary of these policemen sofaras that is concerned; but in point
of fact the amount realized from that source is not nt.
The question then is, what is the better way o increase this
fund, and Task the gentleman’sattention to this plan. The propo-
sition is to divert certain excise taxes—

Mr. REED. That does not make any difference.

Mr. HEARD. I think itdoes; Ithink I can convince the gen-
tleman thatit does. The proposition is todivert a certain fund
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collected in the District by excise taxes, and a.pl?l{nit to this
specific object. Now, the diversion of that fun this way
would not, I still insist, tax the citizens outside of the District
to the extentof one dollar. Iinsistthatgentlemen are bound to
concede that point, because 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

uestion with some members on this floor) whether this provi-
sion can be made in accordance with the wishes of the ipeo le of
this District without taxing ipeogla outside the District is not
a just and a wise one. The plan here pmé)oaed, 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
necessary deduction for the creation of this fund, then any in-
erease of salary made for the police fund would come partiall
out of the United States Treasury, because this fund is pai
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. Allright; 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 gtt:nﬂeman on that point.
That compact was made; whether it entirely fair or not we
find it existing and should respect it s0 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-
creas: 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 peopleof this District for a purpose applicable alone
to the District, in accordance with the application made by eiti-
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 theyn 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 prac-
tice of the United States Government. But here is an applica-
tion from the people, for whom, as the gentleman from Alabama
has said, we are by the laws made a common couneil, 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 Distriet, 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
sanctioned by the citizens whose money is to be thus expended,
as has been done by the common councils of Brooklyn, Boston,
ete., and 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 a.ccom}:lished {if it should be accomplished)
and the Government’s policemen in this city make application
frl)lr si:g:ila.r provision, what answer will the gentleman make to
them?

Mr. HEARD. I will say to those Government policemen that
the people of thiscountry, 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. Butsuppose thatapplication is made?

Mr. HEARD. Wewould have the right torejectit, of course.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Isnotthe princ%pla the same?

Mr. HEARD. Notatall;forthisreason:thatthe present f}rop—
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
fo pay the taxation levied; and if there is a deficit they have got
to 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].
m’l‘he SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remain-

t;%r. HUTCHESON. I would like to occupy about ten min-
utes.

Mr. HEARD. Ishall 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
Irom New York [Mr. CooMBS].

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I think the greatest op-
Bortunity ever presented to Congress is presented right here.

rom 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 thathe
wants to limit this to the city of Washington. Thatsuggestion
is entirely correct. If this system should be extended to other
portions of the country, the policemen of this District would
not be any better 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 golicemen here and policemen elsewhere, 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 Eeap[e of Washington, and there was to be an aris-
tocracy established in this country, I would insist that we should
have our full shareof it. I would want our policemen pensioned
and nobody else's.

If you want immigration to come to thiscountry, just pass this
bill, and all the ships that plow the sea will not be able to bring
the numbers that will wantto come in. Youwill 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 whomy great-great-great-
grandfather was, but I do know that my father is a pensioned
policeman and lives in the District of Columbia.” [Laughter.]

Any man under the sun who is anxious to rize 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 brass 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. Itis the grandest oPi)ort.unit
ever presented to this country, and that man in the Fifty-thir
Congress who votes against it votes against the chance of his
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 greatdeal 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 pension fund,or bring him
in contact with the local liguor dealer in any way except to en-
force the law. That is one proposition, and the othet:gs that I
think it undemocratic and improper to divert funds before they
get into the Treasury. )

And I want to express in cloain%amy sense of appreciation of
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 which we now have under
consideration.

Mr. HEARD. I yield to the gentleman from Towa[Mr. HEP-

BURN].

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, there are two or three objec-
tions to this bill, it seems to me, which have not been considered.
One, that this amount asked for is unnecessary. 1t 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 only a deflcit 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 wit
which the necessities for this fund have iner e find 666
er cent of increase since 1885, or in other words this pension
und has grown at that rate. I desire also to call yourattention
to the extraordinary expenditure necessary for this fund in the
city of New York. The amount needed as a pension fund for
about 4,000 men is $485,000. More than $120 perecapita upon the
policemen of that eity would be required to make good the pen-
sion fund if raised by contribution from the force. Apply that
to the two and three-quarters millions of men that were in the
Federal army, and if the same ratio was observed, your pension
list, now $145,000,000, would be increased to $350,000,000 a year.
It is entirely safe in my judgment to continue the method of
raising this fund now in vogue. Leu there be appropriated a
sum, whatever it ma.{lba, from the monthly pay of each ol these
men necessary for the requirements of this fund. It will be
carefully scrutinized then, there will not be the extraordinary
growth which is now apparent, and the expenditure of the fund
will be limited to what is absolutely necessary. It may bs that
it will be required eventually to increase the pay, and some
would say that that was tantamount to an appropriation of this
character. But it would not be, in my judgment; because there
would be a careful scrutiny and examination of every expendi-
ture, there would be an interest on the part of all the force in
seeing that there were no abuses in the fund, and that it was
being applied to necessary and legitimate purposes only.
Ithini,too,Mr. Speaker, that there is very much force in the
objection raised by the gentleman from New York [Mr. CooMBs].
If the liguor license fund of this city is set s%art for this special
urpose, it gives policemen an interest in that business and in
fh'at. fund and the profits arvising from it, that they otherwise
would not have. Instead of being watchlul and careful with re-
ard to what is going on in the saloons, they will have a direct,
gr if not a direct, certainly some interest in having the largest
possible returns from that business, so that the fund from-which
their pensions are fo be derived shall in no instance be jeopard-
ized. I do not think that the police force of this city should be
forcad into a copartnership with the liquor-dealing interest of
the city. The policeman ought to be the enemy of the saloon
and not its sponsor. He ought to have his eye on the saloon at
all times, because gll men recognize the fact that the saloon is
the nursery of crime here,as well aselsewhere, and there should
beé no relation between the police and that interest to make it
his ?leasure or interest to look leniently on the saloon, the chief

of all the e:i%miehhgf society.

Mr. HEARD. r. Speaker, I only care to say a few words.
Directing my attention to the remarks made by the gentleman
from Texas ﬁ\i’r. HUTCHESON] for a moment, I will say that in-
stead of this being an attempt to create an aristocracy, or an
attempt to create a new class, that is not the case. The police
pension fund exlists in this District to-day, as has been explained
fully, It was inaugurated by an enactment in 1861, and later in
1886, That fund is now inadequate, and this is a method which
is suggested by the Commissioners for the increaseof that fund.
Whetger this is a proper method of raising that money or not,
is for the House to determine.

I have put the case fairly before the House, and have sub-
mitted with the report a statement which shows that this plan
is in forece in Brooklyn, New York, Boston, and perhaps other
cities. I do not know of any better plan for ra.isin% the neces-
sary money here. There may be a batter plan. Thisplan,Iin-
sist, however, has this merit: That it is designed to provide
that the money shall be raised notfrom the people of the United
States, but from the people in the District; and as I say, this
bill is here in response to an application on the part of the peo-
ple for this legislation, for their benefit, to be paid for out of
their money, and not from the Treasury of the United States. I
have responded to their demand as best I could, believing it

to be riiht\, and realizing that this is the one legislative body to-

which they can appeal for authority to exﬁend their own money
for such publie purposes as they may think right.

Mr. BYNUM. I should like to aslk if the gentleman has ever
made any investigation as to what rales have been adopted by
this board that passes on the question of disability? [ ask that
for the reason that I have also ncticed the same point made by
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], that this appropria-
tion has grown so enormously that {t does seem to me that it is
being squandered.

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman that, as I under-
stand it, the provision is explained in the statement made by the
chief of police.

Mr. BYNUM. My question is whether you have made any
investigation as to the rules regulating the determination of dis-
ability. Unless the matter is properly conducted there would
be danger of a man being Eut or the pension list to get rid of
him, or something of that kind.

XXVI—384

Mr. HEARD. I have never had occasion to examine that
question in detail. The police force stands in the same relation
as the firemen, the school board, and othersof thatkind. These
matters of detail are supervised by the District Commissioners,
and I have never had my attention specially directed to tiis,
because no occasion required it. I am not able to give any more
detailed information than the report presents.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say that I have read this
bill with some care since it was called up this morning, and also
the report. <

Under the law of 1861 and the law of 1885, as has been stated,
the pension that goes to disabled policemen goes substantially
from their pay. Certain fines for breach of disciplineare levied
against policemen from time totime, when they ought to be, and
those fines go into this pension fund, and a dollar a month is
taken from the salary of eich policeman, of whom I believe
there are about four hundred, and this sum goes into the pen-
sion fund.

As now constituted, every man on the police force is inter-
ested in seeing that no one gets there improperly, becausz the
policemen themselves pay the bills. They not only police the
city, but they police this fund; and the same principle applies
to appointments. I apprehend that it would now be pretty dif-
ficult to getaman upon the police force who in fact is disabled,
because the members of the force would naturally watch that
matter narrowly to see that no man was appointed who would
be likely soon to become a charge upon that fund, which the
members of the police force pay.

I am not opposed to payment of disabled policemen, but I be-
lieve that the law should be amended increasing their pay some-
what, if propsr, and increasing the amount taken from their
monthly pay to gointo thisfund. Therefore, Ishall yote against
this bill in its present shape, with the hopeand expectation that
the Committee on the District of Columbia will mature a proper
bill and report it to the House at an early day. A policeman
now gets, I believe, 8900 a year to begin Wf’th. and the highest
pay that the privates can get is $1,080. I have no doubt, as the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has well said, that they might
properly commence at a smaller rate, perhaps gt $600, and the
age be fixed a little younger than it now is for them to goon the
force,and then let length of service and fidelity give the gradual
increase of pay.

As to the public service being treated in this way all along
the line, that will come later. The gentleman from Texas may
talk about the aristocracy of office-holders from a tenure during
good behavior. It is very easy to talk about that kind of thing.
We aro all talking about it. Yet we have already taken the
stap, and Prou can not get rid of it, either. You can not repeal
your civil-service law; and the result is that we take a callow
youth, who could not earn, as a rule, 8400 a year in private em-
ployment anywhere in the United States, and we start him in a
clerical pesition under the civil service,at a thousand or twelve
hundred dollars a year. Once iu, if he gets his backing, he is .
promobed up to $1,800 for the maximum in the classified service.
That starts our eivil employés at a higher rate than Great Brit-
ain pays when her employés go off the roll at the age of sixty-
two on half pay.

These things will have to be looked to after awhile, as the
gentleman from Maine has so ably said, and as I believe every
thinking man will acknowledge.

But, as I understand, we are not going to look after that to-
day; but we can look after this to-day, namely: we could refuse
to divert $30,000 a year from the District revenues for this pen-
sion fund. When you divert it, if you pass this bill, I fear it will
be twice as easy to become a policeman and twice as easy to be
pensioned as it is now, because the pension will be paid out of
the Distriet revenues instead of being paid by the policemen.
That is about all T want to say.

Mr. McNAGNY. Will the gentleman pardon me for asking
him a question?

Mr. CANNON of Illnois. Certainly.

