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By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R, 12167) to amend section 5 of an
act approved June 7, 1878, entitled '‘An act regulating the appoint-
ment of justices of the peace, comnmissioners of’ deeds, and counstables
within and for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes '—to
the Committeo on the District of Columbia. .

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 12168) to repair and build the
levees of the Mississippi River, to improve its navigation, to afford ease
and sufety to its commerce, and to prevent destructive floods—to the
Committee on Levees and lmprovements of the Mississippi River.

By Mr. MILLER: A bill {H. R.12169) for the erection and main-
tenance of a home for indigent and aged ex-slaves of the United States
of America—to the Committee on Appropriations,

By Mr, MASON: A bill (H, R. 12170) ameadatory toan act to estab-
ltll?h lu;]b,\merimm flag, approved April 14, 1818—to the Committee on

6 L10rary.

By Mr. gI[LLER: A joint resolution (H. Res, 233) authorizing the
transfer of clerks, copyists, und computers from the Census Burean to
any other Department: of the Government—to the Select Committee
on the Eleventh Census.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference
was made:

A DLill (H. R, 11950) for the relief of the estate of Phineas Burgess,
decensed—Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Naval Aftairs.

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, . °

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles
were presented and referred as indicated below:

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H, R, 12171) tor the relief of cerlain mail-
carriers in the post-office at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on
Claims, .

By Mr, CHEATHAM: A bill (H. R.12172) granting a pension to
Mary Norman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensione.

By Mr, GEAR: A bill (H, R. 12173) granting a pension to Lucinda
Delaplain—to the Committes on Pensions, -

Also, o bill (FH. R.12174) to amend the military record of Burt
Noyes—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 12175) for the relief of R. A. Schellhous—to the
Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H, R. 12176) for the relief of
the estute of Mary E. Nenle, deceased—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12177) to increase the pension ot
Arothusa Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 12178) grunting a pension to Green-
berry Diggs—to the Committea on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, POST: A bill (H. R, 12179) to remove the charge of deser-
tion from the military record of T. C. Thomas—to the Committee on
Military Affairs, :

By Mr. SWENEY: A bill (H. R. 12180) for the relief of Charles J.
Werner—to the Committce on Military Affairs.

By Mr, WHEELER, ot Alabuma: A bill (H. R. 12181) for the relief
of the heirs of Johu I, Alexander—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, & bill (H, R, 12182) for the relief of Mrs. B, Gordon—to the
Committee on War Claims,

Also, o bill (H. R, 12183) granting o pension to Mrs. Rebecea Liv-
ingston—to the Committee on Pensions. . .

Also, o hill (H. R. 12184) for the relief of John C. Nance—to the
Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 12185) for the relief of William C. Tidwell—to the
Committee on Military Affairs. .

A bill (H, R. 12188) for the relief of Mrs, Camila Tills—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of Chamber of Commeres of Pitts-
burgh, I'n., for such provision as will prevent overflows of the Misais-
sippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Algo, resolutions from the same hody, against granting use of the
north pier at Buffalo, N, Y., to a private corporation—to the Commit-
teo on Commerce,

By Mr, CARUTH: Papers to accompany an act to amend sestion 5
of nn act approved June 7, 1878, in relation to the appointments of
notaries public in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the
District of Columbia,

Also, two petitious from the Board of Trade of Louisville, Ky., and
of D, C, & H, C. Reed, asking for the passage of House bill relating to
post-oflice boxes at railroad stations—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-toads.

By Mr. MCcDUFFIE: Petition of Mrs, Mary E. Austin, widow of
%(l)h_n H. Austin, deceased, of Decatur, Ala.—to the Committee on War

aims. .

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition to the United States Congress for the re-

lief by special aot of Cornelius Marsh, late of Company H, Ninth New
York Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of A. J. Poweil and 23 others, of
Lawrence County, Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—t,
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Joseph C. Burelift, op
claim for property taken during the late war—to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, petition of James E, Schmiser, of Madison County, Alabamg,
for reterence of his claim to the Court of Claims under act of March3,
1883—to the Committee on War Claims.

SENATE.
TUESDAY, September 30, 1890.

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D.

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

GEORGIANA W. VOGDES.

Mr. QUAY. Before proceeding with the regalar order I desire to
move the concarrence of the Senate in the Hounse amendment to a
private psnsion bill which is lying on the table. It is Senate bill 3532,

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3532) granting a peasion
10 Georgiana W, Vogdes, which was, in line 5, befure the word *‘ dol-
lars,’’ to strike out *‘fifty’’ and insert * thirty,”’

Mr, QUAY., The effect of the amendment is to reduce the pension
from $50 to $30 a month.

M;. COCKRELL,. Fifty dollars was passed by the Senats, I under-
stand.

Mr. QUAY. Yes; anod the House substituted $30. I move that
the Senate concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives.

The motion was agreed to.

PAY AND MILEAGE DEFICIENCY.

Mr. HALE, I ask that the little deficiency bill from the House of
Representative which came in yesterday be laid before the Senate,

The hill (H. R. 12163) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency
in the appropriation for compensation of Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives and Delegates trom Territories was read twice by its title.

Mr. HALE. I ask that action be taken npon the bill now.

There heing no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $10,316 to
supply a deficiency in the appropriation for compensation and mileage
of Members ot the House of Representatives and Delegates from Ter-
ritories for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890.

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

Mr..MORGAN subsequently said: I wish to enter a motion to recon-
sider the vote by which the House bill 12163 was just passed. I do
not care to call it up immediately,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion toreconsider will be entered.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 10475) to prevent desecration of the United States
flag was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

PETITIONS AND MEMORTALS,

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the memorial of Samuel Turbutt,
of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the passage of a national
bankruptey bill; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr, BLAIR presented a petition of citizens of Milford, Mass., pray-
ing for the passage of the bill granting arrears of gay for Government
employés who worked over eight hours a day; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

Mr. EVARTS presented resolutions of a mass meeting of citizens of
the city ot New York, favoring the passage of House bill 6449 declar-
ing eight hours a legal day’s work for clerks in first and second class
post-offices; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and
Post-Roads.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, MCPHERSOY,
ita Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills:

A bill (8. 161) to reconvey certain lands to the county of Ormsby,

.State of Nevada;

A bill (8. 597) to authorize the conveyance of certain Absentee Shaw-
nee Indian lands in Kansas;
A bill (8. 1904) to provide for railroad crossings in the Indian Ter-

ritory;
A bill (8. 2782) to provide for the reduction of the Round Valley
Indian reservation in the State of California, and for other purposes;
A bill (S, 3545) to extend and amend “*An act to anthorize the Forb
Worth and Denver City Railway Company to constract and operate o
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes;’’
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A bill (8. 3280) authorizing the Secretary ot the Interior to ascertain
Qamages resulting to any person who had settled upon the Crow Creek
and Winnebage reservations in South Dakota between February 27,
1883, and April 17, 1855;

A bill (8. 3745) granting to the Northern Pacific and Yakima Irriga-
tion Company a right of way through the Yakima Indian reservation
in Washington;

A bitl (3. 3363) granting to the Newport and Kit.g's Valley Railroad
Compauny the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation; and

A bill (8. 4393) giving, upon eonditions and limitations therein con-
tained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights to
mine coal in the Choctaw Nation,

The message also announced that the House had passed the foilow-
ing bills, each with an amendment in which it requested the concur-
reuce of the Senate:

A bill (5. 3043) to amend and further extend the benefits of the act
approved I'ebruary 8, 1887, entitled ““An act to provide lor the aliot-
ment of Jand in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and
to extend the protection of the laws of the United States over the In-
dians, and for other purposes;”’

A bill (3. 3314) granting right of way to the Red Lake and Western
Raflway and Navigation Company across Red Lake reservation, in
Minnesota, and granting said company the right to take lauds for ter-
minal railroad and warehouse purposes ; and

A bill (S. 3481) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson.

The mesage further announced that the House had passed a bill

(H. R.11391) for the construction and completion of suitable school:

buildings for Indian industrial schools in Wisconsin and other States;
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. SA\WYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 11304 granting a peusion to Mary Jaue Black-
ledge, reported it without amendment and submitted a report thercon.

SUMMARY MILITARY COURTS.

Mr.HAWLEY. By instructionof the Committee on Military Affairs
I report favorably the bill (H, K. 7989) to promote the administration
of justice in the Army. It is a bill to which there can be ne possible
ohjection. It merely recommends the appointment ot minor courtsin
the Army. Ihope the Senatewiil concur with the House in the passage
of the bill. There is a single verbal amendment,

There being no objection, the Seuate, ag in Committee of the Whale,
proceeded to consider the bill.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committec on
Military Affuirs will be stated. i

The Crier CLERK. In section 1, line 10, strike out ‘‘in’' before
#court;” so that the bill shall read: ) .

Be it enacted, ele., That hereafter in time of peace all enlisted men charged
with offenses now cognizable by a garrison or regimental court-martial shall,
within twenty-four lhiours trom the time of their arrest, be brought before a
summary court, which shall consist of the line officer second in rankat the post
or station or of the nd of the alleged offender, and at ! where only
officers of the stafl' ate on duty the otlicers second In rank shall constitute such
court, who shall have power to administ-r onths and to hearand determinetho
case, and when aatisfied of the guilt of the d* purty adjudge the punish
ment to be inflicted, ete.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment
was concarred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be
read o third time,

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. HAWLEY. The correction is merely of an error in copying
the bill. The word ‘*in " was inserted by mistake. I move that the
Senate request a conference with the House of Representatives on the
bill and amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, HAWLEY, Mr. MAN-
DERSON, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed.

ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS,"

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control:
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the
resolation submitted by Mr, SANDERS on the 27th instant, reported a
substitute; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed
1o, as follows:

Resolved, That the Commiitee on Enrolled Bills be, and the sawe i8 hercby,
authorized to employ an additional clerk during the 1 inder ot the present
session and forthree days after ity expiration, at a compensation of 88 perdi.-m,
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Scnate, upon vouchers to be ap-
%rxoved by the chairman of the Coinmittee to Audit and Control the Contingent

penses of the Senate,

SELECT COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION.

HMr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso-
lution submitted by Mr. STEWART on the 25th instant, reported it

without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous conseut,
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, Tl|3\0 the Select Commiittea on Trrigation and Reclamation of Arid
Lauds be continued during the present Congress,

LIST OF PRIVATE CLAIMS.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committes to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Seuate, to whom was rererred tho reso-
lation submitted by Mr. SPOONER ou the 26th instant, reported it with-
out awendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secrotary of the Senate cause to be prepared an alphabet«
ical list of all private clatmug which have been before the Senate, with thenetion

of the Senate thereon, sincee tas 4th diy of Marea, 1881, and up to the 4th day of
March, 1891, and that he communicate the same to tiue Senate when completed,

"UNITED S8TATES FISH COMMISSION.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committeo to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol-
lowing resolation submitted by Mr, STOCKBRIDGE June 5, 1890, re-
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous
consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the Committes on Fisheries inthe investigation of the admin-
istration of the affairs of the United States Fish Commissioner's olive. ordered
Ly the resolutions of thie Senate of the 3d instant, be autnorized to employ o
stenographer, an‘d that the expenses of the investigation be paidout of thecon-
tingent fund of the Senate,

CHEROKEE OUTLET INVESTIGATION.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Andit and Control
the Contingent Kxpenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol-
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. BurrLeR April 15, 1890, reported
it without amendment:

2esolued, That the resolution of the Sennte passed on the 26th day of Febru-
ary, D. 189), be, and the same is hereby, amended ao as to read: * That the
8elect Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians be, and {t {s hereby,
authorized and empowered to investigate the status of the negotintions be-
tween the United States Governuent and the Clhierokee tribe of Indinnus in re-
lation® to the tract of couutry known as the Clicrokee Outlet, with power to
seud for persons and papers, toemploy astenographier, and to adminlster oaths,
aud that they have leave to hold seasions of sad select comunttee during the
sessions, and fo visit by subcommittes the Indian Territory at the earliest day
practicuble to continue snid Investigation, and ag aoun ns may be report to tho
Sensle; nll necessary expenses incurred under the authorization of this reso-
Jution to be paid out of the contingent fund of tho Henate,”

Mr. DAWES. Is that a new resolution?
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is reported from the Committec on
Contingent Expenses.
Mr. DAWES, Let it go over.
"I]‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the Cal-
endar.
PAY OF 8ISSION CLERKS.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control
the Continzent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was rererred the res-
olution submitted by Mr, MORGAN oun the 29th instaut, reported tho
following substitute; which was considered by unanimous consent,and
agreed to:

Resolved, That the per dfem clerks to the committeey of the Jonato and the
clerks to Senators be vetalued in the service of thie Seants during the ¢ nnfng
recess, and that the Seorstary of the S:nute {8 hereby authorizsd nad directed
to pay out of the contingent fund of tiie Senate the per diem now atlowed such
clerks by law during the desstous of the Scmito,

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITIEE ON THRRITORIES,

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Commities to Audit aud Control
the Continzent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the res-
olution submiitted by Me, .PLAT(‘ July 3, 1840, reported the following
suhstitate; which was considered by unanimous cousent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That thie expenges of repoviing the hearings given bv the Com-
mittee on Territories on Senate hills 633, for tho a lnivsion of [ lnho into the
Union: 2446 and 35375, forthe admission of New Mexico into tho Unlon, and 3450,
relatiniz tothe exerol4e of the eleciivo frinchise in the Territory of Utah, be
paid out of the contingent fund of the Scnate,

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced & bill (S, 4448) for the reliel
of the administrator of Daniel 8, Mershon, deceased: which way read
twice by its tirle, and referred to the Committee on Claims,

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave, by request of George O. Jones, chairman
of the nattonal Greenback party, to present his petition for an increase
of the lexal-tender currency, und by a like request I introduce the ac-
companying bill. I beg leave to state that I do not m an thereby to
express any opinion upon the measure, but sluiply offer it as a duty
due to a citizen who desires it.

The bill (S. 4449) to enable the Government to pay its dehts, sala-
ries, pensions, and other currentexpenses by issning United States legal-
tender notes now a8 it did during the late civil war, until the volume
of money in actoal circulation will revive buxiness and give perma-
nent prosperity to the American peaple was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Finance.
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GEORGE W. G, ESLIN AND MICHAEL SHINER.

Mr. BARBOUR submitted the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia:

Resolved, That the Secrotary of the Treasury be, and he {8 hereby, directed to
causo the proper accounting officers of the District of Columbia to examine and
audlt the olaims of the legal representutives of the estate of George W, Q. Iislin,
decensed, and Blichnel Shiner, deceased, and to certify to Congress the sums
duo for work dono for the District of Columbis, and the amount paid, so as to
show the balance due sald estates,

TARIFF COMPILATION,

Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses
of the Senate: :

Ordercd, That the Committee on Finance have authority to collate, index,
and print such testimony as may be on flle with the committee in connection
with the bl H. i, 9416, together with any other data relative to tarlf matters
they may deom valunble, the expense therefor to be pald frem the contingent
fund of tho Sonate,

LANDS IN S8EVERALTY TO INDIANS.,

The VICE-PRESIDENT Iaid before the Senate the amendment of
the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 3043) to amend and further
extend tho benetits of the actapproved February 8, 1887, entitled ‘*An
act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on the
various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the
United States over the Indians, and for other purposes.”’

The tmendment of the House of Representatives was to strike out
all nfter the enacting clanss and insert o substitute.

Mr, PLUMBE, I think that the amendment had better be printed
in order that it may be understood more fully by Senators.

Mr. DAWES, I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend-
ment o} the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference on the
disngrecing votes of the two Houses. .

‘The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap-
point the coulerees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DAWES, Mr,
PrATT, and Mr. MORGAN were appointed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the Houso of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON,
its Clerk, aunounced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3721) for
tho relief of A. J. MeCreary, administrator of the estate of J. M. Hiatt,
deceased, and for other purposes.

Tho message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H.
R. 113) to provide for the disposition and sale ot lands known as the
Klamath River reservation; in which it requested the concurrence of
the Benate.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask unanimous cousent to call up Or-
dor of Business 1969, House bill 9630, which is local to the Btate of
‘Washington, and its immediate passago is & matter of great impor-

tance. .

Mr. PLUMB. Ishall have to object to that unless opportunity is
offered to amend it. .

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of the conlerence report on House bill 9416.

The motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A messnge from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON,
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the
comunittee ot conterence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 2990) for the relief
ot J. L. Cain and others.

The message wlso announced that the House had agreed to the re-
port of the committee of conferonce on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S, 1454) to
incrense the elliciency and reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps ot
the Army and to transter the weather service to the Department of
Agricualture,

‘The message farther announced that the House had passed the fol-
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence
of tho Sonate: .

A bill (H. R, 1910) for the relief of Isaac H. Whent;

Joint resolution (H. Res. 1568) providing for printing the fifth annual
report of the Commissioner of Labor; and

Joint resolution (H. Res. 218) to allow the Postmaster-General to ex-
pend $10,000 to test at small towns and villages the system of the free-
delivery service, and tor other purposes.

; 'l‘lll)gl lmessn;w also announced that the House had passed the follow-

ng bills: )
A bill (8. 2562) to authorize the appointment of Asst. Surg. Thomas
Owens, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, to the posi-
tion of surgeon, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, and
for other purposes; and

© A bill (8. 3817) for the protection of actusl settlers who have made
homestead or pre-emption entries upon the publie lands of the United
States in the State of Floridu upon which deposits of phosphate have
been discovered since such entries were made,

THE REVENUE BILL.

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of the committee of con.
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize
duties on imports, and for other purposes.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re-
port of the committee of conference. i

Mr, CARLISLE, Mr, President, it is not my purpose at this timet,
discuss, except perhaps incidentally, the economic theory upon which
this bill is constructed or the general principles which, in my opinion,
ought to govern Congress in the exercise of the great power of taxation
delegated to it by the Constitution. This important measure is now
about to pass entirely from our hands and beyond our control, and a
discussion of those questions can not be undertaken without neglecting
this first and last opportunity to state as accurately as possible what
its main provisions are as perfected by its framers, and what its proha-
ble effect will be upon the people of the country at large.

Nor is it my parpose to attempt to state what the effect of this mens-
ure will be upon the public revenue, because it would be impossible to
do so with any degree of accuracy; but I canstate, and will endeavor to
state, approximately at least, what its effect will be upon taxation. So
far daring this discussion no member ot the Commiittee on Financo has
ventured even to express an opinion as to what effect the bill will have
upon the revenues of the Government——

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator trom Kentucky—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield?

Mr. CARLISLE. ExcepttheSenator from Jowa [Mr. ALLISON], who
in the course of a speech upon the subject of the expenditures of tlec
Government reviewed this subject to some extent.

Mr. MORGAN. That was before the conference report was made,

Mr. CARLISLE, And that was before the conference repert wis
made; so that my statement, to be strictly accurate, should be that no
member has made this attempt since the conference report was made
and the bill has assumed its finsl form.

EFFECT OF THE BILL ON TAXATION.

In the statement submitted by the committee with the bill when it
was reported to the Senate, or rather in a note appended to that statc-
ment, it was said that—

The reduction above given, of 871,064,774 by the House or $60,509,343 by tho
Senate, appears to be certain, but if the imports should be the same as last.year
under the new rates the reduction would umount, under the House bill, to §26,-
128,642; under the Senate, to $20,318,283,

The statement that the bill as it then stood would effect almost ce-
tainly a reduction of the revenue to the extent of over $60,000,000
was_true only upon the hypothesis that every increase of duty made
upon articles still remaining in the dutiable schedule was abso-
lutely prohibitory to the full extent of the increase, and that no re-
ductions made in the rates of duty upon articles still remaining in the
dutiable schedules would have the effect to increase to any extent the
importation of those articles hereafter, for unless this hypothesis is cor-
rect tlie bill as it then stood wounld have made no reduction in the reve-
nue to be hereafter received by the Government upon the basis ot the
importations during the fiscal year 1889, and s it now stands will
make an increase upon the amount of importations during that year to
the extent of nearly $4,000,000, as I shall proceed to show.

This sum of $60,599,343 was the pr amount which the bill
as it then stood placed upon the free-list, and of this, $56,000,000 in
round numbers consisted of sugar and molasses, leaving about $4,500,-
000 as the reduction occasioned by the removal of other articles from
the dutiable to the free list; and I desire to say here that the bill as
it now stands, escepting sugar and molasses, removes from the free-
list and places upon the dutiable-list more than it takes from the du-
tiable-list and places upon the free-list. According to these tables,
which the Senator from Rhode Island admitted yesterday are imperfect,
and necessarily imperfect because the expert who made them could
use only such facts and- data as were contained in the official statis-
tics, there was an increase in the duties upon the articles still remain-
ing on the dutiable-list o1 $40,281,060.59; that is to say, according to
these tables tho articles still remaining upon the dutiable-list yielded
to the Government during the fiscal year 1889 a revenue amounting to
$161,408,846, and under the proposed bill, as it then stood, the same
articles according to the tables would yield to the Government, upon the
same importations, a revenae of $201,689,917, or $40,281,060 more than
was collected from thesamearticles in the year 1889. But these tables,
on account of the absence of official data, omit increases in the rates
and amounts of duty which, according to the best estimate I can pro-
cure, would yield upon the importations of 1889, $19,209,760, and the
Senate, by its action upon the bill, together with the action of the
couference committee, added to that $4,895,033,94, making a total ad-
dition to the rates of duty upon articlesstill remaining in the dutiable-
list of $64, 385,854, as against $60,599,343 reductions, thus showinga net
increase of taxation upon the people under the customs law of $3,786,-
510 notwithstanding the abolition of the duty on sugar and molasses;
and this is not b]y any means all, because there are other large increases
made in this bill which can not be calculated for the want of the requi-
site data. In many cases where ad valorem rates have been changed
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fospecificorcompound, and where duties upon yards have been changed
to duties upon the weight of the article, it is impossible to make any-
thing like accurate calcnlations, because quantities and values can not
pe correctly ascertained.

Mr. President, let it be understood that I am not contending that
the revenues of the Government will be actually increased to the ex-
tent stated, because many of these duties are absolutely prohibitory,
and according to the statement submitted by the Committee on Fi-
pance from which I have read this is confessedly a bill to reduce tho
revenues by increasing taxation. While, therefore, it will not increase
the revenues to this extent, it will increase taxation upon the people
mauvy times this amount by enhancing the prices of articles of domes-
tic production similar to theimported articles upon which increased rates
of duty are imposed in the bill,

THE FRERE-LIST.

It was said by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr, SHERMAN] yesterday that
this bill placed more than half our importations upon the free-list, but
afterwards, upon a snggestion made by the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. ALDRICH], he qunlified that statement by the presentation of fig-
ures which showed that nearly half—about $25,000,000lessthan half—of
our importations would now he placed upon the free-list. Mr. Presi-
dent, neither of the statements is correct. The total value of our im-
portations during the fiscal year 1889, which is the basis npon which
all these calculations are made, wasover $741,000,000, and according to
the tables submitted the total valuation of the goods imported subject
to duty under this bill will be over $390,000,000; butsince those tables
were made ‘the Senate and the conference committee have taken arti-
cles which then steod upon the free-list and placed them upon the du-
tiable-list of the value of more than $10,000,000,

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to state what
those articles ave ?

Mr. CARLISLE. Bristles, amounting to over $1,000,000; tin in
bars, blocks, and {)igs, amounting to nearly $9,000,000, and many other
smaller items, all of which, taken together, increase the. amount taken
from the free-list and placed upon the dutiable-list since these tables
were made over $10,000,000, making, therefore, the total value of du-
tiable articles hereafter to be imported under this bill, upon the basis
of 1889, more:than $400,000,000, and placing upon the free-list articles
of the valne-ot $341,000,000, not near one-halt of the whole importa-
tions; and it must be romembered that $83,388,286 of this sum consists
of sugar and molasses aloue.

AVERAGE RATE OF DUTY—THE ADMINISTRATIVE BILL.

It may not be inappropriate in this connectfon, Mr. President, to
state what will be the average ad valorem rate of duty -upon our im-
portations, dutiabie and free, under thjs bill. If I am correet in the
statements heretofore made—and I can farnish the evidence whenever
it is required, and may perhaps with the permission of the Senate ap-
pend to my remarks a statement showing the increases which are not
stated in the tables—upon the basis of the importations of 1880 the
customs duaties will be over $225,000,000, and the average rate of duty
upon dutisble -articles under its provisions will he 57.70 per cent.,
without making any calculation whatever as to the effect of the ninth
section of ‘the customs administrative act which was passed during
this session, and which will, upon a reasonable estimate, add from 4
to b per cent. :

Then, uuoless all my calculations are at fault, the average rate ot
duty under this bill and the administrative act will be over 60 per cent.
upon the dutiable articles instead of 45.13 per cent., as it is under the
present law.

Moreover, Mr. President, if the Senator from Rhode Island will take
the articlesnow remaining npon the dutiable-list after deducting sugar
and molagses, he will find that the average rate of duty upon those ar-
ticles'alone.in 1889 was only a little over 41 per cent. while the aver-
age rate of duty upon the same articles under this bill, as I havesaid,
will be over 60 per cent.—an increase of about 50 per ceat. in the av-
erage rate of duty. It wassugar and molasses then included in the
dutiable-list which raised theaverage ad valorem rate-in 1889 to 46.13
per cent., and these articles being deducted the averagead valorem upon
the remaining articles was only a little over 41 per cent. The average
rate of duty upon all importations to this country, dutiable and free,
under existing law is 20} per cent., but the average rate of duty under
this bill upon all importations into thiscountry, dutiabloand free, will
be over 804 per cent. The Senator from Rhode Island shakes hishead.
If I am correct in the statement of the increases made in the rates of
taxation and in the aggregate.amount of revenue to be collected, or

rather of taxation to be imposed, the average rate on the whole impor-:
tations,”dutiable and free, will be 80} per cent. Taking the increases:
as they stand in the tables, which the Senator himself admits are im-:

perfect, the average rate of duty would not be what I have stated

either upon the imported dutiable articles or upon articles dutiable and:
free, bnt when the necessary corrections are wade the result I have

stated follows inevitably 2s a mere matter of mathematics.
' INCREABES OK NECESSARIES,
~ Then, Mr. President, this enormous increase in taxation is made
inainly upon articles in.common use among our people, and which
hey are compelled to buy. There isan increase of more than $10,000,-

000 in the metal schedule, upon iron and steel and their manufactures,
two articles which lieat the very baseof all our industries, and without
which scarcely any useful ocenpation ean be carried on in this country,
There isan increase of nearly $14,500,000 in the woolen schedule which
embraces a large and absolutely necessary part of the closhing of our
people, rich and poor alike, in every part of the country, There is an
increase of $1,956,385in the cotionschedule, and aninereaseof morethan
$5,000,000 in the flax and linen schedule—two other schedules which
embrance a large and impartant part of the clothing of the people.
There is an increase of $8,735,351 upon tin-plate which enters into the
manufacture of & great number of useful articles, giving employment
to thousands of laborers in almost every State in the Union, and there
is an increase of $1,357,042 upon block, bar, and pig tin, the raw mate-
rial used in the manufacture of tin-plate, which of course will increase
its price to the people, because it will increase the cost of production,
There is an increase ot $5871,995 on cotton-ties, an article which is used
exclusively by the farmers, white and colored, in the South.
INTERNAL BEVENUE~REDUCTION OI" TOBACCO TAX.

Mr., President, no man ean predict what the effect of this enormous
increase will be upon the taxation of the people, nor can any man pre-
dict what its effect will be upon the revenues of the Government. All
we certainly know is that the very purpose, in fact the sole purpose
and object of the imposition of these increased rates of duties upon theso
necessaries of life, is to incrense the price of the domestic product so ny
toenable in some cases, as it is claimed, new industries to be established
herc, and in others {0 enahle old industries to realize larger profits.
To comnpensate the farmers and mechaunies for these great increases ot
taxation upon their tools and implements of trade, and upon their
cotton and woolen and linen clothing, the bill proposes to repeal inter-
nal-revenue ‘taxes to the amount of $5,897,350 on manulectured to-
baceo, snuff, and on denlers in thesc articles.

Heretofore we have been tald by our Republican friends that the in-
ternal-revenue taxes upon tobacco ought to he repealed entirely, and
during the last two or three years, while the Demacratic party con-
trolled the House, there was a great and persistent demand here and
at the other end of the Capitol to have them removed. The Senator
from Ohio [Mr. BHERMAN], who spoke yesterday in ndvocacy of this
bill which proposes 10 reduce the tax npon mavulactured tobacco and
snuff only 2 cents per pound, or from 8 to § cents, has heretofore been
an ardent advocate of the repeal of the whole fax, This proposition
to reducc the taxes upon manufactured tobacco and snuff to the extent
of 2 cents a pound will, in my judgment, afford no relief to any man
in this-country and be beneficial to nobody except the manufacturer
and the retail dealer, who will divide the amount between them, No
producer of tobacco and no consumer of tobacco will be henefited, in
my judgment, to the extent of 1 mill, for the man who purchases in
small quantities will pay hereafter exactly the same price he has paid
heretofare,

The Senator from Ohio said in & speech delivered hefore the Home
Market Club in February, 1889:

The tirect taxes upon American productions, levied by onr inlernal-revenuo
laws, which interfere with the industry of our Eeoplc. should be modified or ro-
pealed; that in this way the revenues of the Government should be reducod
80 as to supply only enough revenue to pny the expenses of the Government
wisely and egonomically administered, and to earry out the provisions of the
sinking'fund for the gradual reduction of tha publie debt,

It seems the sinking fund is to be entirely ignored hereafter, judging
from the statements made by Senators on the other side of the Cham-
ber; and, in fact, payments upon the publicdebt will necessarily cease
after the expiration of the present fiscal year, if not before, by reason
of the extravagant appropriations made by this Congress for other pur-

0ses.

P The Senator from Ohio then proceeded to say, in the speech re-
ferred to:

I know that at any time in the last Congress taxation could have been rc-
duced but for the desire of the Speaker of the House and the President to strike
at home industeies rather than to reduce taxation, A mmajority of the Honse,
though Democratie, would have passed in an hour a bill reducing taxntion if it
had been permitted by the Speaker to vote upon a reduction of internal rather
tban external taxes,

This, Mr. President, was an entirely legitimate political criticism
apon the nction of the Speaker, and I do not quote it for the purpose
of making complaint, but simply for the purpose of showing the great
anxiety which then existéd on the part of the Senator from Ohio to
repeal these internal-revenue taxes; and yet when he and his party
have the control of both Houses of Congress and the Iixecutive office
the proposition is made simply to reduce the tax 2 cenis a pound, and
that was rejected here and conceded by the conference committee after
long hesitation hecause it was demanded by the House of Representa-
tives. The Senate Finance Committee and the Senate itself struck
out every provision making reductions of internal-revenue taxation,
and this compromise comes from the committee of conference.

REDUOTION OF REVENUE WHOLLY DUE TO DECREABED TOBACCO TAX,

Butafter deducting from the increase in customs taxation the $5,897,-
380 which is the amount of internal-revenue taxes repealed, there is o
mnet decrease of revenue under this bill, according to the receipts for
1889, of $2,110,870; and that is the final result of this prolonged effort
to revise the tariff and reduce the revenues of the Government, in the
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langunge of the Senator from Ohie, to a point suficient only to supply
the demunds of the Government h tly and ically sminis-
tered—ubout $2,000,000 reduction, and all that comes from the in-
ternal rovenue.

AUGAR BOUNTIES—NEW DEPARTURE,

But sugar and molasses are placed upon the free-list, and the voters
of the conntry areto be reconciled to the enormous increases upon other
uccessaries of life by the promise that the bill will give them cheaper
angar, In lieu of this tux. upon sugar the bill proposes, as it comes
from the conterence committee, to pay out of the public Treasury a
bounty of 1} cents n pound upon all sugar polarizing between 80 and
90 deygrees and 2 cents a pound upon all sugar polarizing over 90 de-
grees, which will amount, nccording to the present production ol sugar
in this conntry, to between seven and eight million dollars per annum,

"I'hig i3 the lirst time in our history, Mr, President, when it has been
proposed to pay out of the public Tressury a bounty to the domestic
producer of any article not exported, and never heretofore has it been
proposed to pay out of the public Treasury a bounty upon any article
actunlly exported unless it was manufactured in whole or in part from
foroign duty-paid materials, The first tariff act passed by Congress
imposed o duty wpon salt and provided that there should be allowed,
in lieu of a drawback upon salted and pickled tish and salted provis-
iony therenlter exported, the sum of 5 cents on each quintal of fish and
5 conts on each barrel of provisions, and we have now upon the stat-
ute-hooks laws uuder which drawbacks are paid upon the exportation
of articles manntactured in whole or in part from imported materials.
In lien of these payments allowed by the act of 1789, the act of 1792
provided that there should be a bounty puid upon vessels engaged in
the fisheries of $1.50 per ton on a vessel exceeding 20 and not exceed-
ing 30 tons, and $2.50 on vessels exceeding 30 tons.

But this bounty was not paid for the purpose of encouraging the
production or the eatching of fish, because it was not made to de-
pend to any extent whatever  upon the namber or quantity of fish
eaught.  The sole policy of the act was to encourage American citizens
to lenrn the art of seamanship, which in those days of sailing vessels
was o matter of the very gravest importance to a young nation strug-
ghug to estublish an efficient navy, but the mere catching of fish was a
matter of little importance and did not, in the estimation of anybody,
rige to the dignity of o public necessity. This bounty was to be justi-
fied, it justitinble nt all, upon the same principle which underlies our
legislntion establishing Naval and Military Academies for the education
ol offleers for the Army and the Navy and maintaining them at the
public expense—a purely public object, and not a private one.

BOUNTY ENTHIELY ¥OR SUGAR MAKUFACTURER—NOTHING FOR FARMER OR LA-

Moreover, Mr. President, under that bounty act the money was di-
vided between the owners of the vessels and the laborers upon them, the
laborers recciving tive-eighths ot the money and the owner of the vessel
threo-eighths, Under this bill the laboreris entirely ignored in the dis-
tribution ot the bounty and all the money isto be paid to the capitalist,
the manutucturer ot sugar, the man who is able to own and operate
the expensive machinory necessurily used in that business, Norisany
purt ot this bounty to be paid to the grower of beets or sorghum or
sugar-cnne, but every dollar of it will go to the manufscturer who makes
suynr from those muterials. But it may be argued that the producer
ot beets and sorghum and cane who is not able to own the necessary
machinery to couvert them into sugar will receive higher prices for
his products. That can net be, for, in the first place, the farmer can
not control and never has been able to control the prices of his
products; and, in the second pluce, the manutacturer of beet-sugar—
and that is the article for which this encoursagement is mainly in-
tonded—will he compelled to sell his sugar in the open markets of the
country in competition with the sugar made from cane and sorghum,
and he will not pay to tho farmer who sells his beets one cent more for
his material than its value, as material, compared with the value of
the material from which other sugar is made. Neither will the con-
sumor receive any benefit from this bounty. He will not get his sugar
one cent cheaper than he wounld if no bounty were paid, because the
bounty-paid sugar produced in this conntry will sell in the markets at
tho sume prive precisely as the duty-paid refined sugar which comes
here from other ¢ountries, but the consumers will be taxed seven or
eight million dollars per annum to be paid as a gratuity to the manu-
facturers, and to this extent their sugar will cost them more than it
would have cost without the bounty.

Mr. President, this is an entirely new departure in the application
of the duetrine or principle of protection in this country, and is an in-
itation of the policy adopted by the monarchical and paternal govern-
menty of Europe, rance, Germany, Belgium, and Austro-Hungary.
In Germany, however, the Government, instead of paying out of the
public treasury o sum, as we shall have to pay, amounting to seven or
eight million dollars per annum, previously collected from the people,
actually realized in 1389 a net revenue amounting to more than $7,-
000,000, aiter paying all the bounties upon exported sugar, Under
the Inws of that country an excise tax i3 imposed upon the beets, called
a materinl tax, and an excise tax, called a consnmption tax, is imposed
upon all the sugar withdrawn irom the refineries and consumed by the

German people, and the bounty is paid simply to the exporter. After
deducting from the revenue raised by this taxation all the paymentg
made in the form of bounties there remains a balance every year of be.
tween seven and eight million dollars in favor of the Government,

DISCRIMINATING S8UGAR DUTY VIOLATIVE OF OUR TREATY STIPULATIONS,

Now, we propose in this bill, as I have already said, to pay a bounty
of 1§ cents & pound upon certain grades of sagar and 2 cents per pound
upon another grade, and then we propose to impose a duty under the
bill a8 it comes from the conference committee of five-tenths ot a cent
per pound upon all sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and ap
additional or discriminating duty of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound upon
all such sugars imported into this country from countries which pay a
higher bounty upon refined sugars than they pay upon the sugars of 5
lower grade,

Under this provision all the manufacturers of consumable beet, sor-
ghum, or cane sugar in this country, made from domestic material—
not the growers of the beets, sorghum, or cane, but the manufacturers
of sugar in this country—will receive outof the public Treasury, at the
expense of all the people, 2 cents per pound upon all their sugar polar-
izing over 90 degrees, and be protected besides by a duty of six-tenths
ot 1 cent per pound, or 6V cents per hundred pounds, against all the
beet-sngar which comes here from Germany, France, Austria, and Bel-
gium, because those are the countries which pay export hounties, and
this is proposed to be done in open and flagrant violation of our treaty
stipulations with every one of those countries, We have a treaty with
Austro-Hungary, with Belginum, with Prussia—I see the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] smiles, Perhaps hethinks that a treaty
with Prussia has no binding force, but if there is any question made
upon that point, I think it can be demonstrated as a rule of public law
that so long as the German Empire, of which Prassia has become a part,
does not itse!f enter into treaties with us abrozating or moditying the
previously existing treaties with the principalities and kingdoms which
now compose it, those treaties remain in tull force. It is true, of course,
that when a government is extinguished, destroyed by conquest or
otherwise, all its existing treaties fall to the ground. But we have
treaties with these great beet-producing and bounty-paying countries,
except France, from which all our beet-sugar must come, which ex pressly
in terms forbid us to impose any higher rates of duty upon their products
imported into this country than we impose upon the products imported
from any other foreign country; and, in violation of these solemn stipu-
lations, this bill proposes to make & clear discrimination against their
trade, to break our treaties for the benefit of the manufacturers of do-
mestic sugars.

BUGAE BOUNTIES UNCONSTITUTIONAL,

I have said that this is an entirely new departure in the application
of the protective system in this country, and therefore it may not be
improper to cousider now as briefly as possible the question whether
Congress has the power to tax all the people ot the country for the pur-
pose of raising money to be paid to individuals engaged in a particular
industty and in a particular locality; because there are wide areas of
this country in which no American citizen can possibly receive any of
this money. There is a very large proportion of our country in which
none of these materials can possibly be produced, and therefore every
man who lives within that area is as effectually excluded from a par-
ticipation in this bounty as it the bill itself had expiessly provided that
he should not receive it. The question, therefore, whether or not Con-
gress has the constitutional right to appropriate money to promote the
geuneral or common welfare is not necessarily involved. Many of our
citizens, more than half, perhaps as many as two-thirds, being abso-
lutely, for geographical and climatic reasons, excluded from all partici-
pation in this bounty, it must go only to the manufacturers of cane
sugar in Louisiana, to the manafacturers of sorghum sugar in Kansas,
and to the manufacturers of beet sugar in a few other States of the
Northwest, all whom constitute but the merest fraction of our total
population. :

Mr. President, there is no possible ground upon which the constitu-
tionality of this provision can be maintained except that Congress hasa
right to impose taxes and raise money to beappropriated for the purpose
of promoting the general welfare, and that this is a proposition to pro-
mote the general welfare within the meaning of the Constitution. That
what is usually known as the general-welfare clause of the Constitu-
tion is not of itself a distinct and substantive grant of power is
conceded by everybody. But the proposition contended for on the
other side, or which must be contended tor in order to sustain this pro-
vision, is that the power of appropriation is greater than the power of
legislation, and that Congress may raise money by taxation to be ex-
peunded for purposes not embraced in the enumeration of powers dele-
gated to it. Even that proposition, however, may be true and still this
legislation would not be valid, becanse in order to bring it within the
terms of such a proposition it must be for the promotion of the general
or public welfare and not local or private in its application. Ithas
been held by all the courts without exception in the States, and by the
United Ktates circuit and Supreme Conrts, that there can be no lawlul
or valid taxation except for ‘gnblic purposes, and that the validity of
the legislation always depends upon the question whether the purpase
is public or merely private or local.
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1 have here a great number of decisions, and had intended to make
some citations from them, and perhaps may do 8o yet, but the propo-
gition that taxation is invalid, or rather that it i3 not taxation at all
anless it is imposed for a purely public purpose, has never been dis-
puted in any court in this country so far as [ know; and it has been
held to be invalid without regard to constitutional prohibitions, be-
cause the courts place it upon the clear and distinet ground that it is
simply taking the money or property of one man to be donated to an-
other, which is contrary to the fundamental principles of our Govern-
ment and a violation of the principles of every social compact in a free
country.

It réyquires, therefore, no constitutional prohibition in order to in-
validate such laws. In the States the Legislatures represent the sov-
ereignty of the people except 50 far as the peuple themselves have im-
posed limitations upon their power in the constitation, and except so
far as there are inhibitions upon the power of the States in the Consti-
tution of the United States; and yet the courts have invariably held
that, notwithstanding the possession of this broad, comprehensive, and
general power of lepisiation and taxation, no State could authorize a
county or municipality, even upon the vote of the people interested, to
jmpose taxes upon themselves for the purpose of encouraging mana-
facturing or any other industrial pursuit, If the States can not do it,
although possessing this broad and comprehensive power of taxation,
unlimited by any provisions of their constitutions, how is it possible
that the General Government can do it under a Constitution which
limits its power of both legislation and taxation ?

In ascertaining the powers of a State Legislature we look to the State
constitution, not to see whether the power is delegated, but to see
whether it is prohibited. On the other hand, in ascertaining the pow-
ers of Congress, we look to the Constitution of the United States, not
to see whether the exercise of the power is prohibited, but whether it
is delegated expressly or by reasonable implication, and unless Sena-
tors upon the other side can show some delegation of this power to
Congress, some warrant under which it can impose taxation upon my
constituents to raise money to be donated to the coustituents of the
Senator from Lonisiana, I must deny the existence of such anthority.