Mr. MCNAGNY. Iwouldlike to havethe gentleman’s opinion
of this phase of the question—whether or not civil pensions are
not wrong in prineiple, baeavse they sap the independence and
sell-reliance of Amerieans, which is the best capital of all our
men and women?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say to my friend I have had,
in the past fifty years, the experience which most men and boys
throughout the length and breadth of the country have had,
who have had to make their own way. I have had the ambi-
tion and experience that the ordinary boy has had, taught at
the country school, and all that sort of thing, and I will grant
that years aﬁg it was perhaps a gool thing for an American cit-
izen to getolfice underthe Government. But I want to say now,
in light of the experience I have had, the same industry and




-

6130

OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JuNe 11,

ability that command , if & man rests upon his merit in the
publie service, will yitﬁmefold in pl‘if‘atgo service.

We have entered upon a new era, and I can not st.og it, and
you can ot stop it; we had just as well march up and lgok it
squarely in the face, and say we have adloﬂted a system, and are
not going to repeal ib, that does away with the necessity for the
salaries that were paid heretofore, and that we had better r
vise our salaried list and make it lower, for without law inm
cases and with it in some cases we practically give a civ ns‘ﬁn
in many instances. When a member of Congress dies %é' ®
his widow not to exceed $5,000; when an employé of thil ouse
dies we bury him and give his widow six months’ pay. 1 Fed-
eral judges can retire at the age of 70, aften ten yeéars’ service,
on full pay. Intheclassifiedserviceemployés incompetent from
age or disease remain in service at full pay when they should
retire on hajf gay or no pgﬁ;ﬂ

I have stood here for y years, and sometimes when my
fellow-members thought me ungracious, and by the mere right
to say no, have kept considerable amounts of money from Be F
paid that seemed to me to look like establishing in effect a civil
pension. I did it for the reason that it seemed to me that we
oughtnot to go further in that direction until the whole matter
was taken up and intelligently considered. I have in mind two
cases where I objected, and made, or helped to make, the fight.

One was the case of Justice Miller, the other of Chief Justice

Waite. They were great men, and served their country well;
and the proposition was to pay 83,000 or 810,000 to each of their
widows. It was a little ungra.cid‘us, my [riends thought, and I
was not quite clear myself whether I should not consent to it,
on asecount of the sggiee of their distinguished husbands, de-
ceased; notwithstanding that, Iknew that seated about the floor
of this House there were many men ready to make the same
motion for the widow of eva'r{f}nited States judge whohad ailed
for the last twenty-five or thirty years, and latér on as other
judees should die.
. Now, all of these things grow on us; and we will not only have
the tenure in the civil service of the Unaiag States that istolast
during good behavior and life, but we w ave it upon the most
extravagant terms, unless we wake up at an early day and take
the matter in hand and regulate it. However, I will agath
apologize for havi::g spoken in this mafter; 1&erhapa I should
not have done so had not the gentlemanfrom Maine so ably and
clearly called attention to the matter; but I will ss{ aﬁain, asto
this specific bill, for the reaspng asqe ned my vote shall be '‘ng;"”
and if it i8 defeated I trust that the Committee on the District
of Columbia will properly investigate and at an early date report
a bill by which this uetﬁsionf d can be ingreased, and increased
from the earnings of the beneflciaries themselves and their fel-
lows.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesses. I want to ask my friend,
if he will make any snggestion, from what source this incréase
- can properly be made for an increase of the pensions of the po-
licemen.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In my i‘udgment if you will pro-
vide that no man shall bs appointed a policeman who is over
twenty-four years of age, that his salary should begin at about
$500—I am not particular as to the exact amount—and that it
should increase évery year of faithful service 850 or 3100, as the
case might be, until it reached the maximum of a thousand or a
thousand and eighty, which is the present maximum, then, as
you Have four hundred of these men, if you would deduct three
or four dollars instead of 81 a month from each, you wo }d have
afund which would be large enough to takecareof the disgbled,
a fund that four hundred men would be interested in policing to
ses 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
maximum $1,080.

Mr. DINGLEY. And only $1 a month is deducted for this
fund. Now, therewould be no diffieulty in increasing the dedue-
tion to $50 per annum, whi¢h would furnish amost abundantfund
and the eompensation would still be very liberal.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, the committee ought to in-
vestizate the whole matter. OI courseit 1s impossible forme to
suggest what the details of such a bill should be, but I think the
bill ought to he constructed on thaf principle.

Me. HEARD. I hope the District Committee will have the
benefit of the gentleman’s suggestions. I see that one of these
acts was d on an appropriation bill when the S‘fﬁ tleman
from Illinois wasa member of the Appropriations Com ,and
it might be well that the result of that committee’s investigation
should be brought to bear to supplement the labors of the Dis-
trict Commities.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The act of which the gentleman
speaks is the one passed in 1885, the firs yegrcﬁm 7 glaveland'a
first Administration. I had not the hénor at time to be in

3? ﬁﬁy on the ooﬁmlttee but the provision put upon that
C t there should be & dollar a month deducted tom tha
salary of each policeman to make up this fund. That, I think,
1‘@ in the line of correct legislation, and while I ought not have
the credit of it, having Eeen in the minorify, I was on the com-

“tt?i?ﬁ and I have no dou

e tine.

Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That was before President
Cleveland came in.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, just as President Arthur
went out.

r. HEARD. Mr. Speakg]é, g am somewhat surprised to see

80 much opposifion manifested to this bill, but it may be that a
better method of providing this fund may be devised, either in
a bill presented by some individual member of the House or by
the committee. It has been suggested to me thaf it might be
:vel}’ to withdraw this bill, but I do not ses any reason for doing

bt that I indorsed the proposition at

Ths committee have presented this as the plan ggproved by
the Commissioners. The discussion thatwe have had this morn-
.’m%‘lhas doubtless been profitable to the commifttee and tous all,
and may prove to be so fo the Commissioners also, and to the
police department. lamin ffvor, however,of letting the House
pass its judgment. upon the bill, and, therefore, I ask for a vote.

The SPEAKER. General debate is concluded.

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, since thisbill has been belore the
committee, in fact within the last thirty minutes, tliere has been
brought to me a report of the Commissioners upon this subject.
They recommend favorable action upon the bill, as they do in
the report which has been read here, but in this they also sug-
g;st an pmendment which, in deferencs to their views, I now
offer.

The amendment was read, as follows:

Add the following words, after the word '* Distriet,” in line 26: Provided
fyr{her, That th efufther sum of §,000 per annum, or so much thereol aé may
% necessary, of themopeys received as aforesaid shall be a 10 Carry-
i Eom the provisigns of the act approved February 25, 185, entitled, ‘‘An

makin ap‘pm)? tions to provide for the expenses of the govérnmentof
District of Co

bia for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1886, and fo
other purposes,” which establls Qea theé firemen's rellef fund. l‘

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment.

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr, Speaker, before that ?uestiop is put,
I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri whether there
is any gnsion fund now for firemen in this District?

Mr. HEARD. This amendment recommended by the Com-
miislsioners would indicate 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 Q[he amendment just réad, but the gentleman from Indiana
begide me [ Mr. HOLMAN] says that there is a fireman’s fund.

r. HOLMAN. That is my recollection.

Mr. HEARD. Mr, Speaker, upon consultation with some of
mylcolleagues upon the committee, and at their suggestion, I ask
that this bill be recommitted to the committee. -

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If
that is agreed to will it do away with debate upon the bill in
case it is brought forward again by the committee?

The SPEAKER. Not at all.

Mr, HEARD. I assure the gqntleman that he shall 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. Mr. Speaker; I call up the bill H. R. 6953,
the purpose of which is to authorize and require the extension
of the cable road from its present terminus at Thirzy-sat:;mgl
and M streets to a polnt opposite the end of the Aqueduct
Bridge,and to authorize the company to acquire land thére and
build a sta.ti{)ﬁ.E

The SPEAKER. Thisbillought tobe considered in Commit~
tee of the Whole.

Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be con-
si(}&lred n the House as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. PERKINS. I object.

Mr. HEARD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
g?lve it.aeln into Committee of the Whole for the consideration

his bill.
he motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committeeof the
Whole, Mr. O'NE1L of Massachusetts in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk will read.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Bs it enacled, ele., That the Was ton and Georgetown Railroad Com-
be, and it is hereby, directed and required to extend its tracks and run
ts carsthereon as follows: Beginning at the present terminus of its tracks
in Georgetown; thence west on M street to or near Thirty-fourth street;
thence northerly and westerly, on a private right of way to be acq by
gaid company to a point to be éeslg?n.wd by the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, between M and Prospect, Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth
streets.

SEC. 2. That all plans relating to the location and construction of said
railroad extension and of the enger houses hereinafter mentioned shall
be subject to the approval of t.ge Commissionersof the District of Columbia;
the s company shall furnish at the western terminus of its route a pas-
senger house within such reasonable timeas may be required by thesaid 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 o;&:assengars. upon terms mutually agresd [t:lpon bysaid
railway company and the co: g line or lines, or,in default of agree-
ment, as may be fixed by the said Commissioners. Any violation of the re-
quirements of this section as to passenger house shall be punished by afine
of §50 for eachday such violation is continued and maintained, said fine to
berecovered in any court of competent jurisdiction at the suit of the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia.

SEC. 8. That the sald company shall bear all the expenses of necessary
changes to underground construction incident to the construction of the ex-
tension of its roads herein directed and required, and shalldeposit with the
Treasurer of the United States, before commencing work onsaid extension,
to the credit of the Washington Aqueduct, such sum as the Secretary of War
may consider necessary to defray all the expenses that may be incurred by
the United States in connection with the inspection of the work of construe-
tion of said extension, and in making any damages done by said com-

¥, or its works, or by any ofits contracting agent.s, to any wiater mains,
E?t?fwea, or ap and in completing, asthe 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 thesaid company shall
also deposit, as aforesaid, such further sums rorsaidg_u 3es atsuch times
as the ggz:reta.ry of War may consider necessary: FProvided, That the said
sum shall be disbursed like other moneys apFroEJrla.ted for the Washington
Agqueduct, 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 account of its disburse-
ment in detail: And provided also, That disbursements of said daéwslt.s shall,
except in cases 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 District of Columbia such amounts as may be deemed necessary b
the Commissioners of said Distrlet to cover the cost of inspection, supervi-
sion, pavement, and incident to the said extenslon of its : any
. unexpended balance of such deposits remaining after the completion of the
said extension shall be returned to sald company with an account in full of
the disbursement of such deposit.

Sec. 4. That the sald com: shall commence the construction of theex-
tension of its road, herein directed and required to be made, within three
months and complete it, with cars thereon, within six months after
the date of the passage of this act: Prow That this time limit shall ba

waived in case of unavoidable delay in securing the right of way herein au- |'

thorized. Any violation of the requirements of this seetion shall be pun-
ished by a fine of §0 for each day such violation is continued and maln-
tained, said fine to be recovered in any courtof compsatent jurisdiction at
the suit of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.

SEC. 5. That in the eventthe said railroad company shall be unabletocome
to any agreement with the owner or owners of anyland 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 ishereby authorized wo
institute proceedings in the supreme courtof the Distriet of 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, sald proceedings to be under suchrulesand regulations as to notice as
said court may prescribe.

SEc. 6. That sald railroad company is anthorized to furnish and maintain
a passenger house at Pennsylvania avenue between the tracks of the Na
Yardand 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 States.