Itis true that there is no difference in principle between the pay-
ment of the money directly out of the public Treasury to encourage
or promote the private interests of private indiniduals or corporations
and a protective or prohibitory provision which compels the con-
sumers of the country to pay the money indirectly to them out of
their own pockets in the form of enhanced prices for their products.
This is a propnsition to pay a bonnty out of the public Treasury from
money realized by taxation onall the people as a compensation for the
repeal of protective duties, and it is of; course a plain admission that
the whole protective system is a system of bounties, because upon no
other ground can gentlemen justity the substitution of the,one for the
other; but, unlortunately, in the case of the imposition of protective
duties there is no way in which the question of constitutionality can be
raised, for the law imposing them appears upon its face to be a law to
raise revenue, and no court can inquire into the motives of Congress as
a body or of any individual member who casts his vote for it.

Here, however, we have an open, plain, andisguised provision in a
tax law to take$8,000,0000! the money raised under it and pay it to pri-
vate individaals, withoutany sort of compensation or any sort of contraet,
because no manobligates himselfto producesagar, It mighthedifferent
if the Governmentshould enterinto a contract with somebody by which
the party of the second part agreed that he would produce a certain
amouut of sugar if the Government would pay him a certain amount
of money. But this is purely gratuitous, and if the Government has
aright to pay the manufacturer ol beet-sugar in Knnsas 2 centsa ponnd
upon all the sugar he produces, it has precisely the sameé right to pay
him the whole cost of the sugar he produces, or buy it and distribute
it gratuitonsly among the people of the country. It it can pay a part,
it can pay all. If it can pay a part ot the cost ot producing sugar, it
can pay o part of or the whole cost of producing woolen goods and
iron and steel or wheat or corn or any other prodaet, and monopolize
all those articles,

. DECISIONS OF THE COURTS,

Mr. President, this question has been judicially decided from Cali-
fornia to Maine, and in ‘every instuncedecided one way. I will not
undertake to read all the cases or even to state the circumstances
uader which each one arose, because that would consume too much of
the time of the Senate, and I have other questions to discuss it my
strength and the time will permit.

In 58 California Reports, page 639, in the case of People vs. Parks,
the court said:

To Promow a public purpose by a tax levy upon the property in the State
is within the power of the Leislature; but the Legislature has no power to
impose taxes for the benelit of individuals connected with a private enterprise,
even though the private enterprise might beneiit the loca! pnblicin a remoto
or collateral way, Legislative power of taxation is not illimitable. It can be
used only in aid of a public objact—an ob{ect which is within the purpose for
which governments are e«tablished. In the vigorous language of the supreme
court of Pennsylvania, ** the Legislature has no constitutional right to levy a
tax, or to autharize any municipal corporation to do it"~

I.call the attention of Senators to this language:
*The Legislature hasno conatitutional right& levy atax, or toauthorize any

municipal corporation to da it, in order to raise funds for a mere private pur-

se. No such authority passed to the Assemby by the general graut of the
legislative power. ‘This would notbe legislution.  Taxatiou {s a mode of rais-
ing revenue for publie purposes. Wuaen iy is prostitnted ts obiects fu no way .
connected with the public iuterest or welfure it ceases to bo taxation and be-
comes plunder."

In 27 Towa, pages 46 and 47, the court said:

What are taxes? This is the question which lies at the heart of the present
case, | auswer that, by the concarrent opinion of h\\vyors.‘jmlgen, lexicoge
raphe‘rs, and political economists. as well a8 by the general and popular under-
standing, taxes are burdeas orcliarges imposed by thoe Legislature upon persons
or property to raisa money for public purposes, or to necomplish some govern-
mentalend, A tax fora private purpose iy, to ugse the strong yet apt expression
of Lowe, J.,inthe Wapello County Case (13 lawa, 405), ** a solecism {Il latiguage,”

In 20 Michigan Reports, page 474, the court said, speaking of u valid
tax:

It must be imposed for a public, not for a mere private purpose.  Taxation is
a mode of raising revenue for publio purposes only, and, ny is said in some of
the cases, when it is prostituted to objects in no way connected with the publie
interest or welfure it ceuses to be taxation and becomen plundor

In 24 Wisconsin, page 356—

It is conceded—

Says the court—

by all that a tax must be for a publie,and not for a private purpose, 1If, there.
fore, the Legislature attempts to talkke money from the people by leznl compul-
sion for a inerely private purpose, that is not a tax, according to the essentinl
meaning ol the word; and, therefore, such a law is8 not, strictly spanking. un-
constitutional, as being prohibited by any positive provision of the constitus
tion, but is void, for the reason that it is beyo:d the scope of legislation,
. In Maine the Legislature, under tho constitution of that Htate, sub-
mitted to the judges of the supreme court of the State the question
whether or not it could pass a law authorizing the imposition of a tax
upon a vote of the people for the purpose of encouraging certain indas-
tries, and in response the judges gave their opinions seratim, every one
of them holding that such a’law would be utterly void.

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask what was the
purpose of the tax in that case?

Mr. CARLISLE, 1 will state it.

Mr. SPOONER. T do not wish to interrupt the Senator.

Mr. CARLISLE. Every oneof the judges in able opinionsheld that
such a law would be utterly void, but notwithstanding the<e opinions
the Legislature of Maine passed the act, and it atterwardy ecame betore
the supreme court of Maine tor adjudication, Inanswer to the Senator
from Wisconsin I will read the question submitted by the Legislature:

Has the Legislature nuthority under the constitution to pags lnws ennbling
towns, by gifts of money or o wsof bonds, to n4sist inlividu 4 or corporations
to establish or carry on manufacturing of various kin 14 within or without the
limits of said towns. (33 Maine Reports, Appendix, page 597.)

The precise question was whether the Legislature had the power to
authorize the people to tax themselves for the purpose of encourag-
ing theestahlishment and operation of manulactoricsamong themselves,
and every judge of the court, without an exception, held that such a
law would be vaid. These opinions are very able and exhaustive, but
I will call attention to a few sentences only from each one of them.
The court consisted of a chief justice and eight associate judges, and I
quote first from the opinion of Chief-Justice Appleton and Judges Wal-
ton and Danforth. They say:

Taxesx are the enforced proportional contribulion of cach citizen and of his
estite, levied by the authority of the state, forthe support of government and
for all publie needs. They are the property of the citizen, taken from the citf-
zen by the government, and they are to be disposed of by ft,

Again the judges say, and this is peculiarly applicable to the ques-
tion we now have before us:

Now the individual or eorporation manufacturing will in tho outaet promise
to be, and in the result will be, either a judicions and giinful undertaki ng or
an injudiciousand losing one, If the manufacturing be yrainful, there sce ms to
beno public purpose to honccomdlished by nugessing wtux ru reluctint citizens
and coercing its eollection to awell the gaina of succens ul enterprise. If the
business bea luging one, it isa not readily perceived what public orgovernmen tal
purposc is attained by taxingz those who would have received uo share of the
profits to pay for the lo of an unprosp:irous mannfucturoer, whether nrh;h:r
from folly incapacity, or other cause, The tax-payer shiould not be ecompelle
to pay for the loss when he is denled a share of the profit,

Suct o Inw may be for the benefit of the donee, but it can not be for that of
the people. Grant this power Lo the Legisinturennd let it bo exercised, and all
security for property isat an end, The motive to ncqnire is destroyed, The
cnjoymfnt of pos:esslon is u:ken away. The power to prow::l. is gone,

And what claim has manufacturing to such preference over other brancles of

- {ndustry, commerce, trade, agriculture, nnd the mechanicarta? ‘Thesenre hon-

arable and benetleial pursuits, and the constitation of thisStato wiil be searched
in vain to find any powers givea to the Legislacure to anthorize towns and cities
to diserhininnte against these employments and in favor of manufacturing,in
the mat.er of taxation. (Jbid, page 603.)

These judges further say:

There Is nothing of a_public nature any more entitling the manufacturer lo
public gifts than the sailor. the mechanic, the lnmberian, or the farmer, OQur
Qovernment is based on equality of rights,  Allhonestemployments are honor-
able. ‘The state ean not rightfully discriminale among occurnllmm, for a dis-
crimination in favor of one branch of industry isa discriminution a lverse toall
other branches. The stite is equally to protectall, giving nouadueadvantages
or speeln‘l and exclusive pre(grcnccs to:my.

.

. .

No public exigeney ean require private spoliation for the private henefits of
favored individuals,” If the citizen is protected in bis property by the Consii-
tution against the publie, much more Is he against private rapacity.

Judge Dickerson said:

The arg tin t of the itutionality of such a law is that the es-

PP
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tablis! t of the busi of manufacturing in a town or city promotes the
ubllo prosperity by increansing the value of private property, inviting in capi-
1 and population, and furnisbing employment for the people. . i is

and in the labor of Messrs. Hutchins and Lane, it muat stand in the same cate.
gory with other saw-mills and grist-mills, which are,and have beeu, and wil 1,5
uilt, and other laborious industries, which are pursued for private gain .4

The direct purpuso of the proposed law i3 thus private in its ch
to fnorenve the means nnd improve the property of sgome, and furnish employ-
ment to some, whilo tho benetlt, if any, to the publicis only reflective, inel-
dentnl, and gecondary.

* [ . L . * ®

And whatelaimhasman nﬁuclurlntt to such preference over other branchies of
fndustry, commorce, trude, ngricuiture, and the mechanic arts? These are
honerable and benefleial pursuits, and the constitution of this Btate will he
senarchod In vain for any powers glven to the Legislature to authorize towns
and cities to diseriminate ngninst theso employments and in favor of manufact-
uring, in tho matter of taxution,

It {4 ngatnst common right—

Bays Judge Barrows—
and buyond tho logitimate aphere of legislation to raise, under color of taxa-
tlon, nny sums of monev except those which are required to promote the ap-
proprinte objeets for which the Governiment was jnstituted.

1 imagine uo Souator will contend that this Government was insti-
futed for the purpose of producing sugar ov_supplying sugar or any

Again, on pages 132 and 133, the court said:

Whether the estates of citizens are to be placed in the public treasury for 1,
Purposo of dividing them, or of loaning them to those who have not nccuiny.
ated them, matters not, In either case the owner -is despoiled of his e-tute,
and his savings aro confiscated. L

Ifthe loan be made to one or more for o particular ohject, it is favoritisny,
It is o discrimination in favor of the particular individual and a particular
indust) thereb{ nided, and is one adverse to and against ali individualy, a}j
industries not aided. C .

Irit is to be loaned to all, then it is practically a division of property under
the namo of o loan, Itis ism inciplent, if not perfected

In21 Pennaylvaniu State Reports, page 168, the court said:

Noitherhasthe'L eany tional right to create s publicdebt, nor
to lay n tax, nor to authorize any municipal corporation to do it, in order to
raise funds (’ornmem private purpose. No such authority passed to the Ag.
sembly by the general grant of legislative power. This would not be legisia.
tion.‘ .‘Tpx‘ation i3 a mode of raising revenue for public purposes. When it ig

other article of consumption to the people. It is not a gover tal
purpose; it is not an object which comes within the scope or the power
of the General Government under the Constitution; and according to
the decisions of the courts the nuthority to tax for that purpose-does
not helong to uny povernmeut in this country, State or Federal, because
it is contrary to the first principles npon which our institutions them-
golves aro founded, and does not depend upon questions of constitu-
tioual delegation or constitutional prohibition. Itisthesame principle,
stated by every writer upon civil government, from Locke down, that
in ufree country no dopartment of tho government can violate the fun-
damental principles of the social compact by taking the private prop-
orty of one man aad donating it to another under the form of taxation
or otherwise,
Tho same judge said:

Doubtless the speclous butdeceptiveclaim of theiradvocatos will be that they
tond to promote tho common welfare, Iut to know for o certainty that that
clabim onn not bo allowed we have only to look at the definition of the word
common when used in suoh connection:

*Common : Bolouging to the public; having no separate owner; general;
gerving for the uso of ull; universal; belonging to all.” (Webster's Diction-

ary.)

I;. i3 to promote the common waolfare as thusdefined that you have authority
to loglalateand to vaise money by taxation; and you can confer upon towns no
delegnted authority exceeding this, In fine, it is o principle that lies at the
very foundation ol all logitimate exeroise of the powerof taxation that the rev-
onuo shall bo raised for publie purposes alone, and not for private profit and
ndvmntulm‘ This alone makes the distinction between lawful taxation and
publie plunder, .

But the subtie and sophistical argument of those who are seeking their own
privato advantuge by the use of the Bnbllc purse {8 that the successful establish-
mont of n ma turing busi gh the profits inure to private individ-
uals or corporations, i indirectly a bonefit to the commumt‘r. But this is not
nn answor; It is simply & pretext for an evasion of the fundamental principle
nbove stated,

Judge Tapley said:

‘These inquirios do not leave my mind entirely clear as to the information
sought by thom. If they relate to purely private cnterprises, in no wise con-
aected wtl‘th public uson or the publicexigencies, I answer without hesitation in

ho negative,

‘This conolusion is 8o olear to my mind and so free from all doubt that I can
hardly persuade myself that the housa of rep tives really led or de-
sired the opinion of uny one upon the subjoct,

Further along he says:
I'axes should bo impased or levied for those purposes which properly consti-

tute the public burden. They are levied to secure the performance of public
dutios and relieve public necessitics,

Bat, as I havo nlrendy stated, notwithstanding the unanimous ad-
verse opinfons of the judges, given in response to its own interrogatory,
the Legislature passed the act, and tho question came before the court
for adjudication in the case of Allen vs. Inhabitants of Jay, reported in
60 Maine, page 124, In the course of its opinion the court said:

A tax is o sum of money sasessed undor the authority of the State on the
person or property of an individual for the use of the State. Taxation, by the
very meaning of the term, implies the raising of maney for public uses, and
excludes the raising of it for private objects and purposes,

‘On pnge 129 the courtsaid, and I call the particular attention of our
frionds on tho other sileof theChamber to this clear exposition of the
effect of taxation:

The {dea seems to be that thoreby capital would be created. But such isnot
the cnse. Capitul is the suvings of past earnings ready for productive employ-
ment, Tho bonds of a town mny enuble the holder to obtain money by their
transfer ns ho mightdo by that of any othergood noto.  Butnocapital is thereby
created. It is only n transfor of oupital from onoe kind of business to another,

Nor Is capitnl oreated iy the raising of monoey by taxation. If the wealth of
the country was incrensed by taxatfon, the result would be the higher the
tnxes the mora rapid the increaso of its wealth, But the reverse is the case,

On page 130 the court said: '

Our Government Is based on equality of right.

Tho Htate ean not disoriminate mmong occupations, for o diserimination in
favorofone lan disoriminntion adverse to all others. While the Htate is bound
to protect all, it census to give that just protection when it affords undue ad-
viantagos or gives apcelal and oxclusive proferencos to partioular individuals
and pnnl‘olulur and special industries at the cost and charge of the rest of the
community, .

Unless there {a something peouliar and transcendental in the new saw-mill
to be removed and in the grigt-mln to be erected—

This was an attempt to pay a bounty in tho form of bonds under the
act of tho Legislature, to aid a company in establishing a saw and grist

mill—

to objects is no way ted with the public interests or welfure,
it censea to bo taxation and b plunder. Transferring money from the
owners of it into the possession of those who have no title to it, though itLg
donc under the name and form of atax,is unconstitutional for all the redasons
which forbid the Legiglature to usurp any other ﬂower not granted to them,

But it has been argued (and here, perhaps, is the strain of the case) that this
will betaxation for o private purpose, becauee fhe money levied will bein efleet
handed over to & private corporation. I have conceded that a law authoriziug
taxation for any other than public purposes is void, and it can not be denied
that o railroad company is a private corporation.

The court held that while the principle was universally correct that
taxation cannot belaswiully imposed for any other than a public purpose,
yetin that case the purpose was n public one, as it was imposed to paya
subscription authorized by law to a railroad company, a public high-
way. The courts in some of the States, however, have held that even
that could not be done, though the Supreme Court qf the United
States has decided otherwise, In the United States circuit court Judge
Dillon says:

8o taxation to ald ordinary or the est t of private cn-
terprises, is a thiug until recently quite unheard of; and the power must be de-
nied to exist, unlessall limits to the appropriation of private property andtotho
power to tax be disregarded. -

This case is reported in 9 Kansas, page 689.

In the case of Grim vs. Weissenberg School District, 57 Pa., 453,
speaking of the power of taxation (page 437), the court said:

The power of taxation isa 'y and indisp ble incident of govern-
ment. Itaiso haglimits, but they are broadly markedand well defined. Thatit
may Iine local and special, as well a3 general, it isontirely too late at this day to

uestion.

4 Yet anact of the Legislature nuthorizing contributions to be levied for a mere

private purpose, or for a purposs which, though public, is one in which the

ple from whom they are to be exacted have no interest, would notbe a law,

ut a judicial sentence, and not within the legiti scope of legislative au-
thority.

In the United States circait court for the eastern district of Missouri,
Judge Treat, in deciding the case of Cole zs. Lagrange, said:

The Supreme Court of the United States stated the clomental thought under-
lying American constitutional law when it declared that an attempt, through
the guise of the taxing power, to tako one man's property for the private benetit
of another is void, an agt of spoliation, and nota lawful vse of legislative or
municipal functions, - 3

There have beenso many well considered cases in the United States courtsand
in the State courts on this subject that it would be the work of supererogation
1o repeat their arguments. It must suffice that the ‘weight of authority and
a%qnt.l‘ frenson concurin holding bonds and coupons like those in question void
‘ab iniio.

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question at this point?

Mr. CARLISLE, Certainly. .

Mr. BLAIR, In our State they bave always paid a bonnty on crows
for the purpose of preventing the destruction of the industry of agri-
culture. I should like to know whether if there could be taxation to
prevent the destruction of an industry, there may not also be taxes
for the purpose of establishing one. .

Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose that the bounty paid in the State of
New Hampshire for the destruction of crows inures to the benefit of
everybody in that State or may inure to the benefit of everybody in that
State; and besides it is an expenditure for the protection of property,
which is one of the principal purposes for which governmentsare estab-
lished. To protect private praperty from destruction is quite a differ-
ent thing from paying money out of the public Treasury to assist par-
ticular individuals in acquiring property. Butthe bounty paid to the
manufacturer of sugar.out of money raised from taxation upon the peo-
ple of the whole United States can inure only to the benefit.of the peo-
ple of those locatities in the United States where sugar can be produced.
Judge Cooley in one of the decisions to-which I shall now refer expressly
makes the distinction that the State may pay bounties to encourage
men, for instance, toenlistin the Army and engage in the public defense,
or for the destruction of wolves or other wild animals which are danger-
ous or injurious to the people or their property; and it is evident that
there is & broad and clear distinction which will occur to the mind of
any lawyer at once between a bounty which will inure or may inure
tothek fit of all the people of a country and a bounty which can only

PRTIRY

_inure to the benefit of comparatively a few persons.

The case decided by Judge Cooley, mentioned by me a. moment ago in
response to the Senater from gTew Hampshire was The People vs. Salem,
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90 Michigan, 452. In the course of the decision that distinguished
jurist said:
Bat it is not in the power of the State,in my opinion, under the name of a
pounty orunder any othercover orsubterfuge to furnish the capitalto set private
rties up in any kind of busi or to idize their busi after they
g:ve entered upon it. A bounty law of which this is the real nature is void,
whatever may be the pretense on which it may be enacted. The right to hold
out pecuniary ind ents to the faithful perfor: of publicduty in danger-
ous or responsible positions stands upon a different footing nltogether; nor
have I any oceasion to question the right to pay rewards for the destruction of
wild beasts and other public pests; a provision of this character being a mere
police regulation. But the diserimination by the State between different classes
of occupations, and the favoring of one at the expense of the rest, whether that
one be farming or banking, merchandising or milling, printing or railroading,
is not legitimate logislation, and it is an invasion of that equality of right and
privilege which is & maxim in State government, When the door is once
opened to it, there is no Jino at which we can stop and say with confidence that
thius far we may go with safety and propriety, but no further,
Every honest employment is | ble; it ist ficial to tho public; it de-
sery g t. The mor: essful wo can makeit,the more doesitgen-
erally subserve the publicgood. But it is not thebusiness of the State to make
digeriminations in favor of one class against another, orin favor of one employ-
meunt against another. The State ean have no favorites. Its businessis to pro-
tect the industry of all, and to give all the bencfits of equal laws. It can notcom-

elan unwilling minority to submit to taxation in order that it may keep upon
its feet any business that can not stand alone.

Elsewhere in the decision he says:

By common consent, also, o large portion of the most urgent needs of sociely
are relegated exclusively to the law of demand and supply. 1t is this in its
patural operation and withoutthe interference of the Government that givesus
the proper proportion of tillers of the soil, artisans, manufacturers, merchants,
and professional men, and that determines when and where they will give to
society the benefit of thoir particular services. However great the need in the
direction of any particular calling, the interference of the Government i3 not
tolerated, because, though it might bo supplying & public want, it is considered
asinvading the domain that belongs exclusively to private inclination and en-
terprise. Weo perceive, therefore, that the term * public purpose ” as employed
todenotethe objects for which taxes may be levied hasnorelation to the urgency
of the public need or to the extent of the public benefit which isto follow. It is,
on the other hand, merely & term of clausification to distinguish the objccts
whicti, according to scttled usage, are left to private inclination, interest, or
liberty.

1t cx?eates 8 broad and manifest distinction—one in regard to which there need
be neither doubt nor difficulty—between public worksand private enterprises;
Dbetween the publie conveniences, which it isthe business of Government to pro-
vide, and those which private interest and competition will supply whenever
the demand is sufficient. ) -

The decision to which I now refer was rendered in the case of Parkers-
burg ve. Brown, in 106 United Stdtes Supreme Court Reports, page 487, a
case which came up from the Stateof West Virginia, The question arose
under a law of the Legislature of that State authorizing the city ot
Wheeling to issus bouds and loan money for the purpose of encourag-
ing the establishment of manufacturing industries, and to take bonds
and mortgages vipou the property to secure its repayment; and yet the
Supreme Court held that it was utterly void. I ought to say that the
city after a vote of the people actually issued bonds which had passed
into the hands of third parties, and this suit was brought upon some
of the coupons. The court said, among other things: B
' Taxation to pay the bonds in question is not taxation for a public object. It
jg taxation wiich takes the private property of one person for the private use
of another person,

1t is not necessary to read further from this decision, because these
two sentences distinctly state the principle upon which the judgment
of the court was founded. :

In the case of Olcottvs. The Superyisors, in 16 Wallace, the Snpreme
Court of the United States said, in reviewing the judgment of the
court below:

The question considered by the court was not one of iuterpretation or con-
struction, The meaning of no provision of the State constitution was consid-
cred or declared. What was considered was the uses for which taxation gen-
erally, taxation by any government, might be authorized, and particularly
swhether the construction and maintenance of a railrond, owned by a corpora-
tion, is & matier of gubllc concern. It was asserted (what nobody doubts) that
the taxing power of a-State extends no further than to raise money for a public
use as distinguished from private, or to accomplish some end publicin its nat-
ure, and it wasdecided that bulldfng arailroad, if it be constructed and owned
by a corporation, though built by authority of the State, is not & matter in
which the public has any interest, ete. -

The court then restates the proposition which I have stated and
read 80 often, that in order to sustain the validity of theact it must be
judicially determined that the tax was imposed for a publie purpose,
and it held that the tax then in controversy was levied for 2 public
purpose, and was therefore valid.

The case of The Loan Association s, Topeka (20 Wall., 655) is o fa-
miliar one, but I will call attention to a few extracts, The conrteaid:

Of all the powers conferred upon government that of taxation is most liable
{oabuse, Given s purpose or object for which taxation may be lawfully used,
and the extent of it8 exercise 18 in its very nature unlimited.

If we once concede that it is within the constitutional power of Con-
gress to im; a tax for the purpose of raising money to pay a bounty
for the production of sngar, it follows inevitably that it is within the
constitntional power of Congress to raise money by taxation to pay
bounties upon every other article produced in this country., No limit
can be fixed and all the property in the country will be at the mercy
of the taxing power. The court then cites what was said by Chief-
Justice Marshall in Maryland vs. McCulloch, that the power to tax was
the power to destroy, and proceeds as follaws:

It is true that express i ion on the t of tax to be leviod or the
things to be taxed may be imposed by constitution or statute, but in most in-

stances for which taxes are levied, ns the support of government, the prosecus
tion of war, the national defense, any Hmitation isunsafe, The entire rasources
of the people should in some instances be at the disposal of the government,
The power to tax is, therefore, the strongest, tho most pervading of all the
g?cwers of government, reaching directly or indire2tly to all classes of tho peo-

To lay—

Says the court—
with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the ecltizen,
and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enter-
prises and build up ;xrivu\c fortunoes, is none the less arobbory beeause it is done
under the forms of Inw and is called taxation. This {8 not legislation, It is &
decree under legislative forms.

Nor is it taxation. A *‘tax," says Webster's Dictionary, *is a rate or sum of
money assessed on the person or propoerty of o citizen by government for the
use of the nation or state.” *Taxes are burdens or charges imposed by thoe
legislature upon persons or property to raise mouey for public purposes,”

Then the court said:

We have established, we think, beyond cavil that there ean bo no lawful tax
which is not laid for & public purpose. It may not be casy to draw the Hne in
all cascs 80 a8 to decide what ig & public purpase in this sense and what i8 not.

But it says that whenever the line is drawn it is bound to hold that
the tax is invalid unless it is imposed for a public purpose, a govern-
mental purpose. .

In the cases of Brewer Brick Company vs. Inhabitants of Brewer,
and Farnsworth Company vs, Inhabitants of Lishon, both reported in
62 Maine, pages 62 and 451, the court held that the Legislature conld
not constitutionally confer nupon towns the power to encourage manu-
facturing establishments by exempting them from taxation; and in
Hooper vs. Emery, reported in 14 Maine, 375, it was decided that a
town could not distribute gratuitously among its inhabitants money
which it had received on deposit from the State. In this last case the
Legislature had passed an act loaning to the various towns the money
received by the State under the act of Congress of June 23, 1836, dis-
tributing the surplus public money among the several States, and the
town of Biddeford undertook todonate its shareot the tund to the peo-
pleof thetown, While the question presented was not the precise one
I am now discussing, the court in its opinion expressly sanctioned the
principles upon which Irely.

Mr. President, this proposition as it stands is to pay money out of the
common Treasury to comparatively a very tew individualsin the country
for the purpose of making their private business profitable. The people
in Kentucky and Maryland and many other States of the Union, em-
bracing within their limits three-fourths perhaps of our area, are just
a3 effectually excluded from all participation in the benefits of this
bounty as if the law had said in terms that it should not be paid to
them, because they can not produce the sugar aud nobody expects they
ever will produce it.

TIRE “GENERAL WELFARE CLAUSBE'’ NOT A SUBSTANTIVE GRANT OF POWER—
JUDGE BETORY'S OPINION. :

My conclusion from this proposition—the proposition itself heing
indisputable—is that it is not a bounty to promote the gencral welfare
in any legal or constitutional sense, but only the welfare of particular
individuals in certain localitics,and therefore is not authorized by the
Constitution even if it be assumed that Cougress possesses a power {0
appropriate money wider and more comprehensive in itsscope than the
power-to legislate over the subject for which the money is appropriated.
But I deny absolutely that Congress can raise money by taxation upon
the people and expend it constitutionally for the promotion of the
general welfare except substantially in execution of the enumerated
powers contained in the Constitution. If the purpose for which the
money is appropriated is one in no way connected with the execution
of a delegated power, the act is null and void. Judge Story,who way
not a Democrat nor a State rights advocate nor astrict constructionist,
says that the clause of the Constitution should he understood as if it
read—

The Cougress shail have power to Iay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and
excises, in order to provide for the common defense and gencral welfuro of the
United States.

He says in section 909:

If the clause ‘‘to pay the debtsand provide for the common defense and general
welfare of the United States is construed to be an independent and substnntive
grant of power, it not only renders wholly unimportant and unnecessary the

1 fon of specific powers, but it piainly extends far beyond
them and creates a genorai authority in Congress to puss all lnws which they
may de:m for tlm_ def. nnd‘,, 1 u."elmro.

- *

Under such circumsiances the Constitution would practienlly create an un-
limited National Gover t, e ated powers would tend (o em-
Dhar t and confusion, since they would only give rise to doubts s to the
true extent of the general power or of the enumerated powers,

And in section 910 he says:

@ & ¢ For what purposo could the enumeration of particular powers be in-
geried if these and nli others were meant to be {ncluded in the preceding gen-
eral power? Nothing I8 tnore natural or common than firsl to ure a general
phrase, and then to qualify it by a recital of particulars, But the idea of an
enumeration of particular powers which neither explain nor gualify the genernl
meaning, and can have no other cffect than to confound and mislead, is an abe
surdity which no one ought to charge on the enlightened nuthors of the Consti-
tution. Itwould be to charge them elthier with premeditated foily or premed-
tated fraud.

So Judge Story holds, and Judge Cooley and every other commen-
tator upon the Constitution holds, that this is not a distinct and sub-
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stantive grant of power, and so far a3 I know no lawyer has ever yet
ventured to contend in a respectable court of justice in this country
that it was a distinet grant of power, or anythiug else except a limita-
tion upon the power to tax. The only open guestion, therefore, is not
whethier this is a distinct delegation of power. a power ot legislation
separate and distincet from the enumerated powers, but whether Con-
greas niny raise money by taxation and after the money is raised ap-
propriate it for the accomplishment of an object over which it has no
power of legislation. But in this instance Congress not only appro-
printes the money, but it legislates. 1f we had no internal-revenue
system nlready in existence, the payment of this bounty would involve
the establishment of n department or burean composed ot officers and
omployés charged with the duty ot administeriug the law.

liven as it is the payment of the hounty involves the emplovment of
an additional force and the establishment of regulations by statute
and by the ‘Treasary Department for the ascertainment of the sugar
which s entitled to bounty. and for the distribution of the money
afterwards, and in order to protect the Government againat fraud the
bill imposes penalties for the violation ol its provisions. 1t is not even
like the case of & mereappropriation of money for a benevolent or char-
itable purpose, which, in my opinion, is not authorized by any proper
construction of the Constitution; but this has been the practice of the
Government for 8o long u time that such measures now pass substan-
tinlly without question. But this is n new depariure, and it hecomes
our duty here and now to discuss and decide whether or not Congress
has this power, for if it has, we are about to enter upon a field of ley-
islntlion nnd appropriation unlimited in extent. The line can be drawn
nowhere,

If it is constitutional and expedient and just to tax the people for
the purpose of raising money to vay bounties to the manufacturers of
sugar, it 18 equally constitutional, equally expedient, and equally just
to tax the people for the purpose of ruising money to pay bounties for
the production of corn, wheat, rye, woolen goods, ironand steel, and
every other article that can-be produced in this country—more in fact
in these Intter cases than in the former, hecunse these are articles which
can be produced all over the country and therefore the people of the
whole United States would have at least an opportunity to participate
in the bouuties paid on them.

RECIPROCITY~—EKIMPOSTION OF DUTIES~TRANSFERRING TAXING POWER TO THE
KXECUTIVIE,

Mr. President, having putsugar upon the free-list and provided for the
payment of o bounty out of the public Treasury to the manufacturers
of that article, this bill as it pussed the Senate and as it is reported back
{rom the committee of conference threatens to reimpose a duty upon
that article, or, to speak more accurately, threatens to authorize the
President by executive decree to reimpose n duty upon that article,
unless the governments of the sugar-producing countries o this hem-
isphiere shall say something on puper which will he satisfactory to his
excellency. It is broposed not to enact a law which shall take eftect
upon the happening or not happening of & particular event or upon the
occurrence ob a particular tact speciied and defined in the law itselt,
which I concede may be done, but it is a proposition to confide to the
judgment and discretion or caprice of the President alone the deter-
mination not merely of certain facts unspecified and undetined in the
law, but the result and effect of those unspecitied and undefined facts
and circumstances,

T'his proposition is toconfide to the President thé sole and exclusive
right to impose or to suspend and reimpose duties upon sugar, colfve,
tes, and hides at his own discretion and upon his own judgment that
the governments of the countries producing thesearticles do or do not
impose unegua! and unreasonable restrictions upon products imported
from 1his country into those rountries. In other words, the very foun-
dwtion upon which the imposition, suspension, or reimposition of duties
depends, instend of being defined and established by a Congressional
onuctment, is left to tho President subject to no present lawiul control
or influence.

Brazil, tor instance, may remove certain restrictions now existing,
and tho President may hold that this is sufficient to justily bim under
the lnw in refusing to reimpose duties upoun sugar aud coffee imported
from that country; but Spain may remove precisely the same restric.
tions and the l’rmidanb will have a right under this law to reimpose
duties upon its sugar and coftee, if there be any coifeo imported into
this couutry from the Spanish po-sessions on this hemisphere. The
President muy determine that what has been done by a particular na-
tion removes unreasonable and unequal restrictions upon our products,
and thereforo way refuse to reimpose dutieson its sngar or coffee, or he
may detormine that what has been done by a certiin government does
not remove what ho considers unjust aod nureasonable restrictions, and
therefore he may impose duties, when Congress, if it had the subject
in its own hands, might say that the country had done all that it ought

~ to do and that the duties ought not to be imposed. The whole power
over this question, except the mere rate of duty to be imposed, is lodged
by thia bill in the hauds of the Executive.

The case rend by the Senator trom Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday
was one with which most of us are familiar, the case of the brig Au-
rorn, which arose under tne embargo laws of 180y, The language of

!he statute in that case was quite comprehensive, I admit, yet the 1y
itself provided, not that the President shonld remove or establish an
embargo under any given state of circumstances, but that when thoge
circumstances existed and the President made his proclamation the Jay
itself declared that the embargo should cease. Moreover, as I gid
yesterday alternoon in a briet colloquy with the Senator from Ohio, the
Supreme Coart did not discuss that question at all in its decision. ]t
simply said:

On the second point we can see nosufficfent reason why the Legisiature shoulq
not exercise s discretion in reviving the act of March 1, 1809, either expressiy
or conditionally as their judgment should direct. The nineteenth section of
that act declnred that it should continue iu force toa certain time and no louer,
and could not restrict their power of extending its operation without limita!
tion upon the occurrence of any subsequent combination of eventa,

The syllabus says:

The Legisiature may makerevival of the act dependent upon a future event
and that event be made known by proclamation, E '

And that is all the court said upon this subject.

Although the tollowing quotation from Judge Cooley has been read
once duriog this debate, I will read it again, becanse in my judgmens it
states accurately in & very compact form the true rule of Jaw upon thig
subject:

One of the settied maxims in constitutional law fs, that the power conferred
upon the Legislature to make laws can not be delegated by that department (o
any other body orauthority, Where thesovereizn power of thestate h s located
tho authority, there it must remain; and by the constitutional agency ajone tug
Juws must be made until the constitution itself is changed.

And nagain, speaking of conditional legisiation, he says:

The event or change of circumstances on which a law may be made to take
efTect must be such a3, in the judgment of the Legislature,afTects the question
ot the expediency of the law, an event on which the expediency of the law
the opinion of the lawmakers depends, On this question of expediency the
Legislature must exercise itsown judgmentdefinitively and finally. Whenalaw
is made to take eitect upon the happening of such an event the Legislature,in
effect, declared the law inexpedient ifthe eventshould nothappen, but expedient
ir it should happen. They appeal to no other man or men to judge for themin
relation to §ts present or future expediency. They exercise that power them.
selves,and then perform the duty which the constitution imposes upon them,

I said yesterday and I repeat to-day that if this act provided that
when certain th .gs happened a certain rate of duty should be imposed
upon coffee, tea, sugar, and hides it would be a valid exercise of legis-
lative power, but in order to make it so Congress itself must specity
the particu ar thing which is to happen, must state the emergency or
the contingency npon which the duty is to be reimposed; and it may
leave to the President the power and duty to ascertain whether that
particular thing has happened or whether that particular emergency
or contingency hus occurred, but fot, as in this case, leave to him tie
whole power and discretion to determine whether certain things have
been done or not, and if they have been done what their effects are,
and whether in view of those effects he ought or ought not to impose
a duty.

‘The amendment offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HArLx]
was snbetantially correct in this particular, but not so the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and
adopted by the Senate and conference committee.

Mr. MORGAN. It was reported by the Committee on Finance.

Mr. CARLISLE. It was proposed first in the Senate by the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island as the representative of the Committee on
Finance. ) )

Mr. MORGAN. But it was reported by the committee. )

Mr. CARLISLE, It was notreported with the bill; it was reported
afterwards.

Mr. MURGAN. Yes, it was reported afterwards.

‘ RECIPROCITY A HISNOHER:—TKE BILL IS RETALIATORY.

Mr. CARLISLE., Mr.. President, the provision which was first
adopted by the Senate and now stands in the bill is not reciprocity, nor
does it propose reciprocity in any justor propersense. It is retaliation
pure and simple, and no form of words can disgnise its trne character.
Coffee, tea, and hides have been upon the iree-list under our laws for
many years; and they wers placed there for the benefit of our own peo-
ple, and not as an act of favoritism or friendship for any foreign coun-
try producing those articles.

Sugar and molasses were upon the free-list in this bill as it came
from the House of Representatives and in the bill as it now stands,
and they were put there upon the sole and distinct ground that it
would be beaeficiul to our own people, the consumers of these articles,
withoutany reterence whatever to the questior: of reciprocity with other
nations, or retaliation upon other nations, or retaliation upon our own
people, for this is, in fact, & proposition to retaliate upon our own people
by imposing a duty of 10 cents a pound upon tes, 3 cents a pound
upon coffee, and trom 35 to 59 per cent, upon sugar, unless China and
Japan, and Hrazil and Spain, and other nations shall do certain things
over which our consumers have no control and over which their rep-
resentatives in Congress have no control. It was said in the report of
the Committee on Ways and Means:

8o large a proportion of our sugar is imported that the home production of
sugar does not materially affect the price, and the duty istherefore a tax, which
is added to the price not only of the imported, but of the domestic product,
which is not true of duties imposed on articles produced or made here sub-
stantially to the extent of our wants.
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Why, Mr. President, we consumo anuually ahout $375,000,000 worth
of woolengoods. Ot thisabout$100,000,000 worth at the prices at which
they are sold in our markets are imported, leaving $275,000,000 worth
of domestic production. We do not, therefore, prodace woolen goods
substantially to toe extent of our wauts, and some kinds of woolen

s that are imported subject to duty we do not produce at all; yet
npon this argument the bill puts sugar upon the free-list, and largely
increases the duties upon woolen goods, It puts sugar upon the free-
Jist according to this argument because we do not produce as much as
we want, and it puta tin-plate and block 1in npon the dutiable-list be-
cause we do not produce any. But the report proceeds:

In 1839 the duties collected on {mported sugar and molasses amounted to
;35,5:'75,‘5;0. Add to this the increase of prics of domestic sugar arising from
the duty—

A confession not often made by our protectionist friends—
and it is' clear that the t_!ult;;; on sugar and molasses made the cost of the sugn:

an people of this country at least $54,000,000, o
about $1 for each man, woman, and child in the United States, more than
it would have been if no such duttes had been levied aud the domestic prod-
uct bad remalned the same. .

Mr. President, there is no suggestion here, nor was there any sug-
gestion from the Committee on Finauceof the Senate when the bill was
reported to this body, that sugar, or coffee, or tea, or hides were placed
npen the free-list with a view of secaring reciprocity, but they were
put there solely because Senators upon the other side adopted what
they have often denominated ‘‘the tree-trade idea,’” that it would be
heneficial to our consnmers to bave them cheaper than they would be
it subject to daty.

THE BILL REPEALS TIE OFLY RECIPROCITY AGRERMENT WR HAVE—TIE TREATY
WITH THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS,

Now. it is proposed to enter upon a system of reciprocity or retalia-
tion and have these duties reimposed, and this so-called policy of reci-
procity is to be inaugurated by abrogzating the only reciprocity treaty
we now have with any couantry in the world and repealing the act of
Congress passed to carry it into effect. It is to be inaugurated by ab-
rogating thereciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Isiands and instantly
repealing the law of Congress which was passed in 1576 to carry it into
effect. ‘This bill as it came from the House proposed to; .ive that treaty
by o provision that nothing in it should be held to impair the force or
effect of any existing treaty with a foreign country, a provision similar
to that contained in the eleventh section of the tariff act of 1883; but
the Senate Finance Committee strack it out and the House receded in
conference, 80 that the bill comes back here to us abrogating abso-
lutely and without notice to the Saudwich Islands the oniy reciprocity
treaty we now have in existence. )

I allude to this to show how sincere our friends are in their proposi-
tion to have reciprocity with the sugar and coffee producing countries
of the world. This reciprocity treaty is with a country which contains
less than one hundred thonsand people, and while it has been of great
benefit to them it has been of some benetit at least to us, which is
more, I fear, than can besaid of any reciprocity likely to result fromar-
rangements with some of the countries south of us. By the terms of
that treaty agricultural implements, animals, beef, bacon, pork, hams,
and all fresh preserved meats, boots and shoes, grain, flour, meal, bran,
bread and breadstuffs ot all kinds, butter, cheese, lard, tallow, and a
long list of other articles, many of which are produced by our farmers
and otbers by our manufacturing industries, were admitted to the Sand-
wich Islands free of duty; and these hundred thousand people living
on these 1slands in the sea have taken from this country more ot its
agricaltural products under this treaty than have been taken by some
of the countriessonth of uscontaining three millions of people, although
we donow and have for years admitted more than 90 per cent. of their
products into oar ports iree of duty.

Mr. President, this great scheme of reciprocity, so called, of retalia-
tion in fact, is-advocated by itsoriginators upon the ground that it will
:ﬂ:ord our agriculturists a market for their products in foreign coun-

ries,

Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator from Kentucky leaves the Ha-
waiian treaty I should like to call his attention toa suppl tary con-
vention between the United States of America, etc., and the King
of Hawaii,proclaimed on the 6th of December, 1884, in which this treaty
of which he speaks was extended for another period.