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol-
lows:

Strike out the foilowinﬁ:

“Sec. 6. That the sald railroad company is authorized to furnish and
maintain a passenger house at Pennsglmnis avenus between the tracks of
the Navy Yard and the Baltimore and Ohio branch of sald company’s rail-
road.”

Mr. HEARD. The proposition contained in this section,
which the committee disapprove, is to give the railroad com-
y authority to build a shed down here in front of the Peace
onument between the two tracks. That provision we propose
to strike out.

Mr. COOMBS. Is there a report on this bill?
Mr. HEARD. There is.
Mr. COOMBS. Ishould like to hear it.

Mr. HEARD. Iask a vote on this amendment of the com-
mittee. I donot think any one will oppose it.
Mr. DINGLEY. General debate must take place befere any
amendment is voted upon.
ﬂ’Mr. HEARD. There is no further amendment we wish to
offer.
Mr. DINGLEY. This amendment can be voted upon with
ghe understanding that it shall not interfere with general de-
ate.
Mr. HEARD. Certainly. No advantage will be taken.
The CHATRMAN. The Chair will put the question on agree-

ing to the amendment, with the understanding that the voteon.

the amendment will not interfere with general debate.
w}:I)IéLHEARD. That is right; that is perfectly well under-
B

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again read.

The Clerk again read the amendment. ’

Mr. HEARD. For the benefit ggﬁ'ent.lamen who may not have
heard my previous statement, I will say that this section pro-
poses toauthorize the company toputashed between their tracks
down here in front of the Peace Monument. The committee
g_isa.pproves that preposition and moves to strike out the sec-

ion. g :
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. One word on this question, because
ou are legislating in regard to my carriage. Irideonitback and
orth 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.
the same terms.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Gentlemen understand that when
we start for the Capitol on a yellow car weare obliged tochange
cars near the Peace 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 suppose 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 aslittle in the way as pos-
sible)—why should there not be a shed at that point which wonld
lceep off the rain and the sleet from women and children, say-
ing nothing about the men? .

r. HEARD. I will answer my friend’s question; and that is
all the argument I have to make on this proposition. The rea-
gon the committee objected to putting thisshed 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.

rmission bs granted; but the committee had an aversion to

ocating 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

uestion is whether the House prefers to have that shed put |
there or not. If the shed is such & 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 District 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. Ifwould not materially obstruct - —
the view from down the avenue. And I would rather have alit-
tle less view and a little more protection from the elements.

Mr. HEARD. I understand the gentleman from Illinois to

uggest a shed on the south side of the avenue?

r. 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 pro
to locate a shed between the railroad tracks, in the middle of
the Avenue, directly in front of the Peace Monument. That is
what we object to. If my friend wishes to offer an amendment
to locate this shed on the south side of the Avenue, that propo-
sition can ba 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
vag‘properly, I think, objected to.

: gﬁ&NNON of Illinois. I would sooner have it there than
not atall. -

Mr. HEARD, If my {riendfromIllinois desirestohave ashed
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 fo
strike out and insert what I send to the desk.

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me ask the chairman of the committes
where this road is to run?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is simply an exten-
sion of the Washington and Georgetown road, in Georgetowng
from the end of the present line up to or near the Aqueduc
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 street,

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I offer the amendment I send to
the desk as asubstitute for the amendmentrecommnded by the.

I ride on it every day on

committee.
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The Clerk read as follows: =

Spe. 6. That the said rallroad 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

, over the sidewalk, on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue.

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison agreeing to the substi-

ute.
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, before the
vote is taken on the substitute I suggest that the gentleman
o;lltrht. to add, so as to make this harmonious with the rest of the
bill:
To be constructed under thedirection of the Commissioners of the District
of Colpmbia.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I accept that modification, Mr.
Chairman.

The substitute, as modified, was agreed to.

Mr. HEARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further
to add in presenting this bill to the House. 1t is simply a prop-
osition toextend 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 Thirty-fourth and Thirty-fifth streets, which will give
railroad accommodations for three or four blocks beyond the
present terminus, and allow them to land their passengers close
to the Aqueduct Bridge. In addition, it requires the company
to buy a block of land between M street and Prospect avenue,
which is back of the bridge, and to construct thereon & passen-
ger house 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 may run into the same passen-

r house, and make transfer of their passengers under cover.
That is all there is of the bill.

Mr. TAWNEY. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Mis-
souri a question.

Mr. HEARD. Ceriainly. g
= Mr. TAWNEY. AsI understand the gentleman, the proposi-
tion here is to authorize the Washington and Georgetown Rail-
road Company fo 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 hall block of land that they have not been able to buy,
and that in doing so they will take and destroy the home of
Mrs, Morris? And is it not also true that this lmliw:rL requested a
hearing before your committee, in opposition to the project as
embodied in the bill, and was denied a hearing?

Mr. HEARD. Iam very glad to be able to set my friend
right. Wewill getthroughafterawhile with having our friends
imposed on by false statements of interested parties outside.
That 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 Thnirty-fifth street, or whether theyown a square, as the
gentleman suggests.

Mr. TAWNEY. They do, or rather it has been bought in
their interests.

Mr. HEARD. Ido not know that they owna foot. But I
know that this statement about Mrs, Morris having been denied
a hearing 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 Mrs. Morris through her
attorneys.

Mr. I1’},¢1&\?\FI‘IEY. Permit me there. The reason you 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?

r. TAWNEY. Becausethatlies between the two lots which
th]?f possess or hops to acquire by purchase,

r. HEARD. Well, Mr.Chairman, tocontinue what I was say-
ing., After the bill was directed be reported the Commissioners
of the District found, on attention b2ing called to it, that one or
two suggestionshad been made in theirreport,and which brought
insomeirrelevant matter, notably somesuggestionsabout 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 noconnection with itsobject. They
weresuggestions thatdid not pertain to the bill, and would be so
considered in this House. The Commissioners saw thatit was bet-
ter to reform their report so made to the committee, and they
did so. Assoon as that was done, and that was the only reason

t
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on the delay, the committee made their raport of the bill to the
ouse.

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 forahearing 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 existing 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 sams is true as to the prop-
erty of anybody else.

Mr. TAWNEY. If this is a public corporation, and il 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 57 Why can they not come
in under the general law and institute condemnation proceed-
ings without this provision?

Mr. HEARD. They have no authority under the general law
to condemn g;-lmte %:}operty.

Mr. TAWNEY. hy 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 general law protects every
prﬂ)ert. holder in the District. That is the situation.

r. TAWNEY. But is it not a fact that this is not one ot
those corporations entitled to invoke the power of eminent do-
main, under existing law?

Mr. HEARD. T corporation has no power to condemn
property, except when the power is given by an act like this.

r. 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.

Me. HEARD. Isuppose 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 pa.rt.icufa.r 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 biﬁ.

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 publie use.

Mr, HEARD. Most assuredly.

Mr. TAWNEY. And in order to pass upon that question, I
say the owners of the property have aright to be heard.

Kir. HEARD. I donot know what hearing they had before
the District Commissioners.

Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever. They were never notified.

Mr. HEARD. If they had made an application before our
committes before the bill was considered and ordered to be re-
ported, they could have got the hearing, although they had no
right to claim it except as a matter of courtesy which the com-
mittee always gives.

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you say theyhave no right to a hearing,
when you propose to pass a law which will take from them their
private property?

Mr. HEARD. I say itis 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-
tioninthe bill which the Commissioners recommend, and I think
wisely recommend, and that is that we require this railroad
company, which is a rich one, to buy a block of ground for which
they must pay, and put a passenger house there, where they
can decently accommodate the public, and in that way give the
public theright to the use of the 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 qmperty or of anybody else's property can ba
taken withou full compensation. Everybody knows thatwhere
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,noprivate
citizen’s rights are sacrificed. If there is any tendency to be

tial, it is a tendency to be partial to a private citizen. That

the way it should be, and the way it is.

I apprehend nobody will doubt that this property can not 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, Mr. Speaker, that two years ago, when this com-
pany was about to put in this cable {ant, they were perfectl
willing, on the suggestion of our District Committee, to exten
their line up to the point now contemplated, and we presented t0
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the House a bill for that purpose, which was bitterly fought on
this floor. I thought then that the opposition to it was un-
reasonable, and said to the House at that time that it would not
be more than two years, that during the life of the then next
Congress, the public would demand that these people make that
chunge, and that it would cost forty or fifty thousand dollars to
remove the terminal plaat, 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 hima
question?

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. ;

Mr. EVERETT. When a bill is pending before the commit-
te=2, and before it has been reported, how are property owners
who are interested to aseertain that it is Eanding, s0 that they
may apply to the committee to extend to them the courtesy of a
hearing? Until 1* is reported to the House, how can they know
that it is pending>

Mr. HE?ARD. The gentleman is surely advised of the fact
that all these bills relating to the District of Columbia are al-
ways reported in the newspapz2rs. It isa matter of general re-
port that they are pending; and I will state further to the gen-
tleman that every bill that comes to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, except such as come from the Commissioners
themselves, is referred to that body for information and recom-
mendation; and they, as I am advised, invariably advertise the
fact that it is there and give hearings 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 ahearing before the
Senate, but whether she did before the Distriect Commissioners
I do not know.

Mr. EVERETT. I understand she did have a hearing before
the Senate committee. It is, Iunderstand,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 amadvised thatit is the practice of the Com-
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. . !

%*Ir. 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 a tase has bzen 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.

thi;i'll]‘AVVN EY. Idesire to move to strike out section 5 of
this .

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I submit to the gentleman
that the motion is not in order until general debate is closed.

Mr.HEARD. I ask that general debate be closed on this bill.

Mr.TAWNEY. 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 road to the Aqueduet bridge from
its present termination.
= 'dr. HEARD. Not to the bridge, but to a point north of the

ridge.

Mr. TAWNEY. To a point opposite the end of that bridge.

Mr. HEARD. That is correct.

Mr.TAWNEY. 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. ow, the gentleman from Missouri says that this sta-
tion is absolutely necessary to the public inusing that road, not-
withstanding the fact that the road has been used——

Mr. HEARD. T used no such language. I beg the gentle-
man’s pardon. He does not certainly wish to misrepresent me.
I us2d no such language as *‘ that it was absolutely necessary.”
All T meant to state was 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 would be for the benefit of the pub-
ic 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 condemu that property if they can
notpurchase it at a fair price.

Mr. TAWNEY. Now,then,the purpose is toerect 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 standing 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 by
connecting that line with some line going beyond the Aqueduct
Bridge, and this is the scheme contemplated, when taken to-
gether with the bill passed 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 property
west of Thirty-fifth street, bstween Prospect and M streets.
There is one half block, however, which it has not been able to
secure. It isowned by Mrs. Morris, a native of my State, but
who has resided on this property for a great many years; first
with her parents and afterwards with her husbs.nl{ until his
death. That property is valuable. It is the lady's home, the
only home she has. It 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‘gru?mperty, but the whole tract; 150
feet on Prospect streetand feet deep, or the entire half block
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
comméling the 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 live there; and because this street
railroad company is notone of those corporations that can invoke
the right of eminent domain, you propose to give it that right
by this aect, which is wrong, and oughtnot to be done, especially
in view of the fact that there is property just west of this that can
be obtained for this purpose. If the company will extend their
terminus one block further west they can get the neces:ary
property without invoking the aid of a special act of this kind.
They can go there and buy property as they have done hereto-
fore. They own the block, or part of the block, west of this,
and 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 [of 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. :
M]r. WASHINGTON. If you are a billygoat you can. [Langh-
ter. 2

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 the public. Now,Isubmit that this Congress ought
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.