Mr. CARLISLE, For seven years. x

Mr. MORGAN. It was extended forseven years; and Hawaii, in
order to secure that, ceded this additional provision of article 2 to us:

Hia Majesty the King of the Hawalian Islands grants to the Government of
the United States the exclusive right to enterthe harbor of Pearl River,in the Isl-
and of Oahu, and 1o establish and maintafn there atoaling aud repair station for
the use of vessels of the United States, and to that end the United States may
improve the entrance to sald harbor and do all other things needful to the pur-
pose aforesaid.

That was a very important concession in' favor of the United States.

Mr. CARLISLE. I was aware of that, and besides that the original
treaty provided expresaly that it should remain in force for seven years,
and for the further period of tweive months after either party should
give notice of its desire to terminate it, Now it is proposed in this hill,

to carry it into effect, so that goods imported from that country will be
at once subject to daty. If Hawaii were a great nation like some of
the nations of LEurope wo would scarcely veuture to do this, but wo
can do very much as we please with less than n huudred thousand
people on the Sandwich Islands.

Mr. MORGAN. We can not do as we please with the people on the
Pacific coast, however.

Mr. CARLISLE., They will pass their judgment upon this meas-
ure hereaiter. I refer to it only for the purpose of showing the utter
inconsistency of Senators whohave by their votes sustained thisso-called
reciprocity proposition which cime from the Coramittee on Finance,
looking to the establishment of reciprocal arrangements with the sugar
and cofiee producing conatries to the south of us, wheu they at thesame
time vote to abrogate the anly reciprocity treaty we have with a sugar-
producing coantry, or any other country.

THE RECIPROCITY PROVISION DELUSIVE—KO FEW OR VALUADLE MARKETS FOR
AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS,

Mr, President, in view of the fact that thisso-called reciprocity is ad-
vocated npon the ground that it is to henefit the agricultural producers
in this country, it may not he out of place to take a briet survey o the
marketas of the world in which our furmer sell their surplus products
and see where they go. Let usascertain, if we can, what market wouki
be furnished for the agricultural products of the United Stutes by the
countries to the south of us, to which this so-called reciprocity is ox-
pressly confined. We have had very little trade with them, so far as
exports are concerned, inany kind ol articles, notwithstanding the facts
that we have imported very largely from nearly every one of them, and
that our Jaws admit more than 90 per cent. of their products here Iree
of duty; they have not taken our agricultural products for the simple
reason that they produce substautially all they requiresfor their own
usge, and do not need oars.

This trade has been so much on one side, notwithstanding our free
admission of their products, that Mr. Blaine says we have actually lost
about $142,000,000 in a single year on account of it. Who has lost it,
Mr. President? The Government of the United States does not trade
with the Governments of South America or with the Government of any
other country. The trade is carried on by the peoples of the various
countries, and it is carried on hecause it is mutually beneficial to them,
If anybody has actually lost $14:2,000,4 0 or any other amount in
trade with South America it was the merchantsand othersof the United
States who are cngaged in that trade. Ne' 1y else could lose it orany
part of it, becanse nehody else had any inwe, -8t in the transaction.

1t is incredible that the skillful and enterprising merchants of the
United States have continned ‘o carry on a trade, and are still contin-
uing to carry on a trude, in which they lose every year out of theirown
pockets $142,000,000. Nor do we pay $142,000,000 in gold or any
other kind of curreney out of our own country, as Mr. Blaineand others
of his school of political economists are constantly contending. We
pay for our imports with the products of our farms, our forests, and
our mines and fisherles that are exported and sold in the countries of
Europe where our best markets are located. 1t we had undertaken to
pay out of our own store of gold here at home $142,000,000 in any one
year to the countries of South America or any other country it wonld
have produced such finaucial disturbances at home as would have been
disastrous to all our commercial and industrial interests, and Mr. Blaine
knows it, or ought to know it.

We sold over $200,000,000 worth of products, mainly agricultural
products, in Great Britain, during the year to which Mr. Blaine refers,
more than we purchased from that country, and when our people
bought the sngar and coffee and other articles that our cobsumers
peeded from South America, they drew drafts upon the proceeds of
these sales of our agricultural prodacts in Europe and thus paid for
what we were compelled to buy. It we had notsent these products to
Europe and sold them there so a3 to have the gold on deposit in the
banks to meet our drafts we could not have purchased the coffee, sugar,
and other articles which our people needed, because we could not have
paid the money for them.

So the trne measure of the value of our trade is not the amount
which we send to any particular country to the south or to the north
of us, but what we-send to all the countries of the world and upon
the proceeds of which we cau draw to pay for what we want,

OUR AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS TO VARIOUS COUNTRIXS COMPARED,

We exported in the year 1889 $16,616,000 worth of livecattle. Eng-
land and Scotland alone took $16,189,000 worth of them, or nearlyall;
Cuba took $318 worth; Porto Rico took none. All South America took
$54,410 worth, We exported $853,000 worth of barley, and England,
Scotland, and Ireland took $516,000 worth; Mexico took $3,000 worth;
Cuba took none; Porto Rico none. All South America took $52 worth.
We exported 69,592,000 bushels of corn, of which England Scotland,
and Ireland took over 41,000,000 bushels; Mexico took 194.000 bushels,
Cuba took145,000 bushels, Porto Rico took 3,000 bushels, and all South
America took 314,000 bushels,

We exported a little over 10,000,000 pounds of oatmeal, and England

withouta moment’s notice to the Government of the Hawaiian Islands,
to abrogateabsolutely the treaty and repeal the law passed by Congress

and Becotland took 9,640,000 pounds; Mexico, 10,000 pornds; Caba
took none; Porto Rico took none; all South America took 1,400 poundsy
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We exported 40,414,120 busbels of wheat, and England, Scotland, and
Treland took 31,568,506 bushels; France took 7,855,176 bushels; Por-
tugal nearly 2,000,000; Mexico, 2,280 bashels; Cuba took 30 bushels;
Torto Rico took none, All South America took 812,821 bushels.

Of wheat flour wo exported 9,374,803 barrels, of which England,
Seotland, aud Ireland took 4,271,344 barrels; Mexico, 183,318 barrels;
Cuba, 243,151 barrels; Porte Rico, 129,946 barrels; and all South
America took 932,617 barrels, out of nearly nine and a half millions.

Our total exports of hops amounted to 12,589,262 pounds, of which
Tngland alone took 11,386,087 pounds; Mexico, 6,509 pounds; Cuba,
2,107 pounds; Porto Rico, 2,810 pounds; and all South America,
15,152 pounds.

Of canned beef, which is an important article of export, gur total
exports were 51,025,254 pounds, and Englund, Scotland, and Ireland
took 37,333,628 pounds; France, 3,544,998 pounds; Germany, 2,266,-
793 pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory
lying to the north of us, with whick. v, are to have no reciprocity,
took 5,939,965 pounds; Mexico took 5,234 pounds; Cuba took 1,116
pounds; Porto Rico took 960 pounds; and all South America took 109,-
877 pounds. 'The total exports of fresh beef were 137,895,391 pounds,
of which England and Seotland took 137,286,553 pounds, nearly the
whole of it, being all except 508,838 pounds; Mexico took 28,465
pounds; Cubn took 2,516 pounds; Porto Rico took none, and all South
America took none—uot & pound out of nearly 138,000,000 pounds that
we exported. Of snlted beet we oxported 55,006,391 pounds, and Eng-
Iand and Scotland alone took 31,751,119 pounds; France took 1,5697,-
691; Gormany, 2,422,775; Mexico, 12,318; Cuba, 75,600; Porto Rico,
47,400, and all South America 642,208 pounds, out of more than 55,-
000,000 pounds.

Qur total exports of tallow were 77,844,655 pounds, of which Eng-
land, Scotland, and Ireland took 34,858,626 pounds; France, 2,478,399
pounds; Germany, 1,279,614 pounds; The Netherlands, 28,321,849
pounds; Mexico, 5,602,415 poands; Cuba, 62,792 pounds; Porto Rico,
8, (Divtlpoun(ls, and all the South American countries took only 167,931
pounds.

We exported 64,410,845 pounds of pickled pork, of which England
and Scotland took 14,912,087 pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and
the Northwest Territory took 16,359,233 pounds; Newfoundland and
Labrador, 2,093,901 pounds; the British West Indies, 8,003,173 pounds;
British Guiana, 3,268,470 pounds; Mexico, 2,038 pounds; Cuba, 713,200
pounds; Porto Rico, 2,871,4U0 pounds, and all Sonth America took
512,290 pounds,

During the same fiseal year, 1889, we sold abrond 357,377,399 pounds
of bacon, and of this England and Scotland took 299,796,456 pounds;
Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory took 28,556,
501 pounds; Sweden and Norway, 3,632,824 pounds; Mexico, 80,497
pounds; Cuba, 3,621 pounds; Porto Rico, 784 pounds, and all South
America purcha-ed from us only 1,091,561 pounds. -

Of hams we exported in thesame year 42,847,247pounds. England.

and Scotland took 34,766,808 pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and |

tho Northwest Territory took 1,908,468 pounds; Mexico, 9,645 pounds;
Cuba, 3,319,956 pounds; Porto Rico, 540,186 pounds, and all the coun-
tries of South Amerien took 778,364 pounds.

Our total exports ot cheese amounted to 84,999,828 pounds, of which
England and Scotland took 72,304, 393; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and
the Northwest Territory, 10,829,027 pounds; Mexico, 69,367 pounds;
Cubhy, 655,696 pounds; Porto Rico, 118,363 pounds, and atl Sonth Amer-
ien, 247,097 pounds,

‘We exported and sold abroad 318,242,890 pounds of lard, of which
England, Scotland, and Ireland took 165,139,325 pounds; Denmark,
11,966,206 pounds; France, 29,326,634 pounds; Germany, 48,664,002

ounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory,

2,903,301 pounds; Mexico, 1,363,539 pounds; Cuba, 30,096,838
pounds; Porto Rice, 3,101,652 pounds, and all Seuth America, 16,-
633,488 pounds,

We exported 15,604,078 pounds of butter, and Eugland and Scotland
took 7,454,107 pounds of this; France, 973,815 pounds; British West
Indies, 1,660,952 pounds; Mexico, 128,784 pounds; Cuba, 112,209
poun(}s; Porto kico, 63,425 pounds, and all South America, 965,428
pounds.

Qur exports of clover seed were 34,253,157 pounds. Delginm took
of this 1,054,163 pounds; Deunmark, 1,001,170 pounds; French Posses-
sions, 10,518,140; England, Scotland, aund Ireland, 6,624,373 pounds,
Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory, 4,332,092
pounds; Mexico, none; Cubn, 34,025 pounds; Porto Rico, none, and all
South Americu, 2,645 pounda.

This long and, I fenr, somewhnt tedions statement shows that our
markets for agricultural products in these countries with which alone
we aro to he allowed to have reciprocity under this bill is utterly in-
significant, so small that it does not affect to any extent whatever the
plglccs of our agricultural products at home or abroad, notwithstanding
the fact, which [ropeat again, that we have for years admitted more
than 90 per cent. of their proaucts here free ot duty.

. LOSING QUL FOREIGN MARKETS,

We have refused to take wool from the Argentine Republic except

upon the pnyment of a high duty, and they are converting their sheep

pastures into wheat fields and sending their products to the markety of
Liurope to compete with ours. "In 1830 the United States, Russia, Indiy
Australia, and the Argentine Republic sold in the European nmrkcﬂ,
203,987,072 bushels of wheat, and our share of this trade was over gy
per cent. ; but in 1887 the same countries sold 187,210,303 bushels, upq
our share was less than 48 per cent. Our exports of this article qrg
constantly decreasing, not only relatively, but actually. This is the
result of the policy which we have adopted here, and which tnig bij]
extends, of imposing high rates of duty npon the articles which other
countries want to sell us, thus inaygurating a commercial war apg
compelling our farmers to pay all its expenses, because retaliation
whatever may be its form, whether by the imposition of increased
duties or by laws and regulations expressly imposing restrictions upop
thosale or importation of our commodities, must fall most heavily upon
the farmer, whose products usually constitute about 75 per cent. of our
total exports.

Mr. ALDRICH.
a question ? .

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair), Does
the Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from Rhode Istand?

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to understand exactly the Senator's
contention in this regard, whether it is that we have no part of the
markets of South America or whether there are no markets there in
existence.

Wonld it interrupt theSenator if I should ask him

IN FAVOR OF BEAL RECIPROCITY. .

Mr. CARLISLE. I assert there are no markets there for our agri.
cultural products and never will be; bat the Senator must not misun-
derstand me. I am not taking a position against fair and proper re-
ciprocal trade with the countries of South America or any other coun-
try, but I am contending that the pretense, if Senators will excuse the
expression, that the reciprocity now suggested is for the benefit of our
farmers is a false pretense; that it can benefit only the producers of
manutactured articles in this country, these being substantially the
only kind of articles the people of South America need from abroad.

In the first place, I do not think any Senator upon that side of the
Chamber seriously contemplates that this reciprocity clause will ever
be executed in any form whatever. I do not believe any Senator on
thatsideot the Chamber would be willing to tell the people of this coun-
try that he really expects the President of the United States to impose
aduty of 10 cents a pound upon tea, 3 cents a pound upon coffee, and
from 35 to 59 per cent. ad valorem upon sugar, in order to coerce the
countries of China and Japan and Spain and Brazil and others to enter
into reciprocal arrangements with us.

Mr. BLAIR., May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly.

Mr, BLAIR. I understood the Senator fo say that he did not think
this proposed reciprocity wonld assist the farmers of the country, but
that it would help the manufiucturers. I should like to ask him lus
opinion as to its being of substantial assistance to the manufacturing

interest.

Mr. CARLISLE. I have said that in my opinion it will assist them
to some extent, and that I was not opposing a proper reciprocity, hut
was endeavoring to expose the unsubstantial character of the grounds
upon which this partial and restricted reciprocity is advocated.

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask another question, but I understand the
Senator upon that point that he thinks this proposed reciprocity with
the states south of us may be of substantial assistance to the manu-
facturers of the country.

THIS RECIPROCITY BENEFIO[AL'TO KO DOMESTIC INTEREST.

Mr. CARLISLE. Reciprocity with the countries of South America
will be of no substantial benefit to our manufacturers unless it is ac-
com]zanied by a stipulation that the privileges accorded to us are not
to be'granted to any other country, because it they arestill left free to
admit the goods from Germany, France, and England, which are manu-
factured from free raw materials, upon the same terms that they admit
ours, we shall stand in the markets of South America precisely where
we stand now, unable to compete with those productions, If we can
not compete in our own markets here at home with Earopean manu-
factured products withouta high tariff to protect us against their lower
prices, of course we cannotsuccessfully compete with them upon equal
terms in South America or anywhere else.

Daubtless our manufacturers would be able to export to South Amer-
ica a few articles manutactured in whole or in part from imported ma-
terial upon which a drawback is allowed by law, and sell them to the
people there cheaper than they sell them to their own fellow-citizens,
and this will be more probable if all our citizens are taxed to pay ships
for carrying their goods, as is proposed in the subsidy bill passed by
the Senate and now pending in the House.

Mr. BLAIR. Then I understand the Senator does not expect from
the passage of this bill any substantial benefit either to our farmers or
to our manufacturers? .

Mr. CARLISLE. Ido not. I have said that a real reciprocity in
praper form, containing proper provisions for our security in their mar-
kels, might be advantageous to us, but this project would not be. 1
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ard this as a mere political device to appease a3 far as possible an

indignant public sentiment, and to check, for the time being at leass,

the ;isiug tide of opposition to t‘he radical policy of prot«ction'nnd

rohibition inaugurated by this bill. Its real purpose is not to divert

trade from other countries to this, but to divert public attention from

the enormities of this bill, and it will probably accomplish that pur-
posc to certain extent, but it will accomplish nothing else,

CHINA AND JAPAN—PAPER RECIPROCITY.

Mr. President, we are to have a duty under this bill of 10 cents a
pound on tea and 3 cents a pound on coffee unless China and Japan re-
move “‘unequal and unreasonable *’ restri'ctions. ‘What restrictions
have they ?  Both admit nearly all our agricultural products free now
and on all our other products sent to those countries the rates of duty
are very low. We imported from China during the year 1889 40,751,000
poundsof tea, from Japan 33,303,000 pounds, and from England 4,673,
000 pounds. Our total importations were 79,575,984 pounds valued at
$12,654,000; and now, unless Chinaand Japan do something on paper,
because, no matter what their laws or reguiations are, they will take
none of our agricultural products—sometbing on paper which will sat-
isfy the President, we are to compel our people to pay $7,957,000 duty
every year on their tea; that is to say, we are to punish the consumers
of teain the United States forsomedelinquency or supposed delinquency
on the part of China and Japan.

Our total exports to China, agricultural, manufactured, and all
others, amounted to only $2,790,000, and less than 10 per cent. of our
total exports were agricultural products. Our total exports to Japan,
the other tea-producing country from which we get our supply,
amounted to $4,615,000, and less than 10 per cent. of those were agri-
caltural products. This is the whole extent of their purchases from
us, notwithstanding the fact that we now admit 68 per cent. of the im-
portations from China and nearly 87 per cent, of the importations from
Japan free of daty, and, Mr. President, if we shounld admit all their
products into our markets free, they wonld not buy another dollar’s
worth of our breadstuffs or provisions, because they do not need them.
But unless they will write down something or enact some law which
will satisfy the Executive that they mean well toward us, we are to
taxour own people a greater amount ou ten alone than the total value
of all our exports to both countries.

HOW THE RECIPROCITY PROVISION WILL OPERATE—BOUNTIES, TAXES, AND
PRICES.

But suppose China shonld make alaw or a regulation which satisfies
the President that he ought not to impose a duty upon the Chinese
ten, but Japan fails to do so; then there will be a duty of 10 cents a
pound upon all the tea imported from Japan, and all the tea imported
free from China will be sold to our people at the duty-paid price of the
Japanese tea, of course, because until we get free tea or free coffee or
free sugar substantially to the extent of our demands for home con-
gsumption the duty-paid article will fix the price of the whole, just as
duty-paid sugar now fixes the price of all the sugar which comes from
the Hawaiian Islands,

Suppose Brazil makes some regulation or agreement which satisfies
the President that it makes no discriminationsagainst us, and he there-
fore continues to admit Brazilian sugar and coffee free, but Spain does
not makeany such arrangement, The Netherlandsdo not make any snch
arrangement (and we get large guantities of coffee from The Netherlands
possessions in the East Indies), then duties will be imposed nponsugar
and coffee coming here from the Spanish and Dutch possessions, but
the Brazilian coffee and sugar, admitted free of duty, will besold to our
people at the same price precisely as the duty-paid sugar and coffes
from the other countries,

In the mean time a bounty of more than $7,000,000 will be paid every
year to the manufacturers of domestic sugar in this country; that is to
say, the duty-paid sugar from ahroad will fix the price of sugar to our
consumers, and we will continue to pay out of the public Treasury 2
cents a pound to the manufactarer, tor this bill makes no provision
whatever for the cessation of the bounty when the President imposes
or reimposes a duty. They are to goon together. We are to issuethe
money to these favorites ot the Government with both hands, from one
in the form of a protective duty upon their products, from the other
in the torm of gold and silver from the Treasury of the people.

WHERE OUR FARMERS MUST LOOK FOR FOREIGN MARKETS

Mr. President, thisisthe character of thereciprocity and retaliation
proposed by the pending bill. It will be of no value to our people,
but may inflict great injury upen them. If we are to find markets for
the products of our farms we must look across the ocean to the people
who want such products and who are ableand willing to buy them and
pay for them, We must look also to our English-speaking neighbors
on the north, who, in spite of our unfriendly tariff, purchase every year
four or five million dollars’ worth ofour agricultural productsin excess
of theamount we purchase from them. If we can not have unrestricted
reciprocity with the great countries of Europe, we can at least adopt,
and ought to adopt, a far more liberal policy towards them than now
prevails, and thusencourage their people to trade with us instead of ex-
peltlledmg millions of dollars every year to stimulate production else-
Where,

To England, France, Germany, Belgium, and The Netherlands our
farmers send their products and sefl them at prices which fix the prices
here at home, and notwithstanding all the paper arrangements that
may he made with the countries of South and Central America or Ciina
and Japan they must continue {o send their surplus to those greab
markets in Europe. Instead of inviting genuine reciprocity or inaus
gurating a more liberal policy towards our best customers, we are in-
creasing the rates of duty upou nearly all the articles which they have
to sell us, contracting our trade, and depriving the [armer of 8 market
at home or abroad for his surplus products; and thisiy being done upon
the avowed theory that international commerce is a calamity from
which the people should he protected by all the power and ingenuity
of the Government,

COMMERCE I8 NOT WAR; IT 1S PEACE,

Very greatly to my surprise, I heard the distingnished Senator from
New York who now sits in front of me [Mr. IEVARTS] announce a
doctrine the other day which struck me as so extraordinary in the
Senate of the United States in these closing years of the nineteenth
century that I made a note of it. Speaking on this bill, he said:

Sir, let us understand that with us in our system and age of civilization trade
between nations stands for war in a sense never Lo be overlooked and never
safely to be misunderstood.

The Senator then proceeded tospealk of our shores being ravaged by
foreign incursions in the guise of trade. That, Mr, President, is the
old and barbarous doctrine that all trade between the peoples of dif-
ferent countries was commercial war, a doctrine which I supposed had
been abandoned in every civilized and enlighteued country. Com-
fnerce has, in my judgment, contributed more to the civilization of
the world, more to establish fraternal relations between the peoples of
different countries, than all other human agencies combined.

Commerce i3 not war; it is peace. P’eople of different countries
trade with each other for precisely the same reason that people of the
same country trade with each other, because it is mutually bene-
ficial; and whether there be high tarifly or low tariffs, or no tariffs at
all, they will not trade unless it is profitable to do so. They do not
trade for amusement or as 2 matter of charity or friendship, bat for
profit or to supply themselves with the necessaries of life; and the usual
result is that hoth parties are benefited by the transaction.

But, Mr, President, while there are several other questions which I
desired to discuss, and while, in fact, I had expected tosay considera-
‘bly more ngon the subjects already presented, I bave now occupied
the time of the Senate for over two hours, and I feel that inasmuch ag
the vote is to be taken this afternoon I ought to close,

Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator concludes I wish to call his at~
tention to the state of our treaty relations with Japan. In 1868 we
negotiated a treaty of commerce with Japan in conjunction with four
other powers, in which we practically limited by agreement the right
of the Chinese Government to tax the larger part of the imports into
that country from either of those countries to 5 per cent. ad valorem.
A modification of the provisions of that treaty was provided by a con-
vention signed hy the respective plenipotentiaries of the several Gov-
ernments in 1868, The first article of that modification reads as fol-
lows in regard to our goods imported into Japan:

ARTICLY 1,

The contracting parties declare in the names of their respective Governments
that they accept, and they hereby do formally accept as biuding on thecitizens
of their respective countries and on the subjects of their respective sovercigns,
the tariff hereby established and anunexed to the present convention.

This tarilf is substituted not only for the original tariff attached to the tren-
ties concluded with the above-named four powers, but also for the specinl con-
ventions and arrangements rclative to the same tarifl, which have been ene
tered into at different dates up to this time hetween the Governments of the
United States,Great Britain, and France on oneside, and the Japanese Govern-~
ment on the other.

In class 4 of the tarifl thus provided the following articles, when im-
ported into Japan, are taxed as follows:

CLAS3 IV, —~GO0DS SUBJECT TO AN AD VALOREM DUTY OF 3 PERR CENT, ON ORIG-
INAL VALUE.

Arms and munitions of war; arlicles de Paris; boots nnd shoes; clocks,
watches, and musical hoxes; coral; cutlory; drugs and medicines, such as
ginseng, ete,; dyes; porcelain and earthen ware; furniture of all kinds, new
and second hand; glass and erystal ware; gold and silver lace and thread ;
gums nnd spices not named in tariff; lamnps; looking glasses; jewelry; ma-
chinery and manufactures in iron or steel, manufactures of all kinds in silk,
silk and cotton, or silk and wool, as velvets, dumasks, brocades, ete.; paint-
ings and engravings: perfumery, scented soap; ynated ware; skins and furs;
telescopesand scientiflc instraments; timber; wines, malt and spirituous Hquors;
table stores of all kinds, and all other unenumerated goods.

By treaby arrangement Japan is prohibited from charging the people
of the United States more than 5 per cent. ad valorem upon those arti-
cles. Then follows this provision as to exports:

Crass HL-PROMBITED GOODSH,

Rice, paddy, wheat, and barley. Flour made from the above.
- Ll Ll L d Ld -

Sallpeter.
L]

CrAs8 1V.-~GooDs SUNECT TO AN AD VALOREM DUTY OF B PER CENT. TO BR
y CALCULATED OY THEIR MARKET VALUE.
Bamboo-ware: copper utensils of all kinds; charcoal: ginseng and unenu-
merated drugs; horns, deer, youngorsofl ; matsand matting; silk dresses, inan-
ufactures or embroiderics; timber; and all other unenumerated goods.

I wish to call the attention of the Scnator from Kentucky to the fact
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that wo have by stipulations with Japan agreed that wheat and wheat
flonr and saltpeter and the other articles I have just referred to, in-
cluding riceand paddy, are prohibited from being exported from Japan,
and that nearly everything we export to Japan is taxed 5 per cent. by
treaty agreement,

Mr. CARLISLE. What is the date of that treaty?

Mr. MORGAN, This is the convention tollowing the treaty of 1864,
This convention was advised and ratified by the Senate on the 17thday
of June, 1868, This bill is in direct contravention of that treaty. We
can not get rociprocity in flonr and wheat or in scarcely anything else
in Japan unless that treaty is set aside.

Tea hias an export duty fixed upon it in that convention of 50 cents
and 75 conts on the 100 catties, according to quality, the weight of the
catties being one pound and a third, English avoirdupois.

AMOUNT OF TAXES ON SUGARL, COFFEE, AND TEA TO BE IMPOSED BY THE FRES-
IDENT,

Mr, CARLISLE, The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GOBMAN] re-
quests me to state before concluding my remarks what would be the
amount of revenue collected in addition to that already provided for
in the bill in case the President should reimpose duties upon coffee,
sugur, and tea, ‘Therevenue derived from sugar would be $28,000,000,
from coffee $17,200,000, from tea $7,600,000, making in the aggregate
an addition ot $32,700,000 to the taxes nander the bill.

INCREASED TAXES ON VARIOUS ARTICLES,

Mr. President, I have dwelt very briefly upon the increases made by
this bill in the woolen, cotton, and linen sehedules, and I shall not
now consunte She time of the Senate by adding anything to what bas
been suid except that I should like permission to insert in my remarks
some of the rates which have been established npon thosearticles, As
to the matter of linen goods I desire to say that the conference com-
mittee, in one instance, at least, has imposed upon articles of wearing
apparel a highor rate of duty than was put upon them by either the
House or the Senate. The bill as it passed the House imposed a duty
upon shirts and all other articles of wearing apparel of every descrip-
tion composed wholly or in part of linen of 650 per cent. ad valorem.
I'he Senate struck that out, the effect of which was to subject these
articles to u dutyof 40 per cent. under the general clause embracing
all such manufactures not otherwise provided for.

'The conference committee has restored the clause and made the daty

55 per cent. ad valorem, instead of 50 per cent., as the House had it, or | h

4v per ceut., the rate agreed to by the S8enate. In other words, the
conlerence committee waa not satisfied either with the rate which the
House had made or the rate which the Senate had made, butincreased
it over both, and it so stands in the bill. The effect of thisis to make
quite a Inrge increage in the duties upon thesearticles of necessity over
the existing law and over the bill as it was agreed to in both Houses,

Now, Mr. President, I ask permission to insert in the RECORD some
ot tho rates ot duty——

Mr. ALDRICH. I of course do not intend to object to the request
theSenntor now makes, but if it would not be asking too much of him—
T know he hus been speaking for some time—but I should be very glad
it he could make thoss statements now in the hearing of the Senate,
that there may be an opportunity to answer any statement which he
may make as to the effect of these increases. I am quite willing that
e should have consent to print them, but I should like to know some-
thing about their nature.

Mr. CARLISLE. I will state to the Senator that I have a state-
ment prepared here which I think is accurate, but which I desire to
review, of course, before putting it into the RECORD. It relates, I be-
leve, only to woolen goods and to window-glass and cotton goods,

Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator have it read by the Secretary ?

Mr. CARLISLE. Iwill makeastatement from it myself. 'Theduty
on woolen and worsted ynrns valued at not over 30 cents per pound is
increased from 70 per cent. to more than 132 per cent.

I will sny to the Senator from Rhode Island that in nearly every
instance. and I helieve in every one, the rate of duty stated is based
upon the unit of value as shown by the importations for the fiscal year
1880, Of course the Senator will understand that there may be articles
upon which the rate of duty is very much higher than this, while on
some it may be lower, because the official tables give simply the aver-
age value and the actual rate on a particular article will depend on its
value or cost abroad.

On one grade of worsted knit goods for underwearand women’s and
children’s dress goods, valued at less than 30 cents per pound, the duty
is increased from 73 per cent. to 170 per cent.; and on another grade
from a little over 78 to 176 per cent.

On the next class, valued at between 30 and 40 cents per pound, the
duty isincreased from 644 to 147 per cent. ; and on the next class, valued
above 40 cents per pound, the duty isincreased from 67} to 129 per cent,

‘The duty on worsted shawls is increased from 62to 80 per cent. The
Senate will remember that there was some controversy about the para-
!;mph under which these articles would be taxed, and on my motion
n the Senate it was expressly inserted among the woolen and worsted
oloths, in order to prevent them from being subject to n much higher

rate of duty under the clause relating to ready-made clothing, or the
one which embraces cloaks and dolmans,

The duty on one class of woolen shawls is increased from &8} t,
nearly 99 per cent., and on another class irom 69} to over 99 percent,

The duty on one grade of flannels is increased from 67 to 120 per
cent., and on blankets valued at more than 30 and not more than 49
cents per pound the daty i3 increased from 67 to 120 per cent,

The duty on ready-made clothing made wholly or in part of woq)
is increased from 54 to 84 per cent.; on cloaks, dolmans, ete., trom ¢
to 82 per cent. On cotton-ties and barrel-hoops the duty is increaseq
from 35 to about 104 per cent., and on tin and terne plates from 34 to
over 76 per cent.

Mr, ALLISON, Ishounld like to interrupt the Senator to ask hiy
o question,

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
yield?

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly.

Mr. ALLISON. 1 see theSenatorstates that on cotton-ties and har.
rel-hoops the rate has been increased. As I understand it there hag
been no increase in the rate on barrel-hoops.

Mr. CARLISLE. They are expressly provided for in the same para-
graph, and if they are cut to length, or punched, or splayed, or wholly
or partially manufactured in any other way, they are subjected to ex.
actly the same rate of duty that is imposed upon cotton-ties.

.Mr. ALLISON. But that is not the point. The point I make with
the Senator is that cotton-ties are put npon the same rate of daty that
has prevailed for years as respects every other kind of hoop-iron.

Mr. CARLISLE. That may be, but the duty on cotton-ties is in-
creased by this bill from 34 per cent, to about 104 per cent.

Mr. ALLISON. But the duty on barrel-hoops is not increased.

Mr. CARLISLE. I may bemistaken in thestatement that the duty
on barrel-hoops is actually increased by this hill over the rate of the ex-
isting law, but I am not mistaken in the statement that if that article
is cut to length, punched, splayed or flared, or otherwise wholly or par-
tially manutactured for baling purposes, it will pay the same duty a3
cotton-ties.

Mr, ALLISON., If the Senator will allow me a moment more:
Cotton-ties have been a separate article since 1883, and perhaps belore
that time, and they have been specially denominated in the tariff.
'This bill, as I understand it, simply relegates cotton-ties to the duty
that has prevailed as respects other hoop-iron, which includes harrel-

Does the Senator from Kentucky

00

Mp:‘ CARLISLE. That may be; but it does not affect the accuracy
of my statement. It is simply an argument in favor of what has been
done, while I am merely stating the fact as to what has been done, and
am not making an argument on the subject,

Mr. ALDRICH, Does the Senator from Kentucky mean to say that
this bill in any one of its provisions fixes a duty of 104 per cent. cither
upon cotton-ties or upon barrel-hoops?

Mr. HARRIS. Unquestionably upon cotton-ties.

Mr. CARLISLE. 1 say it does upon cotton-ties.

Mr. ALDRICH. A duty of 104 per cent.?

Mr. CARLISLE. . Yes, according to thestatement of the expert sub-
mitted by the committee itself.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators upon that side discussed this ques-
tion for three days, and I think every one of them said the duty fixed
by the bill was 105 per cent. I notice that elsewhere in the discussion
it was snid that the daty was 135 per cent. Now, I want to impress
upon the Senator, what he probably knows as well as I, that a state-
ment to go out to the country that we have imposed a duty of 104 per
cent. upon cotton-ties and barrel-hoops is as misleading and as incor-
rect ns a statement can be.

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senatorsay that a duty of 104 per cent,,
or about that, has not been imposed upon cotton-ties ?

Mr, ALDRICH. Ido. Isay thata duty of 1.3 cents a pound has
been imposed upon cotton-ties. The Senator can take a unit of value
possibly in some' year when there may have been importations ata
unit of value which would make a rate of daty of 104 per cent., butin
the next year it may have been 52 per cent, What I mean is to im-
press upon the Senator, not onlyin regard to this increase, which he is
now quoting, but the whole list he has given, that nosuch duties have
been imposed by this bill, but it depends upon a hypothetical case
which never existed. . )

Mr, CARLISLE. No, Mr. President, I take in every one of these
cases the unit of value as given in theofficial statistics of importations
which are here before me in the tables reported by the Committee on
Finance.

Mr. ALDRICH. There are nosuch— ’

Mr. CARLISLE, And on many articles the duties are much higher
than I have stated. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from Rbode Island ?

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; but before yielding I desire to call the
attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to the fact that notwith-
standing he says we may ‘‘suppose’’ & unit of value which would put
therate of duty npon cotton-ties at 104 per cent., in the tables gubmitted
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by the Committeec on Fimmpe the actual unit ot: value for the fiscal year
1889 is given and the equivalent ad valorem is calculated and stated
by theexpert at 103,71 per cent., which corresponds with my statement
that it was nearly 104 percent. In order thatthere may he no further
controversy as to the accuracy of my statement, if these tablesare cor~
rect, 1 will give the figures from the tables now before me.

n 1889 there were imported 67,573,062 pounds of cotton-ties valned
ab $847,012.61, and the duties cotlected, at 35 per cent, ad valorem,
were $296,454.40. The tables state that the duty collected under the
specific rate fixed by the House bill would be $878,449.80, and uader
the Scoate bill precisely the same; that the value was 1.3 cents per
pound, and that the ad valorem rate under the bill as it now stands is
103.71 per cent. This is the statement submitted by the committee
itgelf.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—- .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky yield
to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. CARLISLE: Yes, sir.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky understands as well
as I, and I have repeated it in his presence a dozen times, that the fig-
ures which he has read are not in any sense the report of the Commit-
tee on Finance.

Mr, CARLISLE. I have not said they were, but {lhey were sub-
mitted to the Senate by the committee with the bill.

Mr, ALDRICH. They were furnished by the Bureau of Statistics,
and purport to furnish a unit of value for the importations of the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1889, What I say to the Senator s that if cotton-
ties are worth abroad 1.3 cents, of coursea duty of 1.3 cents is 100 per
cent, If they were worth 2.6 cents abroad (and they are worth to-day
nearer 2.6 cents than they are worth 1,3 ceats) then the duty is only
50 per cent. I say it misleads the public to assert that we have im-

a duty of 104 per cent, upon cotton-tics when we have done
nothing of the sort, and it can only be made 104 per cent. upon some
bypothetical case which can never exist, beeause the importations for
another year can never be what they wore in 1889,

Mr. CARLISLIE, The Senator isof course proceeding upon the hy-
pothesis that there has heen an undervaluation at the castom-houses,
about which I know nothing. I have taken the official statistics just
asthey are.

Mr. ALDRICIL, But they show nothing. They do nof show the
rate. The Senator is undertaking to discuss the rates of this bill and
he is not discussing the rates of the billat all. He is sayingthatifthe
price of cotton-tics is 1.3 cents, a duty of 1.3 cents is 100 per cent.
That is a piain mathematical proposition that anybody will agree to.

Mr, CARLISLE, Certainly, and that is all of it.

Mr. ALDRICH. But I say to the Sgnator if the price is 2.6 cents
the duty is only 50 per cent., and I have just as much right to say that
theduty fixed by this bill is 50 per cent. as the Senator hay to say that
it is 100 per cent. ’

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator has no such right, because my state-
ment is based upon the official returns now before me. Iagree with the
Scnator that if the price was 5 cents o pound, for instance, 1.3 cents
would he comparatively a very small duty, but the price was not 5
cents a pound, nor 2 cents a pound, nor 1} cents a pound, but accord-
ing to the official statistics it was 1.3, and that is what I must be gov-
crned by, unless the Senator can produce evidence to show that im-
ported cotton-ties were undervalued in 1889, or that theic cost abroad
hag increased since that time.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I will call hisat-
tentiou later on to a statement made by the Senator fromSouth Caro-
lina [Mr. BuTner], who is very much interested in this question, and
who read a letter or telegram, I am not sure which, from some corre-
spondent of his in ‘Charleston, saying that it cost at the present time
to import cotton-ties $1.26} a bundle, whichis about1.9 cents a pound
instead of 1.3 cents, aud fixing the rate of duty, according to his own
statement, at about 70 per cent. According to the statement of the
Seaator from South Carolina himself the daty is only 70 per cent. in-
stead of 103 or 105 per cent. What I object to on the part of the Sen-
ator and all Senators upon that side is that they speak of a duty based
upon a hypothetical caso as though it had an actual existence, when it
exists merely in the imagination of Senators on the other side,

Mr, CARLISLE. Does not the report show that it has an actual
existence? a

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; not by any means, .

Mr. CARLISLYE. Then what does it show ?

Mr. ALDRICH. It shows that during the year 1839 the uuit of
value on cotton-ties imported was 1.3 cents, and the Senator takes that
and applies it to the proposed Iaw and says that this propesed Iaw im-
poses a duty of 104 per cont, I will agreo with him that if 1.3 cents
was an houcst valuation, which it was not, and if the price in the year
1890 is what it was in 1889, as itis not, then he would heundoubtedly
correct; but there are two **ifs’’ in the way.

. Mr, CARLISLE. Well, Mr. President, thero seems to be no real
issne hetween the Benator and myself at all, He agrees that if these
official statements are correct my deductiony are correct,

Mr. HARRIS, And they are official.

XX[——071

Mr. CARLISLE. Now, in order to reconcile the difforences between
us I will agree that if these officinl statements are not correcli my de-
ductions are not correct.

The committee of conference has reported a clause which will hear
with peculiar hardship upon the workingmen and workingwomen of
the country, and I desire to call attention to it hefore concluding, he-
cause it contains an entirely new provision.

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Seunator completed his statement of the
advances made by the bill ?

Mr. CARLISLE. I Lave not attempted to state all the advances
made by the bill, but only afoew. On some grades of cotton plush and
velveteens the duty is increased from 40 to over 100 per cent. ; on one
class atleast it is increased to 118 per cent.; oa hosiery, from 40 to over
60 per cent. ; on some kinds of cotton wearing apparel, from 3G and 40
to 50 per cent.; and on nearly all the hetter grades of cotton cloth the
duties are largely increased. '

THE TAX ON GOSSAMERS,

Mr. President, as this bill came from the House it confained this
provision in the cotton schedule:

I'rovided, That all such clothing ready made and arlicles of wenring npparel
having India rubber as n component material shall be subject tos duty of 60
cents per pound, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem,

This includes rubber or partly rabber coats, cloaks, and other gar-
ments which all our working men and women are compelled to huy
and use in order to protect themselves against the inclemency of the
weather, articles which can not be dispensed with if this class of our
people are to be comforiable while engaged in their occupations and
going to and from them. The Senate struck this provision from the
bil}, but the conferenée has reported it back in the following form:

Provided, That all such clothing ready made and articles of wearing apparel
having India rubber as a component material—

Not the component material of chief value, hut the component ma-
terial to any extent whatever—

(not including gloves or elastic articles Lhat ave specially provided for in tlis
act) shall be subject to o duty of 59 cents per pound, and in addition thereto
5 per cent. ad valorem.

I am advised that one of these garments for men’s wear weighs about
4} pounds, and that 2 pounds of this i3 rubber and the remainder of
the material cotton. Rubber is frec and raw eotton is iree, so that the
whole duty which is given Uy this hill is a protective duty for the ex-
clusive benefit of the manufacturer. This article weighing 4§ pounds
costs abroad $5. Theduty, therefore, will be $2.25 specific and $2.60
ad valorem, making a tax of $4.75 upon this neccssary article of wear-
ing apparel, the costof which without the tax is only $5. There isno
justification whatever for this excessive rate of duty in view of the
fact that the rnanufacturer gets all his materials free except the but-
{ons and the thread, if any thrend is used. Mr. President, I will not
detain the Senato longer.

My, ALLISON. Mr, President, having been a member of tho con-
fereuce conunittee on the part of the Senate and having signed this re-
port, I desire to say a few words respecting it.

I think it is well enough for us to consider the stage of tho bill at this
time, Of course, if this report is adopted nothing remains excopt the
signatures of the two presiding oflicers and of the resident of the
Unitad States to the enrolled bill.

This bill came to us from the i{ouse of Representatives on the 21s6
day of May. Itwas amended in avory large degree in the Committee
on Finance and was further amended in the Senate Chamher, so that
when it reached the eonference upon the part of the two Houses there
were, I think, about four hundred and sixty substantial amendments.
These amendments in a few instances covered increases of duties, nota-
bly in the case of sugar. In a large number of instances there were
dimlnutions of duties as compared with the House bill,

The amendments of the Senate went to the Housoe of Representatives
and were non-concurred in, so that the judgment of the House as re-
spects the merits of the original bill and as respects the merits of that
bhill compared with the Scnate amendments was twice expressed, non-
concurring in each and all of the amendments of the Senate. So the
conferees on the partof the Senate had only hefore them those portions
of the bill wherein the Senate had disagreed from the original text of

the House bill.