Thisissimply part of a mammoth scheme of personsinterested

insuburban property. This House t‘Ea.ssed the other day acharter
for a road that will connect with the Washington and George-

town road running up the Potomac River from the Agqueduct
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
nopublicdemand for it, The Washington and Georgetown road
now connects with no other road at that end, and the people who
come from that direction are accommodated by the cars on the
track, and the people who gu in that direction 150 to their desti-
nations without stopping af this point, and would not stop even
if there was a transfer station there.

Mr. HEARD. I desire fo sa.Iy only afew words in raplérh;o the
gentleman from Minnesota. 1 repeat, Mr, Chairman, t the
extension of this road would accommodate the people on three
or four blocks on either side of M street where thele is now no
railroad accommodation. The gentleman refers to this as a part
of a scheme to connect this with other roads, but he should
be fair enough to say that that scheme is one that is recom-
mended by the District Commissioners. :

Mr. TAWNEY. Isthere any demand for it lgf &;a public?
Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir. It is the judgment committee
and it is rx{%'r judgment that the public greatly desire it.

Mr. TAWNEY. Have the committee received any petitions
or anything of that kind in favor of it? :

Mr. HE . Mr. Chairman, Istate whatIbelieve 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 objection to the proposed extension to the Acﬁueducﬁ
Bridge. [ar as the rvailroad company are concerned, they
would get no more fare for carrying passengers on to this Ero—
posed terminus than they receive now for carrying them to their

resent terminus, and this extension will put them to large cost
moving their terminal plant up there, but they are willing to
it, for they know they have to go there ultimately. :

Now, sir, one word about this scheme of another railroad to
which the gentleman has referred. .

The railroad co to which gentle: from Minne-
sota has referred, a suburban road into Congress with a
bill, not asking for this transf station but on the contrary ask-
ing to be permitted to come down Prospect street and tb con-
neect with this road over the Tennallytown track at its present
terminus. When the Commissioners repgrt.ad upon their bill,
and prgﬁoah:ﬁ a union railway station at this point, they re-

uired the bill to be amended, which was done on this floor by

e committee, so as to permit the road to run to a point oppo-
site this spot between ty-fourth and Thirty-sixth streets,
with a view to using the station there when built, and requirin
them to use it when the plan should be carried out. Now,in
fairness, if this road is to bé 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-
chase ground apd build a station without having the power to
protect themselves %Iﬁmﬂ‘. exorbitant prices.

Mr. TAWNEY. How many o are there west of the ter-
minus of this road?

Mr. HEARD. I never took census of them, but there are
several blocks, But I wish to eall the gentleman's attention to
the fact that this extensign is not only a matter of accommoda-
tion to those people, but it concerns everyone who m.ag want to

o to Arlington by that road, or tp any point beyond the Aqueduct
ridge. Such persons have aright to be put down at the point
nearest to the bridge consistent with the public good.

Now, if you want to authorize the extension of Bil:xia road, say-
ing nothing about the use of the station, 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 fthree or four
prices for their property. The general law of the District in
regard to the condemnation ?f property, under which these
people would have to ge , sufficiently protects everybody
whose Emperty it may be necessary to take.

Mr. GEAR. Why was it that these parties in interest were
denied a hearing?

Mr. HEARD. They were not denied a hearing. I contra-
dict that statement on this floor. They made thejr application
two or three weeks after the bill had been considered and or-
dered reﬁorted to the House.

Mr. GEAR. I have seen a letter stating that a hearing was
denied them.

Mr. HEARD. No, sir; you saw my letter, and I wrote no
such letter as the F‘entlem:m states. I wrote a letter stating
why a hearing could not be granted at that time because the
bill had been considered two or three weeks before. Let the
gentleman bring that letter here.

Mr, GEAR. I saw the letter.

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman, when he states to the House a
maitteraffecting thestanding of other members, ought to be very
careful to state the truth,

Mr. GEAR. Iam not stating anything against the gentle-
man or his committee, St - g

r. . 1say that the statement affects me as a mem-
ber of the committee; it is not the truth.

Mr. GEAR. Iam making no charge aiainst the gentleman.

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman does make a charge, whether
he intends it or not. g

Mr. GEAR. A reputa.tﬁe gentleman told me this rnlng
that he had such a letter; he tookitout of his pocket an s?lowe
it to me. I did not read the letter——

Mr. HEARD. That will do. I excuse the gentle -

Mr.GEAR. He said that letter showed that tﬁese parties
had been denied a hearing.

Mr. HEARD. It is absolutely untrue, except under the con-
ditions I have explained. Thoss peﬁ})le applied fo us for a hear-
ing two or three weeks affer the bill h een considered and
ordered reported, and while we were waiting simply for an
amended report from the Commissioners of the District of Co-
lumbia to accompany our report.

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you know whether the owners of this
prﬂmrt were notified of the pendency of this®ill?

r. HEARD. I do not know; I never heard. Why, Mr.
Speaker, thoze people are all immediately represented {)y the.
Commissioners who, as I am advised, advertise these hearings
when notified of opposition before them. Ineverheardof Mrs.
Morris till T heard through t.he.ga. rs she was before the Sen-
ate committee in regard to this Hie and when her lawyer wrote
that letter to me, I stated to him in reply wh{ the hearing could
not be granted to him. If my friend from Iowa had brought
that letter here and read if, there would have been no need for
any further explanation about the matter. 1t would establish
the facts as I have stated them. The bill has already been or-
dered reported, and we were merely waiting the return of the
amended report of the District Commissioners in order thatthe
bill might be presented to the House, and we had that when the
attorney’s letter was received.

Mr. TAWNEY. Just one word. Mrs. Morris went to the
Commissioners and they fold her there was no proposition pend-
ing for the condemnation of her property. Then she went to
the president of the 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). Through her attorney.

Mr. HEARD. Shedid noﬁxiﬂg 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 clause and called her attention to it.

Mr. TAWNEY. She went in person and.they told her that
there was no proposition to condemn the propert&)

Mr. HEARD. Well, I do not know what the Commissioners
may have told her. I wasnot there. If they misrepresented the
matter to her then they ought to be held responsible for it and
not the committee, but I apprehend there must be some misun-
derstanding about their statement toher. I am stating exactly
the facts as far as they concerned the committee.

Mr. BYNUM. Letme 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 committee had ordered it

made.

Mr. BYNUM. Please state then what urgent necessity ex-
isted for reporting it so hurriedly without giving her an oppor-
tunity to be heard?

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr, Chairman, this billhad been consid-
ered and ordered to be reported to the House; and I suqroso
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 re-
ported, and the report was made, and I do not know an rcagqn
why it should have been held up because of such an application.
This bill contains but one proposition, it must be remembered.
All persons in interest had notice, I presume, from the ommis-
sioners of the Distriet of Columbia that the bill was be g cons
sidered by them; and I know, and I presume all the members of
the committee know, that we have considered the matter thor-
oughly, and that if this party had a dozen hearin z:gon the
facts here stated by her friends it would not have ¢ ed 1
viewsentertained by thecommittee. Iamfrank tosaynogmoun
of evidence to show the facts claimed here would have changed
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my view,and I presume that is true of the other membersof the
committee.

Now, the facts are before the House for your action. Hereis
a proposition to authorize this railroad company to extend its
Iine of road to accommodate the traveling public. It can be
voted down or voted up; Idonot care a penny. There is aprop-
osition, in addition to the bill, allowing this company to buy
more land for the purpose of building a transfer station. That
is a matter for the determination of the House. Strike it outif
you desire; vote the bill downif youwill. Buf the bill is agood
one, the Commissioners say so; the Commiftes on fhe District
of Columbia believe it ought to be passed. It is for the House
to vote as it pleases in regard to the matter.

Mr. GROUT. This land is wanted for the purpose of estab-
lishing a passenger station upon it, as T understand?

M:gHEARD. Yes, sir.

Mr, GROUT. Well, a statement has been made that other
land has been bought adjoining this on the west side by this
com :

ME%A_RD. I know nothing whatever about that. I have
no such information.

Mr. GROUT. Thatis stated as a fact.

Mr. TAWNEY. Itisafact.

Mr.GRQOUT. I was wondering if the other land was pur-
chased why they might need this also. -

Now, I want to say with reference to this bill that T would
like to see the road extended to connect with any proposed line
for Great Falls. -

Mr. HEARD. . Or all lines.

Mr. GROUT.
into the eountry, wherever they may choose to run. I do not
altogether share the objection which has been raised here by
gentlemen to condemning private property for such purposes,
although it is a little outside of the purpose indicated by the
name given a street railway, for that is supﬁtgad to cling to the
street. Yet I can see no real absurdity or impropriety, il nec-
essary for the proper exercise of that franchise for the accom-
modation of the public, for private property to be condemned
for this pur%‘me. a

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman answer one question?

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir.

Mr. BYNUM. When this company was required to
its motor power was a condition put into the law allowing them
to condemn private property for the establishment of a power

house?

Mr. GROUT. Ithink not.

Mr. BYNUM. Was it ever granted any such right, or any
other street railroad?

Mr. GROUT. Iam notable to say.

Mr. TAWNEY. Notanywhere in the United States.

Mr. BYNUM. Did not they purchase this square of ground
down here at what they claimed fo be an excessive cost, some
six hundredand odd thousand dollars, because they could nothave
the right to condemn it?

Mr. GROUT. Oh, they haveno right of condemnation under
;.he ggneral law, as I understand it. It must be expressly con-

erred.

Mr, HEARD. They have nopowerof condemnation, of course,
unless it be expressly granted.

Mr. GROUT. And it has never been specially conferred, I

believe.

Mr. BYNUM. I think not.

Mr. GROUT. But granted thatit hasnot the power, wherein
lies the objection, if it be for the convenience of the public?

Mr. BYNUM. I say to the gentleman that this power ought
not to be conferred upon a corporation of this character. I do
not believe it is such a public corporation as brings it within the
rule authorizing the exercise of the principle of eminent do-

main.

Mr. GROUT. But why not on this, if on others? It iscer-
tainly given steam WAays.

Mr. GEAR. Ifshould not be granted to any.

Mr. BYNUM. No street railway corporation in the District
should have that right. '

Mr. GROUT. Do you meansimply because itiscallad astreet
railway and not a steam 'way?

Mr. BY . I do not believe this corporation sheuld have
that right. Ithas no public stationat the other end of the line.
‘Why is one more necessary at that end of the line than at the
other end of the line?

Mr. GROUT. Onaccount of its conneetions beyond.

Mr. BYNUM. Isnotthere something behind Ehia,. that they

. want to ge$ this property for some other purpose?
Mr. GRO ¥

UT. Ofcourse thatshould be guarded against. But
I can not understand why this corporation should want to build

Or any other lines extending anywhere else |

favor o

a passenger-house there unlessitis for theaccommodation of the,
company and the accommodation of the public. I can nofim- °
%agt?ghﬁy other reason. Itsself-interest can be trusted toregu-

Mr. HEARD. I will explain to the gentleman that it is &
scheme of the District Commissioners—

Mr. GEAR. ‘“Scheme?” is the Broper word.
Mr. HEARD. A plan of the Distriet Commissioners, abso-
lutely. It originates with Maj. Powell and the District Com-

missioners, and they made their first suggestion of it in connec-
tion with the Great Falls road, when that matter was here.