The Senator from Kentucky {Mr. CARLISLE] says that the corferces
upon the part of the Honse and the Senate have largely increased the
duties as compared with the bill as amended by the Senate. ‘That is
true to a certain degree, hut not true with the exception of two sched-
uleg in this bill,

As I understand the duty of o conference, it is to endeavor to bring
the two Houses together, and to do whatever can be reasonably done to
facilitate the passage of the bill, aud not to interfere with iis passage.
So, having that in view, I as one member of the conference committee
did consent to an increase in one or two of the schedules of this bill;
but with the exceptions I have named, most of the amendments pro-
posed by the Senato were agreed to, or, if not agreed to, they wero com-
promised, g0 that in the compromise the rates of duty fixed were lesa
than those originally proposcd in the House hill. T agreed to this com-
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promise as & means of bringing the two Housea together and making
o report and subjecting it to the judgment of the Benate.

T'he Senntor from Kentucky says that the effect of this bill, by and
large, a8 tho conference have reported it, is to only diminish the reve-
nues $2,000,000. I wish to differ with him absolutely as respects the

" effect of this bill by and large. I believe this bill as it now stands
will reduce the revenues of the Government to the extent of from forty
to forty-five million dollars, und it will reduce those revennes without
materially increasing any burdeas nnless it may be upon one or two
articles,

The Senator from Kentucky states that upon the basis of the impor-
tations of 1889 there will come in dutiable articles under this bill
$390,000,000 in value; I think that was, in sabstance, his statement.
Of that $390,000,000 I assert here that more than one-half of the whole
is not subject to an incrense of duty over and above the existing law;
that of five schedules in this bill tho general tenor and effect is to re-
duco duties, These flve schedules were reiterated by mein the debate,
and coveran importation of $107,000,000 in round numbers. They are
Schadulos A, B, D, M, and N. In theso schedules the rates of duty are
not substantially changed, and all the increase of revenue upon the
basis of the importations of 1889 comes from two or three or four sched-
ules in this bill, ’

As I atated in the (debate, this increuse comes largely from tabacco
and from wool and woolen goods. ‘These are the two grent schedules
in this bill whero there are increases of duty over and above the exist-
ing law, and these increases come from the fact in the one case that the
committoe decided that tobacco conld bear an increase of taxation—
bocause it {s taxation—and that in the other case the million or more
of wool-growers in the United Btates were fairly entitled to an in-
creased duty upon this farm product which they produce. Having set-
tled that question, it became necessary in the judgment not only of
this side of the Chamber, but of the other side, to increase correspond-
ingly the duties upon woolen goods. Otherwise the farmers who pro-
duce wool could receive no benefit from that increase.

It is truo that we have increased the duties npon the higher manu-
factures of cotton goods to some extent, but this will cut a very insig-
nifleant figuve comparatively in the importations as well as in the
revenue. But I do not wish to enter into the details of that discus-
sion,

The Henator from Kentucky estimates the increase of, rovenue upon
woolen goods at $15,000,000. That will not, in my judgment, be its
effect; it will probably be an increase of one-half of that, as I esti-
mated gome dnys ago. The increase upon cotton goods will not ex-
ceed $700,000. The increase upon linen goods the Senator from Ken-
tucky estimates at $5,000,000.

I think that too large an estimate, although I agree with him that the
conference report does indicate a considerable increase in the duties
levied upon linen goods, and I agree with him also that until this
linen induatry is more tfxoroughly established in our country it may
be within tho power of those who import these goods to add somewhat
to the price of them. It was because the House of Representatives,
that body which, by the Constitution of the United States, originates
tax bills, insisted that this linen schedule as amended in the Senate
was an unjust schedule to the agricultural interests of our country,
that I, as one of the conferees on the part of the Senate, finally agreed to
the compromise provisions which are inserted in the conference report.

The Benator from Kentucky stated that we had in one instance in-
credsed the duty beyond even the House bill. That is true. It was
the intent of the conference to increaso the duty upon one single arti-
cle of importation of linen goods beyond the amount inserted in the
House bill. That was done becanse we had increased the raw material
of that article all along the line. But I will say to the Senator from
Kentucky that unfortunately that increase is not in the conference re-
port. I am told that a joint resolution of some kind or & concurrent
resolution instructing the enrolling clerks to insert it will be intro-
duced olsewhere and may be here for consideration very soon.

Mr. CARLISLE, Isaid in the conference report, because at that
time I did not know that a mistake had occarred. I unite with the
Senator in saying that it ought to have heen there, because it wiis
agreed to by the conferces.

Mr. ALLISON. I say it was agreed upon. The Senator from Ken-
tucky says that wo havoe increased the revenue upon tin-plate $8,000,-
000. .That is trueif it shall tarn out that for the year ending June 30,
1232, a8 much tin-plate will be imported as was imported in the year

0,

Mr, PLATT, At the same prico?

Mr. ALLISON. No, without reference to the price, hecause we have
aapecific duty; but if thesame quantity shallbe imported between the
1st day of July, 1801, and June 30, 1802, then I agree that the revenues
will be incronged to that extent, But if there is any faithto be placed
in theiron and steel industry of our country, which increased its prod-
uot: between 1880 and 1890 to the cxtent of 6,000,000 tons, or about
trebling its productions—if there be anything in the promises, the pros-
peats, the projects of these men, then it will turn out that when the
1st of July, 1802, shall come we shall be producing in our own coun-

—

try tin-plate toa very large cxtent, and to that extent the importatiopy,
will be diminished,

‘We have retained substantially in the conference report the amieng.
ment introduced in the Senate by the Senator from Wisconsin {21y,
8rooNER] extending the time for a single year, That amendment by
substancs in it, but there is more substance combined within that thyy
in the amendment itself. It is that if the great iron and steel indys.
try in the United States will not, now that they are to be protected iy
the production of tin, engagein that production, and compel the peaple
of the United States, as hitherto, to pay large and andiminisbed price
to monopolies in other countries for the tin they produce, then this tj,
duty will be swept from your statute-hooks.

1 believe that within five years from this time we shall be manufyg.
uring substantially all the tin that we consume in the United States,
I believe also that instead of. increasing the price that price will
be diminished to all the consumers in the United States within t},
next five years; and I now put my own prediction against the predic.
tion of Senators on the other side of this Chamber that within five
years from this time we shall substantially produce all the tin we cop-
sume, and that we shall receive it, if we consume it, ataleseprice thap
we have paid for the Iast ten yeam to those who manufacture it abroad,

Mr, COCKRELL. What has already been the effect of this bill»

Mr. ALLISON. What has been the effect of it ?

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir,

Mr. ALLISON. Idonotuuaderstand exactly what the Senator means,

Mr. ALDRICH. He meansas to tin-plate.

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask what hasbeen the cffect already in increas-
ing the price of tin-plate?

Mr. ALLISON, This bill certainly has had no effect in that direc.
tion, for that portion of it does not go into effect until July, 1891.

Mr. DAWES. What was the eftect of the Mills bill ?

Mr. ALLISON. TheSendtor from Massachusetts very properly asks
what was the effect of the Mills bill. That certainly increased the
price of tin-plate, if any statute has had that offect.

Mr. HOAR. Let me ask the Senator from Towa if it is not true that
one or two manufactories of tin-plate went into operation in St. Louis
within afew days?

Mr. ALLISON. Iunderstand that since this bill has passed the Sen-
ate there have been three tin-plate factories already established in the
United States. I hope and expect to see them established in the very
region in which I dwell, in Chicago and in Wisconsin, where thereare
inexhaustible quantities of the very best ores for the production of
tin-plate.

Mlz' GRAY. I understand the Senator from Towa to say that already
threc manufactories for the manufacture of tin-plate have gone into
operation. B

Mr. ALLISON. So I have learned.

Mr. GRAY. 'Then they have gone into operation under the present
laws and must continue under the present laws until July, 1891.

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly.

Mr. GRAY. If they can do that, they can keep on.

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly they will keepon. Itistrue wehave
enough tin-plate in this country for a great many years. It is onlya
certain class of tin-plate that our manufacturers were not able to pro-
duce because of the fluctunting price in Wales down and up as against
our own manufacturers; but I did not wish to enter into the discussion
of that tin-plate guestion beyond merely -expressing my own belief
respecting it. .

Mr, GRAY. May I ask the Senator oue other question?

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. .

Mr. GRAY. The tax proposed to be placed on tin-plate is upon all
classes of tin-plate, is it not? -

Mr. ALLISON. TItis.

Mr. GRAY., And yet the Senator says that there is only one class
that can be manufactured in this country under the present law.

Mr: ALLISON. - I will aay with sincerity that I have always be-
lieved that if our manufacturers had resolutely fought this combina-
tion in Wales they conld have kept it ont; but they have not been able
to do it as respects the thinner gauges of tin-plate. That is whatIam
speaking of. It is not a class particularly, but we have manufactured
the heavier grades ot tin-plate for some years in our own country, and
we have manufactured the lighter grades to a considerable extent in
many of the manufactories in this country, as I am told.

We have placed a light duty upon block-tin of 4 cents per pound,
but the Senator from Kentucky states that thatincreases the revenues
$1,200,000 per annum. The importations of block-tin into the United
States are very large, 18,000 tons in all, I believe, in round numbers,
which is more than one-third of the entire prodnction of block-tin in
the world. Am I right about that?

Mr. ALDRICH nodded assent.

Mr. ALLISON. Certaiuly more than one-quarter of the entire con-
sumption of block-tin,

Now, it i3 said that there are in North and South Dakota, or perhaps
wholly in South Dakots, mountaing of this tin, and thoss mines are
richer in tin than the mines of Wales. Tin is s product of such scar-



1890.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

10723

city in the world that it is of immense value, not only to ourselves,
bub to all the world that uses tin, to develop its production. There-
fore, if it shall turn ont that under the provisions of this bill 5,000 tons
of cassiterite shall bo produced in the United States in any one year
between now and 1895, the price of tin will be redaced the world over,
and we shall ot only secure cheaper-tin by this development of this
new indastry in the Northwest, but all the world will secure cheaper
tin, and what is true abous tin is practically true of tin-plate.

As you incrense the production of these articles, the consumption
being the same, the price must go down; and is it not as clear ag noon-
day that if we shall produce 250,000 or 300,000 tous of tin-plate in the
United States we shall thus add to the tin-plate production more than
onc-half,and that the price not only here but everywhere must godown?

1 wish to say one word about cotton-lies, having a memorandum of
what the Senator from Kentucky said on that subject. I do not un-
dertake to say what the duty upon cotton-ties will be under this bill,
Of course it will depend upon the unit of value abroad. It may be
100 per cent.; it may be 50 or it may be 60 per cent.

But what I object to as respects the remarks of the Senator from
Kentucky is that heincluded in that written statement of his, with
cotton-tics, barrel-hoops. Why, Mr. President, those who use barrel-
hoops and all other forms of hoop-iron have been compelled to pay the
duty imposed in this bill for all these years, and all this bill hus done
is to place cotton-ties, which have hitherto been in a separate para-
graph, upon an equal footing with the other forms of iron of a like
quality nnd character. If this operates harshly upon some of the
people in the Southern States it is infinitesimal in its results upon the
great cotton crop of this country, as I have heretofore shown.

Mr. President, I wish to say a word or two asrespects the conference
agreement on this bill. The Senate reduced the crockery schedule §
per cent. ‘This achedule was restored as provided in the House bill,
the phraseology being changed in many important respects, and espe-
cially in'one, which, as I understand, is the leading change in this bill
with the exception of the linen schednle, In other respects the Sen-
ate amendments stand substantially as reported, with here and there
2 division of the amount of dnty as between the two Houses.

The Senate put upon this bill bindivg-twine as free. The House of
Representatives with great persistence insisted upon o duty upon bind-
ing-twine, and finally these differences were composed by a substantial
division between the rate imposed in the House bill and the free hind-
ing-twine proposed by the Senate, and I agreed to it. To those who
object to that provision of the report I answer that it is better for those
who consume binding-twine to have the duty atseven-tenths of a cent
a pound rather than 2} cents a pound, which is the present law. In
other words, the rate of duty has been reduced eighteen twenty-fifths,
or 72 per cent., as compared with the existing law on binding-twine,

I do not know of any other material changes as respects the rate of
duty than thoee I have montioned. The cotton schedule was scarcely
in conference, and the woolen schedule not at all practically, for the
Senate had agreed to the woolen schedule of the House substantially,
50 that that was not in conference. I wish to consider for a moment
the question involved in the changed provisions of the bill regarding

sugar, and I mast say that I am not quite satisfied nor am I much
gratified at the disposition of that subject exhibited in this debate by
those who produce sugar-

I conversed with the planters of Louisians on the subject when they
were here, and theie was not one of them with whom I conversed
who did not say that this bounty of 2 cents a pound would manifestly
stimulate the production of sugar in Louisiana; that if it could he
maintained it would be o great boon to them. The Senator from Loai-
siana [Mr. G1BsoN] yesterday, ns I understood him, charged the com-
mittee and the conforees with discriminating against this great indus-

‘Why, Mr. President, so far from discriminating against them, we
have discriminated in their favor. If they are to be tarnmed out of
court and not to be discriminated for, then the policy marked out by
the Senator from Kentucky is to discriminate against and destroy them.

Can it be supposed by the people of Louisiana and the other States,
who produce less than one-tenth of the sugar consumed in this country,
that we are to tax everybody id the country in order to give them 22
cents s pound or 2} ¢cents a pound upon the sngar they prodace®  That
has been the effect of it during all these years.

This protection, so called, to the sugar industry, as faras it respects
the production of cane sugar in Louisiang, has been a menace to the
tax-payersof thecountry. They have not increased substantinlly their
product of sugar; they have not proposed to increase that product sub-
stantially; and but for the fact that there secms now to be an indica-
tion that we shall have sugar in large quantities from beets and from
sorghum there would be littleinducement, I confess, to give tothe cane-
sugar planters of Louisiona a bouaty in order to develop the produc.
tion. They have tried it for forty years, and they have produced this
year but little more than they did forty years ago, and under special
protection and stimulation beyond any other industry of the time, be-
cause even in the days of what is known as the tariff of Mr, Walker, of
1846, they had better protection than any other industry in thecountry,
if that could be called a protective tariffl

The theory of this bill is not to discriminate against Louisiana or
that industry of Louisiana, It has for its object, as I understand it,
two purposes: First, to produce cheap sugar to the consumers of our
country. Itis just as well known as that we are sitting here to-day
that we pay 2 cents more a pound for sugar than the people of England’
pay for sugar, sugar there being free and here being taxed on nn aver-
age 2 cents per pound upon & polariscopic test of 90 degrees. Then in
connection with this question of cheap sugar cowes another guestion.

Mr, GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question at that point?

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir.

Mr. GRAY, Does the Senator say the effect of this bill in the sugar
schedule will bring to the people of the United States, the consumers
of sugar in this country, sugar at the same cost \hat it is obtained now
in Great Britain?

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that the difference now between the
price of sugar in this country and in Great Britain isonan average, on
the polariscopic test of 90 degrees, 2 cents a pound. I mean tosay that
under the provisions of this bill sugar testing 90 degrees by the polar-
iscope will come in 2 cenis cheaper than it comes in now, and that the
consumers of this country will have thie henefit of the 2 cents reduction.

Mr. GRAY, Is it nob a fact that the refined sugars will pay a tax
which is not imposed in Great Britain on the sugars of the same clagn
to-day, under this bill?

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, I am now speaking of sugars hav-
ing a Dutch standard of color not more than 16, which is the common
yellow sugar of our country. I am saying that as respects these sugars
there will be a reduction in the price to the consumers of our country
to the extent of 2 centsa pound, That is the first thing. Inaddition
to that, by the provisions of this bill as respects refined sugar, which I
will reach later on perhaps, if I have time, we shall bo substantially
upon a footing as respects that price, certainly not a diflerence of half
a cent a pound between our sugars and the sugars of the world,

That is one thing sought to be accomplished by this bill. Another
thing is that we believe it is to the interest of this continental posses-
sion of ours, peopled by a population of sixty-five millions, to produce
all it needs of as essential an articleassugar, Therefore, having failed
for one hundred years to do it by the processes that we have hitherto
ndopted, we said we would insert in this bill a provision whereby we
would give a bounty of 2 cents a pound to every producer of sugar
who would produce sugar that would test 90 degrees polariscope, thus
placing the sugar prodncer in our country upon an exact equality with
his present position as respects exisiting law. If that sugar tests less
than 90 and more thau 80 he is to receive 15 cents a pound bounty.

Mr. President, Iregard this bounty as amploe for the sugar producers
of ourown country. Therefore, I am notinsympathy with the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK], who criticised these provisions as re-
spects sugar. 'Why do we give thisbounty at all ? It is only neces-
sary hecause great European nations who do not give a hounty, except
for exports, send their sugar here at a very low rate of cost, and our
people are notlikely to compete with them unless they have a bounty.
Their arrangements as respects sugar are very peculiar, Their own
people pay o high price for sugar, and if we could tax our people as
Germany taxes her people or as France taxes hers, I hiave no doubt by
that method we could soon establish sngar production in this coun-
try. But surely on the other side of the Chamber there would be no
one willing to do that, and it wonld he a guestion of experiment with
us on this side whether the people would sustain such taxes.

If beet sugar is a success in our country I have no doubt that in {en
years we shall adopt that method of excluding foreign sugar. We
havea right to de {6, but we can not aflord, nor is it necessary for us
now, to tax sugar for that purpose. Germany taxes the roots, the beots,
and the manufacture, and then taxes to the extent of prohibition all
sugarfrom othercountries. Francedoespractically the samething, and
Russia does the same, 1t is by this double exclusion that they not
only produce the sugar which they consume, but in recent years they
have produced a surplus, and thatsurplus, under theirarrangeraents as
respects their taxes, can be exported in such a way as to result in a
hounty to the men who export the sugar, Cuban sugars are excluded
from Germany and from France and from Holland and from Russfa
and from all Europe except England, and that is the rcason why the
West India Island sngars practically come here. Thoonly competi-
tion they have is the competition batween the English refiners and our
own and the English consumers and our own people. Therefore thiy
hounty provision is inserted for the care and protection of all the people
who produce sugar in our conntry, whether from beets or sorghum or
cane. '

But if the position taken hy the Senator fromn Kentucky be true then
all these provisions ought to fall. His argument is that under the Con-
stitution we havs no right to impose a bounty for the prodnction of
sugar. The bounty gystem proposed in this hill, the Scuator says, is
unconstitutional. He argues that all these tariff schedules are but sys-
tems of bounty, and the inevitable logic of his argument is that this
whole bill is unconstitutional, although he did not quite say s0. In
other words, the Senator from Xentucky has argaed here by the hour
to show that under the Constitution of the United States we have no
right to impose a system of direct or indirect bouuties, and therefore
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this whole hill is unconstitutional, because the eftect of it is in both
h]lst:mccs to impose hounties in favor of certain persons on certain arti-
¢los.

Mr, President, if this bill be constitutional at all it is as constitu-
Lionnlto impose a bounty directly as it is to impose a bounty indirectly,
19 sugygested by the Senator from Kentucky. Therefore, according to
the argament of the Senator from Kentucky and the inevitable logic
ot his argument, wo can only impose duties for revenue and for no other
purpose. ‘That is his argument, and I do not see why it is necessary
for him to spend time in showing that wo mightimpose a duty under
the reciprocity provision of the bill of 10 cents a pound upon tea. Ac-
cording to the logic of his argument we ought to do that now in this
hill for the parpose of raising revenue, instead of levying duties dis-
criminating in favor of our industries where such discrimination is
de:med wise and just; and the Senator argued fora long time to show
thut this dircct system of bounty was in this bill. When he was argu-
ing I took up the first volume of the United States Statutes, being at-
tracted to it by his owastatement, which was that we had given bounties
to fishermen for nearly o centuryof time, and that in different phrase-
ology those bonnties still exist, running through all the changes and
mutx;tiona of politics practically since the foundation of our Govern-
ment,

I am sorry the Senator from Kentucky is not in his seat. I should
like to ask him why it is that the fathers of the Republic, the men who
snt in the first Congress of the United States and who passed thislaw,
did not see the unconstitutionality ot the provision ns he now sees it,
and nearly one-third of them were membors ot the Constitational Con-
voution itself. . These men, in 1789, on the 4th day of July-—a mem-
orable day—pnssed the law which I hold in my hand. “They began it
by saying:

Whereas it Is noceasary for the support of government, for the discharge of
the debts of the United Stntes, and the t and protection of manu-
fnoturos, thas dutles ho laid on goods, warocs, and merchandises imported,

That was what our fathers thought of their constitutional power.
Bat that was not all. They discrintinated, and they gave bonuties in
this first law—to whom? They dealt with teas as we do.

On all tens imported from China or Indin, inships bulltin the United States,
and belonglng to n citizen or citizens thereof, or in ships or vessels built infor-
elgn countries, and on the 10th day of May last wholly the property of o citi-
zen or oltizons of the Unlted Stntes, and so continulng until the time of impor-
tatfon,ns follows !

On Bohen tes, por pound, 6 cents,

On oll Bouchong or other black teas, per pound. 10cents.

On all Hyson teus, per pound, 20 cents,

On all othor green tons, per pound, 14 cents.

On all tons fmported In nny other manner than ns above mentioned, as fol-

owa:
On Bohea toa, per pound, Li centa,

"Thus discriminatiog 9 cents per pound in favor of the men who at
that moment owned ships in the United States and sailed them, What
was the constitutional suthority to give those bounties to the men who
were sniling our ships in 17807 The Scontor from Ientucky stated,
that there was o public purposs in it, to improve and build np a navy
and conunerce; but I should like to kuow what interest the Kentucky
pioneer had in the building up of our commerce which was at all equal
to that of the man who owned the ship to have this discrimination in
his favor.

Mr. ALDRICH. My collengue on the committee will allow me to
call his attention to an act which way passed in 1829, to bo found in
4 Buatutes at Large, page 331, which paid a bounby on refined sugar
of 6 cents a pound when exported.

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator, and I wish he would hand
the statute to the Reporter, I should like to have it inserted.

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well,

"T'he statute is as follows:

An nct allowing an adeditional drawhbuack on sugar refined fu the United States
and oxported therefrom,

Do it enacted by the 8enale and House of Representalives of the Uniled Slates of
America, in Congress assembled, 'That from and after tho passage of this act
there shall bo allowed n drrivback on sugar roflaed in tho Uulted States, and
exported thorefrom, of 5 cauts por pound, in leu of thodrawback at present al-
lowed by law on sugarso rofined and exported: Pyovided, That thisact shall not
alter or repeal any Iaw now in force regulating the exportation of sugar re-
fined in the United States, except to chango the rate of drawback when so ox-
ported: And provided, That this act shall ceaso to be in force so soon as the ex-
ports of su*n\r shall bo oqual to the imports of the same article,

Approved Janunry 21, 1829,

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky says it is a great pub-
lig purpose to build up & navy. So itis, Ifitisa great public pur-
pose to build up an army or a navy, is it nota great public purpose to
be self-sustaining as respects our Army and our Navy? Is it possible
that you ean draw o line in this way, splitting and dividing bairs, by
saying that one thing is & grent public purpose and another is not?
‘The Sountor, it seems to mo, in his argument failed to draw any dis-
tinctlon. Now, then, ag respects the importation—I only illustrate it
by ten. The fourth section of the samo Inw provides: -

8rc. 4, And be it (further) enacted by the authority aforesaid, Thatihere shall be
allowed and paid on every quintal of dried and on ovol? barrel of pickled fish
of tho fisheries of the United States and on every barrel of salted provision of the
United States exported to any country within the limits thereof, in licu of o
drawbaok of the duties imposed on the importation of the salt employed and
exponded therein, namely :
n evory quintal of dricd fish, 5 cents,

On every barrel of pickled fish, 5 cents,

On every barrel of salted provision, b cents.

‘What was the object of putting a bounty of 5 cents upon every barre]
of salted provisions? ‘Wasthat to create sailors? It was said that the
objeet of & bounty to the fishermen was to create sailors inour country,
hardy seamen, but the hardy seamen aud the producer of salted pro.
visions alike became the beneficiaries of this law,

8o, sir, from the very foundation of our Government to this momen;
we have dealt in bounties and in drawbacks which are but bounties
and we have asserted, as the preamble to the first law on this snbjeéé
declares, that we have a right by our legislation to encourage and pro.
tect manutactures. So the question suggested by the Senator from
Kentucky and the authorities read by him are mere *‘leather angq
prunella’ in the presence of all these great factsand the history of ony
country in this regard.

‘What does it matter whether aState can give a bounty to a man who
will build & mill or not? This bounty is not put upon such narroy
grounds as that. It is put upon the solid ground that we believe it is
a3 much to the interest of the 65,000,000 people that we produce our
own sugar as it isthat we produce our own steel rails, or ourown iron,
or our own gung, or our ownships. Are we to be dependent in case of
difficulty with Germany upon the bounty-protected sugar of Germany?
Are we to be cut off from our supplies of sugar from the islands of the
sea because perchance we are in a war with Spain or Great Britain? It
scems to me that this view as respects our duty to build up all these
great industries necessary to our protection and preservation is as cs-
sential asany other connected with our Government.

But there is still another view as regards the sugar bounty, and that
is that the main object is to produce cheaper sugar to the consumer,
That is another main object. Germany thinks it wiser for her to pro-
duce her own sugar. Russia does, Belgium does, Holland does, France
does, Why do they think so? They wish to utilize in the best pos.
sible way their agricultural lands, and that is found to be the best way.

Now, can it be said that because sugar may not be grown upon every
acre of land in the United States, therefore the bounty is unconstita-
tional? That is the argument of the Senator from Kentucky. Iam
not so certain, and I will give a note ot warning on this question of
bounty to sugar-cane. If it be true that all the people who are inter-
ested in this bounty spurn it and denounce and declare it uncoastitu-
tional. they may find a Congress that will take them at their word. I
for one am in favor of taking care of thatindustryin thesame way that
1 take care of tho beot industry; but how long can it be popular to thus
administer this bounty when the beneficiaries of it say that it is un-
constitational and they spurnit?

Mr. President, I have said a good deal more than I intended when 1
rose to speak this morning. I merely desired to put upon record the
fact that in this great bill, introduced as it has been by the Republican
party, fostered and sustained as it has been by the Republican party,
opposed in each and all of its stages by the Democrats, I have done the
best I coulll asa member of the conference committee to arrange it
fairly and justly as regards the interests I represent. I believeit is on
the wwholo a fair bill to every section ot this country as a protective
measure, and I do not believe that its general effect will be to operate
harshly upon one section of the country as against another. I think
many of these duties are too high. I havesosaid more than once upon
this floor. I bave tricd with my associates on this side of the Cham-
ber and on that to modify many of them. .

1 liave felt all the time that neither the State of Ohio nor the State
of Massachusetts nor the Stateof Iowa, which I represent in part, conld
make this bill as it ought to be. Wo are now a people of forty-two
States, having diverse interests and industries and activities. Itis
for us in o great measare of this kind, affecting the whole country, to
so adjust it and arrange it as to create the least possible friction in any
part of the country, and deal justly and fairly by every section of
it. I have been animated by that spirit in what I have done person-
ally dpon this bill, and I believe that my associates wpon this side
of the Chamber bave been so animated. It goes now to the country
as an experiment in many of its features, especially as respects the
sugar bounty. I hope to maintain it and sustain it in my place
liere, in o sense being responsible for it, as long as I have the opportn-
nity to do so, in-order to test our capacity to compete with Europe in
the production of sugar,

1 hope this bill will have a fair test as respects its other provision:,
and if it shall prove beneficial, as I believe it will, it will settle the
question of the tariff for many years to come. .

But I feel sure that no measure can ever receive the approval of the
American people that is possible to be framed under the interpretation
of the Constitution as delineated this afternoon by the Senator from
Kentucky, because if his argument is true at all it goes to the point
that we are compelled always under our Constitution to draw a line
such as we drew upon Japan, a 5 per cent, or 10 per cent. or 20 per
cent, ad valorem rate, becanse under his argument we can in no way.
directly or indirectly, diseriminate agninst or in favor of any intercst
in this country. -Surely that will not do.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the ITouse of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSOY,
its.Clerk, announced that the Flouse had passed the hill (S, 2014) for
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{he relief of certain settlers on thq public lands of the United States
and to authorize the taking and filing of final proofs in certain cases.

The message also announced that the House had passed a concarrent
resolution directing the Clerk of the Hounse to number consecutively
the parazraphs and sections of the bill (H. R, 9416) to reduce the rev-
enue and equatize duties on imports, and for other purposes; in which
the concurrence of the Senate was requested.

SIGNAL CORDPS OF THE ARMY,

Mr. BATE, Xask ths indulgence of the Senate {o present at this
time a conference report on the bill in relation to the Sigual Corps and
the Weather Burean. The bill as agreed upon by the conference com-
mittee is substantially the same as the Senate bill. There are some
changes of pbraseology which were mutunally agreed upon by the con-
ferces, bat it does not affect the bill materially, and I therefore ask that
the report be concurred in.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The conference report will he read.

The Secretary read as follows:

The committee of canference on the disagresing votes of the two Houses on
the smendment of the House to the bill (8,1454) to increasc the efliciency and
reducc the expunsesof the Signal Corpsof the Army and to transafer the Weather
Service to the Department of Agriculture, having met, after full and free con-
ference have agreed to r i and do r d to their respective

Houscs as follows:
dment to the bill of the Senate (S. 1451),

That the House de from its am
and agree to the same with the following amendments:

In line 1, page L of the Senate bill, before the word **duties,” insert the word
“efvilian; ” and the Henate agree to the same,

- Inline 2, page 1 of the Senate bill,after the word ‘' shall,” insert the word
“Jereafter; "’ and the Senate agree to tho same,.

In line 2,page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word ** upon,” strike out " two,
bureaus,one ” and insert in lieu thereof the words * o bureau; " and the Senate
agree to the same,

n line 4, page L of the Senate bill, strike out the word * transferred " and in-
sert in lleu thereof the words * established in and attached; ™ and the Senate
agree to the same. .

In line 4, page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word “and." strike out the words
“the other to be known as: " and the Senate ayree to the same,

Inlined, page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word “*Army,” strike out the words
“to remain in the War Dspartinent” and insert in lieu thereof the words
‘;shnll remain a part of the military establishment;” and the Scnate agree to
the same.

In linc 6, page 1 of tho Senate bill, after the word ** War,"” insert the words
“and all estimates for its sugpoﬂ. shall be included with other estimates for the
support of the military establishment;” and the Senate agree to the same,

n line 7, page 1,section 2 of the Senate biil, after the word ** the,” strike out
the words ** Signal Corps shall, as at present, form s part of the Army and the;”
and the Benate agree to the sanie, .

In line Y, page I, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word ** duties,” insert
the words **and of;" and the Senate agreo to the samo,

In lino 10, page 1,scction 2 of the Senate bill, after the word ** including," in-
sert the words *‘telegraph and; ’ and the Senate agree to the same,

Inline 10, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, strike outthe word *absolutely*’
and insert in licu thereof the word * the;" nnd the Henate agree to the same,

1nline i1, page 1,8scetion 2 of the Senate bill, after the word * ranges,” insert
the words **and othier military nses; ' and the Senate agree to the same.

In line 13, page 1, section 2 ot the Scoate bill, after the word *' collecting,”
strike out the word **information ;" and the Senato agree to the same.

In line 13, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word “transmilting,”
strike outtflo word “{t,” and insert in licu thereof the word *{nformation;"
nnd the Scnate agree to the same,

In line 14, page L, section 2 of the Senate biil, after the word * otherwise,”
strilce out the words * which duty ” and insert in leu thereof the words *and

all other dutles usually pertaining to military signaling; and the operations of
3aid corps;” and the Senate agree to the same, ’

In line 27, page 1, section 3 of the Senate bill, after the word ** established,”
insert the words ** and record;'’ and the S8enate agreo to the same.

Iu line 8, page 3, section 4 of the Henate bill, after the word ** Chief," insert
the words *‘of Weather Burean; " and the Senate agree to the same,

In line 11, page2, section 4 of the Senate bill, after the words * expert inthe,”
strike out the words ** pri tionof ther fc ts, may temporarily, pend-
ing the training of a sufficient nunber of civilian experts for forecasting™ and
insert in lieu thereof the words * duties of the WeatherService may; " and the
Senateagree to tho same, ’

In line 16, &mge 2, section & of the Senate bill, after the words * shall be,” in-
scrt the word **honorably;” and thie Senate agree to the same.”’

In line 20, page 2, section §of the Senate bill, atter the word “ghall,” inscrt
the words ‘*if they so elect: " and the'Sennte agree to the same.

. Inline 21, page 2, section B of the Senate bill, after the words ** conlinue ns,"”
igsert the words **jt shall be in the Signal 8ervice; ' and the Senate agree to

0 samIe,

In line 23, page 2, section 5 of tho Senate bill, after the word ** observers,”
strike out the word **now ;" and the Senate agree to the same.

In line 24, page 2, section 5 of the Senate bill, after the word **serviee,” insert
the words **at sald date;" and the Senate agree to the same,

In line 4, page 3, scction 6 of the Senate bill, after the word “ perforined,” in-
sert the words “*long and;'" and the Senate agree to the sume.

In line 6, page 3, section 6 of the Benate bill, after the word * board," strike
out the words *‘of officers;" and the Senate agree to the same. :

Ia line 6, page 3, section § ot the Senate bill, after the word ** war,” strike out
the word * has* and insert In lieu thercof the words ‘“‘shall have;” atrd the
Senate agree to the same. .

In line 19, pn‘fo 3, section 7 of the Senate bill, after the words ** whick are,"
insert the word *' hereby ;" and the Senate agree to the same.

. Inline 20, page 8, aection 7 of the Senate bil}, after the words *“as to.” fn~
I i
L]

sert the wor: be applicable to and to; *’ and the SBenate agreo to the game,

In line 21, page 3, section 7 of the Senate bil}, aficr the words “corps in,”
strike out the word ‘‘such '’ and insert in }ieu thereof the words ** the same;
and the Senate agree to the same.

In Iine 21, page 3, section 7 of the Senate bill, after the words * manner as,"
strikeout the words *now applies*’ and insert in lieu thereof * they now ap-
pl{; ” and the Yenate agree to the same,

- In line 25, page 3,section 7 of the Senate bill, after the word " cxamination,”
strike out the words *' by and approval of”” and tnsert in lieu thereof the words
*and recomuniendation by;’* and the Senate agree to the same,

In line 26, page 3,section 7 of the Senate bill,after the word * corps,” insert
the words *to be;* and the Senate agree to the same.

In lae 30, rq{e 3, section 8 of the Benate bill, after the word ‘* made,” insert
the words * In the Signal Corps;” and the Senate agree to the sane.

In line 16, page 4,scotion 9 of the Senate bil), after the words “shall be," in-
sert ll‘no word ‘*hereafter; " and the Senato agree to the same,

In line 19, paze 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word ' oflicinls,”
strike out the word **anid " and insert in Heu thercof the word ** which; * and
the Senate agree to the same.

Inline 21, page 4, scction 10 of the Senate bill, afterthe word **moneys,’ insert
the wards “ pertaining to and; "' and tho Senate agreo to the rame.

In line 21, paue 4, section 10 of the Scuato bill, after the word *“and,” strike
out the words *'it shall "’ and inscrt in t{eu thercof the words *said board shall
as 8o0n as practicable; " and the Seunte agree to the same,

In line 23, page 4, section 10 of the Sonute bill, nfter the word * property,”
insert the word " more; ” aud the Senate agreo (o the sante.

In line 24, pree 4, scetion 10 of the Senato bill, after the word *‘and,” insert
the words "“not necessary;” an | the Senate agree to the same,

In line 25, page 4. section 10 of the Senate bill, after the waord * corps,” sirike
out the words * of the Army, and ” and insert in lieu thereof the words “and
what part of said property will be suitable and necessary for the Signnl Corps,
and;” and the Senato agree to the same.

In line 25, page 4, section 10 of the Senate hill, after the word *' nioneys,”
strike out the word ** pertaining’ and insert in leu thereof the words ** which
shall be decided to properly pertain;” and the Senate agree to the same,

In fine 28, page4, section 10 of the Senate bill, strike out the words * person
as" and insert in lieu thereof the words  bureau, and to the custody of; ' and
the Senate agree to the rame, .

In line 28, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word ** Agricullure,”
strike out the words * may direct; ' and the Senate agree to the same,

WM. B, BATE,

JOs, L HAWLEY,

C. K. DAVIS,

Managers on the part of the Sena'e,
B. M, CUT'CIIEEON, *
FRANCIS W, ROCKWEL},
JOS. WHIEELER,

Managers on the part of the Hunse.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re-
port of the conference committee.

The report was concurred in,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, MCPHERSON,
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the
committce of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (. Res. 104) to
permit the Secretary of War to grant o revoeable license to use a pler
as petitioned by vessel-owners of Chicago, Iil, .

‘The message also announved that the House hnd passed the bill (S.
3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy. -

The message further announced that the louse had pasged the fol-
lowing bills; in which it requested tho concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 7552) to relinquish the interest of the United States
in certain lands to the city and county of San Franeisco and its grantees;

A bill (H, R. 11760) to correct the military record of Marcellus Pet-
titt; and :

A Dill (H. R. 12123) granting o peasion to Sophia Wenzel.

UNITED STATES PIYR AT CHICAGO, ILL.

Mr, CULLOM, I ask leavo to call up a conference report.

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to object,

Mr. CULLOM. It will take but a moment.

Mr, ALDRICH. I allowed the report of the Senator from Ceunes-
see [Mr. BATE] to come in on the statement that it would tako but o
moment.

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to go away, and this report will take hut a
moment. Thero will be no discnssion about it at all.

Mr, ALDRICH, Very well.

Mr. CULLOM. I present the conference report which I send to the
desk and ask to have read,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will he read.

The Secretary read as follows:

The cominittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two IHouses on
the ametidiments of the Senate to the joint resolution (11, Res. lO(} to permit the
Sceretary of War to grant a revacable license to use n pler as petitioned by ves-
scl-owners of Chicago,lll., having met, after full and free conforouce havo
agreed tor ] and do dtothelrr tive Houscs ns follows :

‘That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1 to the resolution of
the House, and agree to the text of the same with the following amendmeonts

Line 3, after the word *of,” strike oul the words “said pier,” and insert in
lieu thereof the words '‘the United States picrat Chiengo, 111, situated north
and east of the Ilinois Central Railrond Company's wharf No. 1, and on south
side of Chicago River.”

ine 8, after the word ‘‘railroad,” strike out the word “car® and insert in
place thereof the word “ company’s.”

And the Houscagree to the samne,

‘That the I{ouse recede from fts disagr L to the amend tof the Sen-
ate striking out the preamble of said resolution and a"{free t;) tho same,

4]

. M. J0M,

J. N. DOLPH,
M. W, RANSOM,
Managers an the part of the Stnate,

WM. 12, MARON,
J, H. 8WEN Y,
FRIAX CAMPBELIL,
MHanagers on the part of the House,
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 'The question is on conenrring in the re-
port of the committee of conference.
The report was concuarred in, ;

PAY AND MILEAGE OF MEMBURS AND DELEGATES,

Mr. MORGAN. This morning I entered a motion to reconsider the
vote by which the Senate passed the hill (H, R, 12163) making an ap-
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propriation to sapply u deficiency in the appropriation for compensa-
tlon of Members of the House of Repregentatives and Delegates from
"Perritories, 1 nak leave now to withdraw that motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, BLACKBURN in thechair), With-
out ohjection, tho request of the Senator from Alabama will be granted.
"The Chuir hears no objection, and the motion to reconsideris withdrawn,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. SBAWYELR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment,
and submitted roports thereon: -

A hill (1L R, 8124) granting a pension to George Everts;

A bill (H. R. 12012) granting a pension to Hannah B. Shepherd; and

A bill (L R. 9707) granting an increase of pension to John S. Fer-
guson,

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

"I'he hill (If. R. 75562) to relinquish the interest of the United States
in certain lands to the city and connvy of San Francisco and its grantees
}vnu read twiece Dy its titlo, and referred to the Committee on Public

s,

The bill (H. R, 11760) to correct the military record of Marcellus
Pottitt was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Military Affuirs, ) '

‘e biM (H. R, 12123) granting o pension to Sophia Wenzel was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions,

LAND SURVEYS,

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the
Houso of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the
Seunate to the bill (H. R, 10639) to smend section 2, act of May 30,
1802, and nsking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. PLUMB, I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments
to tho bill and accede to the request of the House for a conference
thereon. '

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint
the conlorees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. WALTEALL, Mr. PLUMB,
and Mr, Donrir were appointed.

MICHAEL M’GARVEY.

Tho VIOE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of
Lhe House of Representatives to the bill (8. 3196) granting an increase
of pension to Michnel McGarvey; which was to strike out ** the same
rato nltowed for loss of both eyes’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words
‘forty dollars pes month,"

Mr. DAVIS, I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of
the House of Representativen. !

The motion was ugreed to.

RIGHT OF WAY AOROSS RED LAKE RESERVATION.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate tho amendment of
the Honse of Ropresentatives to the bill (8. 3314) granting right of
way to the Red Lake and Western Railway and Navigation Company
across Red Lake reservation, in Minnesots, and granting said company
the right to take lauds for terminal railroad and warehouse purposes;
which was to strike ont ‘‘ threo hundred and twenty ’’ and insert *‘ one
hundred and sixty.” .

Mr. DAVIS. Imove that the Senate concar in the amendment of
tho tlouse of Representotives,

The motion was agreed to.

JOIIN M. DUNN,
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid befors the Senate the amendment of
- the House of Representatives to the bill (S, 4370) granting a pension
to John M. Dunn, wbich was, in lino 6, after the word ** of,”’ where
16 first ocours, to strike out **seventy-two’’ and insert ** fifty.”’

Mr. DAVIS, I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of
the House of Rapresentatives.

Tho motion was agreed to.

, CLASSIFICATION OF VESSELS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendmentsof the
House of’ Representatives to the biil (8. 540) to amend sections 1529,
15630, and 1631 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating
to the Navy; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

MARTHA N, HUDSON.

The YICE-PRESIDENT 1laid before the Senate the amendment of
tho Honse of IRepresentatives to the bill (8. 4481) granting a pension
to Marthan N. Hadson; which was, in line 3, after the word ““laws,”’
to insert '*at the rate of §8 per month,’’

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of
the House of Reprosentatives,

Mr. CHANDLER. If the. Senator will allow me, I move that the
?onnte nou-concur inthe ameudment nnd ask for a committee of con-
orance, :

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw my metion, and accopt the motion of the
Henator from New Hampshire.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the
Senator from Now Hampshire that the Senate non-concur in the amend.
ment of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on the
disagreeing votes,

The motion was agreed to. X

By unanimous consent, the Vico-President was authorized to aj.
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Davig, Mr,
BLATR, and Mr. BLODGETT were appointed.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERxoy,
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the
following enrolled hills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon
signed by the Vice-President: )

A bill (8. 125) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold;

A bill (8, 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, deceased;

A bill (8. 728) in recognition of the merits and services of Chief n-
gineer George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and of the other
officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition; .

A hill (8, 968) for the relief of Amos L. Allen, survivor of the firm
of Larrahee & Allen;

A bill (8.1857) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of
Chouteau, Harrison and Valle;

A Dbill (8. 2212) relative to the Rancho Punta de 1a Laguna;

A bill (8.2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known as
the Petrel;

A bill (8. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of
Georgoe W, Lawrence;

A bill (S. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes;

A bill (8. 3718) to provide for the examination of certain officers of
the Army and to 1egulate promotions therein;

A bill (8, 3952) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the
Alabama River at or near Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba Vai-
ley Railroad Company;.

A bill (8.4021) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Co-
Iumbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, known
a8 Cooke Pazk; .

A bill (S.4081) to provide for the incorporation of trast, loan, mort-
gage, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia;

A bill (S,4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and
diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas;

A bill (8. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of the
Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Cherokee Na-
tion, and for other purposes;

A bill (8. 4395) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the
Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone Coanty, in the Statc
of Missouri;

A bill (S.4396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the
Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the
State of Missouri; '

A bill (8. 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein con-
tained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights to
mine coal in the Choctaw Nation;

A bill (S. 4403) to provide an American register for the steamer Jo-
seph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La,;

A bill (8. 4405) to nuthorize the construction of a bridge across the
Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or
llw{elow the town of Quindaro, in the county of Wyandotte and State of

ansas; '

A bill (8. 4309) grantingthe right of way to the Sherman and North-
western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for other

purposes; .
A bill (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior
years, and for other purposes; and
Joint regolution (8. R. 125) toextend the time of payment to settlers
on the public lands in certain cases.

FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE.

The joint resolution (H. Res. 218) to allow the Postmaster-General
to expend $10,000 to test at small towns and villages the system of
:h(]! free-delivery service, and for other purposes, was read twice by ifs

itle. .
Mr. SAWYER. I ask that that joint resolution be put on its pas-
sage. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Ronds have had a simi-

lar joint resolution under consideration and authorized me to report it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none.

Mr. SAWYER. It takes no money to try the experiment.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the joint resolution,

'The joint resolntion was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to & third reading, read the third time, and passed.

. PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, :
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O, L.
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PRUDEY, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this
day approved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions:

An act (S. 179) granting a pension to Ellen Courtney;

An act (8. 577) grantiog a pension to Laura J. Ives;

An act (S. 626) granting a pension to Mary E. Williams;

An act (8. 1971) for the relief of William Clawson;

An act (S. 4074) to provide an American register for the bark Cam-

auero, of Baltimore, Md.;

Au act (8. 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Water Supply Company
and the Compafifa Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz to
connect their water-works communications across the Rio Grande
River. at Eagle Pass, Tex.;

Au act (8. 3996) to repeal sections 3952 and 3953 of Revised Statutes
of the United States; ‘

Joint resotution (S. R. 95) tosurrender certain bonds, drafts, aud other
papers in the Departient of State to Robert S. Hargous, administrator
of Louis 8. Hargous, deceased; and

Joint resolution (8. 123) to enable the commwmission having charge of
the preparation and erection of the statue, with snitable emblematic
devices thereon, on one of the public reservations in the éity of Wash-
ington, to the memory of General Lafayette and his compatriots, to
execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resofution adopted by
the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 1890.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, *

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a Senate resolution
of September 29, 1890, the last reporb of the Government directors of
the Union Pacific Railroad Company; which was referred to the Select
Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed.

He also Iaid before the Senate o letter from the Postmaster-General,
in response to a Senate resolution of Septemher 20, 1890, relating to
allezed records of the Confederate government valuable in connection
with certain mail contractors’ claims; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON,
its Clerk, annoanced thut the House had disagreed to the amendment
of the Senate to the bill (EL. RR.7254) to repeal timber-culture laws,
and for other purposes, ngreed to the conference asked by the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two IHouses thereon, and had appointed
Mr. PAYSON, Mr. PICKLEE, and Mr. HOLMAN managers at the con-
ference on the part of the House.

. 'nglfnamge also announced that the House had passed the follow-
ing bills:

i bill (S. 1658) establishing a custonis collection district to consist
of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, and for other pur-

poses; and .
o A Dbill (8. 2038) concerning the jurisdiction of courts of the United
tates.

The message farther annonnced . that the House had passed the fol-
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 2617) for the reliet of Henry Clay and others, owners
and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass. ;

A bill (H. R. 3449? for the relief of James M. Lowry;

A Dbill (H. R, 6584) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the Ord-
pance Corps, United States Army, in the matter of claims for bouuties;

A bill (H. R, 6975) to provide for an additional associate justice of
the supreme court of Arizona;

A bill (H. R.7641) for the relief of Daniel C. Trewhitt, of Chatta-

nooga, Tenn, ;

A bill (H. R, 9852) to authorize the Lake Charles Road aud Bridge
Company, of Lake Charles, La., to construct and maintain bridges
across English Bayou and Calcasien River;

A bill (H. R.11527) to amend chapter 1085 of the acts of the first
session of the Fiftieth Congress; and

A bill (H. R, 12187) to set apart certain tracts of land in the State of
California as forest: reservations. : .

THE REVENUE BILL.

The VICE-PRESIDENT lald befora the Senata the following con-
current resolntion of the House of Representatives; which was read:
" Resolted by the House of Represenlatives (the Senale concurring), That the Clerk
of the Housge he,and he is hereby, directed to number consecutively the para-

5",3’“' and sectfons of Houss bill 9416, to reduco the revenue and equalize
uties on imports, and for other purposes, in the enrollment of the bill,

) . The Senate, by unanimous consented, proceed toconsider the resolu-

tion. .
Mr. ALDRICH. From the conferees on the part of the Senate I offer
an amendment to the concurrent resolution, which I send to the desk.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be read.
The BECRETARY. Add at the end of the resolution:

And he Is hereby furtherdirected to enroll paragraphs 362and 373, as follows:
‘362, Cables, cordage,and twine (except binding-twine composccf in wholeor

in )g\rt of istle or Tnmpfco fiber, manila, sisal-grass, or sunn) 1} cents per pound ;

- 'all bindin man in whole or in part of istle or Tampico fiber,

manila, sisal-grass, or sunn,seven-tenths of 1 cént per pound; cables and cord-
;ge::inde of heinp, £} cents per pound; tarred cables and cordage, 3 cents per
o1t .

*372. Collars and cufls, composed entirely of cotton, 15 cents per dozen pleces
and 35 per cent, ad valorem ; composed in whole or in part of linen, 36 cents per
dozen pieces and 40 per cent. ad valorem; shirts, and all articles of wearing np-
parel of every description, not specially provided for in this act, composed
wholly or in part of linon, 55 per cent. ad valorem.”

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould justlike toinquireof the Senator from Rhode
Island if he will accept some other amendments to the bill throngh the
medium of this concurrent resolution, There are a number of amend-
ments which occur to me that I think ought to be made, even at this
late stage. ’

Mr. ALDRICH. These amendnients incorporate the action of the
conference committee. 1t was erroneonsly engrossed by the clerks of
the two committees.

Mr. PLUMB. We have bad this hill twice printed, I think, for the
use of the Senate, and I supposed had finally got it in the shape in
which it was desired to pass it. I do not know what veil there may
he under which things may fall. Ot course I presume it ig all right,
but I suggest that it is'a very awkward way of doing husiness, and
rather more convenient than it is safe.

Mr. CARLISLE. While I do not agree that the increases made by
these-paragraphs over the rates established by the bill as it passed the
Senate ought to be made, yet it is a fact that they were agreed upon
in the conference committee, and they have been omitted by mistake
from the report. Therefore [ suppose the resolution is a proper one, 10
make the report conform to the actual fact,

Mr. ALDRICH, So far as the first paragraph is concerned if is not.
an increase.

Mr. CARLISLE. But there are increases,
parts which are increases.

Mr. INGALLS. It would be interesting to know whether now at.
last, on the very heels of final adjournment, this bill and the report of
the conference committee bave been so far examined that we know
that these are all the errors which need to be corrected. It iscertainly
an extraordinary process that in a hill of this magnitude, involving
such questions and to endure for so Jong n period of time, wo should
be called upon to vote for a concurrent resolution todirect an eurolling
clerk to insert certain amendments in the frame-work of the bill,

I think before we agree to this resolution we had better bave some
assurance from the conferces that thebill hns been gone over paragraph
by paragraph and punctuation point by punctuation point, so that the
assurance may be definite that there is nothing more to he done, and if
this has not been already arranged we had better leave this open a3 a
kind of basketclause to iake in whab other errors yoay be subsequently
discovered.

Mr. PLUMB, It is somewhat extraordinary if in connection with
thesubstance of this amendment it is found in fact that the conference
committes have increased the duties on one certain thing at all events
beyond that contemplated or made by the action of either House, It
seems to me that that ia stretching the parliamentary authority of the
conference committee heyond reason or authority. The two Houses
seem (o have agreed on 50 per cent. as the proper duty on shirts and nr-
ticles of wearing apparel composed wholly or in part of linen, aud the
conference committee very accommodatingly put it up to 55 per cent.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ought to say in answer to tho suggestion mado
by the senior Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] that the bill has
been gone through carefully and thoroughly, I think, and these aro the
only errors which have been discovered, and I presume they are all
that will be discovered. The effect of the amendments is simply to
make the bill in accordance with the conference committee's action.

Mr, HARRIS. I desire to make an inquiry in regard to the resoju-
tion, Is action asked upon the resolution ?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the amendment first. The ques-
tion is first on the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Isl-

I allude only to thoze

and.

Mr. HARRIS. The resolution, as I underatand it, is proposed to
correct the enroliment of the bill. 'There are two or three bills lying
upon the table of the President inrespect to which similiar resolutions
have been offered, which have been objected to and are lying there, I
am not sure that this is not the proper method of correcting an error.
I have favored it in respect to other bills, but it has heen objected to.
I am not quite willing to have this or any other bill corrected in its
enrollment by a concurrent resolution unless the same rule is applicd
to the various bills in respect to which such resolutions are pending.
Let the resolution lie over for the present. We can consider it later.
- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution will
go over,

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the comuit-
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on tho
amendments of the Senate {0 the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the rev-
enue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I had intended to submit to the Senate
to-day some remarks in regard to the reciprocity feature that has heen
attached to this bill as it is now before the Senate and comes to us from
the conference committee. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR-
LISLE], in the able and exhaustive speech which he has made, has so
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entirely covered the ground of criticism that I am not disposed to de-
tuin the Sennte by any remurks of my own.

I should have been glad, sir, it there had been more opportunity for
the discussion of this most important report on this most important
and serinus measure of taxation, if there had been greater opportunity
for Senators on this side and Senators npon that to have found out
from thoso who have reported this bill buck to the Senate trom the
conference what were the reasons that constrained them at last to dis-
sent from the very moderate amendments and tho very slight modifi-
(l:r;tious that were made by the Senate to the bill as it came from the

ouse,

But it appears that we are to be denied that opportunity. The fiat
has gone forth that this bill is to be passed. It is tobe hurried to the
final net that i3 to make it a Jaw. Whether it be that its friends upon
that side have discovered signs of disintegrution in the party that nom-
inally support it is not for me to now question, but itis with unscemly
haste heing rushed throngh the Senate without just opportunity tor
criticism and examination,

T'he Senutor from Iowa [Mr, ALLISON] look oceasion to criticise the
position taken by the Senator from Kentucky.[ Mr, CARLISLE] in his
most able and senrching examination of the reeiprocity feature of this
bill, this addendum that has been made in the Senaite, this flag of
truce, as the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN] called it, that is to
head the marching column of home-market ndherents as they comebe-

¢ forg tho people. He seemed to think that beeause the Senator.from
Kentucky contended thata subsidy that was to be given to a particular
clans in this country, n snbvention out of the pockets of the people, out
of the Troasury of tho United States to certain favored individaals,
was not within the power of Congress, then his argument ought to have
gone farther and to have extended to a denial of the power of Congress
irlullrcctly to nid o class or an industry or an intcrest by tariff taxa-
tion.

Mr. President, there would be much to say upon that topic if this
were the time and it this were the opportunity to discuss the power of
indirect taxation, hut the position taken by the Senator from Ken-
tucky nevertheless stands, aud has not been directly attacked by the
Senator from Iowa, It is incapable in my opinion of being success-
tully nttacked by any one or in any quarter, and this must remain asa
sheer, hald assumption of usarpation of power on the part of Congress
to take from the common Treasury of all the peopie thess millions of
dollars to place in the pockets of those who shall manufacture sugar in
Louisiana or elsewhere within the borders of the United States.

The Senator from Iown seemed to think that there could be no dis-
tinotion drawn hetween the broad grounds tor a tax for a public pur-
poseand those which support s tax levied for private purposes and con-
oern individual and special interests.

But, Mr. President, I only rose to say o very few words on one or two
features of this report, We have just had our proceedings interrupted
by o resolution to correct errors in the enrolling of the bill, and it is
gratifying to know that in the accelerated speed with which this meas-
ure I8 being put through its preliminary staues this dropped stiteh has
beon discovered, and somebody who had o chenp shirt on his back has
been hauled up and told he will not get oft by any omission on the part
of the conterees.

‘We have discovered that we have allowed, owing to the speed with
which it is necessary to go through with this matter, this important
article of clothing to escape that tax which in all propriety you
have put upon such articles, and thereforc this man with a cheap
shirt on his back is not going to get olf scot free, as he thonght
ho might do, by the omission and carclessness of the committee. Well,
I do not know whether there may be any other omissions or not.

But, Mr. President, I was calling attention to this matter of the sab-
sidy, which the Senator from Iown seems to think is not amenable to
the criticisng of the Senator from Kentucky, and that n subsidy is not
ouly n propernnd legitimato exereise of the legislative power, but that
in itaelf it 13 to be commended; that there is no obstruction to bo found
in the grants of legislative power to Congress to the passage of this or
any other subsidy that the Congress of the United States may in its

«wisdom believe to be for the general good and the public weltare,

1 will stop long enough to call the attention of the Senator from
Town to the [act that there are hroad distinctions necessarily lying at
the basis of alt logislation of this kind between o pablic object and a
privato object to which the money ot the people can be appropriated.
A subsidy that is to encounrnge one industry at the expense ot others,
that is to bestow a specinl favor upon a class or upon individuals that
in not conferred upon all classes and upon all individuals, is obnoxious
to overy principle that lies at the basis of the institutions of this coun-

try.

}',I‘he Senator from Towa seemed to think that a subsidy, a bounty,
heennse it bas obtained ab certain times in our history, and been given
upen certain pablic gronnds, may at all times lawfully obtain and be
given indiscriminately whenover the Congress of the United Btates
shall think it is proper that it should be bestowed.

., Buy, Mr. President, I only want to call thenttention of the Senator
from Iowa to the extreme result to which he is led by that logic. If

this subsidy to the sugar manufcturers of this conntry, in Louisians, -

or in Kansas, or Nehraska, is legitimate and within the scope of oyr
legrislative power, then a subsidy to any other industry is likewisg
legitimate. ‘There is no obstacle between the demand for such a sql.
sidy on the part otany manufacturer and its reception except the wilj
of Congress, Ifthisislegitimate, then Congress may bestow upon asti}]
larger class, and if worth is to be estimated by the extent of the clagg
upon a worthier class, upon the growers of wheat and corn, upon the
farmers of the country, n hounty or a subsidy out of the pockets of the
people in order to encourage their very depressed industry. There ig
no limit that can be placed by the argument of the Senator from Iowg
to the exercise of this power.

Then, Mr President, we would be coming directly to that state of
things towards which many steps have heen taken in this bill, a state
socialism, in which the Government is to hecome a partuer in all ip.
dustries, and in which the Government is to be called upon to aid and
eacourage, as it is called, any industry that is nnpiofitable by a bounty
or by a tax. It matters not in principle whether this is done directly or
indirectly. To this result must the logic of the Senator from Iowa
bring us if we are to pursue his argament as a sound one.

Mr. President, I only rise more particularly before this debate closes
to place in the RECORD a table which I have, that has heen prenared
very carefully by a very competent man, in regard to the labor-cost of
one of the most important articles contained in this scheme of tariff
taxation, I mean the labor-cost in the production of steel rails, about
which in thecourse of the debate during the last two monthsa good deal
has been said on both sides of this Chamber. There has been no argu-
ment made justifying the tariff tax that has been laid upon steel rails
or upon any other of the numerous commodities that are the subject
of this bill except that it was meant to equalize the conditions ot the
manufacturers in this country and abroad, in order that the manu-
facturer in this country might compete upon fairly equal terms, It
has been called to the attention of the Senatec more than once that if
that were the only excuse for this taxation it was necessaiy to get at
the exact difference in the Jabor-cost for the production of these arti-
cles in this country and in Europe.

I am tortunate in having had at this late day worked out, as Isaid,
by a very competent statistician, a statement of the cost of laborin the
production ot 1 ton of steel rails in the United States, the continent
of Europe, and Great Britain, compiled from the preliminary report
of the Commissioner of Labor as contained in House of Representa-
tives Miscellaneous Document No. 222, as compared with the report of
Senate Miscellaneous Docnment No. 198,

By this table, which I shall ask leave to print in full in the RECORD,
it appears what is the lahor-cost in the production of 1 ton of steel rails
in the United States, takingall the elements of cost, commencing with
the production of the iron ore from the mines, 4,137 pounds of iron
ore necessary to the production of a ton of steel rails; the labor-cost of
the production of 1,497 pounds of limestone, necessary in fluxing that
much ore; the labor-cost of the production of 4,898 pounds of bitumi-
nous coal, which is necessary, according to the tables that we have be-
fore us, for the reduction of that much iron ore, for the conversion of that
much coal into 3,082-pounds ot coke; the labor-cost for the conversion
of the ore, of the limestone, and the coke into 2,469 pounds of pig-iron,
and the Iabor-cost and fuel for the conversion of the pig-iron into 2,488
pounds of steel ingots; and finally, the labor-cost for the conversion of
the steel ingots into 1 ton of steel rails. All the steps are taken into
the account, so that this progression of labor-cost, which the Benator
from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDS] bas been so fond of referring to as be-
ing the only proper and accurate way of getting at the labor-cost of an
article, is carried out, and we have as the result in the United States,
according to Mr. Carroll D. Wright and according to these documents
that have been presented to the Senate and are now’ beforo them,
$11.5943 as the labor-cost in the United States for the production of 1
ton of steel rails.

I"rom nine establishments on the continent of Europe and in Great
Britain wé have also a calculation of the Jabor-cost, taken from these
same documents. The average of all the nine establishments on the
Continent and in Great Britain for the production of a ton of steel rails
calculated in the same manner, commencing with the production of
the iron ore and ending with 2,240 pounds of the finished product of
steel rails, is $11,40 and fifty-five one-hundredths, making a difference
of only 19 cents hetween the labor-cost of a ton of steel rails in the
United States and the average labor-cost computed upon the product
ot these nine establishinents in Great Britain and on the continent of
Europe of a product-of like amount, -

Therefore we have, to condense what I have just said, this remark-
able statement, that according to the Commissioner of Labor, Mr. Car-
roll D. Wright, Iabor receivesin the United States $11.59 to producea
ton of steel rails, aud according to the same report of this same Com-
missioner the average cost of production for labor in nine mills in Eu-
rope, including the Continent aud Great Britain, is $11.40 per ton.
Hence in the United States the cost of Jabor is $11.59 and in nine mills
on the Continent and in Great Britain it is $11.40. The difference in
favor of the toreign-produced article, 1 ton ‘of steel rails, is only 19
centa.

And yet to cover that difference we have nowa tax in the House bill
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of $11.20, and in the Senate reduced by an amendment to this bill to

$11.76, but raised by this committee of conference back to the House
te of $13.44.

mMr. President, this is only one of the very many exposures of what

the Scnator from Kentucky properly called the false pretenses thas are

countained in this bill. It is not to cover the differonce in labor-cost;
it is not in order to protect the laborer in the mills aud in the mines
that these rates are imposed. There is another and a different ohject
which is patent to every one who reads these schednles, I submit the
table, whicli is as follows:

compm-a(ive statement of the cost of labor in the production of onc ton of stecl rails in the United States, the continent of Europe, and Greal Britain,

iled from the preliminary report of tho Commissioner of Labor, Ilouse Miscollaneous Dacument No. 222, and compared with the report S8snate Miscella-

Icompnenus Document No, 198.” Compiled by Ivan C. Michels, from fouse Misceilnneous Document No. 222, pages 29, 30, 33, 85, 41, 46, 47, 50, 59, and 60.]
Continent of Europe, Great Britain, | General
i d v ¢ : United ’ average
Matcrials and successive stages of conversion. States, |~ - —— ox;) }Ax;xgo
No.3.* | No.4.* | No.5.* | No.6.* | No.7.* | No.8.* | No.9.# {No.10.#| No.1L.*| mills.
For production of 4,137 paunds of Iron orc......weiviennn]  §2,1423 | $2,6352 I 84.0087 | §2.6476 | £3.3385 | $2.9765 | $0,9204 | $1.6548 | §1.1811 | £2,5028 €2, 4295
For prod f1, ds of Ii L2051 L2904 ] L2908 | 2904 | L2004 | .2004 [ 2004 .2004 [ .2004) .2004 ~2004
Yor production of 4,808 p 18 of bituminous coal .. 1.9728 1 1.4952 | 2.1010 | 2.5145 | 2.1924 } 2.3355 L6779 1.6539 1 1.673L | 1.6289 1.8082
For conversion of above coal into 3,082 pounds of cok .5983 .G996 .4299 4222 2773 2141 . 3082 . 8729 5888 L5501 4202
For conversion of above ore, limestone, and coke into
2,469 pounds of pig-iron} . 1,5763 9157 L0456 | 1,2079 7960 7986 . 9841 L9227 9004 . 9004 L9335
For conversion of above pig-iron into 2,488 pounds of steecl .
ingots 1.6894 | 1.2141 L5473 ] 1,0623 | 12580 [ 1.2600 | 1,2912 L8459 | 10979 | 2.1148 1.2858
For fuel {1.11 tonsbituminous coal) for conversion of above
pig-iron into 2,488 p is of steel ingots. 9124 6904 701§ 1.1610 | 1.0123 | 1.0878 . 3130 8769 725 71525 . 8483
For conversion of above steel ingots into one ton (2,240
pounds) of stecl rails setso saesns 15400 | 1.0430 | 2.5190 | 4.6410] 2,5830 { 2.6890{ 2.9740{ 2.0100| 2.5{80| 1.3680 2,4860
Tor (1.17 tons) bituminous coal for conversion of above .
steel ingota into 1 ton of 2,240 pounds of steel rails.. . L9017 JT2TT ) 102251 1.2238 | 1.0670 | 1.1466) .8209 ) .0243) 8143 .7932 . 0844
Total..cusvreirrnnrias i s 11,5983 | 9.7413 | 12,8545 | 15,1707 | 12,8158 | 12,7085 | 8.089L | 9.56518 | 10,7463 | 10.902( 11,4055
Total cost of 1 ton of steel rails, including inat,eria], labor,
salaries of officials and clerks, fuel, supplies, repalrs,uﬁ
well as taxes ] 25,777, 119,506 | 22,184 | 25,652 123.120 | 23.190 | 23,743 |27.025 | 21,907 |18.588 22,776

®» Number ofdocality of steel-rail mills as per page 34 of the preliminary report of the Commissioner of Labor, House Misoolianeous Document No,222

i
2,64

Let mesay while I am on thissubject, lest I may be thought to have
omitted anything that is at all important to the problem, this gentle-
man having worked out the difference in the labor-cost of the common
steel rails, commencing with the iron ore in the mine, also deals with
the figures taken from the report of the Commissioner of Labor that
concern the total cost of a ton of steel rails in this country and in
Europe, including material, labor, salaries of officiala and clerks, fuel,
supplies, repairs, and taxes. In the United States the cost, including
all these things, the taxes, the salarics of clerksand high-paid oflicials,
presidents of compauies, vice-presidents, and secretaries, aud so on, is
$26.777, sud in Europe the average of these nine mills on the couti-
nent and in Great Britain is $22,776, making a difterence altogether of
$3 in the Jabor-cost, including all these items, hetween Europe and this
country.

Mr., President, is it not a monsirous injustice, is it not o shame and
a reproach to this Senate, that they should sit here day after day with
these facts ascertainable staring them in the face and yct gaining their
own consent to place a burden like this upon the necks of the Ameri-
can people, a tax of $13.44 to cover a mere labor-cost of 19 cents, and
a cost, covering all possible charges, taxes, materials, salaries, and all,
of only $3 between the production of a tonof steel rails in Europe and
in this country?

Mr, President, that same analysis might be pursued as to the other
schedules in this bill, and in every case you would find that the tax,
insteaa of beiug made to fit the difference in labor-cost in this country
and abroad, would multiply that difterence many fold; and-that in the
face, so far as steel is concerned, of the evidence that hag been quoted
here more than once of Major Bent, who is the president, I believe, or
manager, of one of the largest steel works in the United States, that if
you gave him free material he wanted no protective tax at all and could
compete with thesteel-rail makers of the whole world uponequal terms.

I am not aboutto detain the Senate any longer. My principal object
was to place upon the record thislatest analysis that I have seen of the
labor-cost of one of the most important articles contained in the sched-
ules of the hill before us. I know that I cannot by detainibg the Sea-
ate delay the passage of this bill, and I must submit, as the rest of the
citizens of the United States are compelled to subinit, to the imposi-
tion of the burdens that are contained in it, and only hope for that re-
liet which may come in the revolving years, from a change of sentiment
in Congress, brought about by an indignant expression of popular opin-
ion,

There are many other things in regard to the features of this bill {that
deserve comment and to which the attention of the people shounld be
called. There is no opportanity now todo it.

The general adoption of specific duties in this bill i3 one of its most
iniguitous features, adopted in the interest professedly of a hetter ad-
ministration of the customs of our counfry, but really intended to
increaso the rate of taxation, by the device of a haurd and fast duty
upen » commodity to head off and meet that cheapening process which
is going on all over the world in its great indastries and in the com-
modities that are the products of those industries, So that when you

A clerical error in the report of the Acting Commissioner of Labor in Senate Miscellaneous Document No, 198, of trangposition of figures,*'2,469"" shiould rend
v," which have duly been taken note of in the compilation of the above comparative statement, -

lay & specific tax of o many cents or so many dollars per pound or
per ton, you may laugh at the cheaper product that time aud jnven-
tion and skill evolve, for you meet the cheapening process by the apecific
tax. This specificduty, amounting now to 50or 60 per cent. ad valorem,
in the process of time and by the cheapening of these commodities
mounts as they lower in the scale and becomes 70 or 100 or even more
per cent., as some of these taxes have hecome where they have heen
laid for long periods of time.

It is one of the devices of those classes and of those interests for whom
this tariff tax has been 8o enormously increased. They seck to ob-
scure from the people an idea of the trae enormity of the measure of
this taxation and veil from them the burdens that they are bearing by
this laying of a specific tax instead of the ad valorem tax, which
always speaks for itself and explains what proportion of the value of
an articlo goes in the way of tax either to the public Treasary or to the
coffers of the protected mannfacturers.

But, Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate longer upon this
subject, and only trust that the people of this country will be able to
bear with such equunimity as may come to them this increased tax
burden, and will in due time understand the selfishness of the measure
and of the men who are promoting it.

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, at an earlier stago of this dehate,
the exact date I have not before me now, the 8enator from Missouri,
who is not now in his seat {Mr. Vest], had printed in the RECORD, in
the course of some remarks that he submitted upon the pending bill,
an editorial from the New Yerk Evening Post, of the 17th of April, I
think, reflecting very severely upon the course of Mr, Joseph Wharton,
of Philadelphia, in respect of his position concerning the duties upon
nickel, it being the fact that Mr. Wharton is the principal manufact-
urer of that product in this country.

I regret to say thisin the ahsence of the Senator from Missouri, but
I have his assurance that were he present he would himseif put upon
the record what I am nosw asking leave to do in reading the retraction
that was made at a subsequent date by the editor of that journal upon
a letter from Mr. Wharton councerning the editorial in question aud
which he also printed in his paper. I will not make uny further refer-
ence to Mr. Whurton’s letter, which is quite long, but beg to read what
the editor of the Post said concerning the matter. He said:

We frankly apologize to Mr. Wharton for the misrepresentations into whicl
Wwo have been led concerning his attitude towards tho duty on nicke! ore and
concermng his mining industry. If we return to the subjoct of his letter it will
not be for the sake of excusing ourselves in these particulars,

It was only just to the gentleman, who could not bave sn oppor-
tunity to correct this statement which had heen put upon the record,
that this correction shauld be put upon the record.

Mr. STEWART. Mr, President, I do not rise to discuss this hill
farther than to remark that it is the result of the best deliberations
that the two Houses could bestow upon the measure. There are things
in the bill which I wish were otherwise. 1t does not come up in all
respects to my standard of protection. I would not force any Ameri-
can citizen to work in competition with the pauper lahor of other landa,
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T would so place tho tariff that we should only be compelled to com-
pote with others living in this country and enjoying the same advan-
tages,

Agninst the constant declaration that the tariffis a tax upon the
American people I desire to enter my protest. It is o tax upon those
secking our markets, not upon our people; and experience has shown
that the only way to permunently cheapen prices is to do our work at
home. If manufncturing is done abroad it will be done by trusts and
monopolies. If done here in this conntry, where there is ample room
for sharp compatition among the American people, they will increaze
the amount of production and lower the prices throughout the coun-
try. 'Thero can be no doubt ahout that,

There has been so much said about foreign trade that I desire to call
the attention of the Senate to the tact that a foreign market for farm
{)roducts can not continue; that it will be but a few years when it will
he impossible for us to enjoy any portion of the European market for
any farm product except cotton, and it is very doubtful whether we
shall enjoy that monopoly long. The history of the world for the last
{ifteen yoars has been entirely changed. New fields have been opened
not hftherto explored. The market of Europe is a limited market.
They only buy the deficiency to make up what is necessary for their
consumption of farn products, and they are making efforts which are
producing great results to supply that market independent of the
United States.

For exnmple, F'rance at home has so improved the cultivation of
wheat that her average yield, Iamn told, is 45 bushels to the acre. Other
countrics are tiuking other means to obtain a supply of that and other
farm products. ‘The Argentine Republic is being opened. It isasgood

- & country as our own for the production of all the farm products that
we can produce, and in equal abundance, and with less labor, They
have grand rivers ronning up through that country, which give them
water navigation to the interior, and they are populating it by the
million with the people of southern Europe who work at low wages.
Italinus, Austrians, and Portuguese are emigrating to that country by
the million, and their products arc already enormous and are increns-
ing yearly, We can not compéte with them unless we get down to
the gradoe of civilization and the grade of wages that they are willing
to work for,

Afrien i8 being explored and opened, and it is o virgin field for the
production of the raw material, as it is called, although I claim that
nothing is raw material upon which labor hns heen bestowed, but the
moterinls that are least mannfnctured, upon which the least labor has
heen bestowed, B

"There nre othor flolds being opened. Indin is traversed by new rail-
roads, and over a thousand millions have heen expended in twenty-five
yenra in the conatruction of railroads and irrigation works for the pur-
pose of developing the resources of India. Russin i3 also extending
railronds over hor vast domain, .

The milllons of poorly paid laborers of those countries are going to
supply Europe, and it will be but a few yenars when there will be no
market whatever for any of our farm products in Europe unless we
produce on tho level of the lowest paid labor in the world and agninst
the virgin fields of these new continents that are being opened. The
American peoplo can not be reduced to that level. It is idle to talk of
o foreign market for farm products, Thatwe mustgive up. We must
have some other market or no market at all. Cotton is in danger.
They aro attempting to raise cotton in India. They will find other
places besides the Southern States where they can produce it.

The resources of Africa are not'explored and not understood. It is
said that portions of South America can produce cotton. The time
may como when that means of export will also he cut off. Then what
shall the United States export?

We must bny from foreign countries those articles that we can not
produce athome, We will buy them at whatever cost. We will have
our tea and coffes and sugar, if we do not produce them at home. I
believe we can, however, in & short time produce sugar; but mean-
while we will have those nrticles at whatever cost. How are we to pur-
chunse them? Not by the so-called raw material, farm products, for the
poor-paid Inbor of these new countries will drive us out of the foreign
markots in that respect, Then how are we to do it?

I sny that thero is but one mode of obtaining it, and that is to com-
pete with Europe in the higher grades of civilization and of laborand
gend our manufactured articles into those countries, as Euarope does,
Wo have all the advantages of Earope of having our raw material at
home, and if we protect our manufacturers and nid our labor at home
and bring the artisans of Europe here, and not their manufactured ar-
ticles, and manufacture here, we shall have a market of our own amply
suflicient to absorb all the farm products that can be produced.

The farmer ig short-sighted who looks across the ocean when already
our home market is 90 per cent. at lenst of our entire market for farm
products, and the other 10 per cent. hangs as a dead weight upon the
energies ot the country, because the surplus that we sell abroad de-
termines the price of what is sold at home. '

If yon wout better prices, have more consumers at home and use up
the sur;l:lus here, and then you will fix your own price; competition
here will fix the price of farm products. We are fast making a mar-

ket at home. This bill will add to that market. "This bill, if it is o).
lowed to stand, will briog hundreds and thousands and millions of
artisans into the field to consume, and every farmer will have near his
home a market for the products that he can raise to support the mani.
facturers, If we do that and have large establishments, the skill anq
genius of our people will manufacture better and will be able to com.
pete in any department of industry with any part of the world.

Then we want one thing more. . We want cheap and guick commuy.
nication with the world, so that we can send them our manufactureq
articles, With the product of the skill and genius of the Americay
people lot us buy what we need abroad and cease to attempt to com-
pete with the servile labor of these new countries that are beingapened
for the express purpese ot supplying Europe with farm products. |
rejoice that there has been a step forward in thisbill. Although it is
not all we can desire, I shall vote for it with the highest pleasure.

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I merely want to read two tcle-
grams that I have received in regard to this matter. One of them i
dated Kansas City, Mo., September 24, 1890, and is as follows:

Free tin-plates are urgently needed by the West. The benefit that would rc-
sult from them to the agricultural and other interests is incalculable. e re.
spectfully ask you to use all your influence in favor of free tin-plate,

- ARMOUR PACKING COMPANY,

The other I have just received to-day, dated St. Joseph, Mo, Sep-
tember 30, 1890, and is as follows:

We understand conferenco committee places duty on beans at 40 cents per
bushel. Tho crop United States this year is a failure, Not more than quarter
toone-thirderop, This will necessitatothe importiation of iarge gunantities beans
from foreign countries, and advanced cost will have to be borne by Western peo-
gle. 1f dnte on which duty takes effect could be extended it would be a great

oon to the Western people, ng their nups;ly of this articls must come from
France and Germany and the short time given will not permit importation to
this country for consumption until after the higher duty takes effect, which will
be o hardshipto consumers,

s J. W. WALKER,

President Board of Tradc,

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is a suhject of cofratulation for
theSenate and the.country that the prolonged and wearisome discussion
of the pending bill is at last to close, Aiter a debate of such unusual
length, extending to every paragraph and section of the bill, I do not
deem it necessary to detain the Senate this evening beyonda brief exam-
ination of some of the criticisms made upon the conference report by
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber.

A comparison of the elaborate provisions of the measure, which is
soon to receive the official approval of Congress, with the terms of any
tariff law which has heretofore been enacted, will illustrate the magni-
tude of the task we have had in hand, and will at the same time fur-
nish striking evidencesof our wonderful industrial growth and develop-
ment. It has been found necessary to insert in this bill many provis-
iong and to include many items not contained in any prior tariff act,
items covering articles and industries which had no existence, even at
the time of the adoption of the act of 1883.

This measure embodies the most complete and comprehensive revision
and readjustment of tariff rates that has been attempted in the annals of
our customs legislation, That it is complete and perfectinall of itsde-
tails I think no member of the Finance Committee or of the Senate will
claim, That it is entirely satisfactory in all of its provisions to every
Senatoror toany individual Senator Ishall not claim. Initsfinal form,
ag reported from the conference committee, it may be said to fairly repre-
sent the avernge judgment of the majority of Congress upon the inter-
ests of the whole people as well as upon the claims of sections and in-
dustries.

We have been challenged this morning by Senators upon the otherside
of the Chamber to present a justification for the many radical changes
proposed, and to give to the country some statement of the principles
which controlled the construction of thebill. AsIwas associated with
the Senator from Jowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from New York
[Mr. Hiscock] in the preparation of the Senate tariff bill of 1888, which
in most of its substantial features was identical with this, I may perhaps
be permitted to speak upon this subject with some degree of authority.

1t is proposed by this measure to reduce the revenues, to relieve the
people from unnecessary taxation, to correct the errorsand remedy the
defects and inequalities of existing tariff laws, and to impose or read-
just impost duties to meet the requirements of new or thanged con-
ditions. The framers of the bill, while striving to accomplish these
results, have endeavored to preserve and extend the beneficent influ-
ences of the protective system. In order to provide for thesuccessful
prosecution of established industries and to secure the development of
new ones, they have sought to equalize, so far as legislation can do this,
the conditions under which the various industries of the United States
are carried on, in competition with similar industries in competing coun-
tries.

Theseunequal conditions arise largely, if notentirely, from thegreater
compensation and the greater earnings of all the people engaged in all
the useful occupations in the United States. Thegreater sam paid here
to labor in all its forms enforces upon the domestic manufacturer of
many articles a greater cost of production than that within the reach
of his foreign competitor. To maintain the much higher level of wages
in-the United States, and at the same time to secure the widest possi-
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plediveraification of our industries, it is necessary, in the view of those
who believe in the .wmdom of the protective policy, to levy duties which
gre equal to the difference between the cost of production and distri-
pution in the United States and in competing countries. The Commit-
teson Finance believe that in no case has a greater duty been imposed
py the provisions of this bill than is necessary to securo this equaliza-
tion, Certainly no such case has been brought to their attention in

the conrse of this long debate. .

T must confess my surprise that the distinguished Senator from Ken-
tocky [Mr. CARLISLE] should have devoted almost his entire specch
this morning to subjects which, however important and interesting
they may be, are siraply collateral to the great problems of this bill.
The questions he discussed belong, it seems to me, to the ante.-bellum

eriod, or more accurately, to an epoch long anterior to that.

The right of Congress under the Constitution to levy protective duties
and to authorize the payment of bounties for the encouragement of do-
mestic indusiries has been exercised so frequently without serious ques-
tion that the Committee on Finance did not suppose that the author-
ity of the Federal Government in this respect was a subject of doubt.
The first Congress that met after the adoption of the Constilution im-

ed duties for protective purposes in definite terms and granted boun-
{ies in lieu of impost duties to develop the fisheries, and I believe it is
too late for the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] and the Sena-
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], withall of their ability, to convince the
people of the United States that Congress is no longer in the possession
of powers which it exercised at the very beginning of its existence at the
suggestion and with the concurrence of the men who framed the Con-
stitution.

1 regret that Senators upon the other side of the Chambershonld have

taken up a large portion of the day in the discussion of constitutional
questions, and that they have found little time for an examination of
the details of the bill. Both the Senator from Kentucky and the Sen-
ator from Delaware have contented themselves with denonncing the bill
insevere terms, and calling attention in a general way to what they call
itsenormousincreages in rates. TheSenator from Delaware illustrated
what he meant by enormons increases by citing one case, that of steel
rails. Astherates uponsteel railsare reduced by the bill from an exist-
ing duty of $20.16 per ton on light rails and $17 per ton on heavy rails
to a rate of $13.44 per ton on all rails, it is difficult to appreciate the
force of the Senator’s argument, The Senator from Delaware appar-~
ently has fears that this reduction is not sufficient to drive out of ex-
istence our rail industry and to allow the rail-makers of Belgium and
Great Britain to supply the American market; butwhy he should seize
upon & reduction of 30 per cont. in a rate of duty as the basis of a claim
of enormous increases is something which I do not understand.

In the new adjustmentand rearrangement of schedules it is true that
increases in rates upon various products competing with our own have
been made, and I propose to show, in as brief a time as I may, the char-
acter of these. They may for purposes of consideration bedivided into
four classes. .

The first class includes articles where an increase of rates was neces-
sary to correct errors or inequalities. To this class belongs the increase
in daties upon articles like tin-plate and cotton-ties, where by an erro-
neous construction of the law or by faulty legislation the duty upon an
article has heretotore been placed at a lower rate than that fixed either
upon the materials from which it was made or upon articles used for
* the slame purposes. ‘To illustrate what I mean X will take the item of
tin-plate. ’

Tlt)xe duty upon galvanized-iron sheets, which are used for many sim-
ilar purposes with tin-plates, is 2} cents a pound. The duty upon the
iron and steel sheets from which tin-plates are madeis 1} centsa pound.
The cost of coating these plates with tin in the United States is three-
fourths of a cent per pound more than the cost in Wales, and yet the
duty upon tin-plate is fixed at 1 cent per pound, We have thus pro-
vided an effective legislative prohibition against the production of tin-
plate in the United States, )

Hoop-iron, from which cotton-ties are made, pays s duty of 1.2 cents
per peund. Hoops for baling hay, hops, or other products, or for use
on barrels, {pbs, buckets, or other arficles in general use, pay a duty of
1.45 cents per pound, while cotton-ties for baling cotton have been
admitted at a duty averaging less than one-half of one ¢ent per ponnd.
The resnlt bag been the destruction of the business of making cottor-
ties in the United States and an improper discrimination in favor of a
class and a section.