Mr. GROUT. I donot care where it originated. Letuslook
at it as apractical question. That is all we have to do with it.

Mr. TAWNEY. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that
there are scarcely any people residing west of the terminus?

Mr. GROUT. Isuppose it does go pretty well out to the city
limits, but it connects with other lines beyond.

Mr. TAWNEY. There are no other lines beyond.

Mr. GROUT. Well, Ero jected lines beyond.

Mr. TAWNEY. In thefuture, when this suburban property
is developed, there may be some necessity for a connection, but
at the present fime there is no other road there to conneet with
:ﬁd there are no people to travel on the road, if they had one

ere.

Mr. GROUT. There are people up the valley toward Cabin
John, and pretty much all the way to Great Falls, to be accom-
modated by the proposed line there.

Mr. HEARD. It is a mistake to suppose there are no people
there. There are people on that street along which this lina

runs.

Mr. GROUT. Ihave been up as far as the Great Falls. I °
went in a carriage, at the nse of another man. Now, ifa
comp mlvl want to build a railway there which will take me up,
I am willing that they should, andIam willing thatthey shoufd

' have the trolley up in that section. Then, when the line is
- built, I may take it sometime on my account, not being able to

support a carriage. And this illustrates the convenience it will
be to the gene }m‘blic. I have no objection to corporations
building railways for the accommodation of the public. I amin

it, heartily in favor of if; but let us come back to the
question. Wherein lies the reasonable objection to giving this
company the right to take private property for a passenger
house, provided that passenger house is for the accommodation
of the public? I am unable to see any reason for objection. I
can see no difference in principle to have a street railway and a
steam railway. The fact that no street railway company has
ever had the right before, if that be true, is not a sufficient rea-
son. Before I can concur in this objection something must be
suggested to distinguish a street railway from a steam railway,
for which itis pranted in every State and Territory.

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? -

Mr. GROUT. Certainly.

Mr. WARNER. I wish to ask a question. Possibly it would
be more pertinent fo ask the chairman of the committee, but I
think the gentleman from Vermont is informed on this subject.
I understand from what has been said that this road proposes to
extend itsline only about five blocks, and that the nathhorhood
where this land is to be condemned has been suggested as baing

eculiarly appropriate for a passenger station, because it may
Earaa.ﬁ.er be a place where very much more important transqi?r-
tation lines from outside will center. Now, may I ask, what
there is in this bill which, when that time comes, will prevent
this company—which is given the opportunity to acquire this
land when it is not specially needed—f{rom becoming a dog in
the manger to prevent the lpublic from being well served by the
other companies which will then need the land, and which will
find this company in possession of the point of vantage?

Mr. HEARD. There is ample provision in the bill to guard
against that.

Mr. GROUT. It is provided for in the bill.

Mr. HEARD. And thisplanisproposed by the Commissioners
of the Distriet.

Mr. WARNER. As Iread the bill,it did not seem fo be very
well provided for.

Mr. HEARD. Ifis provided for.

Mr.GROUT. It is satisfactorily provided for in the bill as I
read it. If thecorporationscannotagree among themselves, the
Commissioners are to determine.

Mr. HEARD. That is the fact.

Mr. GROUT. Buf,to come back to the question, I can see no
reason why a street railway comi)auy may not ba allowed to take
private property for the convenien
a steam railway gqompan
know that it was absoll::te
and for no otherpurpose.

ce of the public, the same as
may. I should want, of course, te

y necessary for the purpose assigned,
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* Now, in reply to the suggestion 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 bs 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 I can hardly imagine what matter of that f:ind
here could be. The objection stated by my friend from Minne-
sota [Mr. TAWNEY], thatthe company have no right to condemn
private property, is an objection which the House would have
to consider ultimately, even if it had been passed upon by the
commitiee, after argument before committee by counsel in be-
half of the person heard.

Mr. TAWNEY. Butthey had a right to be heard.

Mr. GROUT. They have a right to ba heard and are betnﬁ
heard now, it seems to me; so that that objection is not a goo
one. But I wish to be sure, as has bsen suggested by the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNUM], that it.%.e necesgsary to take
this private property for this purpose; and I want to know, too,
that it can not be misapplied or afterward appropriated to any
other parpose. SoI have drawn an amendment which I will
submitwh2n the tima comes, provided the saction is not stricken
out. Iwillread theamendment for the information of the House
and will s3nd it to tha Clerk’s desk to bz called up in due time.
1t is as follows:

Ada to section 4 tha words:

" Propidad, That no land shall be condemned under thisact unless it be ab-
solutely necessary for the construction of the p: r house hereinbafore

provided; And {{oam also, If said land is ever put to any other purpose
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 us)rcnriﬂ d.

Mr. HULL. Is it proposed toprovide that the Commissioners
may determine the necessity?

Mr. GROUT. No; let that go tothe courts. The courtshave
control of the condemnation procsedings, and I want to leave
that to the courts, to be determined by them when the proceed-
ings are instituted. The com%a.ny should be compelled to show
that it is necessary to take this land before they can have it,
and when they do establish that fact and take the land, then
t.h:iy must not divert it to any other purpose. When these con-
ditions are complied with I shall be satisfied.

1t 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 other purpose; but l}) we can be
sure that it will be applied to that purpose and that alone, then
I am in favor of allowing 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 tothisbill. I hap-
pen to know the parties who own this property and have known
them for many, many years. Itook acarriageandrode there this
morning and went all over this ground. The south half of this
block has been bought by private g&rtles, as I am informed. I
oppose the bill on that account. I oppose the bill because the

rties interested were not given a hearing. I further oppose

t upomr 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 [acilities 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, If the gentleman will permit me, I will state
that this railroad company, if it extends its road, will collect no
more {are.

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 wes} of this place. Why, they have selected to put their
station at this place, 70 feet above, taking abeautiful homestead
and confiscating it for the interests of vhe ties 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.

Mr. GROUT. I would like to make an inquiry of the chair-

man of thecommittee. I do not understand from what you said,
and I did not hear every utterance and presume it gas been
stated, but I want toaskil the proposition is to take in the dwell-
11:1;,::h p]gge of this woman and not merely the land in connection
with i

Mr. HEARD. I say to the gentleman from Vermont that I
have no information on that point.

Mr. GROUT. I was not aware that it went further. 1 am
not clear about that, :

Mr. GEAR. The lot on which this building stands extends
150 feet from north to south.

Mr. 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
property, 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 I%ﬁ:mn‘ralm:l:um buys it and turns it over to the corporation.

Mr. GROUT. And all of this is abutting this private prop-
er&g 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 fhem this right to take the property—
they can take the whole block from this lady.

Mr. GROUT. The language of my amendment is—
st.Etl.}Le;s it s absolutely necessary for the purpose of amc;ting this passenger

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 _tlzis company. I think she is protected under my amend-
ment.

Mr. HEARD. [ am Pertect.ly content to accept the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Vermont.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can not be accepted at
this stage of the proceedings, as the committee is still proceed-
ing to consider the bill under general debate. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I believe it will be conceded
by every member——

Mr.GEAR. I want to say to the gentleman from Tennes-

sce—
g The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the
oor.

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 very charming and lovely home.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I believe it will be conceded
by every member present that this is a most extraordinary

wer, [or the granting of which to a similar corporation there

absolutely no precedent in the District; and I say, even if
there were precedents innumerable, we should be most careful
of the extent to which we grant it.

And now, sir, when it is prO})oaed to grant this extraordinary
power of the condemnation of land for the purposes of stations,
ete., to a railroad which only proposes o extend its road for five
blocks, I submit that such is scarcely a.case to call for the ex-
ercise of any such exfraordinary power as is now proposed to
be given.

Again, sir, if the chairman of the committee has stated the
matter correctly—and I have 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
traflic demanding such additional accommodations. If that
80, sir, it seems to ms that what we should do is to wait unti
those needs have developed, and then, if we are going to confer
this extraordinary power at all, confer it upon the corporations
which shall then have need to exercise it.

But that 18 not my main objection to this proviso giving th
right of eminent domain to this company. Ihave notexamine
the statutes of the District of Columbia in this regard, and if I
am mistaken the chairman of the committee I know will correct
me, but unless there is some paculiar provision in them which
is not contemplated by any reference in this bill, the factis that
when this road shall have completed these condemnation
proceedings it will become the owner in fee simple of the lands
thus taken and they will not be subject to forfeiture in case the
company shall afterwards wish to use them for other purposes,

Mr. HEARD. That willnot beso if the amendment suggested
by the %ent.leman 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

entleman from Vermont, I am in favor of that amendment.

ut, even if that amendment were adopted and the compan
were thereafter kept from appropriating for its own benefit an
not for the public advantage the result of the exercise of this
power of eminent domain now proposed to be given, there would
still remain a'serious defect in this bill. The land that is é)ro-
posed to be condemned is confessedly the land that would be
needed fora passengerstation for what the chairman of the com-
mittee has stated will probably be a ‘great development of su-
burban travel and trafiic.

Mr, HEARD. I want to sayat this point, for the information
of the House, that in connection with another bill recently under
considetration 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 astation at that end of Washington
into which suburban roads ma% come, including roads which are
expected to cross the river. The scheme originated with the
Commissioners, and it is not confined at all to this particular

case.

Mr. WARNER. Iam glad the gentleman hasso far explained
the matter; and his explanation simply goes to show that it is
one of even greater importance than, upon his former statement,
Ihad imagined, In so far as he has explained if,it seems to me
a matter of the very greatest importance, for it is practically
the provision of a general center for the whole of the great su-
burll;an traffic on both sides of the river that may be expected
on the north and west of the District of Columbia, and for that
reason, if there were no other, it would seem to be preposterous
that at this time we should put the power to acquire in fee sim-

le all the very extznsive progerty which in such a case would
proper and necessary into the hands of a single railroad com-
pany which does not now need it even for its own purposes.

But that is not my only objection. In section 2of this bill—
which I presume is the section to which the gentleman referred
when he mentioned the %ua.ranties 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-
erty—the only provisions 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 do this, it shall forfeit $50 per day for the days that it does
not do it.

Now, sir, to allow a company to have the
domain to acquire a considerable tract of land—and the gentle-
man himself intimates that the tract ought to be large énough
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 a{)aasengar house which it may
iut upon that property, it shall allow the use of that passenger

wer of eminent

ouse by such other corporations as the Commissioners of the

istrict may direct, but that if it does not do so, the only pen-
alty shall be the payment of 50 per day for the days when it re-
fuses to permit such use, seems to me to be legislation which,
however well intended, would be effective in enabling this com-

y to stand as a dog in the manger, by protecting it from be-

ing called upon to respond in damages in the ordinary way upon

:]1119 ground that Congress had already prescribed the penalty in
is act.

In other words, sir, a little experience, and a very painful ex-
perience, in watching the proceedings of roads which have ob-
tained rights of way and vantage ground in competition with
others, has convinced me that if any serious attempt is to-be
made, after granting this unwarranted power, so to restrict it
as to make it as little hurtful as possible, some other method
must be adopted than that which is here provided.