As protective duties.to be effective must always equal the difference
between the cost of production here and in competing countries, and
as this difference increases with every advauncing process in manufact-
ure, 50 in a symmetrical and harmonious protective tariff the ratesim-
posed mustincrease with mathemati ion from the duty levied on
the crude material through each successive stage of manufacture to
?ha ultimate finished product. Any infraction of this rule will result
in discrimination and destruction.

Take, for illustration, the metal schedule, If a rate is fixed which
equalizes conditions in the case of iron ore. a higher rate must be
fixed upon pig-iron, and iron in bars must have a still higher xate, and
so.on up through the whole scale of iron and steel duties. If we

should fix upon a duty of $6.72 per ton upon pig-iren asamply protect-
ive, and then place & duty of $8 per ton upon all iron and steel in bars
or other forms, there would be no more pig-iron produced in the United
States, and this industry would be lost to our peoploe for the obvious
reason that with Jower cost of produetion abroad all iron and steel
would be imported in bavs, billets, or other more advauced forms,

In the construction of the pending bill its framers have sought as
far as possible to cure all defects and to remedy all inequalities grow-
ing out of a want of proper relation in rates, and their action in this
regard should be considered rather as a correction of rates than an in-
crease in duties. S ’

There is another, more numerous, and much more important class of
articles upon which increases have been made, more important not only
from their greater value, but from the ultimate effect which their pro-
duction here would have upon the industrial future of the country.
‘These are the articles or industries which, in theact of 1883 and in prior
tariffs, we bavesurrendered withoutquestion to our foreign competitors,
articles which we were then willing 1o confess could not he made in the
United States and upon which we have never levied protective daties.
These include all the finer and more expensive manufactures in every
scheduleofthe bill. TForillustration, asin the cottonschedule; we have
increascd the dutieson all the finest cotton cloths, those which in text-
ureand in costrival silk fabrics, Webave advanced the rates on cotton
velvets, chenillegoods, and on all fine fashioned hosiery and knit goods,
In the flax schedule we have increased rates on all fine linen goods,
on laces, lace window-curtains, and embroideries of every deseription.
In the woolen schedulc we have advanced rateson the finer dress goods
{or women’'s wear, oi1 all the more expensive kinds of clotlis for men's
weAr, and npon fancy articles composed of wool. In the silk schedunle
we have raised the duties on silk velvets, and plushes, and upon silk
Jaces and embroideries, and on ready-made clothing composed of silk,
Increases have also been made on ornamented and decorated glassware,
china, and porcelnin, Onsome of the more expensive manufuctures of
iron and steel theduties have been advanced. Other increases have been
made on musical iustraments, on fine tissue and surface-coated papers,
onmanufacturesofivery and shell, and many ather miscellancous manu-
factures of fancy articles. From any ecovomic standpoint an increase
in the rates upon these articles is justifiable. They are all articles of
voluntary use; none of them necessary for the comfortable existence of
our people. It was the purpose of the commitice in the preparation
of this bill to formulate a declaration that hereafter they sheuld he
produced by American working men and women, We have now the
requisite skill, taste, and the material for their manufucture, and every
patriotic impulse dictates that we shonld make their production possi-
ble in the United States.

Our importation of these articlesamounted last year to $200,000,000
of foreign value, and including duties and importers’ profits, cost our
people $350,000,000. Their production here would give employment
to a million of men and women, and, if we include their dependents,
four to five million people would be supported by this addition to
our national workshop, These five millionsof peoplc would in turn be
clothed and fed here and would furnish greatly enlarged markets for
our farmers and manufacturers.

‘There i8 a third class of increases in duties where ad valorem rates
levied years ago have proven inadequate as protective bharriers. The
protection afforded by an ad valorem duty varies with the foreigu prico
of the article upon which it is imposed. The uniform and persistent
decline in values during the past twenty-five years of all manufactured
articles and nearly all the products of the soil has greatly lessened the
prolective power of such rates. -

The relative difference in the lahor-cost of production, say in pro-
ducing a pound of yaru or a yard of cloth, between our own and com-
peting countries, has not changed to our advantnge during thisperiod,
Other elements of cost have heen greatly reduced, but with equal pace
on hoth sides of the Atlantic. TFuller and moreaccuarate statistics than
were formerly accessible Jeave accentuated the difference in wages he-
tween the United States and European countries in every one of the
great industries,

If these differences are not greater than ten or twenty years ago we
are more definitely conscious of their actual existence, and more thor-
oughly convinced of the necessity that they should be counteracted.
To illustrate the decreasing value of an ad valorem rate with falling
prices, I take the duties on cotton hosiery, although the article itself
belongs to the class I have heretofore alluded to. Prior to 1883 there
was a duty of 35 per cent. upon all cotton hosiery. At that time the
finer kinds of women’s fashioned hosiery were worth, say, §3 a dozen,
andsthe duty would he $1.05 a dozen. There has been sinco 1883 a de-
cline in prico equal to oue-half of the value, or, say, to $1.60 per dozen,
and the rate imposed by this bill would be 95 cents per dozen, and
although it equals 65 per cent. ad valorem it furnishes less protection
to thedomestic manuafacturer than the old rate of 35 per cent, furnished
at the time it was levied.

This may be further illustrated by the statistics of the importation
of woolen cloths. The unit of value in 1868, as determined by the
iniports for that year, was $1.52 per pound. For the year 1869 the
unit of value on thesame class of imports was $1.076 per pound, In
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this instanco a decline in values equivalent to nearly 30 per cent. is
indieated in the period of twenty-one yeurs, and a duty ot 50 per cent.
ad valorem in 1849 would afford no greater protection than 35 per cent.
in 1868,  Anincreased od valorem duty does not, therelore, furaish evi-
dence of incrensed protection,

‘Taking the prices of merchandise a3 our standard, 50 per cent. ad
valorem represents o lower tarilf to-day than 25 per cent. represented
during the war, or to take for the comparison & more recent period, 50
per cent. in the pending bill will not atford the American producer as
much protection as 40 per cent, yielded him at the time of the last tariff
rovision in 1843,

Mr, HARRIS., Mr., President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island yield
to tho Senator from Tennessec?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir,

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, who
is in charge of this bill, if he does not admit that in levying the duties
imposed by the bill the committee were controlled absolutely orlargely
by tho iden of protecting Ameriean manutacturers, and not at all orin
o very small degree if at all, by theidea of the amount of revenue neces-
sary to be raised by tariff taxation for revenue purposes.

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to my sriend from Tennessee that the
committee gave ample cousideration alike to questions affecting the
roevenue and protection, as they d 1 both very important.

I havealready nlluded to three clnsses of articles upon which we have
recommended increases in rates. There remnins but one other, namely,
agricultural products, ‘The rates npon wool, tobacco, barley, and the
whole list of agricultural products have been increased very largely.
This action has been taken at the request of the representatives of
the agricultural sections and upon the demand of the farmers of the
country, who believe that the large importations of competing prod-
ucts—large in the apgregate, although perhaps not large relatively—
have injuriously affected their interests. .

Every article upon which the rate of daty has been increased by the
bill except those included in the liquor and tobacco schedules belongs
to one of the four clesses I have referred to. As to all others the rates
yemain unchanged or have been reduced. There has been no incrensd
in rates upon any of that large class of manufactures which our friends
upon the other side are so fond of calling the necessaries of life, On
many articles in common nse by the great mass of the people of the
country, including all ordinary grades of cotton cloth, all thelow grades
of woolun cloth, there have been reductions, Upon none of these in
any schedule has there been any increase, and I call the attention of
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to this statement, and
challenge them to question its accuracy in any particalar. ‘

Mr, CARLISLE, Will the Senator allow me a moment?

Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly.

me_x CARLISLE., As the Seuntor challenges Senators upon . this
sido ~——

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be glad to have the Senator
single excoption to the statement I have made,

Mr, CARLISLE. Does the S8enator nndertake to say that the cheap
woolen and worsted goods are not yecessaries of life for our people?

Mr. ALDRICH. They are necessaries of life, and the duty on them
iy reduced by this bill below the rates in existing law.

Mr. CARLISLE, It is much greater. .

Mr. ALDRICH, I beg to assure the Senator that it is not.

Mr, CARLISLE, In the firat placeit isincreased largely by chang-
ing the classificntion above the line down to the value of 30 cents to
15 cents per pound, and also by increasing the specific rate of dnty as

~well as thead valorem.

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator is aware that upon the lowest grades
of woolen and worsted cloths the present rate of duty is 35 cents a pound
and 35 per cent, ad valorem, Under the provisions of this bill it is 33
cents per pound and 45 per cent. ad valorem. It is undoubtedly true
that upon some cloths valued at or about 80 cents a pound there is an
increase of duty, but those cloths do not belong to the classof which I
am now speaking.

Mr.CARLISLE. Butthe present law imposesa duty, which theSen-
ator has stated, upon all goods up to the value of 80 cents a pound.

Mr. ALDRICH, I understand that.

Mr. CARLISLE. Aovd the duty of 33 cents specific and so much ad
valorem applies to goods worth less than 30 cents a pound.

Mr, ALDRICH, I understand that.

Mr. CARLISLE., Aund on all above 30 cents and between 30 and
80 cents it 18 largely increased. :

Mr. ALDRICH. That is true as to the higher-priced goods.

Mr. CARLISLE, And soin regard to worsted goods for women’s
and children’s wear.

Mr. ALDRICH, I understand that, and have so stated, that upon
tho fluer and expensive goods valued at 80 cents a pound or in that

. neighborhond we have’increased the specific rate, an increase made
necessary, however, by the increase of the duty upon wool.

Now, I repeat that upon all the articles which Scnators upon the
other side have dcescribed to-day as the necessaries ot lite there are not

point out n

—

only noenormous increases in rates by this bill, but there are none wigy.
ever, The American manufacturer is nob asking for any increases iy
the protective duties on any of this class of articles, as none is neces.
sary; he has the entirc American market to-day, and will retaiy
whether the tariff is higher or lower. In fact if it were not for guarg.
ing our producers against the surplus product of Europe in periods of
great depression in prices, existing rates might with safety he very
greatly reduced. Our manufacturerssupply nine-tenths of the domes.
tic consumption of all the articles of iron and steel except those whic)
have been discriminated against by legislation, like tin-plate. They
supply the cloths to make the clothing of the working men and women,
Our cotton manufacturers supply the cotton cloths and all other map.
ufactures of cotton in ordinary use by our people. This i3 also true of
all articles in common use included in all the schedules. Not ouly
have our own manufactarers control of the market 6t the United States,
but we exported last year of this class of manufactures $107,000,09)
worth,

Senators upon theotherside pointoutadvancesin certain parazraphs
and seek from this to create the impresvion that ‘we have made a,
enormousincrease all along theline. These generalizations.are wholly
misleading and inaccurate. They have soughtto prejudice the farmers
of the West against the measure by the pretense that the articles ip
every-day use by them will be greatly increased in price by its provis.
lons, After a few months of experience with this new tariff act tliese
same farmers will find that they can purchase clothing for themselves
sad their families and their utensils for farming or domestic purposes
at the sams or lower pricesthan beiore, and they will learn to correctly
value the gloomy forebodings and croakings of the whole brood of tarify
reformers. I would suggest to my friends upon the other side that the
event is quite too near to make it safe to enter the realms of dismal
prophecy. . }

I do net believe that the higher and finer forms of manufacture to
which I have alluded will be increased in price by our action unlessit
should be temporarily. AstheSenatorfrom Vermont [ Mr. EpMuxns]
very truly suggests, all of our previous experience shows that when
American production and competition have heen added to foreign pro-
duction the result has been a diminution in price. Do Senators upon
the other side of the Chamber seriously claim that the great mass of the
people of the conntry will be outraged by an increase of the duty upon
linen laces, or upon the finer kinds of cotton, woolen, or linen goods
for men’s or women’s wear? These are the items to which they have
repeatedly called attention.

Mr. GRAY. How abont cotton laces ?

Mr. ALDRICH. Cotton laces are the most expensive of all.

Mr. GRAY. Ob, no.

Mr. ALDRICH. They certainly are, and they are not worn by the
poor people in wy part of the country. They may be in Delaware.

Senators upon the other side are not content with claiming that enor-
mous increases are universal throughout the bill, but they insist that
the rates hiave been raised much higher upon articles in common use
hy the poor than upon articles of the same class that are used by the
rich, These claims areequally inaccurate and groundless, Tosustain
them an ingenious scheme has heen devised of snbstituting in place of
the rates actually levied by the bill what are naively called *‘ equiva-
lent ad valorems,”’ To such anextent hasthisbeencarried that Demo-
cratic Senators nolonger speak of thereal ratesimposed iu theschedule,
but always of thess imaginary ones; for instance, as I stated in a col-
Joquy with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] this morn-
ing, they never quote the duty ou cotton-ties at 1.3 cents per pound,
therate fixed in the bill, but invariably at 105 or some other extrava-
gant per cent. ad valorem.

To illustrate: As we have levied a duty of $30 per head on horses, if
horses are worth $5 each, this specific rate wounld be equal to 600 per
cent. ad valorem, and our friends may be found stoutly claiming that we
have taxed horses 600 per cent.ad valorem. We may not be able to
say in reply that there are no horses in Canada or Mexico valued at$5
each, yet the gross injustice, not to say absurdity, of the claim thag the
bill leviesa duty of 600 per cent, on horses would be evident ton) fair-
minded men. . ’ ©

This plau of campaigu, of attempting to show the vicious character
of the bill by a jugglery with figures, seems to have been first brought
to the attention of our friends on the other side by a delegation of New
York importers who appeared before the Finance Committee some
months ago. 'The statements made by this delegation have apparently
formed the warpand woof, if not the entire fabric, of most of the speeches
that bave been made upon this sabject on the other side of the Cham-
ber. 'The hearing to which 1 refer was a notable one, It wasthe first
time in the history of this country that importers as a elass had un-
dertaken to dictate what its tariff Jaws should be. The spectacle was
one which will long retain aplace in my memory. A large number of
men, filling the reception-room and the corridors of the Senate to over-
flowing, representing, as they said, more than five hundred firms and
$200,000,000 in capital. appenred before your committee and demanded
that no increass in existing tariff rates should be made, and that a bill
that had alreadyreceived the approval of the representutives of all the
people should not be permitted to become a law. 1If I had the power
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to falthfully reproduce that scene it wonld make the strongest possible
argnment in favor of the speedy passage of this bill.
1 have no intention of questioning the eminent respectability of the
entlemen who composed the delegation. Many of them were citizens of
the United Statesand entitled of course toall the rights enjoyed by other
citizens. Others were residents, temporarily at least, in our conntry,
qnd entitled in the spirit of international comity to respectful treat-

ent, :

mOue conld not help admiring the aggressiveness of this uniquo del-

tion, Intelligent—knowing precisely the limitations of their own
wants; ekillful—the promptingsof selfish intcrests having trained them
to master the intricacies and weaknesses of onr tariff laws; astnic—
withall the inherited shrewduness which belongs to generations 6t mex-
chants; famous—bearing names familiar upon every exchange in Eu-
rope; no such collection of men ever Lefore appeared at the doors of
the American Senate to influence its legislation, As importers they
areentitled to have the revenue laws enacted by Congress enforced hon-
estly and withont diserimination 2 to individuals. But these gentle-
men should be politely informed that in the fixing of tariff rates broad
questions of pablic policyare to be considered, and not alonc the spe-
dial interests of o class whose enlarged prosperity might furnish the
best indication of national decay. Itmay notbestrange that these gen-
tlemen should seek to gnard their own buginessinterests, but it is to my
mind incomprohensible that the representatives of a great party should
submit to their demands and make the cause they advocate their own,

These gentlemen undertook, by the ingenious system of fignres and
jugglery with ad valorem rates to which I have alluded, to show that
‘the House bill imposed higler rates upon the goods used by the poor
than upon those used by the rich. Ipropose to carefully examine some
of these statements.

Mr, HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him, as he has
spoken of & large number—

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will wait until
I have concluded my statement, and then I shall be glad to hear his
suggestions.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not wait 2 moment and let the Senator from
Rhode Island make his explanation?

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator has spoken of a Jarge namber of im-
porters who, he says, made their demands, Will he be kind cnough
to state to the Senate the number of manufactuters who appeared be-
fore the Committee on Ways and Means of the 1Touse and the Senate
Finance Committee making their demands in the same way ?

Mr. ALDRICH, I thank the Senator for having put in antithesis
these two classes of people, and for calling public attention to the ef-
fect their respective demands have had wpon the parties on either side of
the Chamber as shown by theiraction upon this bill. . As the Senator
fromMassachusetts [ Mr. [{oAR] suggesis,one’class represents American
labor and American industries, while the other class represents foreign
interests alone, -

But all this is aside from the examination that I wasaboubtomalke,
1 will first take the rate of duty on cotton velvet. The Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] stated this morning that we had increased
the duty upon cotton velvets from 40 to 118 per cent., thusadoptinga
statement furnished by the importers of this article. These importers
further state in their printed brief that cotton velvets ‘*are used prin-
cipally by the very poorest classes of the population of the United
States, and largely by the negroes of the South,”” and that it would be
a very marked injustice to this large class of people if the duty upon
cotton velve(s should be increased. ‘

n order to make it appear that this bill levies a duty of 118 per cent.
upon cottton velvets, a foreign valuation is assumed of sixpence, or 12
cents, per yard for goods 25 inches wide.  Upon goods of the same width
costing 40 cents per yard abroad the duty by the bill would be 17.6
cents peryard,equivalent to 44 percent: It is furtherassumed by these
importers that the velvets paying the rate equivalent to 118 per cent.
are used by the poor people and those paying 44 per cent. are used by
the rich, and upon this assumption is based the statement that we have
1evied npon the poor man's velvets nearly three times as much duty as
upon the rich man’s, and this in the face of the fact that theactual duty
per yard levied by the bill_on the cheaper goods would he 14.1 cents,
while on the dearer it would be 17.6 cents.

For the purpose of ascertaining the magnitude of the beuefit which
the poor colored people who are said to be the principal purchasers of
these goods derive from the present lowrato of duty upon cotton velvets,
1 had a very careful inguiry made a few days ago as to prices at tho
various dry-goods stores in the city of Washington, and the lowest price
at which a yard of 25-inch cotton velvets could be bonght was 70 cents.
I waa desirous of fin@ling out just how careful these importers were
of the wellare of their wards; for if you should read the statements
made to the Committee on Finance by these innocent gentlemen yon
would suppose that they were entirely obliviousto their own interests
and that they simply appeared as the special guardiaus of the poor
people of the country whose rights were endangered.

Now, if cotton velvets can be bought at 6d. per yard in Great Britain
and are gold for 70 cents in Washington, whe receives the difference?
The present duty is 40 per cent., or 4.8 cents per yard, and the total cost
1aid down here wounld be, say, 17 cents per yard. Who is to-day cn-

gaged in robbing these poor colored people in Washington and through-
outtheSouth thronghthesaleof this article? Certainly not the Ameti-
can manufacturer, hecanse very few cotton velvets are now made in the
United States. An additional duty of 10 cents per yard conld be Jevied
on cotton velvets and a margin of profit still remain of 43 couts per yard
between the importerand the consumer. The enormous wealth of the
importer would not belessened materially by this shrinkage in his gains,
Ihave not alluded in auy invidious way to the great wealth of theim-
porters who appeared here, although it is doubtless true in many cases
that those who spoke for the several classes of manufacture, represented
more wealth in the ageregate than all the manufacturers in the United
States engaged in making the same goods.

The duty on pocket-knives is another item which has disturbed the
consciences, if not the sleep, of Senators upon the other side of the
Chamber, and the increase which we bave made in the rates upon cut-
lery has been paraded throughout the country as one of the great onor-
mities of this bill. They say that we propose to levy 117 per cent.
upon cutlery; they seek to prove this by showing that if pocket-knives
are worth 18 cents a dozen, or a cent and a halt each, the rate we pro-
pose would be equivalent to 117 percent., and thoy sny farther that as
the rate upon a pocket-knife costing a dollar would be equivalent to
only 75 per cent., therefore we are discriminating against the poor man
who buys a cent-and-a-half knife and in favor of the rich man who
buys the dollar knife, notwithstanding the fact that the duty actuall
levied by the bill on the lower-priced knife is but 13} cents upon eac
knife, while the duty upon each of the higher-priced knives is 75 cents,
An impression is created, by quoting these equivalentad valorem rates
of 75 and 117 per ceut., that we are actually levying a higher rate of
daty upon low-priced kaives than upon the high-priced ones.

I was anxious to find out who received the advantage derived from
the boon of 13-cent jack-knives, and I made a tour of the hardware
stores of Washington, and the lowest-priced knife I conld find any-
where was 25 cents,

Mr. FRYE, Twenty-five cents apiece?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, 25 cents apiece as against an alleged cost of
1% cents. I did find in a oy store what was called a knife, which sold
for 10 cents, but it was utterly valueless.

The duty on razorsis another of the items that gentlemen use to #lns-
trate the enormities of this bill. They say that upon razors worth 6
cents each or 72 cenis per dozen the rate of duty is 170 per cent,, while
upon razors worth 33 cants cach the dunty is only 58 per cent., and there-
fore that the razors for the poorare taxed 170 per cent,, while the razors
for the rich are taxed only 56 per cent, Jnstead, however, of the duty
being more than three timesin one case what it is in the other, as would
appear from this statement—I am speaking of the actual duty now and
not the duty which is produced by this jugglery of figures—it is 10.1
cents each on the lower-priced razors and 18,2 conis cach on the higher
priced. The lowest-priced razor I conld find in any of the Washington
shops was 70 cents, but I was told they could he bought at 49 or 59
conts. My informaut, however, added, ¢ They are not good for any-
thing, aud I would not advisc you to buy one,” {Laughter.] I fol-
lowed the advice, I did ot intend to huy one, but I wished to know
what became of these G-cent razors.

Anothér item which these gentlemen have used to illustrato the in-
iquities of the Mouse bill—I am glad to suy the Sonate is relieved to
some extent in this respect—is that fixing the duty on spectacles, In
this caso the rate is placed at 300 per cent. They say thatif spectacles
were worth 1.4 cents per pair the duty on them would be equivalent
10300 per cent.  {Laughter.] The lowest priced spectacles I conld find
anywhere in Washington were23 cents per pair, and the man whooffered
them for sale was candid enough to say of them, ‘' Thoglass is window-
glass and the bows are worthless,’’

This whole plau of showing that enormous increases in tutes live
been cffected by this bill is based upon mathematical exploits similar
to these, If worthless pocket-kuives, razors, and other articles namet
are over imported into the United States at the low prices indicated,
then the American people are tho sufferers, for they are forced to pny-
chase them at the price of useful articles. Positivo prohibition wonld
be the best remedy for this class of imports.

Now, I will not take up tho time ot the Senate, as T might do very
profitably, to go through this entire list. I could refer you, if time
permitted, to similar statements made in rogard to dress goods, woolen
«cloths, and many other articles. In commenting upon this bill Sena-
tors upon tho other side, or their allies the importers, nover quote the
ratesactually imposed. Itisalwaystheequivaleatad valorem based, as
1 have shown, upon some impossible or imaginary foreign value, I fear
that this method of discussing a serious question, however, will be con-
tinued to the end, and that in the campaign which ends on the first Tues-
day in November, from every platform in the United States and in
every newspaper wo shall have this story repeated ad nauseam, of the
105, 170, 200, or 300 per cent. ad valorem rates imposed by this hill.

Possibly we ought to be satisfled with the self-restraint of these gen-
tlemen. It wounld be jnst a3 easy to say that if spectacles were worth
seven-tenths of a cent a patr, instead of 1.4 cents per pair, the rate of
daty would be 600 per cent.; or that if jack-knives were wworth one-
half of o cent cach instead of 14 cents each tha rate would be 350 per
cent, ad valorem; or that if razors were worth 1 cent each instead of
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6 cents each that the ad valorem rate would be 1020 per cent. If a
high ad valorem equivalent is desired to revive a failing canse, with-
out regard to facts, there is no limit to the mathematical capacity of
tho gentlemen who are engaged in the importing of these articles.

"Therc are Lwo or three provisions of the bill that have been the oh-
jocts of apecinl attack ns to which I feel that I onght to make an ex-

planntion in behalf of the committee.

There is no paragraph in this bill which hasbeen so persisteatly and
80 hitterly oppesed, and there is none which appenls for support with
such irresistible force tonll protectionists, a3 the paragraph which levies
an increased duty u})on tin-plate. To give some idea of the magnitude
of the interosts involved in this change I will sny that in 1889 we im-

orted 360,000 tous of tin and terne plutes from Great Britain, of the

oreign value of $21,002,209, upon which duties were paid amounting
to $7,270,450.  All these plates came from one locality, and we took
threo-quarters of their entireoutput, I have already given the reasons
why these plates were not produced in the United States. Our failure
resultlssolely from defective tariff legislation, which we now propose to
remedy.

Tin-plntes are simply thin iron or stecl .sheets, cleaned in an acid
bath and conted with tin, The coating process is very simple, and con-
sists in dipping tho sheets alternately into palm or some other oil and
into the molten tin, If the tin-plate industry should be fully estab-
lished in the United States, as it can be, it wonld give employment to
at least 70,000 people.

We enter the competitive race for this product with no disadvan-
toges oxcept the greater cost of labor and the want of experience. We
can and do roll the iron and steel sheets; all the sources of supply of
block-tin are open to us, and it is a disgrace for which Congress isalone
responsible that we are dependent upon foreigners for our entire supply
of this oxceedingly useful article. In almost every other direction the
d:;elopmontof our xuanufictures of iron and steel has been remark-
able.

Tor instance, the production of pig-iron in the United States in-
creased from 3,700,000 tons, or 147 pounds per capita, in 1880, to nearly
10,000,000 tons, or 313 pounds per capita, in18580. Thissurprising ex-
hibit is but an indication of similar growth in every department of
iron and steel production, with tho exceptions I have named. As the
metnl schedule of the existing tariff act is, from a protective stand-
point, with the exception I have referred to, the most complete and
matisfactory of any, this wonderful expansion affords au apt illustra-
tion of the boneficence of the protective system and furnishes an nuan-
awerablo argument in behalf of the continuance and eanlargement of
that policy. I deem it necessary, however, in view of the importance
which this proposed change in rates has assumed in public estimation,
that the objection urged against its imposition should be clearly set
forth and deflnitely answered,

It is urged that the effect of the additional duty of 1.2 cents per
pound will be to lnrgely increase the cost of tin-plate to the American
consumers, Tothis Ianswer that the price paid by the American con-
sumer for o number of years has heen greater than it would have been if
American competition had been insured by a protective duty. Foreiga
manufacturers and importers have taken advantage of their complete
control of the American market to maintain prices at a higher lovel
than would.otherwise have been possible. This is shown conclusively
by the following table comparing prices of tin-plate for a series of
twelve years with the prices of galvanized-iron sheets, sieel rails, and
cut nails for the same period. ’.%?m difference in the relative percent-
ages of decline is very marked.

Comparison of average prices for twelve years, from 1878 to 1889, of tin-
plates, galvanized-iron sheels, steel rails, and cut nails,
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' American consumer at 4.39 cents per

It will be obscrved that the price of charcoal tin-plate for the yeq,
1889 in the United States was but 4} per cent. helow the averagg fg
the whole period of twelve years, disclosing a significant constancy,
while the decline upon the other articles mentioned, where tho Ame;
ican manufacturer was brought in competition with the foreign pro-
ducer, was very much greater. Ob galvanized-iron sheets, which cop,.
pete with tin-plate for many uses, the average price for the same tivelye
years was 5,9 cents per pound, and the average price in 1889 wag 4
cents, the price in 1889 heing 28.3 per cent, less than the average fo
the whole period. Compare this with a reduction of but 44 per cent,
on tin-plates. The average price of steel rails for the same twelve yeary
was $11.26 per ton, while the price in 1889 was $29.25 per ton, or a de.
cline of 29.1 per cent. The price of cut nails, upon which the tariy
rate was prohibitory for the whole period, was 2.63 cents per poung
while the price for 1889 was 2 cents a pound, ora reductionin that yea}
as compared with the average for the whole term of 24.1 per cent.

For this comparison it will be seen that I have taken three articles
in commeon use,upon which the duty during the whole period has heep
protective, and the American market supplied by domestse producers,
and these show a decline in priceof from 24 to 29 per cent. as against 3
decline of 43 per cent. in the price of tin-plate. Further examination
would show that the price of tin-plate has been more suceessfully sus.
tained than that of any othier manufacture of iron or steel.

It should be borne in mind that the quotations used by Senators
upon the otherside to show the Jow cost of tin-plate to American con-
sumers apply only to one grade and that the cheapest. This quality,
IC coke, is sold by dealers here on a2 comparatively small margin of
profit. The price at which this grade is sold is from 4.4 to 4.5 cents
per pound, but all the heavier weights of bright tin-plate and all terne-
plates are sold at a much higher price. The following table shows the
prices of the-better class of tin and terne plates:
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It will appear from this table that when IC coke is sold to the
pound, other weights vary in
})rice from 5.55 to 7.63 cents per pound. Most of the importers and

arge dealers in tin-plate have special brands which they commend fo
their customers that are sold at o still higher price. For instance, I
have before me a large number of quotations, taken from trade papers
in Chicago, St. Panl, and other pointsin the West, in which special
brands are quoted at from 7.40 to 8,10 cents per pound. This table
also shows the percentage of increase in present price which would
take place with an increased duty of 1,2 cents per pound, if this rate
should be added to the cost.

Of the importations of tin and terne plate in 1889, amounting to 727,-
945,972 pounds, about 40 per centi, or 280,000,000 ponnds, were ternc-
plates—these are steel or iron sheets coated with lead and tin-—of vari-
ous weights, and used for roofing or other purposes. This would leave
an importation of 437,000,000 pounds of bright tin-plates, From this,
however, should be deduncted 166,000,000 pounds exported, this Iatter
amount being substantially all bright tin-plate dbf the cheaper grades,
leaving o net importation of 271,000,000 pounds of bright tiu-plate of
all ganges and widths consumed in the United States. There are no
statistics available showing the relative proportion of light and heavy
weight bright tin-plates which go into domestic consumption.

The Senator from Kentucky in the courseof the discnsgion read a let-
ter from & gentleman by the name of Potts, I think, of Philadelphia,
in which it was stated+that the price of tiniplate was 4.22 centsper

i

d; that he could not huy the steel sheets from which it must be
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made, in Pittsburgh, at less than 5} cents per pound; and the Senator

concluded from this that tin-plate conld never be made in the United
ates.

St;*tow, I hold in my hand a letter from this same Mr. Potts guoting

the prico of imported steel sheets in another form. He quotes “IC

90 by 23 terno ALT old process §7.50 per box’’ of 108 pounds, or 6.94

¢ents per pound.

aMr. CARLISLE. Tin-plate or terne-plate?

Mr. ALDRICH. Terne-plates, which are less expensive to produnce
{han tin-plates, the lead costing very much less than tin, and the cost
of manufacture being no greater. N

The importers and dealers who have these special brands and sell
them at high prices are amone the most persistent objectors to an in-
creaseimduty, as Ameriean production might interfere with their profits,
While imported iron and stcel sheets coated with lead are selling, as
1 have shown, at from 6 to 7} cents per pound, iron or steel sheets of
corresponding gauges coated with zine, of American production, are
sold at 4.22 to 4.87 cents per pound. This contrast shows the relative
effect of the presence or absence of protective duties.

1 believe I havo demonstrated that our people are to-day and have
peen for years paying a higher price for the iron or steel they purchase
in the form of tin and terne plates than in any other form. Senators
upontheothersideask, ‘‘ Why thendo we not makeour owntin-plate? ?
For the reason tha$ the Welsh and English iron-masters control this
market, and whenever an attempt is made to commence its production
here the price goes down, as it did in 1873 and in 1879, when such at-
tempts were made.

1t is objected that the additional duty will soincrease the cost of the
tin utensils in universal use, and of other articles made from tin-plate,
a3 to impose grievous and unnecessary burdens upon all consumers of
these articles, and to cripple, if not destroy, great industries which have
been built up with cheap tin-plate.

It is said that the people who buy dairy-pans, coffee-pots, dinner-
kettles, and tin cups will be enormously taxed by the imposition of
this duty. ‘The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VAXCE] not now
in his seat dwelt in eloquent terms upon the feelings of the poor col-
ored woman in North Carolina when she found that the price of her
iin cup was advanced by this monstrous biil.

This allegation demands careful examination. I hold in my handa
statement which has heen very carefully prepared, giving the prices
of all the tin utensils in ordinary use by all classes of our people.
This table shows the wholesale price, the size, the weight of each, and
the sum which wonld be added to the cost of each by the 1.2 cents per
pound additional daty, and also the present retail price.

Mr. FRYE, If the duty is a tax?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; iftheduty is a tax, and ifthe wholeof itshould
added to the present cost of these various articles. The wholesaleprices
are taken from the price-list of reputable manufacturers in Baltimore,
and the retail prices were obtained from a well known cstablishment in
Washington. :

Manufacturers’ wholesale prices of linware, with present duly on tin-plaies,

and cost of same ¢ whole of proposed increased duty of 1.2 cents per ]

pound i added, together with the present retail price.

a @ . R [
g B | 4 | 588 . (8s
S8 18Rl 8 148.F 8%
Articles Size. ?‘ £5 o 3-"8%"’ kY
) ' g |8z g |Bgsa | g
£ [88] 5 |g5ad |2
. Cents,|1bs. 05| Cents, | (s,
Coffec-pots, hinged covers.| 3 quarts ........ v 61,10 9.1 {1 4 10.6| 25
Buckets, co' do B 6.2 14 7.6 15
Cups { pint. A2 1 2% 1.4 [}
Do 1pint, a8l 14 3} 1.8 5
Dish-pans 12quarts 142112 1 8 13.8 33
Digh-Kettlen. ... ...evrritronerses 10 quarts 123110 |1 8 L8| 30
Miltk-keitles, lmproved { 4quarts..........{ 1.75 {16 1 8 16,81 33
side handles.
Dinner-kettles, trays,and | 3quarts, ......cm 14412 |1 4 13.5] 50
cups.
4 quarts 1L80{JI8 {2 4 17.4 60
S%uuta dl.."; ketties, | No.luwwwis vren 3.80 | 27 2 12 80.3; 50
ray, Bask, and cu;

....8' NO.2ureees vervennd] 3,75 181 3 4 34.9 60
Tea-kettles, strai 3 quarts 140112 11 8 13.8| 40
Oil-cans, fmproved .. .........] 2quarts ........] L0083 {1 3 9.6 15
Lard-eana.igrtgroved.... . Ogals. (401bs.)...| 225110 18 O 22.6{ 25

{ry-pans, 4 quarts 421 3t 8 411 15
Milk 5 overey oese O . |, TN 551 44 10 58| 2
Pad °idng\;mns. IC, reé- uu o, B 6k 8 69| 20

nned.
Rliinmt-pnns, IC, re- | 10quarts...........] 1.60 |12} 4 1 25

n o K
D!algyp:dm, IX, deep, Te- | 14 guarts 10117 {2 O 19.4( 40

ned, ~ N
Saucepans, retinmed. .......| 4 quarts ... .....| LIS 9 12 104 20
WaBh-DOWIE cvrerewreesmrererons N?).’l—(Ilanh).. s 8 £1{ 10
1pint. 25 2 4 23] 10
9inch e sverene] 20| 13 3 1.7) 4
10 guarts A% |88 12 38 41 63
#35 cents per dozen,

This tableis initself a complete answer to the charge that the larger
duties on tin-plate will augment the price of auy article of tin-ware to
the purcheser for use,

I shall not take the time of the Senate to rerd the whole of this state-
ment, but will call attention tu the result in a few cases. Takefor in-
stance a pint tin cup, which seems to bethe article which troublesour
friends on the other side most. They cost atwholesale 183 cents per
dozen, which is a trifle over a cent and a half each, and they weigh 3}
ounces, and if the whole duty were hereafter to be added the total cost
would be 1.8 cents each; and they sell at retail everywhere in iho
United States at 5 cents cach.  Does any Senator seriously believe that
anything will bo added to the price of a tin cupio the purchaser atre-
tail on accountof this increase in cost at wholesale (if it should take
place) of three-tenths of a cent on each cup?

The present wholesale price of coffce-pots is §1.10 per dozen, or 9.1
cents each. The weightis 1 pound and 4 ounces, and if the additional
duty iz added the total cost will be 10.6 cents cach, and the retail price
is 25 cents,

Four-quart dairy pans that our agrieuitural friends are intorestod in
cost now 42 cents per dozen, or 3} cents cach, and they weigh balf o
pound. They would cost with the higher rate of duty added 4.1cents
each, and they sell at retail for 15 cents.

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator mean they will cost'4.1 cents
more than they cost now?

Mr. ALDRICH Noj; tho entire cost if the new duty isadded would
be 4.1 cents. The cost at present is 34 cents; they will cost, if the
whole duty is added, 4.1 conts.

Mr. CARLISLE., Has the Senator any statement which will show
the increased cost of all the tin utensils used in the United States by
reason of this increased dnty~because that, after all, is the test~-not
what a tin cap or a coffee-pot or a pau or some other article used will
cost, but what would be the increased cost of the whole consumption
of these tin utensils? Of course the Benator may select auy particular
article and show that the increased cost will be so small as to be rimost
inappreciable, but when you come to the aggropate, the whole amount,
we have the correct test as to what will be the effect of this bili, he-
cause it applies not merely to tin cups and coffec-pots and pans, but
to all the articles of tin consumed in this country.

Mr. ALDRICH. If theadditional duty should be added to the cost
of all the articles produced in the United States and this entire sum
paid by one person, say by the poor working man or woman the Senator
refers to——

Mr. CARLISLE. TItis all paid by the people.

Alr. ALDRICH. It would undoubtedly prove a serious burden.

T would suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that there are two
important questions in controversy hetween us in regard to this mat-
ter: First, whether the nddition of 1.2 cents per pound to the present
duty upon tin-plate will increase its cost or the cost of the articles mnade
from it in the United States. I do not myself think it will perma-
nently, but if it does, the next question is, who will pay this increased
cost? I am now engaged in an attempt to show thatif the duty should
be added to the cost of articles or utensils made from tin-plate this ad-
ditional cost would not be paid by the purchaser of such articles ab
retail. The amount that would be thus added to the wholesale price
in any case would not be sufficient to increaso the cost of the article at
retail in any part of the United States. Neither would the margin of
profit to the retail dealer be materially diminishod.

If the cost of roofing-plates should, as a result of {his legislation, be
increased 1.2 cents per pound it would add te the cost of a roof .85 of
1 cont per square foot, or increase the cost of aroof of & house 25 by 50
feet in size, $4.87.

T agree fully with my friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who inhis
remarks this morning stated that the effect of the imposition of this
duty will be to transfer this industry from Wales to the United States,
and furnish our people with cheaper and better tin-plate.

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator the price of tin cans?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; and I will give them {0 theSenator in a mo-

ment, The competition between the American iron and steol manu-
facturers and those of Great Britain for the American tin-plate market
will be intense; but I greatly mistake the temper and the ability of
our mechanics and manufacturers if within three years from this time
they are not able to show to Congresssuch results, both as to prices and
production, as willfully justify the action we are about to take,
" The American producer will experience only the disadvantage I have
alluded to. We bave equal skill, energy, and capital, and if, by wise
legislation, we equalize conditions as io labor, the American market
is ours, ours to cnjoy forever. Iam quite willing that the futureof the
protective policy should depend upon the success or failare of the duty
imposed by this paragraph.

Mr. GRAY. Am I to understand the Seuntor from Rhode Island to
say that he thought in three years it would be possible in thiscountry
to produce all the tin-plate consumed here?

MII;. ALDRICH. I heg the Senator’s pardon; I did not hear his re-
marl,

Mr. GRAY. Dol understand the Senator from Rhode Island tosay
that he thought in three years it would be pessible to produce the tin-
plate in this country that would be adequata for its consumption ?
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Mr. ALDRICH, A very considerable portion of it.

Mr, GRAY. I will ask the Senator from Rhode Island, in the 1aean
tinie who will pay about $50,000,000 of tax at the rate of 2.2 cents s
pound that will be collected on tin-plate imported in those three years?

Mr. ALDRICH, It will probably be divided betwecen the foreign
‘manufacturers, the importer, the producer of these articles for sale
ot wholesnle,und possibly the retailer. I think there will be a division
all along the line. I do not think any purchaser of tin cans or of tin
buckets for consumption will be affected to the slightest extent by the
change in tho rate of daty.

Mr. GRAY. That is to say, the tax of $50,000,000 will be collected
in three years while we are waiting for this industry to be developed,
and will not bo an appreciable burden, in other words, to anybody in
thia conntry!

Mr. ALDRICH. It will be anappreciable burden, of course, in the
souse that it will diminish profits now altogether too large. It willnot
be a burden felt by the mass of the people, like the sugar duty, for in-
stance, which Senators upon the other side of the Chamber with one
volce are sesking to rotain.

Mr. FRYE. What is the difference on tin cans?

Mr. ALDRICH. If thedifference in duty should be added to the cost
of 3-pound cans it wonld amount to about four-tenths of a cent each.

The Senator from Dolaware [ Mr. GRAY] made a touching agpenl to
18 the other day in behalf of the canners of fruit in Delaware,
that they might be relieved from the great impositions placed upon them
by this bill, ~ It must have cacaped the attention of that Senator that
we dpropoae o reduce the cost of sugar 2 conts per pound for his friends,
and {f they use o pound and a half of sugar in n 3-pound can, as they
may occasionally, we save them 3G cents ({)er dozen on canned fruits
na agaiust o po&slf)le inereaso of 6 cents per dozen in the cost of the cans.

I say to that Senator that 1 do not think the people of Delaware will
puffer very much from this bill, take it by and large. Weshall reduce
the cost of their sugar in spito of the protest and voto of one of their
tepresentatives here.

r. GRAY., The Senator i3 luboriugn uander the impression that
sugar is uaed in the canned products, or in a largo proportion of them.

. r. ALDRICH. It is certainly used in the canning of fruits unless

the canners of Delaware have some peculiar process by which they aveid

the use of sugar.