Mr. HEARD. I will ask the gentleman from New York
whether the objection he has last made in regard to the inade-
guacy 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
deterrent whatever; and to acompany which employsgood coun-
gel in this District, even a threatened forfeiturg, as experience
has shown, has no terrors.

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman has made some suggestion in
regard to a recommitment of the bill. That, of course, if meant
honestly b{I the gentleman, as it doubtless is, would mean to re-
form the bill ow, since the House has the bill before it for

consideration, whyshould we not adopt such amendments #s may
be necessary to put it in acceptable form if that can be done?
Mr. WA;.{NEE. 1 suggest to the genfleman an amendment
which I believe would put the bill in perfectly acceptable form
as re; s the only matter to which my eriticisms havereferred;
and that is an amendment leaving out all provision for giving
this company the right of eminent domain. It does not need to
use thisright; it is not pretended that it will be used mainly for
thiscompany: and as for any other company, it will be very easy
to i;:011[131' 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 neceseary that the company should have this particular

P

r. HEARD. Iapprehend 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
this might be limited to ground between Thirty-fourth and
Thirty-fifth streets, if that would remove any objection.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then why make such a
contzntion on this point?

Mr. HEARD. e are acting in accordance with the recom-
mendation of the District Commissjoners, including the Engi-
neer Commissioner, who is supposed to be familiar with the
requirements in this regard. I wiilsay, however, to the gentle-
man from South Carolina and to the gentleman from New York,
that so far as I am concerned as a member of the committee and
as & member of the House, if it is desired to strike out the con-
demnation proceedings altogether and also the provision re-
quiring a sransfer station to be built, while I think that the only
sufferers will be the general public (and would be inclined to
object on that account), still if 1t is the cholce of the House that
those provisions should go out, let them go.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That was my suggestion,
in order that all difficulty might be obviated and the bill passed.

Mr. HEARD. Then the bill would provide simply for extend-
ing the line of the road up to the point 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 inferests of the public we
ought to require the erection of a decent structure to accommo-
date passengers; but that can be done hereafter. If such is the
wish of the House, I should have no objection to asking permis-
sion to withdraw the bill and recommit it to the committee for
the pu of reforming it in that direction.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why not amend it here
in the House?

Mr. HEARD. As my colleague on the committes [Mr. RIcH-
ARDSON] suggests, we might by an amendment in the House
strike out that provision authorizing the company to acquire
property by condemnation or purchase, and also the provision
requiring the building of a transfer station. In that case the
company would take their chances about getting the ground.
Hereafter if the District Commissioners should make it appear
to the satisfaction of Congress that there is need for clothing
the corporation with power to acquire ground for this purpose,
it can be done. Two yearsago I stoodghere insisting that this
corporation should extend their line to this point for the publie
benefit. I am perfectly willing that those provisions be stricken
out, retaining only thé portion of the bﬁl which directs this
company to extend its line to the point named. That would
leave to further legislation the question of the establishment of
apassenger station. Tunderstand this arrangementwill obviate’
the 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, the Chair will
regard general debate as closed, and the bill will be read by
paragraphs, with the understanding that when the provisions
referred to have been reached amendments shall be offered
striking them out. -

The Clerk read as follows: :

Beit enacled, ete. Thal mpan
be, ;.nd it is hareb{, dl::cl'.ltgd“;alfm:f E@Ggg:‘gg&o;:: hs‘a ﬂoigacompaug
cars thereon as follows: Beginning at the p nt terminus of its tracks in
Gao?town: thence west on M street to or near Thirty-foyrth sireet;
thence northerly and westerly, on a privagg rig'bhz of way to be uired by
said company, t0 a point to be dosignated the Céfniniszioners 6f the Dis-
:{ll_tég g Columbia, between M and Prospect, Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth

Mr. GROUT. I donot see that it is specified what kind of
po;\;er shall be used over this extended line—I presume the
cable.

Mr, HEARD. The cable, of course.

Mr. GROUT, Then, why not amend bx inserting in the fifth
line the words ‘‘ to be operated by cable?




the gentleman aug'gasta.
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Mr. HEARD. There is no objection to that.

Mr. GROUT. ithout such an amendment, if there should
be a steam railway up there it mightundertake to pass its steam
¢ars over this line of road. ;

Mr. HEARD. There is no objection at all to the amendment

Mr. GROUT. ove to amend by inserting after the word
“follows,” in the fifth line, the words *‘ fo be operated by cable.”
The amendment was agreed to.
The Cleérk read as follows:
Sgc. 2 That all plans relating to the location and construction of said
aﬂ.road extension and of the senger houses hereinafter mentioned shall
subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the Dis t of Colmmn-
bia; the said company shall furnish at the western terminus ot its route a
passe house within such reasonable time as may be required by the
8sald Comnmissioners, and shall maintain such )iassmsbr house and permit
ts use by connecting lines of street car companies for the safe, convenient,
A4 comfortable transfer of passengers, uaau terms mutually agreed upon
said pailway company and the connecting line or lines, or in default of
nt, 48 may be fixed by the sald Commissioners. Any viclation of
requirements of this sectionas top nger houge shall ba mmhad bg
afine ormtnroa‘ggdlgysnchvto:at on 15 continued and mmh o sg.ms:ur
flue to be recover court of competent jurisdiction at the o
mmissioners of mmmt of Columbla.

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, in accordance withsthe under-
standing with gentlemen of the committee; I move to strike out
of this section, beginning with line 2, after the word ‘‘exten-

ion,” down to and including the word ‘‘mentioned,” in line 3,
2}1& following words: ‘‘extension and of the passenger houses
hereinafter mentioned; " so it will read:

That all plans relating to the loeation and construction of said railroad
shall be subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Co-
lumbia, ete.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will

be agreed to.

Mr. COOMBS. I object and ask for a vote upon it.

Mr. HULL. I object, Mr. Chairman.

It seems to me that one of the very things that should not be
ﬂopted is proposed in the amendment of the gentleman from

jssouri. Every man who has gone to Arlington by that rail-
road line will agree with me, first, that it should be extended

the Aqueduct Bridge; and second, that some provision should

made for the care of the people who are compelled to wait
on the street at the end of the route either for a carriage or
some other conveyance to get to Arlington.

Iam one of those who believe that this coméva.ny should be

mpelled to erect a passenger station there, and I am opposed
gtha motion of the gentleman from Missouri, for the reason
that every Sunday hundreds of people are goinilta Arlington,
and if it is raining they are compelled to stand the rain or
¢lse seek shelter in private doorwaysuntil 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
qlﬁgd , in my mind, the erécting of a ‘‘man of straw ™ to fight.

) O%mmjsaioners recommend the bill; the railroad does not
ask it. The company does not get a.cent more for carrying
ngers to the end of the line than it getis for carrying them
ﬁ the present terminus; and this is a greaf, rich corporation,
carrying more people than any other comgany in Washington,
having a valuable franchise, and t'.he)t{l ought to be compelled to
rovide some means to take care of their passengers at the end
f the line.
You adopted an amendment compelling it to provide a little
station here at the foot of the hill to accommodate the few peo-

le who iransfer from the main line to the Baltimore and Ohio
Ermmh. Now, there area hundred t take the carsout to the
iermimm of the road for one that is transferred at the foot of the

ill here.

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 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. HULL. I have been here all the time.

Mr.HEARD. Thén you understand the objections which have
been made to the uisition of the property at the place sug-
ﬁtﬂd by the Co ioners for the erection of this station.

e object of the committee now is to get rid of theie objec-

I,Lnns, if possible, and yet authorize the extension of the road,

eaving the question of the acquisition of property for the con-
struction of a passenger station to be determined hereafter.

Now, if my colleagne will prepare an amendment providing
for the erection of a passengerstation there, drawn up in proper
terms, I am perfectly willing to Mcﬁpt it. The only effort now
is to meet the wishes of those gentlemen who hate objected to
that provision of the bill.

Mr. HULL: Iam opposed to striking out thesection that has

‘| espec
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been discussed, and I wish to say that I favor the amen euﬁgr
my friend Mr. GROUT, that 8 property shall be exelu-
sively fora ﬁassenger station, or revert to the original owners,

Mr. HEARD. Iagree with that, I am not opposed toif. I
would much prefer not to strike out the provision in the hill.
I am satisfled with the amendment of the gentleman from Ve-
mont, but I believe it avoids very much of the confusion and ob-
jection that has been raised if the provision for this passenger
station is stricken ouf; so Ihave moved to strike it out inaccord-
ance with the understanding which I supposed had been reached.

Mr. BURROWS. Let us test it by a vote ol the committee.

Mr. HULL. I[f the Honse agrees to atrike it out, let it do so,
but let the matier be tested by a direct vote. I am unof willing
to sacrifice what I believe to be right merely to meet the objec-
tions of 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 as
necessary to have a station at the present termiuns as itisif the
road is extended three blocks farther?

Mr. HULL. I think it is necessary.

Mr. TAWNEY. Why is it necessary at all? 'When people
are coming this way there are cars to get in at the terminus.
If the]f are going west, when they get to the terminus of the
line, if they are going beyond there, they have got to walk or
wait 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. Isitthe duty of Congress to provideshelter
for the ple?

Mr. LL. It is the duty of a corporation, receiving the
money of the people, to provide proper accommodations for them,
v when they are enjoying 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 Aqueduct Bridge

ouare beyond the reach of the privateshelter wh hpe0¥1e have
en compelled to seek in doorways, bscause you strike thab
part of the street where one side is practically a wall of rock,

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. Inreply tothe remarks just
made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] I wish to read,
for the {uformnt.ion of the committee, part of a section of the act
by which the Washington and Georgetown Railwag mpany
was originally incorporated. The first part of section 10 reads
as follows: y
s g R g P v
the railroad and the convenience of public may require.

That was passed on the 17th of May, 1862. So thisis nota
new question, but is a requirement of the original act of incor-
poration, which for more than thirty years has not been carried
out; and I presume that the gentleman’s objection would be dis-
regarded in the same way.

Mr. HULL., We can put it in the law, all the sanag,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. lgﬂ.%llo;‘

Mre. HEARD. I want to say that I agree perfettly with the
remarks of the gentlemanfrom Towa [Mr. HULL] that these peo+
ple ought to be compelled, 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 passen-
gers. That is my view. Yet, in view of the opposition to the
bill as it stood, I was content to have this matter go out of théa
bill.

Believing as the gentleman does about the matter, havin
made themotion, I myselfshall vote against it, because I belie
that they ought to have the power to secure that %[roparf.{ and
to build a station there. With the consent of the House, I will
withdraw the amendment which I have offered.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the withdrawal of
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
HEARDJ?

Mr. GEAR. I object.

Mr. HEARD. Then let the amendment be voted down.

The CHAIRMAN. Thequeéstionisonthe amendment offered
by the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. HEARD. Let the amendment be again reported.

The Clerk read as follows: .

On page 2, section 2, lins 2, afier the word “ extension strike out the
words “and of the passenger houses hereinafter nentioned.”

Mr. HEARD. I will simply suggest to the members of the
committee that whether we subsequently adopt the provision
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about the building of the station house or not, that amendment
would notmaterially interfere. If you bya 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 fo such amendment if

adopted.

MI:-. 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 30.