: lgr. GRAY. 'TheYenator has not learned quite ag much ashe thinks
he has. °
Mr, ALDRICH. Very well, I undoubtedly have not. If the can-

ners t()if Delaware do not use any sngar I have much to learn in that
regard. .
have taken more time bhan I intended in the discussion of the tin-
plate dutics, but thero is ono other objection which I think should be
noticed, It issnid that if this new burden is imposed the destruction
it would canse would be unavailing, as tin-plate can not bo produced
in tho United States; that it never hias been made successfully ontside
of asmall district in Great Britain, and that all attempts to promoto its
production in Germmany and elsewhero, oven in other parts of the Brit-
igh Islands, have resulted in faflure. 1t isclaimed that the Welsh peo-
pls have such o pecaliar aptitade for or knowledge of this manufacture
as to mako its successiul production elsewhere impossible.

The exporionce of Giermany is the hest answer to this. The produc-
tion of tin-plntes in that country in 1834 was 12,100 touns; in 1886,
13,600 tons; in 1887, 16,720 tons; in 1888, 18,231; in 1889, nearly 20,-
000 tons, I'ho importations into Germany from Great Britain,which
in 1884 amounated to 5,417 tons, had been reduced in 1890 to about 2,-
000 tons, The Germans do not nse as large an amnount of tin-plate as
wo do, for obvious reusons, but it is very evident that the Germaun man-
ufacturers have secured tho control of the German market,

I have hore—but will not stop to read it—a statement taken from a
Trenchnewspaporshowing that the production of tin-platésin Francelast
year was moro than 14,000 tons, or nearly the whole amount consnmed
in that country. In fact, ovory other nation with energy and skill is
engaged in making its own tin-plates, and it is incomprehensiblo that
Senators upon the other sidoe should in this respect so persistently dis-
courago every attompt to place American producers on an equality with
thelr forolgn compolitors,

The Senator from Kentucky has undertaken to show tho general effect
of this bill by the usc of avernge ad valorem rates, as in another case I
have referred to. Ilo says it the merchaudise dutiable under this bill
should be horenfter imported in the same quantities and at the same
vnlues as in 1889, that according to his computation—I do not quite
know how he makes it—the duty paid would average 60 per cent, ad

valorem.

Mr. CARLISLE, I said nearly 568 percent., without including any-
thing for tho inerense made by the administrative bill.

Mr. ALDRICH, I will say to the Senator, in order that there may
be no misapprehension hero or elsowhere about the effect of this bill,
that the average ad valorem rate upon all thedutiable merchandise in
1889 was45.13 per cent. under existing law, and if merchandise should
be imported in 1801 in exactly the same quantities and of exactly
the same kinds and vnlne, the average ad valorem rate of duty imposed

egging | cel

upon it by the provisions of this bill wounld be 44.26 per cent. insterg
of 60 per cent. as he has suggested.

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Benator will allow ne, I understand piy,
to say that if all the importations——

Mr. ALDRICH. I made the statement as plain and explicit ag tp,
English langunge could make it, that if goods in exactly the samg
quantity and of exactly the same value that were imported and pai
n duty in 1889 should be imported in 1891, the average would ho us?
have stated. I will say farther that under the provisions of this by
the average ad valorem rate upon sll merchandise, free and dutiable
taking the importations of 1889 as a basis, would be 27.10 per cent.,
which is greatly below the average rate of the Mills bill or any blli
ever prepared by any Democratic committee in either House, of (.

gress,
Mr. CARLISLE. That is upon the supposition that the statement,

in the tables are correct and show all the increase in the ratescf dut

a statement which I undertook to show this morning could not be ac.
cepted because the expert who made the table himself admits that there
are many cases in which he could not make the calculation, and inordet
to ascertain exactly all the increases hecc we have to resort to informg.
tion outaide for the purpose of ascertaining quantities and values; agg
1wy statement was that upon the articles atill remaining npon the
dutiable-list under this bill the rate of duty will be nearly 38 pe;

nt.

Mr. ALDRICH. I uunderstood the Senator'sargument perfectly, and
his statement, and ke will agree with me, I suppose, that if we should
still farther increase the free-list by placing three-quarters of the remain.
ing dutiable goods upon it, leaving nothing but spirits and tobacco upon
the dutiable-list, the rate would be raised still higher.

Mr. CARLISLE. Of course that would be the effect.

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement of the Senator from Kentucky—I
do not mean any disrespect to that Senator—is another of those mathe-
matical exhibits which can be made to sanit varying tastes or opinions,
As a comparison it is notfair. Theitems considered are not the samein
hoth cases, as in one the most important of all, namely, sugar, is lefi
ont.
Mr. CARLISLE. Sugar is now taken off the dutiable list.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iunderstand that, but youareendeavoring to show
theeffect of thisbill as compared with the present law, and you do not
tako into consideration the relief to the people of the United States of
$60,000,000 of taxes which are now imposed by the duties upon sagar,

Mr, CARLISLE, Certainly, but I undertook to show that, notwith-
standing you put $60,000,000 on the free-list, you add more than $64,-
000,000 to the dutiable list, which offsets it and nearly $4,000,000 he-
sides.

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean that we have placed $64,-
000,000 on the dutiable list from the free-list ?

Mr. CARLISLE., I include upon the free-list about $5,000,000
transferred from the free-list to the datiable list, and the remainder i
made up by the increase of rates on articles still remaining on the
dutiable list.

Mr, ALDRICH. I of course do not know the basis upon which the
Senator makes that statement. I may perhaps be pardoned if I an
somewhat suspicious of average ad valorem rates when I find that
they are 80 often based upon hypothetical goods and imaginary facts.
I have not seen the Senator’s computation, but it must have been made
by some system of mathematics not familiar to me,

Mr, CARLISLE. It is theold system.

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes, the old Democratic system.

In 1888 wo had forthe first time, Ithink, in the history of this coun-
trya tariff bill madein termsand by name the essential part of a party
platform. The indorsement of the so-called Mills bill by the Deno-
cratic parby at St. Louis was definite and distinct. That was the in-
spired measure which was to lead the peopleof thiscountry from pov-
erty to wealth. It embodied the wisdom and the intelligence of 2
great party, ‘Thisbill, its teachings and provisions, have been treated
by Democratic Senators in this discussion with silent contempt. ‘To
the three htindred and ninety paragraphsin the schedules, up toand in-
clading Schedule 277, amendments wero offered by Sonators upon the
other side of the Chamber, and of these, one hundred and thirty-five,
or nearly one-half, were at rates greatly below those in the Mills bill.
Tho platform adopted with such solemnity two years ago has been for-
gotten or is passed by in disdain. Every one of the amendments 1
have alluded to received the solid support of Democratic Senators.
Thero was noschedulo and hardly a paragraph of the bill that escaped
your attacks. Attempts were made to reduce duties on alcoholic per-
fumery, cosmetics,embroideries, and articles of luxury of every descrip-
tion greatly below the rates in the Mills bill, and yet amendments of
this nature received the vote of every Democratic Senator. If all
amendments offered from the other side had been adopted, no Congress
would have dared to enact them into law. They would have ruth-
lessly destroyed every great industry in the United States. Thesc
amendments did not Tepresent any ecofiomic system nor the matured
convictions of any large number of people. Your attack was made
without order and with no idea of consistency, and it is very fortunate
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for the people of the country that you did not succeed in any in-

nce. .
sta} would like, if time permitted, to say a few words about the woolen
schedule, but it is now nearly 6 o’clock. [‘“‘Go on!” “‘Go on!"']
Tmust, however, say & word about the duty upon binding-twine, over
which o long contest took place in the conference. The conferees on
the part of the Senate called the attention of the House conlerees to the
snfluences aud considerations which controlled the action of the Sen-
ate. We were met by the suggestion, which it was very difficult for
us to combat saccessfully, that aside trom any exhibition of folly and
greed on the part of some of the gentlemen engaged at present in mak-
ing binding-twine this industry was entitled to reasonable care and
protection, With conflicting views the result was necessarily a com-

romise. We divided the Senate rate, making the duty seven-tenths
of a cent per pound. . L

1 hope that with this rate the domestic manufacturers of this article
will be enabled to continueits production. They may, by close econ-
omy and by reducing their expenses in every possible way, be able to
exist; but { have some doubts about it. 1f the rate proves inadequa‘e
fo secure the manuficture here we may trust to the wisdom and good

gense of some future Congress to correct our mistake.

The duty upon bhindiog-twine at present is 2§ cents per pound. It
was proposed by the Mills bill to make the rate 15 per cent. ad valorem,
which, apon the range of prices for the past two or three years, would
havebeen equal to 1} or 1§ cents per pound. This rate of seven-tenths
of a cent & pound is therelore the lowest rate which has ever beeu in-
corporated in any tariff bill reported to Congress by any committee,
Republican ar Demacratic.

Mr. CARLISLE. As the Senator refers to the Mills bill, T think it
is important to state exactly what the Mills bill did. This bill, asit
stands, puts a duty of 24 cents npon binding-twine made from hemp
and 40 per cent. on binding-twine made from jute, if there he any mad
from jute or ramie or china grass, while the Mills bill — :

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will pardon me but there never has
been a pound of binding-twine made from foreign hemp.

Mr. CARLISLE. I said if there be any made from hemp, The
Milis bill put 15 per cent. upon all binding-twine, no matter of what
material it was made, hemp, jute, jute butts, sunn, sisal grass, ramie,
cLina grass, ete.

Mr, ALDRICH. The Mills hill made the rate 15 per cent. ad va-
lorem ——

Mr. CARLISLE. Fifteen per cent, ad valorem,

Mr. ALDRICH. And as the Senator knows the binding-twine used
in this conntry is made largely from sisal grass-and manila, and that
the price of imported twine would have been from 10 to 12 cents per
pound, the rate of duty would have been from 1.5 to 1.8 cents per
pound. Of course the rate fixed by usis an experiment, It is a very
great reduction. 1f a farmer should import 1,000 pounds of binding-
twine now he would be ohliged to pay $25 in duties. If imported
under tbe Mills bill the payment would bave been $15, and under
this bill $7. The fact that there was a combination of some kind
among the manufacturers which had resulted, as was believed, in oblig-

ing the (arniers to pay a price for binding-twine that was exorhitantand
unjust, created a feeling of prejudice in this Chamber which was quite
natural and which we had to recognize the force of in dealing with the
matter in conference, . .

At the request of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] I will
allude to the rate of duties imposed by this bill upon woolen goods. I
have already alluded to the fact that the duties on woolens have been
increased by the bill, hut these advaunces have been largely on the
higher-priced goods, and all have been rendered necessary by the in-
creased duties on raw wool.

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Sevator from Rhode Island what is
a very obvious guestion, but I should like to have him stateit. Jask
whether it would be of advantage to anybody to increase the duty on
wool in this country unless the rate of daty on manulactures of woolen
goods i;xcreased in proportion to the amount of the increase of the rate
on wool?

Mr, ALDRICH. Certainly not, and that fact was recognized and
accepted alike by the wool-growers and woolen mannfacturers,

Mr, 3POONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question?

Mr, ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr, SPOONER, Is there any increase of duty upon woolen goods
not made necessary by the increase of duty on wool ?

Mr. ALDRICH. None whateverin any case, as I helieve I can deta-
onstrate to the Senator’s satislaction.

While the most persistent of the complaints made against this bill
by importers and others are directed against the woolen-goods duties,
it i not trae that these duties are, in their analysis, higher than these
in other schedules, uor higher than they ought to be to accomplish
the purpose sought in atl theschedules alike. There has been so much
contusion and misunderstanding, not to say misrepresentation, iu re-
gard to this portion of the bill, thatit may benecessary toexplain agaiu,
atsr deal(“ly and concisely as possible, the principlenpon which it is con~
strocted.

XXI—672

The following statement, which clearly sets forth the purpases whicl_
actuated the framers ol the wool tariff of 1867, is alike applicable to
existing conditions:

The object sought was to give suflicient protection to the wool-grower and to
place the manufacturer in the samo position as i he nad his wool free of duty,
A duty suppused to be sudlieat to protecs tha wool-grower agnin st wool com-
peting with his own was pluced upon such wools, and such & specific duty was
piaced npon woolen cloths ag was suppused to b » sutlicisul to reiimburse to the
manufacturer thie expenses of earrying tihe daty on wools, * * ¢ the dutics
on ‘tlrut)‘;a and other matorials used in manufacture, and to furnisb the required
protection.

In framing the wool schedulg of this bill the problem was to recon-
cile conflicting interests more patent aud far-reaching here than else-
where, A large majority of the woolen manutacturers of the conntry
recognize and accept the fact that a broad public policy founded apou
a mutuality of iuterests forbids themn the advantage which other textile
manufacturers have ot free materials. They did not accept the iree-
wool proposition offered them as a temptation by the Mills bill, becanse
they recognized theinterdependence of interests of which I have spoken,
and were wise enough to know that no tariff law which seeks to build up
oue great interest at the expense of anothier can stand or ought to stand.

It i3 no doubt true that if the American manufacturer could go iuto
the wool markets of the world, side by side with his English, Belgian,
or German competitor, and there select the precise wools hest suited
to his immediate purpose, without relerence to any other consideration,
he would be hetter able to meet these competitors in onr own market,
with simply the ad valorem duties we impose, than he would be with
dutiable wool and our scale of specific and ad valorem rates,

 In a broad sense, this statement of a tact—and the advocates of free
wdol will hardly venture to deny that it is a fact—contaius a1 com-
plete vindication of the rates ol specific duties fixed in Schedule K,
Buy it may be well to justify it also in its particular details. Revert-
10g to the origin of this bill, it will be recalled that the manufacturers
did not, as a role, nndertake to influence Congress or it8 committees
as to what wasa proper duty to be imposed upon raw wool. They suid,
Let the duty fixed on wool he more or less, the compensatory duties
to be effective must be increased or lowered correspondingly, in accord-
ance with a certain mathematical formula, the result ot their combined
and profonged experience,

‘That formula is very simple. It accepts 4 pounds of greasy wool
as the quantity of raw material cousumed in the tinished production of
apound of cluth, and states proportionate relations for a pound of yarn
or a pound ot clothing, This formula does not mean that 4 pounds
of unwashed wool necessarily enter into every pound of finished cloth,
It means that in a pound of the best cloth 4 pounds of certain clips of
wool, greasy wools of heavy shrinkage, abundantly accessible to for-
eigzn mauulacturers, but not accessible to our own except by the pay-
ment of the duty thereon, are necessavily consumed.

It means that it our manufacturers are to muke an equal grade of
cloth, on equal terws, out of home-grown or imported wools, or a mixt-
ure of both, they must he compensated to the full amount of the
shrinkage and waste established as existing in these wools from the
use of which they are practicaily debarred. If they are driven to the
use of other wools, costlier wools of lighter shrinkage, they muststill
he compensated to the extent of the 4 pounds, or they are at a disad-
vantage as compared with manufacturers who can and do use these
heavier and cheaper wools, to say uothing of the additional disadvan-
tage of a restricted choice in their selection of material, for which the
bill does not attempt to compensate them.

Somnie eflort has been made in the course of thig debate to dispute the
accuracy of this computation. But in every such effurt, whether made
by Senators on intormation furnished them by others or by importers
anxious for lower duties, these critics have misapprehended or mis-
stated the nature of the problem. They havesclected certain Kinds of
wool, and declared that in these particular instances the proportion of
shrinkage and waste i only as 2 or 3 pounds of wool to 1 of cloth,
I graut there are such instances; but as it is the weakest link in the
chain or the lowest point in the levee that determines efficiency, so we
are bound to take the highest-shrinkage wonls accessible to foreigners
and to calculate the compensatory duty on the basis of these. If our
manufacturers are excluded from the use of this class of wools, their
competitors do nse them, and it is against these that the equalization
of conditions is to be effected. )

, Again, it has been argued that the formula is wrong because certain
fabrics are produced, in which 4 pounds ot wool, even of this high
shrinking quality, are not required to manufacture a pound of goods,
while the compensatory duty is fixed at four times the wool duty.
Goods woven on cotton warps, or containing some admixture of shoddy
are cited, T grant the facts in this instance also. But we mugt, as I
have already shown, arrange the compensation on the hasis ot the best
cloths, otherwise we should determine, by our legisiation, that the man-
ulactare in thig country shall be confined tothe lower grades ot goods.
That would be to affix the brand of permanent inferiority upoun our
woolen manufacturers. Nor is it possible n a tariff bill to 8o adjuata
system of compensatory duties that it shall exactly fit the amonnt of
wool consnmed in an almost infinite variety of fabrics,
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To provide for goods mixed with cotton or other substances we have
ndopted o sliding scale of values with three classifications and different
compensatory rates. These gradations could not have been extended
without rendering the compensation inadequateat points whereit would
work injustice.

Attention has also been cnlled to the fact that while the duty on
wool of the first class {s increascd 1 cent a pound, tho compensatory
duty on cloths is in some cases increased more than 4 cents per pound.
It was the failure in the act of 1833 to properly adjust the compen-
satory duty on woolen goods that has worked great mischief to the
woolen manufacture of the United States and subjected thatlegislation
to universnl criticism. The wool-grower and the wool manufacturer
have sullered alike and together from the mistake. The wool-grower
of this conntry, no matter what duty he has upon his wool, can not
prosper unless the woolen manufacturer progpers. No wool duty will
avail him without a market for his products.

By fixing an inadequate compensatory duty in 1883 Congress limited
the market for American wool by depriving the American manufact-
urer of the power to compete on equal terms with his foreign rivals,
Tho wool-grower has suflered more by reason of the inadequate com-
pensation on goods in the law of 1883 than he has suffered from the
reduction of the wool duty in that act. The compensatory duty was
reduced in much larger proportion thaun the wool duty., The sym-
metry of the law was thus destroyed. The mistake we have rectified
in this bill, not only for ‘the beneflt of the manufacturer, but equally
for the benelit of the wool-grower. 'The latter will derive more sab-
stantial ndvantage from this restoration of the properrelations between
the wool duty and the compensatory duty on goods than he will from
the incrense we huve provided of 1 cent & pound in the wool duty, for
1l.m iwill thus secare the market for the lack of which he has been suf-
ering,

Our experionce under the wool tariff of 1867, as contrasted with there-
sults under the act of 1883, furnishes an effective demongtration of the
correctnessof the principle upon which the former act was constructed.
Under the act of 1867 the business of manufacturing woolens was as

prosperous in the United States as anywhere in the world. Fyop
1863 it has saffered herc as it has suffered nowhere else. It hag heey
tnable to stand up under the constantly increasing influx of foreja,
goods, The proportion of imported to home-made goods consumeq
by our people has increased from yeat to year since 1883, while unde;
the act of 1867 the increase was as steadily in favor of the domestjo
produaction. Last year the foreign value of woolen goods imported wag
$56,000,000 in round numbers, or a duty-paid value nearly egual 4
one-third the American product. In no other of the great nationg)
industries does such an anomalous condition exist. I attribute it 1o
the illogical adjustment of the compensatory duties which this 1)
remedies. It will rapidly disappear under the operation of the bill,

The remarkable increase in woolen importations, from $37,000,00p
in 1882 to $56,000,000 in 1890, justifiesus in accepting, in fact compels
us to accept, the principle we have adopted for adjusting compensitory
duties as correct and necessary. v

Under the protection we propose the industry in this country wil
enter upon an era of unexampled prosperity. The wool-growing in.
dustry will participate in the full measure of that success. Asa result
of it we shall make in our own mills, by the well-paid labor of our
own people, millions of dollars’ worth of clothing now made for us in
Englund and upon the Continent. As the production of woolen fabricg
thus increaces, the price of all varieties will continue to tend steadily
downwards, as they have heretofore with adequate protection. Asg
result, within a period of time that will seem to the framers of this hill
exceedingly short, in view of the magnitnde of the achievement, the
people of the United States will be clothed better than any other peo-
ple in the world, and more cheaply than ever, in fabrics entirely of their
own manufacture, made chiefly from wools of their own growth.

1 have been asked to make a statement of the relative increase in
rates upon wools and on woolens.

The percentage of increase in rates on wools, noils, wool wastes, and
on shoddy and other substitutes for wool varies from 10 to 300 per
cent. The average increase upon woolens, as shown by the following
table, based on the importations for 1889, is very nearly 10 per cent.:

Statement showing inercase of cost, landed in the United Slalcs, under rates proposed in Senate bill, over the present tariff, on the principal lines of
imported woolen goods.

[Calculations based on the averages

of the actual importations of 1889.]

| S et et e e e e e i -
Cost un- In-
Unit of Cost un- Increase
value, der pres- de;sgfi"' of cost g;eé‘:‘:
Description, fmporta- Present rates of duty, Rales under Scnate bill, ent law ll;w in | under % = el’f
tion of in United United proposed present
1889, Btates. States, law. law,
Dress goods, mixed : ) . Per d.
Not above 15 ots. per squaro yard.. .15 | b cta. per 8q. yd.and 85 per cent.. 7 cts, per sq. yd.and 40 per cent........ .| $0.2523 | $0.28 , 0275 10.89
D Over ldb oc;\lu perl aquare yard ...... .349 | 7 ots. per 8q. yd. and 40 per cent., 8 cts. per 8q. yd. and 50 per centb ........ 5586 . 6035 0449 5.04
ross goods, all wool
Loss than 4 ozs, persquare yard... .199 | 9 cts. per 8q. yd, and 40 per cent.. 12 cts. per 8q. yd. and 50 per cent... . 3686 . 4185 L0499 | 13,54
Over 4 ozs, per sq! ard 1.078 | 85 cts. per pound and 40 per cent. 44 ots, per pound and 50 per cent. 1.8522 2.0495 1973 10.65
Clotha, per pound . 1,076 | 35 ots, por pound and 40 per cent. 44 ots. per pound and 50 per cen 1. 8564 2,054 1976 10.64
Bhawls, per pound 1,267 | 35 ota. per pound and 40 per cent.. 44 ctg, per pound and 50 per cen 2.1238 2, 3405 2167 10.20

Mr. GRAY. What was the lpat statement of the Senator from
Rhode Island? I could not hear it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated that the average increase in rates upon
woolen goods wounld not exceed 10 per cent., and this computation is
based upnn the importations tor 1889,

Mr. CABLISLE. I understand the Senator to say that the increase
upon woolen goods will not exceed 10 per cent. I suppose he means
that the increase upon the whole woolen schedule will not exceed 10
per cent. He does not mean to assert that there is not an increase of
as much as 30, or 40, or 50 per cent. on some classes of goods ?

Mr. ALDRICH. I only gave the average result.

1 should be gind, if I had the time, to make some allusion to the ad
valorem rates in the woolen schedule, and to show the necessity for
their imposition, but the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. MANDERSON]
reminds me that I have promised to explain the action of the confer-
ence in regnrd to the sugar duties. As every Senator knows, I was
earnestly in favor of a duty upon all sugarabove No, 13 Duteh stand-
ard in color. I belleved that the dommercial interests of the country,
a8 well as the interests of the beet-sugar producers of Nebraska and
other States, would be promoted by the rates as fixed in the Senate
ameundments; but it became evident soon after the conferces met that |
it would be impossible to maintain the color line at No, 13, and I
reluctantly, speaking now only for myself, relinguished my viewsand
acceded to the wishes of a large majority of the conferees. I did so
with the hopo that my own fears as to the effect of our action upon
American trade with countries producing low-grade cane sugars would
not be renlized. : .

I believe that the sugar-refining industry of the country will live
with the duties that are provided by the conlerence report, and that the
beet-sugar industry of the West will be developed, not as rapidly as we
would like, perhaps, under its provisions. By the bill reported from

the conference a bounty of 2 cents a pound will be paid to all pro-
ducers of sugar testing by the polariscope 90 degrees or more, That is
more than double the net bounty which is paid by any other country
in the world. The highest net bounty paid by any country outside
of the United States is hy France, and this is « little less than 1 cent
per pound.  _

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator state what will probably be
the polariscopic test of the beet sugar? ) A

Mr. ALDRICH, It will be in all cases over 90 degreega""l think
thero is none produced in Germany that does not test from 95'to 9.
1 presume that all that may be produced here will average at least 95

egrees. -

%’Ir:. PADDOCK. Mr. President, my investigations as to the boun-
ties paid by European countries do not permit me to credit the state-
ments of my distingunished friend from Rhode Island. As I have been
able to determine as to that, the bounty in no one European country
is less than 2 cents, The hounty of Austria is almost double. Tak-
ing the drawback system which obtainsin those countries, though it is
somewhat covered upin the administration, the bounty is not less than
2 cents, )

Mr, ALDRICH. I think the Senator conld not have understood my
statement. I said the ‘‘net bounty.”

Mr. PADDOCK. It is susceptible of proof beyond the possibility
of contradiction that the net bounty in the countries named is not less
than 2 cents a pound.

Mr. ALDRICH. I regret to be obliged to say that the Senator from
Nebraska is very much mistaken,

Mr, PADDOCK. The Senator from Nebraska is not mistaken, and
if I had-the time I could prove it to the Senator. .

Mr. ALDRICH. I have the laws of the various bounty-paying coun-
tries here on my desk.
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Mr. PADDOCK. I know the history of this matter in all those
conntries, for I have given it the fullest and mostcareful investigation,
and know that I am correct. .

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope my friend from Nebraska will notallow his
intention to vote against the conference report to rest upon the accuracy
of his information in regard to sugar bounties. The European coun-
iries all place prohibitory duties on imported sugars, but as all these
countries, owing to their export bounties, export sugars, these duties
are useless. France and Germany levy internal taxes on sugar-pro-
ducing beets, the amount of tax being based on an arbitrary yield
which is always exceeded in practice, Germany, France, and Austria-
Hungary, which are the prineipal sagar-producing countriesof Europe,
pay bounties upon the exportation of sugars and in no other case. The
amount of these bounties depends in Germany and Austria on the po-
larization of the sugar. In Frange it is paid on refined sugar.

To ascertain the net bounty paid in Franceand Germany the amounf
of the tax—taking some average yield for the basis of computation—
must be dedacted from the gross amount paid as a bounty.

In some remarks made by me on the sugar duties two weeks ago I
submitted the following table showing the amount of export bounty

aid by Austria on sugar of different tests and the net bounties paid
ﬁy Germany and France:

BOUNTIES PAID ON SUGAR EXPORTED FROM VARIOUS EUROPEAN COUNTRIES,

Austria pays a direct export bounty~
On sugarssg to 93 degrees polarization, 1 florin 50 kreutzers, equals .60 cent
per pound,
On sugars %;to 994 degrees polarization, 1 florir. 60 kreutzers, equals .64 cent
per pound.
n:} sugl:ars 994 degrees polarization, 2 florina 30 kreutzers, equals 92 cent per
pound. .
In France— .
The drawback amounts to 63 francs per 100 kilograms.
The tax equals 43 francs per 100 kilograms.
Leaving net 12 francs per 100 kilograms, equal to 1 cent per pound.
(ermany allows on sugar exported—
Onsugars not above 98 degrees, 8.50 marks, equals 2.04 per kilogram, equals
.93 cent per pound, .
On sugars above Y8 degrees, 10 marks, cquals 2,40 per kilogram, equals 1,09
cents per pound.
Loaves, 10,63 marks, equals 2,55 per kilogram, equals 1,16 cents per pound,
Germany taxes beets at—
12 per cent. yield equals .73 cent per pound of sugar,
15 per cent. yield equals .60 cent per pound of sugar,
13 per cent, yield equalis .47 cent per pound of sugar.
Giving a net bounty on the lowest yield of—
12 per cent. of from .20 to .43 cent per pound.
15 per cext. of from ,33 to .58 cent per pound.
18 per cent. of from ,46 to .69 cent per pound.

It will be seen by this table that I was quite within limits when I
said that the largest net bounty paid by any Enropean country was not
more than 1 cent per pound, as the amount varies from .43 cent to 1
cent, Since this table was submitted to the Senate a recent change in
the French law has been brought to my attention (see Journal des fabri-
cants de sucre, August 13, 1890), the effect of which is to reduce the net
bounty paid on exported refined sngar to eighty-two one-hundredths
of 1 cent per pound, I think this disposes of the bounty question,

The effect of the abolition of sugar duties will be to chespen the
cost of sugar to all consumers at least 2 cents per pound and to in-
erease its use. It will develop an important industry by stimulating
the use and production of preserved truits., Its direct and indirect
heneficial effects will be felt and appreciated more thoroughly than
any other change contained in this bill.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question?
The question is on agreeing to the conference report.

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Rhode Island in chargeof
this bill will favor the Senate and the country with astatement of the
effect of this measure as it comes from the committee ot conference on
the revenueg of the Government. I have listened patiently to all he
hias said about the details of the bill, but I should like to have a state-
ment more in detail as to its effect upon the revenue,

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill as reported from the conference increases
the rednctions in revenue as made by the bill when it passed the Sen-
ate about $6,280,000.

Mr, GORMAN. I should like to have a little fullerstatement than
that from the Senator from Rhode Island, who,I know, is entirely
familiar as to the effect of-the schedules.

Mr. ALDRICH. The additional reduction, of course, chiefly resulis
from a diminution of the tobacco tax and the abolition of the special
taxes npon wholesale and retail dealers in tobacco. I estimate that'
the bill, outside of these items, will produce about the same amouant
of revenue as when it left the Senate.

Mr. GORMAN. I confess, Mr. President, I am a little dull, proba-
bly, and do not comprehend exactly what the Senator states. When
this bill was first introduced and presented elsewhere, a very full re-
port was made as to its provisions and its effect upon the revenue. I
read from the report numbered 1466, House of Representatives, of the
present session, in which the estimate was made that there would hea
reduction in taxation of $71,264,414. That was the entire reduction
os it eame to the Senate and was presented to the country. Now, dur-
ing the consideration of this bill in the Benate the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. ALLisoN], in a speech made on the 24 day of September, favored
us with a statement, made np with all the ingenuity of that Senator,

in which he showed that the bill wonld carry reduetions only of $33,-
500,000, Since then the hilt has been in committee of conference, and
now I understand the Senator from Rhode lsland to say that the com-
mittee of conference have added nearly $5,000,000 to the dutiable-list,

Mr. ALDRICH. We have provided that block-tin shall be added
to the dutiable-list after 1893, but it does not remain dutiable after
1895 unless certain conditions are met in its production, There will
be a million or more dollars added to the revenue from that source
whenever tin is dutiable.

Mr. CARLISLE. But, if the Senator will allow me, the Senate it-
self, after the bill came from the Committee on Finance, and in the
committee of confercuce, has added nearly $5,000,000, because the
duty on tin was put on in the committee of conference,

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky mean that the
conference have added $5,000,000 to the revenne ?

Mr, CARLISLE, Oh, no; the Senate and the committee of confer-
ence. The Senate so changed the House bill after it came here, and
so changed the hill in the conference committee, as to add tin, the
duty upon which will amount to about one million three hundred and
fitty-odd thousand dollars, and some other things; and then the com-
mittee of conference struck some other articles trom the {ree-list which
the Committeo on Finance bad recommended to be mnde free and put
them upon the dutiable-list, and altogethier the action of the Nenate
after the bill came first from the Finance Committee, and the action
of the conference committee, have added nearly $5,000,000. I gave
the exact amount this morning,

Mr. ALDRICH. Thestatement made in hehalf of the Finance Com-
mittes and with my concurrence by the Senator from Towa was, that
the bill as it passed the Senate, all the amendments having beenagreed
to, when the estimate was made, would reduce the revenue abount $36,-

| 000,000. The changes made in conference would increase the esti-

mated reduction from six to seven millions of dollars, and I now esti-
mate the aggregate annual reduction made by the bill as reported from
the conference committee at from forty-two to forty-three millions of
dollars, Of course, if the Senator from Maryland is willing to accept
the statement made to-day by the Scnator from Kentucky, there will
be an increase of the revenue instead of a diminntion, but I assume
that this estimate was made for campaign purposes rather than for
serigus examination here. I have stated to the Semate my own con-
clusions and those of the Committee on Finance,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the con-
ference report,

Mr. COCKRELL. TUpon that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call

the roll,

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr, BERRY’S name was called). The Sen-
ator from Arkansas [ Mr. BERRY] i8 paired with the Senater from Col-
orado [Mr. TELLER].

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Ou this question I am
paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorar]. If he
were present I should vote ‘‘yea.”

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. CALL’S name was called). My colleague
[Mr. CALL] is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr, Prt-
TIGREW]. If my colleague were here he would vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with théBen-
ator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBsoN], who is absent.  If he were present
I should vote *‘ yea."” :

Mr, CULLOM (when Mr, FARWELL’S name was called), My col- "
league [Mr. FARWELL] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
PAYNE], If my colleague were present he would vote *“ yen,!

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. FAULENER'S name was called). My col-
league [ Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvanin
[Mr. Quay]. If my colleague were present he would vote ‘*nay.”

Mr, WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE’S name was called). My col-
league [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. BLAIR], and if present wonld vote ‘‘nay.’’

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Vermont.-[Mr, MorrILL]. By & transfer of that pairto
the Sepator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. MOMILLAN] and myselfcan both vote. I vote ** nay,’’

Mr, HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Joxes]. If he were present, I should
vote ‘* yea,’?

Mr, GORMAN (when Mr, MCPHERSON'S name was called). T was
requested by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPuERrsoN] to an-
nounce that owing to indisposition he is unable to attend tho session
of the Senate, but if present he would vote ‘‘ nny.”’

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstis]. If he were here, he would
Y‘ooe ‘;}my.” I therefore vote as he would vote if preseat. I vote

nay.

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called), Iam paired wilh
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If hewere present, he wounld
vote ‘‘nay,’” and I theretore vote *‘nay.”’

Mr. QUAY {when his name was called). I am paired with the
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr, FAULKNsR],

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. 8QUIRE'S name was called). My colleague
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Mr. 8quirk] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr, DANIEL].
f my collengue were present, he would vote *‘ yea,”

Mr. WOLCOTT (when Mr. TELLER’S name was called). My col-
leaguoe [Mr. TELLER] is detained from the Chamber by illness. He is
palred with theSenator from Arkansas [Mr, BERRY]. If my colleague
were present, he would vote ‘“yea'’ and the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. Berry] would voto *‘nay.”’

Mr. VOORHEES: (when Mr. TURPIE'S name was called). My col-
lengue [Mr, TURPIE] is necessarily ahsent, and is paired with the Sen-
ator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. Were my colleague here, he
would vote **nay.”’

Mr. RANSOM (when the name of Mr, VANCE was called). My col-
leags [Mr, Vance] is paired, as stated by the Sepator from T

[Mr, HARRIS), with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MogriLr]. If
my colleagne were present, he would vote ' nay.”
Mr. COCKRELL (when Mr. Vest’s name was called). My col-

league [Mr. Vest] is paired with the senior Senator from California
Mr. 8TANFORD]. It present, my colleagne would certainly vote
‘nay,’’ and the Senator from California, I presume, would vote ** yea,’’

Mr. EDMUNDS. He would certainly vote ** yea,”

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’S name was called). My col-
lengue [Mr. WASHBURN], if preseni, would vote *‘ yea.”” Heis neces-
sarily absent from the city, and is paired with the S8enator from Inciana
[Mr. Turpiz], .

The roll-call was concluded,

Mr. DIXON. The Senator from Delaware [ Mr. H1gaINs] is neces-
sarily ahsent, and asked me hefore he leit the Chamber toannounce his
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] and to state
that, if present and at liberty to vote, he would vote '‘ yea.”

Mr. DANIEL, Iam paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr.
Bquine] and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] is paired
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. We have agreed to
pair off the two Sonators who are absent, and that each of nsshall vote.
I thereforo vote ** uny.”’

Mr. BLAIR. I vote ‘“‘yen.”

Mr. DOLPH. I announce my pair with the senior Senator from
Ueorgia [Mr. Brown]. T do not know how he would vote upon this
bill, but at the suggestion of his colleague I will withhold my vote
ond announce my pair. If at liberty to vote, I should vote ‘*yea.”

Mr. HISCOCK. I think, perhaps, I ouzht to aunounce, in connec-
tion with my pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], that
if present he would vote ** nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 27; as follows:

YEAS-33,
Aldrich, Dixon, McMillan, Sherman,
Allon, Edmunds, Munderson, 8paoner,
Allison, Lvarts, Mitchell, Blewart,
Blalr, Yrye, Moody, Btockbridge,
Cameron, Hale, Plerce, Wilson of fowa,
Cuaey Hawloy, Platt, Wolcott,
Chmuhor, Ioar, Powaer,
Cutlom, Ingalle, Sanders,
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer,
NAYS—27,

Barbour, Coko, Hearst, Pugh,

ate Oolc‘nm, Kenna, ' som,

lnmfcburn. Daniel, Morgan, Reagan,
Blodgett, Gorman, ”a(;gocfr. Voorhees,
Butler, Gray, Pasco. ‘Walthall,
Onrlinle, Hampton, Pettigrew, ‘Wilson of Md.
Cockrell, Harrls, Plumb,

ABSENT—24.

Berry, Farwell, | Jones of Arkansas, Btanford, £
Brown, Faulkner, oPherson, Teller,
Cal) . Qeorge, Morrill, Turple,
anls. Glbaon, Payne, Vance,
Dolph, o] Higgine, Quay, - Vest,
Rustis, Hisouok, Squire, ‘Washburn,

So the report was concurred in,

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED,

The following billg, received from the House of Representatives, were
severally rend twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on
Indian Affairs:

A bill (H, R, 113) to Krovide for the disposition and sale of lands
known as the Klamath River reservation; and

A bill (8. 11391) for the construction and completion of suitable
school buildings for Indian industrial schools in Wisconsin and other

States,

The bill (H. R. 12187) to setapart certain tracts of land in the State
of California ns forest reservations was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands,

The bill (H. R. 1910) for the reliefot IsaacH. Wheat was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims,

The joint resolution ( H. Res. 168) providing for printing the fifth an-
nual report of the Commissioner of Labor was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Printing, .

LEAVE OF ABSENOE. .

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, circamstances make it important

that I should be absent, and T ask leave of absence indefinitely for thiy'
session, The condition of the Committee on Enrolled Bills secmg t:
me to make it proper that I shonld make this request. .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks that he;
may he granted an indefinite leave of absence during the remainder o,
the session. The Chair hears no objection, and leave is granted, :

EXECUTIVE SESSION, !

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considery.’
tion of executive business,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consig.
eration of executive business. After fitteen minutes spent in executivg
session the dours were reopened. .

J. L. CAIN AND OTHERS.

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following report: ;

The enmmittee of conference on_the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendmeunt of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. 1.. Cain
and others, having met, after full and tree conference have agreed to recom.
mend anddor d to theirr tive H as follows:

The Senate from its a t, and agrees to the bill as passed by
the House of Represcatatives.

JNO. H. MITCHELL,

ANTHONY HIGGINS,
8. PASCO,
Managers on the part of the Senae,
W, C.CULBERTSON,
W. J. STONE,
V. E.SIMONDS,
Managers on the part of the Hous,

The report was concurredin,

THE REVENUE BILL.

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the concurrent resolution di.
recting a change in the enrollment of the tariff bill disposed o, if the
Senator irom ‘T'ennessee is willing,

Mr. HARRIS. I interposed the objection two or threehoursago. I
am not inclined toretard or delay the Senate inany action that it chooses
to take in respect to the matter. I interposed the objection because [
have a similar resolution pending that has heen objected to and it is
lying on the table; but I will not retard the action of the Senate in
respect to the resolution from the other House, and I withdraw the
objection that I made two or three hours ago.

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration of
the concurrent resolution.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment moved by the Senator from Khode Island [ Mr. ALDBICH].

The amendment was agreed to. : :

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed t/

FOREST RESERVE IN CALIFORNIA,

Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Puhlic Lands instruct me to re-
port favorably the bill (H. R. 12187) to set apart certain tracts ol lands
in the State of Calitornia as forest veservations. The cominittee at its
meeting some days ago considered this bill, althongh it was not then
before it in the sense of being actually present, but the subject was
there with all its details, and I was instracted to ask the Senate to
consider the bill when it should come from the other House.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the hill?

Mr. PLUMB, Itis a bill creating a forest reserve in the State of

lifornia surrounding the Yosemite reservation. It is recommended
by all the California delegation, by the governor of the State, and by
the Interior Department. !

Mr. HALE. 1t ought to have been done years ago.

Mr. PLUMB. It ought to have been done years ago.

Mr, INGALLS. Has the bill been read?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 1t has not.

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information.

The Secretary proceeded to read the hill.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ob, we can not understand that.
until to-morrow and be printed.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over.

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said: I wish to withdraw the objec-
tion I made to the House bill just now begun to be read, because it
has been explained to me as being oue for the preservation of some of
the forests in California, and 1 do not wish to object.

ere heing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill. )

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered {0
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. .

HENRY 8, FRENCH.

Mr. HARRIS. I now ask that the concurrent resolation subwmitted:
by me some days ago in respect to the Henry S. French case may be’
considered.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will he read.

The Secretary read the c.ncurrent resolution submitted by Mr, HAR-
RIS on the 20th instant, as follows:

Whereas Senate bill No. 145, for the relief of the legal representatives ofi
Henry 8, French, referred the claim to the Court of Ol:l::s; A:d

Let it go over
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wWhereaa said bill does not require said Courtof Claims to determine the juris.
dictional fact of tho loyaity of the said Henry 8. French; and

Whereas said bill passed the Senate and subsequently pussed the House of

presentatives and was sent to the President and was, by concurrent resolu-

tion, recatled from the President in order that the bill should be so amended
asto requirgnthe c;;urt to determine the question of loyalty of the said Henry
g, Krench: Therelore,
"';;;nlud by the Senate (the House of Representalives concurring), That said bill
be re-enrol ed, and in the re-enrollment of said bili there shail be inserted after
the word ** parties,” in line 9 of said enrolled bill, the following:

wAnd if said court shall find that said Henry 8. French did uot give any aid
and co.nfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern-
ment of the United States, and such loyalty having been thus established ;"

So that said bill when re-enrolled shall read as fullows:

«An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry 8. French,

«pe it enacted by the Senate and Hause of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That the legal representatives of Henry 8.
French, deceased, late of Nashvlille, Teun., be, and are hereby, authorized to
bring suit in the Court of Claimsfor the recovery of the net procecds of 230 bales
of cotton taken atJ. b zh, Ga.,in September, 1864, by General William G.
Le Duc, by order of General Sherman, and turned overtothe Treasury agent, and
by him #old and the proceeda paid into the Treasury ofthe United States; and ior
tiiis purpose jurisdiction is hereby conlerred upon said court to hear and deter-
mine and render judgment in conformity with the rightsof the respective par-
ties; and if sald court shall ind that said Henry 8.French did not give any nid
and comfort to the rebeilion, but was throughout the wur loyal to the Govern-
ment of the United States, and said loyalty having been thus established, if it
shall furthier find that said IHenry ¥, French in buying such cotton did not vin-
Jate any non-intercourse act,and that it, or any part thereof, wus taken by the
officers of the United States and the proceeds turned into the Treasury,then,
and in that event,juds;ment shall be entered for the claimant for such proceeds,
which judgment sball be paid out of the captured and aband med propert,
fund; ‘and the said court shall, in tho hearing or said claim, consisler any evi-
dence that may have been taken under the direction of the Southern Claims
Cominission in regard to the claim of Henry 8, Frencli, with authority on the
part of the Upited States or the claimants to take ndditional testimony under
the rules of sid court: Provided, That wn appeal shall lie in said cause from
said court to the Supreme Court as in other cases.”