Mr. COOMBS. No quorum,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
CoomBs] makes the pointof noquorum. The Chairwill appoint
as tellers the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. HEARD, and the gen-
tleman from New York, Mr. CooMBS. \

Mr. HEARD. Owingkto the probability that there is nota
quorum present, I think itis my duty to the commitiee to ask
to withdraw the bill and to give the committee aunthority to re-
Eg;'t. a substitute, if in the judgment of the committee it deemsit

t.

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman ean move to recommit.

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done in the House.

Mr. COOMBS. I move that the commitfee do now rise.

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD]
has the floor.

Mr. HEARD. I will move that the eommittee rise.

The motion was agreed to. -

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the ehair, Mr. O’'NEIL of Massachusetts, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-

rted that that committee had had under consideration the bill

H. R. 6853) to amend an act entitled, ‘*An act toincorporate the
‘Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company,” approved May
17, 1862, and had come to no resolution thereon.

Mr, HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to withdraw the
bill from the consideration of the House for the present.

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the gentleman can with-
draw the bill from the further consideration of the House.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

‘Mrv. HEARD. I now desire to call up the bill which was be-
fore the House on the last Districtday, and which was withdrawn
from the House because of the fact that no quorum voted upon
%ze gmendmen!‘. which was pending. I now call up the bill H.

. 6590,

Mr, HEPBURN. I submit to the chairman of the committee
that it is scarcely fair to do that. We understood from the
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-streét
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 infended to say a different thing.
The gentleman very clearly misunderstood me.

Mr. HEPBURN. Idid notmisunderstand you; you misunder-
stood yourself.

Mr. HEARD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The gentle-
man misunderstood me, because I am sure I stated a dilferent
thing. = %

Mr. GROUT, The gentleman from Iowa asked what bill if
was understood we would return to. -

Mr. HEARD. Well. 3

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
bilis were disposed of.

Mr. HEARD. Of course I do not pretend to infallibility, and
it may be T 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. WILLIAMS|, 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 to
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 to thatstage where general debate had been
closed, the first section had beenread foramendment,an amend-
ment had been offered by the genfleman from Iowa [Mr. Hup-
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. If was
my belief that it was the proper thing fo return to 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 of this bill. My point of order is that
the measure that was pending, and which the House was con-
sidering at the time of adjournment 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 understand the
gentleman to say that he seeks to have this other matter dis-

of.
The SPEAKER. What disposition was made of it? What
was the order in relation to the bill when it was up before?
Mr. HEPBURN. None. It wasunder consideration when the
committee rose, pending consideration.
Mr. COOMBS. If the Speaker will look at the RECORD, on
page 6419, he will find this:

Mr. HEARD. I desire to withdraw the bill from the consideration of the
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the bill.

Then, after that, the House considered the bill in relation te
the Great Falls Railroad, which passed the House; then eame
the Suburban Railroad bill, which went over on account of lack
of a quorum. The House was dividing, and that bill was before
the House. That is the way it stands in the RECORD, and that
is the true statement.

Mr. HEARD. Itisnot the purposs of the committee 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 of way,for the reason I have stated:
that it had passed the stage of general debate. I will not, how-
ever, call up that bill for the present. If the gentleman from
Lﬂssmsigfi Mr. WILLIAMS] is here I will call up the suburban
bill, but having made the statement to him that said bill would
not be called up next, I will nof call that up at present.

Mr. HULL. He is not here.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, upon the
question of order, if T may be heard, this is a matter which 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 the gentleman from 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 notobject if he were present,I
do object to be deprived of the right to call upanother measure.

1% 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 have 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. Speaker, I do not like to take any issue
with my colleague. I almed 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. WILLTAMS], and
because of thatstatemenf, perhaps, he hasprobably absented him=
self, and while Idonot feel thatthe Districtshould lose the balance
of the day, and I do not much like withdrawing absolutely from
the fleld, 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 I-street road bill now, the first proposi-
tion will be a vote on the pending amendment, and if that devel-
ops the want of aquorum, then the bill will have to be withdrawn
again. Iam advised, Mr. Speaker, that my friend, the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLIAMS], is now here, so that the
embarrassment on. that account no longer exists, and I now move
to take up the suburban railroad bill, which was under consider-
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.6318) to amend the charter of the Distriet of Columbia Su-
burban Railway Company.

The SPEAKER. The pending question is upon the amend-
ment of the ﬁfnuﬂmn from Mississippi[Mr. WiLLIAMS], which
the Clerk will now read:

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all 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-

ny " in line 4, page 2, these words:

* Is hereby created to consist of such person or ;{;aursons as shall at public
auction, to be held at such time and place as shall P by the Dis-
trict Commissioners, after notice of not less than thirty days by publication
in a Washington, D. C., newspaper, bid the highest percentage of annual
Zross procaeds of said rallway business, for a term of not exceeding twenty
years.”'

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. 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 House 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 asin Com-
mittee of the Whole.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is being so considered,
if I am not mistaken. Iam 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 ITundertook to present the mer-
its of the amendment to the House to the best of my ability, It
involves merely putting up this franchise [or sale to the highest
bidder, the bids to be based upon a percentage of the gross pro-
ceeds of the business to be carried on. Imerely wish tocall 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 b adopted.
It is a proposition to sell a railroad franchise. The adoption of
it would be a complete revolution, a complete departure from
the course of proceeding inreference to streetrailroads 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 hopethegentleman 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

entleman from Mississippi would be equivalent fostriking out

e enacting clause of the bill?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Illinois
is mistaken and so is the gentleman from Tennessee. This
amendment does not strike out any enacting clause. All it does
is to strike out the names of the persons mentioned as incorpo-
rators. Instead of sayingthat A, B,C, and their associatesshall
be a body politic,it simply gives the name of the corporationand
says that it shall be a body politic, to consist of such parsons as
shall bid the highest percentage of the gross proceeds for this
franchise. The amendment strikes out the names 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 years,

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 1 be extended to fifty years, and, if it is parliamen-
tary to do so, I will now modify myamendmentin 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
Rallroad, the question has arisen as to the right of prope;? owners to dam-
ages, Citizens who are interested do not think Congress willlet their homes
be destroyed and the market value of their property, whether for their own
use,'for rental or sale, be serlously injured by the destruction of the trees and

the parking, which now give to the street shade and bem;tg and repose
which are 50 highly without at least making the railroad corporation
Hable for actual ascertainable damages.

The United States dedicated the street and beautified it with trees and ap-
propriated the spaces for roadway, sidewalk, and parking. The gla.m.ln of
the trees was o pledge that the dedication was made In good faith, and that
if the citizen bought land abut on the street so dedicated and appropri-
ated and spent his money in building a residence, the Government which
had indu him tobuild would not allow the character of the street to be
;:ﬂnisﬁlgrnchanged and its eligibility for residence destroyed without com-

To say that the Government owns the fee of the strest and can do with it
as it chooses, without regard to the interests of ths abutting owners, whom
it induced to establish their homes where they are, is to say that the Goy-
grrmnll;.a may be like a heathen god—a greater scoufdrel than any of his

TS,

It has been held by the highestcourts of thedifferent States that the right
of an abutting owner to damages does not depend upon his ownership of the
fee of the street. At one time the supremeconrt of New York took thev,ew
that this right did so depend, but the court of appeals, in the Story casel(90
N. Y., 122), and the subsequent elevated railroad cases, held that damages
could be recovered for an Injury to an easement as well as to o fee. The
reason and right of the thing have been well stated by the supreme court of
Colorado, in the Clty of Denver vs. Bayer (7 Colo., 1:31;. as follows:

The position taken in some of the cases is, that if the lolning owner
have not the fee of the streets, and the value of his propert; diminished
by 50 per cent by the construction of a rallroad therein, he has no refiress;
while if he be the fortunate owner of this fee, he may recover not only for
the taking orappropriation of the streets, but also for the interfcrence with
his easement, and the decrease occasioned in the value of his prem‘ses. Yet,
whether he own the fee or not, his rightsin connection with thestreet, whileit
remains a street, are practically the same. His esslon of his fee in no
special way contributes to the use or enjoyment of his lot, and enables him
to exercise no greater control over the street than he would have without it

The distinction as to the fee sesms to rest upon the fact that in one case
there is a wrongful incumbrance of hisfrechold, while in the other there is
not. The actual injury is about the same in both. But while, if the fce
rests in the city, there may be no wrongful incumbrance of his estate inthe
sense of these cases there is under our Constitution at leasta 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 statutes of so many of the States, and to
enact some general law under which such franchises may ba acquirad, under

roper conditions, for their fair market value. What may be accomplished

this direction has been signally illustrated in the city of Glasgow, as
shown in an article entitled **Street Rallroad Franchises, published in
last Wednesday's Star. oK

The question baing 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 yeasand nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and Mr. CooMBs and Mr.
RICHARDSON of Tennessee were a.ﬂpointed tellers.

The question was taken; and thers werse—yeas 92, nays 67,
answered ‘‘present” 3, not voting 190; as follows:

YEAS—92
Arnold, De Armond, Lester, Richards, Ohio
Baliley, Dinsmore, Linton, ’ Robbins,
Baker, Kans. Dunn, Livingston, Rusl,
Baker, N. H. Erdman, !I\-{yuch, Russell, Ga.
Bankhead, Everett, addox, Bayers,
Barwlg Forman, M&grulro. Shell,
Bell, Tex. Gelssenhainer, McCreary, Ky. Sibley,
Black, Ga. Grady, McCollough, Sipe,
Boatner, Hager, MecDannold, Snodgrass,
Branch, Hall, Minn. McEttrick, Springer,
Bretz, Hare, McRae. Stockdale,
Brookshire, Harris, Money, Strair,
Bryan, Hermann, Neill, Talbert, S, C.
Bynum, Hooker, Miss. Ogden, Tate,
Cabaniss, Tkirt, Outhwaite, Turner, Ga.
Cannon, Cal. Johnson, N. Dak. Paschal, Wwarner,
Catchin Kem, Patterson, ‘Washington,
Clark, Mo. Kyle, Pearson, Weadoclk,
Coombs, ane, Pendleton, Tex. Wheeler, Ala.
Cox, Lapham, Perkins, ‘Williams, 1L
Crain. Latimer, Pigott, Williams, Miss.
Crawford, Lawson, Post, Wolverton,
Culberson, ton, Powers, Woodard.
NAYS—67.
Adams, Pa. Epes, Jones, Reed,
Bingham, Funston, Kiefer, Reilly,
Brosius, an, Lucas, Reyburn,
Cadmus, Garduner, Mahon, Richardson, Tenn
Campbell, Glllett, Mass. Marsh, Stephenson,
Cannon, 11, Grout, Martin, Ind. Stone, C. W.
Cobb, Ala. Harmer, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A.
Cobb, Mo. augen, McAleer, Stone, Ky.
Cogswell. Heard, McCleary, Minn, Siwveet,
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, Meredith, Tarsney,
Curtis, Kans. Hepburn Montgomery, Tawney,
Dalzell, Hooker, N. Y. Northway, Taylor, Tenn.
Davis, Hullck, O’ Neil, hfass. Thomas,
Draper, Hull, Page, Updegrafl,
Durborow, Hunter, Pendleton, W.Va. VanVoorhis,Ohio
Edmunds, T, ulgg, Walker.
English, Cal. Johnson, Ind. Y, :
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—3.
Dingley, Ellis, Oregon Smith,
NOT VOTING—190.
Abbott, Alexander, Baldwin, Bell, Colo.
Adams, Allen, Barnes, Beltzhoover,
Aitken, Apsley, Bartholds, Berl‘z.
Alderson, Avery, Bartlett, Black, Il
Aldrich, Bal k, Belden, Blair,
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Bland, Ky. Lefever, Ryan, For this day:
Do ::1“?:"- 2 G o s e Mr. TERRY with Mr. WANGER.
Bower,N.C.  Fielder o Settle, 3 Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania.
Bowers, Cal. Fithian, - Loudenslager,  Shaw, Mr. BERRY with Mr. APSLEY.
Prockinrae, Ak aetcher, o ShamaD, Mr. TALBOTT of Ma;?rland with Mr. PHILLIPS.
Brl !cnknmerfds”' X ear, } Simpson, Mr, HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. STORER.
g;gderick. g?ﬁ?’n > ﬁgg?al}m Sﬁ,i"gm‘ Mr. WeLLS with FUNK.
Bm‘;;}: G MoDowell. Spersy, Mr. ENGLISH with Mr. BUNDY. _
. IS R LEAVE OF ABSENCE
urnes, 5 2 -
3“""‘“' Gmhﬁ.‘m, ﬁﬁ.ﬁgn“‘ Ei?;,‘;" By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:
Capebarty’ Grithn. ™ MeMiin, " Strong, To Mr. MOSES, for ten d ountof aloknesa s hist
pehar : c. % T ,for ten days, on account of sickness am-
Caruth, Grosvenor, McNagny, WA
| Talbott, Ma ¥
ggﬁf¥ 1‘32&‘1‘;}. ﬁgi_l&erjohn 'r: lorthlnd. To Mr. DANIELS, for one week from to-morrow, on account
ering, s ylor, F i : ; A
Childs, Eﬁ?“ﬁo ﬁﬁ{ﬁf&n, Tﬁg_gi of illness in his family and important engagemsnts.
ATIOY - : : - e .
g. Ala o e e Moot Trcker, i To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam
Cockrell, g?rrgan. gcrse.i 'I‘urpg' i "'rl"o Mr. WiLsoN of West Virginia inﬂeﬁnit,ely on account of
= y . b 3 u
Py Hayas, e %‘yaif{"oorhjs, N.y. |Sickness. , y
Cooper, Fla. Hieiner, Mutchier, gadsworm, To Mr. RANDALL, indefinitely, on account of important busi-
per, In Henderson, I1l.  Newlands, anger, ness,
GooNaR, Tk, Honscxac, 1{?‘&“ e R b Mr. STOCKDADE. I ask leave of absenca for the gentleman
Cousins, Hicks, & ayne, Wever., from Missouri, Mr. HALL, on account of sickness in his family.
Coverr, Hines, Paynter, Wheeler, 11, There being no objection, leave was granted.
tis, N, Y. gﬁ.‘ﬁhan, gg?ﬁ?{:e “W]ﬁiittfﬁg, The result of the vots was announced as above stated.
Daniels, Hopkins, TIL Pickler, Wilson, Ohlo And then, on motion of Mr. HEARD (at 4 o’clock and 25 min-
%vey, i, Bogkkins, Pa. ﬁ’;‘n"&u %‘\i:ﬁgg. %’a%l:-‘_ utes p. m.), the Houss adjourned. :
Fores O, ' .
Denson, Hudson, Rayner, Wise,
Dotfery  MGEOR, R RO ;
&m\;q:ﬁ. Rao, S 1}& Wright, Pa PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.
%g;‘g?' %;102?.‘?’ ﬁ"u;;";ﬁ?“- a. Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol-

No quorum voting.

Before the result was announced— !

Mr.PIGOTT. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]
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 coll e from Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR] left
the House a while ago, sick. I ask that he be excused for this
day.

'Is."here 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. TURNER, be excused on account of sickness.

There was no objection.

Mr. ENLOE. [ am paired with the gentleman from Maine
[Mr. BOUTELLE].- If he were present I should vote in the af-
firmative.

The following pairs were announced:

Until further notice:

Mr, SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS.

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois.

Mr. WHITING with Mr. CHILDS.

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. VAN VoorHIS of New York.

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HopkiNs of Illi-
Lo's.

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. MILLIKEN.

Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. AITKEN.

Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. DINGLEY.

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota.

Mr. ENLOE with Mr, BOUTELLE.

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. AVERY. -

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. SHAW.

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. LEFEVER.

Mr. SorG with Mr. WEVER.

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE,

Mr. TYLER with Mr. MERCER.

Mpr. LISLE with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts.

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. STRONG.

Mr. MosSES with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania.

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr, RANDALL.

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. GROSVENOR.

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio.

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. HiTT.

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr, HENDERSON of Iowa.

Mr. HATCH with Mr. CURTIS of New York.

Mr. BLAND with Mr, MORSE.

lowing titles 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 Distriet of Columbia. p
By Mr. PATTERSON: A resolution fixing a day for the con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 7273 —to the Commi tt=e on Rules.
By Mr. RUSK: A resolution to pay 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 following
titles were presented and referred as follows:

ByMr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 7408) for
the relief of Lorenzo D. Gilbreath—to the Committes on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 7408)for the relief of W.S. Ham-
maker—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. T410) 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—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule X XTI, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of A, M. Wil-
kins, of Amhurst, N. H., and 10 others of the same place, pray-

| ing that fraternal beneficial societies, orders, or associations,

operating upon the lodge system and providing for the payments
of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to members, be exempt
from the operations of any income tax which may be enacted—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

B]v{ Mr, BROOKSHIRE: Petition of E. H. Bindley & Co.,
Cook, Bell & Black, and Samuel C. Parker, of Terre Haute,
Ind., against any increase of the tax on whisky, and any exten-
sion of the E)resent bonded period, and to indorse most heartily
the resolutions adopted at a mesting of the wholesale 1
dealers of Cincinnati, June 4, 18904—to the Committes on T&
and Means. -

Also, petition of M. N. Cortner and others, of Terre Haute,
Ind., favorable to the eight-hour law proposed by Mr. GRESHAM,
of Texas—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. COCKRELL (by request): Petition of citizens of In-
g}a& Territory for Federal court—to the Committee on the Ju-

ciary. .

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of James Higgins and others,
of Haverhill, Mass., members of certain beneficiary orders,
against an income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CRISP (byrequest): Resolutions of Congress of Ameri-

iquor
ays
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can Physicians, relating to medical department of the Army—
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. DALZELL: Three petitions.of A.Klinerlinger & Son,
James McKay, and Joseph Greenswald, citizens of Pittsburg,
against any increase of the tax on whiskyand nst any exten-
sion of the bonded period—to the Committee on Waysand Means.

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Brewers’ Union and the Ger-
men Typographical Union of Detroit, Mich., for theestablish-
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 of Ohio: Resolutionsof the Cleveland Print-
ing Pressmen’s Union, protesting against the mannerof appoint-
ment of pressmen in the Government Printing Office at Wash-
ington, D. C., and favoring the passage of House bill 4737—to
the Committee on Printing.

Also, resolutions of the Cleveland Chamber of Commercs,
adopted May 15, 1894, advocating appropriation for Naval War
Co at Newport, R. I.—to the Committes on Naval Affairs.

By Mr, JOSEPH: Memorial of the Commereial Club of the
city of Albuguerque, N. Mex., pra.ying Congress to pass legisla-
tion authorizing citizens of the Unifed States to go upon grants
of lands made by the Spanish and Mexican Governments, and
mine for precious mefals to be found within the same—to the
Committee on Mines and Mining.

By Mr. LAYTON: Protest of P. I. Dugan, of Celina, Ohio,
and of A. Pauch & Son, of St. Marys, 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 others,
against the employment of convict labor—to the. Committee on

Labor.

By 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. MCDEARMON (byrequest): Petition of A.J. Collings-
worth and 14 other citizens of Crockett County, Tenn., protest-
ing against taxing income of fraternal beneficiary societies—to
the Committes on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MORSE: Petition by L. N. Francis, regeut, and the
eight other officers of Bristol Council, No. 158, Royal Arcanum,
Taunton, Mass., praying that fraternal beneficiary societiesbe
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, vrging amendment to the Wilson bill to exemp# secrefso-
cieties, ete., from taxation—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, resolutions indorsed by Collins Bros., Lang, Schenck
& Co., Theobold & 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 Waysand Means.

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of William Legg and 19 other eciti-
zens of Burrillville, R. 1., and of H. S. Woodworth and 18 other
citizens of Providence, R. L., asking for an amendment to the
proposed tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PENCE: Petitionof the Evangelical Lutheran Church
of Morgan County, Colo., against the pro d change in the
Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

Aia:o{ petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Colorado
Springs, for appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to the Com-

ttee on Appropriations. i : 03,

Also, petition of Park County, Colo., to permit mining loca-
tions on forest reservations—to the Commiitee on the Public

Lands.

By Mr.PERKINS: Petition of 41 citizensof Sioux City,against
an income tax upon beneficiary assessments—to: the Committes
on Wzﬁs and Means.

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union of Bingham-
%;1];01‘1' . Y., on the subject of convict labor—to the Commitiee on

r.

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 vieinity, 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 bill passed by
the House to tax incomes of corporations—to the Committee on.
‘Ways and Means.

Aa{ao. memorial of Conclave No, 81, Improved Order of Hep-

tasophs, located at McKe Pa,, having a. membership at
600, praying for the passage of Senate bill 1353 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, Mich., protesting against the Hatch anti-
option bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of the city of Detroit,
Mich., urging certain amendments to the interstate-commerce
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

. By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolutions of wholesale
liquor dealers at Cincinnati, Ohio, against increase of tax on
whisky and extension of bonded period—to the Committes on
Ways and: Means.

Also, protest of beneficiary associations, against the income
%X upon social associations—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of the Chamber- of Commerce
of the State of New York, in favor of provisionfor 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 VICE-PRESIDENT being absent, the President pro tempore
took the chair.

The Secretary proceeded toread the Journal of yesterday’s
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The bill (R. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of elac-
trical measure was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Finance.

The bill (H. R. 7293) regulating the: procedure in criminal
causes in the district of Minnesota 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 courts to occupy
the old United States court-house in the city of Baltimore l?)r
the period of five years was read twice by its tifle, and referred
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of H. W. Cadott and
sundry other citizensof 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, accident, and other benefits to the members, and depend-
ents of such members, shall be exempt from'all 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. 41, of Hast , Nebr., remonstrat-
ing inst the present system of convict labor; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

He also presented a petitionof the McCoolt Cotiperative Build-
ing and Loan Association, of MecCook, 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 performance of 3100 worth of
labor; which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Min-

ing.

%11‘. PASCO. [ presenta joint resolution of the Legislature
of the State of Florida, in the nature of a petition, praying that
the Fort Jupiter military reservation be nof sold at publie sale,
but that it be opened to homestead entry. Without taking the
time of the Senate to have it read, I aslk that it may be printed
in the RECORD, and the bill on thesubject having been reported,
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 requesting the S
tne Fort Jupiter military reservationto be sold at public sale; and to a
the Senators and Representatives from Florida: in the Cor of the

United States to secure the passage by Congress of an act opening the said
reservation to homestead entry.

© Whereas the FortJupiter military reservation in Florida wasestablished,
by order of the President, May 14, , and not being longer requiréd for

of the Interiormnot tocause
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