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not understand that. I think we had bet-
ter have the resolution printed aund go over.
Mr, HARRIS, It has been printed. It was printed some days

3g0.
ng. COCKRELL. It simply requires proof of loyalty in the claim-
ant. Thatisall. It was lett out of the bill by mistake.

Mr. HARRIS, Tt only requires that the court shail inquire as to
the question of loyalty.

Mr. EDMUNDS, I am told that the malter has been considered
hefore and I shall not interfere now. ’

Mr. HALE. We had it betore the Senate the other day,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It there be no ohjection to the present
consideration of the concurrent resolution, the question is on agreeing
to the same.

The concurrent resolution was agreed to.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committes on Pensions, to whom were referred
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and
snbmitted reports thereon:

A bill(H. R. 9254) to increase the peusion of Stephen L. Kearney; and

A bill (H. R. 4396) granting a pension to John Grant,

’ HOUSE EILLS REFERRED.

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives,
lwem severally read twice by their titles, and referred as indicated be-

ow: . . :
The bill (H. R, 2617) for the relief of Henry Clay und others, owners
and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass,—
to the Committee on Claims, .

The bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James M. Lowry—to the Com-
ittee on Claims,

The bill (H. . 653%) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the
Ordnance Corps, United States Army, in the matter of claims for
hounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

The hill (H. R. 69i5) to provide for an additional associate justice
of the supreme court of Arizona—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

The bill (H. R. 7641) for the relief of Daniel C. Trewhitt, ot Chat-
tanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

The bill (H. R. Y852) to autharize the Lake Charles Road and Bridue
Company, ot Lake Charles, La., to constract and maintain bridgzes
across English Bayou and Caleasien River—to the Committee on Com-
merce.

The bill (H. R. 11527) to amend chapter 1065 of the acts of the firs
session of the Fiftieth Congress—to the Committee on Post-Offices and
Post-Roads,

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn until 12 o'clock
to-morrow.
~The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.)
;l;e ,Stle::ée adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, October 1, 1890, at

o’clock m, ’

NOMINATIONS.

Erecutive nominations received by the Senatethe 30tk day of September, 1890,
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL.
George 8, Batcheller, of New York, to be minister resident and con-

sul-general of the United States to Portugal, vicc George B. Loring, re-
sigued. !
CONSULS,
Oscar Malmros, of Miunesota, to be consul of the United States at
Denia, vice Joha D. Arquimbau, recalled.
Horace W. Metealf, of Maine, to be consnl of the United States al,
Bermuda, vice Henry W, Beckwith, recalled.

POSTMASTERS,

Charles W. Cox, to be postinaster at Couway, in the county of
Faulkner and State of Arkansas; the appointment of a postmaster for
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and
after October 1, 1890,

Heury H. Myers, to be postmaster at Briukley, in the counuty of
Monroe and Stateof Arkansas; theappointmentoi a postmaster for the
said office having, by law, become vested in the Presidenton and alter
Qctober 1, 1890,

Hubert E. Carpenter, to be postmaster at East Hampton, in the
county of Middlesex and State of Conunecticut; the appointment of a
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the
President on and alter October 1, 1840,

. Carl C, Crippen, to be postmaster at Eustis, in the county of Lake
and State of Florida; the appointment of a postmaster for the said of-
fice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oc-
tober 1, 1890,

August Hoppe, to be postmaster at Apalachicola, in the counly of
PFranklin and State of Florida; the appointment ol a postmaster lor the
said office baving, by Jaw, become vested in the President on and after
QOctober 1, 189,

Joseph F. Doyle, to be postmaster at Savannal, in the county of
Chatham and State of Georgis, in the place of George W. Lawmar, re-
moved.

William W. Washburn, to be postmaster at Morgan Park, in the
county of Cook and State ot Illinois; the appointment of a postmaster
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on
and after Octoher 1, 1890,

William A, McDaaie), to he postmaster at Thorntown, in the county
of Boone and State of Iudiana; the appointiment of a postmaster for the
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and alter
October 1, 1890.

James M. Overshimer, to be postmaster at Elwood, in the county of
Madison and State of Indiana; the appointment ot a postmaster for the
gaid office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after
October 1, 1890,

George E. Comstock, to be postmaster at Iayette, in the county of
Fayetteand State of Iowa; the appointment of a postmaster lor the said
oftice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oc-
tober 1, 1890,

Sidney A. Preese, to he postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, in the county
‘of Chase and State of Kansas; the appointment of a postmaster for the
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after
October 1, 1890.

Heuory E. Cowgill, to Le postmaster at Baldwin, in the county of
Douglas and State of Kansas; the appointiuent ol a postinaster for the
snid office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after
Qctober 1, 1890.

Wilson Liff, to be postmaster at Weir, in the county of Cherokee
and State of Kansas; the appointment of & postmaster for the said of-
fice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oclo-
ber 1, 1890, .

William L. Bingham, to be postmaster at Pineville, in the county
of Bell and State of Kentucky; the uppointment of' & postmaster tor
the raid office having, by law, become vested in the President on and
after October 1, 1840,

Albert E, Rankin, to be postmaster at Aungnsta, in the county of
Bracken and State of Kentucky; the appointment of a postmaster for
the said ofice baving, by luw, become vested in the President on and
alter October 1, 1890,

Morley H. Wallis, to be postmaster at Houma, in the connty of Terre
Bonne and State of Louisiana; the appointinent of a postmaster for the
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and atter
October 1, 1890.

Daniel A. Hurd, to be postmaster at North Berwick, in the county of
York and State of Maine; the appointment of a postmaster for the said
office having, hy law, become vested in the President on and aiter Octo-
ber 1, 1890,

John IFuiniss, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the connty of Barry
and State of Michigan; the appointment of a postmaster for the said
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Octo-
ber 1,1860,

Auagust E, Anderron, to be postmaster at Kasson, in the county of
Dodygeand State ot Minnesota; the appointment of a postmaster for the
said office having, by law, hecome vested in the President onand after
October 1, 1890,

Joseph McMurtrey, to be postinaster at Windom, in the county of
Cottonwood and State of Minnesota; the appointment of a postmaster
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for the snid office having, by law, become vested in the President on
and after October 1, 1890,

Fred E. Wheoler, to be postmaster at Appleton, in the county of
Swift and State of Minnesota; tho appointment of a postmaster for the
anid office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after
October 1, 1890. .

Thaddeus 8. Clarkson, of Omaha, Nebr., to be postmaster at Omaha,
Nebr., vice Constantine V. Guallagher, resigned.

William C. May, to be postmaster at Gothenburg, in the county of
Dawson and Stote of Nebraska; the appointment of a postmaster for
the said office having, by law, becomo vested in the President on and
after Octoher 1, 1890,

Christopher Ehni, to be postmaster at Raritan, in the county of
Bomerset and State of New Jersey; the appointment of a postmaster
for thosaid office having, by law, become vested in the President on
and after October 1, 1890,

Thomas Palmer, to be postmaster at Frenchtown, in the county of
Hunterdon and State of New Jersey; the appointment of a postmaster
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on
and after October 1, 1800,

William P, Phelps, to be postmaster at Merchantville, in the county
of Camden and State of New Jersey; the appointment of a postmaster
for tho said office having, by law, become vested in the President on
and after October 1, 1890, :

Charles J. S. Randal, to be postmaster at Rouse’s Poiut, in the
county of Clinton and State of New York; the appointment of a post-
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi-
dent on and after October 1, 1890,

Woodhull N, Raynor, to be postmaster at Sayville, in the county of
Sufiolk and State of New York; the appointment of a postmaster for
the said oflice having, by law, become vested in the President on and
after October 1, 1890,

Lambert A. Bristol, to be postmaster at Morgauton, in the county
of Burke and State of North Carolina; the appointment ot a post-
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi-
dent on and after Qctober 1, 1890,

Theodore L. McCrary, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county
of Davidson and Stato of North Carolina; the appointment of a post-
master for the said office having, by lnw, hecome vested in the Presi-
dent on and after October 1, 1890.

Charles W. Dawson, to be postmaster at New Richmond, in the
county of Clermont and State of Ohio;*the appointment of a pestmas-
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President
on and after October 1, 1890,

Carleton A, Horn, to be postmaster at Plain City, in the county of
Madison and State of Ohio; the appointment of a postmaster for the
snid office having, by lnw, become vested in the President on and after
October 1, 1890,

Frederick Kuogi, to be postmaster at Toronto, in the county of Jef-
ferson and State of Ohio; the appointment of & postmaster for the said
i)mce hluving, by law, become vested in the President on and after Octo-
ber 1, 1890.

Ma’ry 8. J. McGronrty, to be postmaster at Coliege Hill, in the county
of Hamilton and State of Ohio; the appointment of a postmasfer for the
snid office having, by lnw, become vested in tho President on and after
October 1, 1890,

Henry Andrews, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the county of Mont-
gomery and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a postmaster
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on
and after October 1, 1890,

Anun H, Griscom, to be postmaster at Jenkintown, in the county of
Moutgomery aud State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a post-
maaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi-
dent on and after October 1, 1890.

James B, Haines, jr., to be postmaster at Jeannette, in the county
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania; theappointment of a post-
magter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi-
dent on and after October 1, 1840,

Nelson H. Hastings, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of
Potter and State of Pennsylvania; the appointmentof a postmaster for
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and
after October 1, 1890, ’

Michuel M. Kistler, to be postmaster at East Stroudsburgh, in the
county of Monroe and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the
President on and after October 1, 1890.

Seth Orme, to be postmaster at St. Clair, in the county of Schuyl-
kill and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a postmaster for
tho snid offico having, by law, become vested in the President on and
after October 1, 1890, -

Robert I, Wilson, to be postmaster at Tarentum, in the county of
Allegheny aud State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Israel P, Loucks,
resigned.

Robert R. Tolbert, to be postmastor at Greenwood, in the county of
Abbeville and State of South Carolina; the appointmeut of a post-

————

master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Preg;.
dent on and after October 1, 1890.

William 8. Chase, to be postmaster at Sturgis, in the county of Lay.
rence and State of South Dakota; the appointment of a postmaster fo,
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on ang
after October 1, 1890.

Frank H. Hooper, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 3.
Pherson and State of South Dakota; the appointment of a postmaster
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President oy
and after October 1, 1890. -

Robert H. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Kaufman, in the county
of Kaufman and State of Texas; the appointment of a postmaster fo;
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on apq
alter October 1, 1890.

William E. Singleton, jr., to be postmasterat Atlanta, in the county
of Cass and State of Texas; the appointment of a postmaster for the
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after
October 1, 1890.

George W. Bmith, to be postmaster at Ballinger, in the county o
Runuels and State of Texas; the appointment of a postmaster for the
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after
October 1, 1890, .

George M. Douglass, to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the county
of Rutland and State of Vermont; the appointment of a postmaster for
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and
after October 1, 1890,

Frank L. Martin, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of Wind-
sor and State of Vermont; the appointmentof a postmaster for the said
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Qc-
tober 1, 1890.

Amos F, Stevens, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county of
Chehalis and State of Washington; the appointment of a postmaster
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on
and after October 1, 1890.

William P. Rucker, to be postmaster at Lewisburgh, in the county
of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia; the appointment of a post-
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi-
dent on and after October 1, 1890,

Michael Sweet, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of She-
boygan and State of Wisconsin; the appointment of a postmaster for
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and
after October 1, 1890.

William N. Hewitt, to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county of
Cumberland and State of New Jersey, in the place of Samuel A. Lan-
sing, removed; Isaac T. Nichols, who was confirmed by the Senate
April 3, 1890, not having been commissioned.

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
i Fifteenth Regiment of Infaniry.

First Lieut. George A. Cornish, to be captain, September 29, 1890,
vice Bean, retired from active service.

Second Lieut. Edward Lloyd, to be first lientenant; September 29,
1890, vice Cornish, promoted.

Retired.

Firat Lieut, George W, Kingsbury, United States Army, retired, to
be captain of infantry, to date from February 12, 1886.
INDIAN AGENT.

David L. Shipley, of Herndon, Towa, to be agent for the Indians of
the Navajo agency, in New Mexico, vice Charles E. Vandever, to he

removed.
WITHDRAWAL.
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President September 30, 1890,
David A, Dudley, to be postmaster at Americus, in the State of
Georgin.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
TUESDAY, September 30, 1890,
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT.

. D. -

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved.

CLERK TO COMMITTEE, ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION. "

Mr. LEHLBACH., Mr. Bpoaker, I ask unanimous consent for tho
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk.

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the clerk of the C. fttee on Immi and Naturalization
be continued on the roll at the rate of 86 per day during the recess of the present
Congress, the committee having been authorized to sit during the recess; an!
that the Clerk of the House be authorized to pay the same out of the contingent
fund of the House.

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould like to have on explanation of the neces-
gity for this. L
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Mr. LEHLBACH. I willstateto the gentleman that the Committee
on Immigration and Nataralization have been anthorized to sit during
the recess, ‘The testimony that has been taken within the last six
months has to be completed and corrected, so that the clerk will ba
kept busy during the entire recess, and certainly he onght to be paid
for the work when be is deing it.

Mr. HOLMAN. Has the committee a stenographer alse ?

Mr. LEHLBACH. No. This is the regular clerk of the committec.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of
the resolution ? .

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not rise for the purpose of objecting,
but if it i8in order I wish to suggest that perhaps this resolution might,
without impropriety, be made somewhat broader than it is. Of course
1 have no interest in the matter, being in the minority, but we have
only two months intervening between the end of this session and the
peginning of the next, and it seems to me that it would not be im-
proper to make the resolution broad enough to include more than the
clerk of this particular committee—to include, for instance, the per
diem men and the pages who work here, so as to let them be borne on
the rolls until the beginning of the next session, or else to give them
an extra month’s pay.

I simply make the suggestion, I do not care to offer any amendment.

Mr. LEYHLBACH. I offer this resolution simply because this man
will be employed during these two months; and certainly he onght to
be paid if he does the work. There can be no objection to this prop-
osition; and I think an amendment such as the gentleman from Ken-
tucky suggests might be objected to. I hope this resolution will go
through on its merits, .

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, It seems to me that when a session of Con-
gress is prolonged until Octoher, making so brief an interval hefore the
beginning of the next session, the principle which treats certain offi-
cers as session employés, instead of permanent employds, doesnot justly
apply. Suchemploydés, if their residences are at a distance from the
capital, do not make enough to justity them in incurring the expense
of going home forso short a time, an_insufficient time to enable them
to engage in any other occupation, I simply make this suggestion.

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted.

PRINTING OF REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR.

Mr. RUSSELL. I present for consideration at this time a joint res-
olution reported favorahly by the Committee on Printing.
The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolutiondH. Res. 158) providing for printing the fifth annual report of
the Commissioner of Labor.

Resolved by the Sennls and House of Representatives, ele., That there be printed
54,000 coples, in cloth binding, of the fifth annual report of the Commissioner
of Labor; 26,000 copies for use of members of tbe House of Representatives, and
18,000 copies for use of members of the Senate/and 15.000 copies for the use of
the Department of Labor, the latter tobe ped for mailing in such

as the issl of Labor may direct,

8Ec. 2. That the sum of $31.000, or so much thereof as may bo nocebu% de-
{fray the cost of the publication of said report, and the further sum of , or
80 much thereof a8 may be nccessary to defray the cost of wrapping 15,000 co
{es for the Department of Labor, is hereby appropriated out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.

The joint resolntion was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading;
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

EMPLOYMENT OF HOUSE LABORERS DURING RECKESS.

Mr, PAYNE. I ask unanimons consent for the consideration of the
resolution which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be authorized and dirvected to re-
{ain {n the service and pay of the House during the months of October and No-
yember all persons employed b‘y the session in his department now on the
laborers’ roll, at the samo rate of compensation now paid such persons; and
the Clerk of the House be directed to pay such’ persons out of the contingent
fund of the House.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of this reso~
lution?

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the matter will be explained.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How many persons does this resolution
cover ?

Mr. PAYNE, It covers ten employés, at nn expense not exceeding
$1,200. The resolution is similar to one adopted two years ago. On
account of the length of the session, there not being enough laborers
10 do the necessary cleansing of the Hall of the House and {he com-
mittee-rooms unless these ten men are employed, the adoption of the
resolution is necessary. N

Mr. HOLMAN. 1suggest that the number of employés be specified.

Mr. PAYNE, I have no objectionto specifying the number, Iwill
move an amendment to insert, after the words ‘* all persons,’’ the words
“‘not exceeding ten.’’

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
{kis resolution? . .

Thete being no objection, the Housa proceeded to the consideration
of the resolution. .

The SPEAKER. The gnestion is on the amendment which hasbeen

by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE].

* The amendment was g to.

The resolution as amended was adopted.

EXPERIMENTAL FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE.

Mr. BINGHAM, I ask the consideration of a jeint resolution favor-

ably reported by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads,
The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ele., That tho Postmaster-
General be cnabled to test at small towna and villages thie practicability and ex-
pense of extendiug the free-delivery system to oflices of the fourth ciass, and
other offices not now cmbraced within the (ree delfvery, said test to be made
on petitfon of the patrons and in the discretion of tho Posimaster-General, the
sum of $10,000, which sum shall be taken from the amouut appropriated for the
free-delivery service for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1891, and shatl be applied
to the payment of carriers for one hour or two hours per day, as may be ncces-
sary for the convenience of the public and advantage of the postal service, said
pay to be fixed by the ’ostmaster-Genoral at rates per hour not exceeding the
present maximum rates for pay of eatriers.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
this joint resolution?

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand that this resolution proposes to
increase the force at post-offices below the third class ?

Mr. BINGHAM. Thbe object is eimply to authorize an experiment
which the Postmaster-General asks to he allowed to make, that its re-
sults may be reported at the next session of Congress, It involves no
increase of expense, as the money required will come from the fund
already appropriated for this service.

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. At how many places i3 this trial to be made ?

Mr. BINGHAM. Subject to the discretion of the Postmaster-Gen-
eral, it is to be made wherever there may be applications from places
coming within the terms of the resolution. It is merely a tentative
matter—a test,

Mr, HOLMAN, What objectis there in naming specially the fourth-
class post-offices, and not: those of the third class ?

Mr. BINGHAM. What is contemplated is simply to go into outly-
ing or country sections-—

Mr. HOLMAN. Butwhy should fourth-class offices be named, and
not those of the third class?

Mr. BINGHAM. The object is to reach out into what might be
calied the thoroughly rural sections. It is merely an experiment and
involves no additional expense. The Postmaster-General is desirous
to iry experimentally the system now common throughout England
as well as Canada.

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE. Isincerely hope the gentleman from In-
diana will not object. I think this is an experiment which ought to
be tried, so that if the resnlts be favornble the system may be per-
manently adopted.

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not desire to object; but I ask that the reso-
lution be again read, as it was not distinctly heard.

The Clerk again read the resolution.

Mr. HOLMAN., I suggest that the resolution be amended 8o as to
read “ offices of the third and fourth class.? :

Mr. BINGHAM. The language already in the resolution is sufii-
cient to embrace third-class offices. .

Mr. HOLMAN. There are certainly very few third-class offices that
have free delivery. I know of but one in the whole southern portion
of Indiana. That is the reason of my suggestion,

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill state, with the permission of the gentleman
from Indiana, that if he will allow the Clerk to read again the joint
resolution he will find that it cmbraces the third-class offices.

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. In my judgment, it secms to dis-
criminate agaiust them.

Mr. BINGHAM. Not at all,

Mr. CANNON. Ifmy friend will allow me, there are maty socond-
class offices, I helieve, thronghout the country where there are less
than ten thonsand people and less than $10,000 of revenue——

Mr. HOLMAN. 'This act, however, only applies to the third and
fourth class offices.

Mr. CANNON. I beg pardon, if the gentleman will permit me, I
gnderstand the third-class offices are those where the salary is less than

52,000,
Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; over one thousand and Iess than two.
mMr. CANNON. And if more than $2,000 it hecomes a second-class
office.

Mr. HOLMAN. That is correct.

Mr, CANNON. Now, Isuggest to the gentleman that there are many
offices in tho country where the salary is more than $2,000, hut whero
the revenue is less than $10,000 a year.

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the gentleman is entirely in error.

Mr. CANNON. Iamunot. I know s numberof then myself, One
instance is Mattoon, 111., and towns of that class,

Mr, BINGHAM. Letmesay that the gentleman misunderstood and
misinterprets the wholescope and purpose of this joint resolution. The
Department is thoroughly familiar with the requirements of the cities
embracing less than 10,000 population or producing $10,000 of revenue.

The Senate of the United States has extended the free-delivery serv-
ice to cities baving 5,000 population and producing $5,000 of revenue.
That bill was considersd and discussed before the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads, but postponed for consideration until the
next session of Congress. That will embrace every line of request that
the gentleman desires in connection with the investigation contem-
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plated by this resolution, for the reason that the Department is satis-
fled with the service in regard .to such places. It i3 not a matter re-
quiring experiment. But this resolution proposes toreach an entirely
different class, It proposes to reach out into the rural section.

Mr, CUTCHEON., ‘The villages..

Mr. BINGHAM. And this is for the purpoce of testing the expedi-
ency of the servico in the rural districts, so that the result of the ex-
periments can be reported to Congress with a view to a practical exten-
sion of theservice at the next seasion it it shall he found to be desirable or
practicable. The Department desires to extend the service to a greater
extent than is now proposed; but before doing so it is necessary that
these expariments shoufd be undertaken,

Mr. HOLMAN., Butitisentirely discretionary with the Postmaster-
General hs to where he shall apply this appropriation?

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, upon application.

Mr. HOLMAN. T hope my friend will not diseriminate against the
third-class ofiices, for as a rule they have no iree delivery. I will sug-
gest to him, theretore, to fnsert third-class offices,

Mr, BINGHAM. Very well; I have noobjection tothat. Let them
alzo be included. -

Mr. CANNON, Why not insert all offices not now entitled to the
ree-delivery service?

Mr. HOLMAN. That is just what the resolution does.

Mr. CANNON. No; I think not.

Mr. HOLMAN., Oh, yes; it aays ‘‘all other offices,”’

Mr. MCCREARY. Let me ask the gentleman on what theory towns
or cities of 5,000 population or less are not as much entitled to the free-
delivery service as the larger towns?

My, BINGHAM, I can giveno reason, except that the law provides
for towns of 10,000 inhabitants and upwards,

Mr. McCREARY. I understand a bill has passed the Senate allow-
ing free delivery in towns of 5,000.

Mr. RINGHAM. Yes, sir,

Mr. McCREARY. And that bill is before your committee ?

Mr. BINGHAM. Itis.

Mr. McCREARY. I wantto say I hope the committee will report
it favorably.

Mr. BINGHAM. I respond to the gentleman’s wish, and have no
ohjection to m\yingi that I am in favor of such a proposition myselt,

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Let me ask the gentleman from Penn-
sylvanin this question: Is it not true that the $10,000 appropriated here
is simply to be used asan experiment to see whether or not the system
can be applied to all offices in the country ?

Mr, BINGHAM, That is the sole purpose of the appropriation. .

a +3 o

enilrytoh tead or pr ption entry,and has actunlly occupled and ip,.
groved the same for the purpose of making hisor her home thereon, under ),

omestead or pre-emption laws, prior to the Ist duy of April, A, D. 1890, slup
have the right, upon cumplying with the further requirementsof the law in
other r to 1 such h d or ption entry and recei‘!e a
patent for the land so entered, occupied, and improved, notwithstanding uny
(Ilscoveri of phosphate deposits upon or under the surface of any of said iands
nfter such entry was made: Provided, That the entryman had no know!ledge of
the exist of such phosphate deposits upon the land which is the subject of
such entry at the date when the setilement thereon was made.

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to athisg
reading; and being read the third time, was passed.

UNITED STATES LANDS, SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres.
ent consideration of the following bill, which [send to the Clerk’s degk,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ele,, That the right, title, and ownership of the city and county
of San Francisco, in the State of California, to the body of Jaund hereinafter de.
scribed are hereby confirmed, and all the right and title of the United Statey
to said land are hereby granted and relinquished to said city ard county, and
to those persons, and their successors in interest, to whom ﬁoruons of said
land have been heretofore granted and conveyed by or on behalf of said city
and county, to the extent ot their interest in said land. Said land hereby granted
is described as follows: Situated within the corpourate limits of said citv und
county, and belug all that strip of land which is bounded upon the south Ly
courses numbered 269, 270, 271, 272, 273, 274, as the rame are desixnated aind io.
cated by the Aual survey for a patent of the land granted by the United Siates
to snid city and county by nn act of Congress dated March 8, 1866, and bounded
ou the north and west by the line of ordinary high-water mark of the Pucific
Ocennand on the east side by the Presidio militury reservation.

8gc, 2, That upon the approval of this act the Commissioner of the General
Land Office shall issue nJmlem. for said land to said city and county; and said
patent shall inure to said grantees of said city and county, and their suid suc.
;:esnaora in interest, as a confirmation of said city and couuty’s grants of :nid

and,

8Ec, 8. That all laws in conflict with the provisions of this act are hereby de.
clared inapplicable to the lands hereby granted and relinquished,

The SPEAKER. Is there ohjection to the present consideration of
the bill? [Aflter & pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. MORROW. I ask nuanimous consent to print the report in the
RECORD in connection with the bill.

There was no objection.

The reportis as follows:

Mr. PAYSON, from the Commiltee on the Public Lands, submitted the follow-
ing report, to accomnpany H, R.7552: .

The Committee on the P’ublic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. k.
7552 relinquishing certain lands to the city of San Franci co, Cal., submit the
following report : ¢

The purpose of this bill is to relinquish to the city and county of 8an Fran-

cisco o small strip of land iying between the line of the pueblo as desiguated
and located by the final survey,for a patent of the land to the said ‘eity and

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present
the resolution?

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be en-
grossed and read o third time; and beiny engrossed, it was accordingly
read the third time, and pnesed.

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res-
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be
laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

Jo L. CAIN ET AL.

Mr.3TONE, of Kentucky. Isubmitaprivileged report, Mr. Speaker,
from & conlerence committee,
The Clerk read as follows:
‘I'he committes of conference on tho disagreeing votes of the tsvo Houses on
1o n 1 ts of the S to the bill (FL. R.2990) entitled **An act for the
veliof of J. L. Cain and others,” having met, after a full and fres conference
Iru“w axroed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as
ollows:
‘That the Benate rccede from its amendment and agree to the bill as passed

by the House of Ropresentatives,
W. O, OULBERTSON,
W, J, STONE,

W. E. SIMONDS,
Conferees on the part of the House,

JOHN H. MITCHELL,
ANTHONY HIGGINS,
8, PASCO,
Conferees on the part of the Senale.,
. "I'he louse conferecs submit the following statement:
It will be seen that the effect is that the Senate recedes fi its d t

rom \
4;1[1(1 the bill agreed upon by the conlerees is exactly tho bill as it passed the
ouso,

The confercuce report was ndopted.

PUBLICU LANDS, FLORIDA,

Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (8. 3317) for the protection of actual
sottlers who have made homesteads or pre-emption entries upoa the
public lnnds of the United States in the State of Florida, upon which
deposits of phosphate have been discovered since such entries were

nmode.
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, sabject to ohjection,
The bill was read, as follows:

Reit enuom{)clc., That any person who has in good faith entered upon any
lands of the United States In the State of Florida,subject nt the date of snid

county of San Fraucisco,and ordinary high-water mark of the Facifio Ocean
as described and designated as a boundary in the tinal decree of the United
States circuit court contirming the claim of the city of S8an Francisco to its
pueblo lands entered May 18, 1865.

The line of ordinary high-water mark as determined by the court and de-
scribed in its final decree isthe correct boundary of the pueblo grant, but the
line of the patent for a distance of nearlv 6,000 feet along such boundary on the
west and northwest erroneously follows certain inland courses and distances of
an early survey made for another purpose, The resuit is that a strip of land
containing ahout 70 acres hetween such inland courses and distances and or-
dinary high-water mnrk of the Pacific Ocean has been by mistake left out of thic
patent.

The mistake occurred as follows: After the decree of confirmation in the
United States circuit court whereby the lands of the pueblo were confirmed to
the city of San Francisco, and the passage of the nct of Congress approved
March 8, 1866, further relinquishing, granting, and confirming the said lands to
the city, a survey of the pueblo was ordered by the General Land Ofice. Thers
were several tracts of marsh Jand upon the east and northeast of the pueblo.
Parties claiming title thereto under the State contended that the marsh land
should be excluded from the pueblo survey. .

Other parties, claiming title uader the city, o'aimed that the marsh should be
included, and litigation foliowed in the Land Office between these ndverse
claimants, and before its termination threo oflicinl surveys were made of the
pueblo under the direction of the L.and Department.

The first was made by James T, Stratton in 1867 and 1863,

The second was made by George F, Allardt and William Minto in 1882,

The third and last survey was made by F. Von Leicht in December, 1883,

In makirng the first survey Mr, Stratton did notactually run the linealong the
high-water mark of the Pacific Ocean on the west and northwest, but adopted
for such line the fleld-notes of a survey made by L. Ransom in April. 1864,1in the
following language:

“Phence menndering along theline of ordinary high tide tothe Pacific Ocean,
adopting the field-notes of L. Ransom, deputy surveyor, in subdividing town-
ship 2south, range 6 west.”

This Ransom survey was made before the decree was entered in the United
States circult court conflrming the pueblo. It had no reference to the lines of
the pueblo, but was made under the direction of the surveyor-general of the
United States for the purpose of subdividing township 2 south, range 6 west,
under the general land lawsof the United States, For that purpose the surveyor,
ran his west and northwest. lines along the high land above the shore, which
he dered by inland d dist .

In the second survey the surveyors were instructed substantially to correct
certain lines on the east and northeast, but to adopt Stratton’s notes of survey
forthe western and northern boundaries,

In the third survey the surveyor was instructed to take in the marsh land,
which had been excluded by the Stratton survey; to run the southern bound-
ary farther north, so that the area included sliould be equal to 4square leagues;
and asto the western and northern boundarics he was to ndopt Stratton’s notes.
The fleld-notes of the Ransom survey were, therefore, erroneously adopted by
all the subse(?uent aurveys, withont examination or survey in the field, as des-
ignating the line of ordinary high-water mark of the Pacific Ocean,

This strip of land along the shore, left out of the survey and patent by mis-
take, was unquestionably confirmed to the city by the final decree of the circult
court in 1865, and further relinquished, granted, and confirmed by theact of Con-
gress approved March 8, 1868, .
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The procedure of the Land Office will not permit the remedy of this defect
without an expenditure of time, noney,and iabor altogether out of proportion
to the relief sought.

Your committee therefore recommend the fuus'age of the bill,

A copy of the decree of the United Siates circuit court, entered May 18, 1865,
and of the act of Congress approved Murch 8, 1866, are appended.

deeree confirming the claim of the cily of San Francisco to its pueblo lands,
Finot A entered May 18, 1865,
The City of S8an Francisco vs. The United States,

The appesal in this case taken by the petitioner, the city of Ban Francisco,
from the decree of the bonrd of land commissioners to ascertain and settle
private jand claims in the State of California, eutered on the 2ist day of De-
ceniber, 1854, by which the claim of the petitjoner was adjudged to be yalid,
and confirmed to lands within certain described limits, coming on to be hea d
upon the transeript of provecdings and decision of said board, and the papers
and evidence upon whish said decision was founded, und further evidence
(aken in the district court of the United States for the northern district of Cali-
fornis pending said appeal—the said case having been transferred to this court
by order of the said district court, under the provisions of section 4 of the act
entitled “An act to expedite the settiement of titlesto land in the State of Cali-
fornia,” approved July 1, 1864—and counsel for the United States and for the
petitioner having been heard, and due deliberation had, it is ordered, ad-
judged, and decreed that the claim of the petitioner, the city of San Francisco,
to the land hereinafter described, is valid, and that the same be confirmed.

The 1and of which contirmation {s made {sa tract situated in the county of
San Francisco, and embracing so much of the extreme upper portion of the pe-
ninsula above ordinary high-water mark (as the sume existed at the date of the
conquest of the country, namely, the 7th of July, A. D. 146}, on which the city
of San Francisco is situated, as will contain an area of 4 square leagues; said
tract being bounded on the north and east by the bay of San Francisco, ou the
west by the Pacific Ocean, and on the so ith by a due east and vest line drawn
90 8 to include the arenaf id, sul to the following deductions, namely :
Such parcels of land as have been heretofore reserved or dedicated to pubhie
uses by the United States; and also such parcels of land as huve been by grauts
from lawful authority vested in privete proprietorship, and have been nally
confirined to parties claiming under said grants by the tribunals of the United
States, or uhal:l hereafter be finally contirmed to partiea claiming thereunder
by said tribunals, in proceedings now pending tharein for that purpose, all of
which said excepted parcels of Jand are included within tho area of 4 square
leagues above mentioned, but are excluded from thoe confir wation to the city.
This confirmation is in trust, for the benefit of the lot holders, under grants
from the pueblo, town, or eity of S8an Francisco, or other competent authority,
and as to any residue, in trust for the use and benefit of the inhabitants of the

oty FIELD, Cireult Judge,

8ax FrANCISCO, May 18, 1865,

GRANT BY CONGRESS,
CHAP, XIIT.—An act to quiel the title to certain lands within the corporale limils of
the city of San Fransisco.
(Approved March 8, 1866.]

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of
Americain Congressassemhled, Thatall the right and title of the United States to
the land situated within the corporate limits of the city of San Franciaco, in the
State of California, contirmed to the city of San Francisco by the decree of the
circunit court of the United Statesfor the northern district of Californis, entered
on the 18th day ol May, 1843, be, and the samesare hereby, relinquished and
granted to the said city of San Francisco and its and the claim of
the said city to the said Jand is hereby contirmed, subject, however, to the res-
ervations and exceptions designated in said decree, and upon the following
trusts, namely :

That all theysnld 1and, not heretofore granted to siid city, shall be disposed of
and conveyed by said city to parties in the bona fide actuni possession thereof,
by themselves or tenants, on the passage of thisact,in such quantitiesand upon
such terms and conditions as the Legislature of the State of California may pre-
geribe, except such parcels thereof as may be reserved and set apart hy ordl-
nance of said city for public uses: Provided, however, That the relinquishment
and grant by this act shall not interfere with or prejudice any valid adverse
right or claim, if such exist, to said Jand or any part thereof, whether derived
from Spain, Mexico, or the United Btates, or preclude a judiclal examination and
adjustment thereof,

Mr, MORROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; aud also moved to lay the motion ta teconsider upon the table,
The Jatter motion was agreed to.

THOMAS OWENS AND WILLIAM MARTIN.

Mr. LEWIS, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill S.2562. I make this request attheinstance
of my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. CATcHINGS]. If the House de-
sires any further information on the sabject than is contained in the
report I will reter the House to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Dor-
LIVER]. :

The]bill was read, as follows:

Abill(8,2562)jtoautharize the tof A 4 Owens
and Willfam Martin, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, to thé

Int $ bt & T,

position of surgeons, United States Navy, not ini theline of promotion, and for

other purposes,

Be it enaoted, etc., Thatthe President be,and fs hereby, authorized to appoint
Asgistant Surgeons Thomas Owens and William Martin, United States Navy,
not in the line of promotlon, to the rank of surgeons, United states Navy, not
in the line of promotion. and tht for this purpose there be, and is hereby, au-
thorized two a{ditional surgeons in the Navy, to ¥ known and designated as
surgeons not in the line of promotion, but in all other respects to be entitled
{?t‘)‘::drgm:, pay, emoluments, and privileges of surgcens in the Navy of the

i tes,

m’l‘lll)e“SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
e bill ?

Mr. KERR, of Iowa,
sous for this.

Mr. DOLLIVER, Mr. Speaker, the two men named in this bill are
veteran sargeons of the old volunteer navy, who have heen in theserv-
ice ever since the early days of the war. Both of them bave dis-

I would like to hear a statement of the rea-

tinguished themselvesin the yellow-feverscourges that have from time
to time visited the South. The Committee on Naval Affairs recom-
mend “he bill. It has twice passed this House, ns I am intormed, and
has been more times than that on the Caleudar of the House.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the bill? [Alter o pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and wasaccordingly read the
third time, and passed.’

Mr. DOLLIVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

THOMAS CHAMBERS,

Mr. STEPHENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (8. 30) for the relief of Thomas Cham-
bers,

The bill was read at length for information.

The SPEAKER. 1s there objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report.

The report was read, as follows:

Tho Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bLill (S,309) for the re-
lief ot Thomas Chambers, having carefuily considered the facts relating to the
claim set forth in the bill above 1eferred to, report as follows:

It appears from the evidence in this case that, in the month of December,
1874, Thomas Chambers was awarded the contract for enrrying the United Stotes
mnil over postal route No. 24413, from Sault de Ste. Marie to Mackinae, Mich.;
that at the time the contract wasawarded to him no Canndian through mail in
closed pouches was or had been transported over the aaid route; that pursuant
to a postal arrangement wade between the United States and Canada, in Feb-
ruary, 1875, the United States contracted to transport such Canadinn mail over
this and other postal routes. By his contract Mr, Chambers was to receive the
sum of §1,675 per annuim as compensation.

That on July 20, 1875, by an order of the Post-Oflice Department, ho was re.
quired to carry such Canadian mail inaddition to the United Stutea mall proper,
He a[)plied for extracomuvensation for the added work vequired of him in obey-
ing this order This application was refused by the Department, onthe ground
that no authority of law existed by which sucn payment eould be made. Dur-
ing the years ending July 1, 1577, 1878, and 1879, by the requcst ol Mr.Chambers,
and upon order of the Post-Office Depurtment, the route No. 24413 was discon-
tinued from the 15th day of May to the Ist day of November of each summer
senson, steamer service being substituted therefor, But during the remaining

ortions of the contract terma Mr, Chambers continued to earry the maijl for
both cauntries over the said route, his contract compensation belag propor-
tionately reduced for the times the route was discontinued. 8o that, in all, ho
carried the said mail over said route for a period of time substantinlly aggre-
gating two years and eight months,

‘t he evidence further shows that when he entered into tha contract he was
not apprised in any way ol the intended postal arrangement with the Canadian
Government: that it was a condition not existing at the time he made his bid,
norat the time when he entered into the contract; that this postal arrange.
ment greatly increased the expoinse and work of carrying the mail over this
route, the amount of Canadian through mail in closed pouches which he was
required to transport being to the Uuited States mall proper in the ratio of 6
to 7; that he dfd the work under the expcctation that Congress would reim-
burse him for the extra work and expense,

Your committee, therefore, conclude that there is eqnitably due him thercfor
the sum of $1,832,80, the said sumn being the amount he should have for the
transportation of the said Canadian mail, as computed upon the ratio named
between it and the United States mail.,

‘We think that theamount named in the Senate bill istoo large, for the reason
that noaccount eems to have been taken of the periods of thine when the ronte
was discontinued during the summer season.

We therefore reconnnend that thesaid Senute bill 309 be ded by striking
out the words ** three thousand six hundred aud fifty-four dollars and fifty-six
cents,' and fnserting in fieu thereof the words “one thousand eight hundred
and thirty-four and eighty one-hundredths dolinrs ;" and as thus amended we
recommend the passage of the bill.

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there does not seem to he any
testimony or any statement showing that any additional expense was
oceasioved by this increase in the mail, and if the amount was only in-
creased a little and no extra expense incurred by the contractor the
bill ought not to pass. There i8 nothing in the report that shows that
he incurred any additional expense as the result of this,

Mr. STEPHENSON. He had to put on an extra force and employ
extra teams.

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is nothing in the report to show that.

Mr. STEPHENSON. He had to nearly double his force.

Mr. CUTCHEON. The report states that the amouut of Canadian
through mail in thess pouches which he was required to transport was
to the United States mails properin theratioof 5t07. Inother words,
the amount of the mail carvied was nearly doubled. The report further
states that he did the work under the expectation that Congress would
reimburse him for the extra work and expense.

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this would be a bad precedent, and
if followed to its logical end would cost this Government n great many
millions of doliars. Therefore I object.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN,
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had approved and
signed bills and joint resolutions of the fallowing titles:

An act (H. R, 5674) for the reliet of Frank A. Les;

An act (H. R.7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille;

An act (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick;

An act (H. R. 7984) granting a pension to Margaret Pratt;

An act (H. R. 9138) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa;

An act (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Johnson:
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An act (H. It. 10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden;
* An act (H. I3. 10202) granting n pension to O, E. Hukill;

An act (H. R. 10634) granting n pension to Clark Stewart;

An act (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed;

An act (H. R. 10938) granting o pension to Agnes R. Rice;

An act (11, R, 10951) granting o pension to Lucindn Rawlinrson;

An act (H. R, 6070) granting o pension to Agnes M, Bradley;

Anact (I, . 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solo-
mon, n private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war
service;

An act (11, R. 10038) granting an increase of pension to James B.
Reed;

An uct (IT. . 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Gra-

ham;

An act (H. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nuncy Cato;

Amact (H. R, 10710) granting an increase of pension to Jamies H.,
Voshurgh;

An act (H. R. 3628) to grant n pension to James Knetsar;

An act (H. R. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young 10 the pension-rolls;

An act (H. R. 2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich;

An act (H. R, 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for service in the
Indian war;

An act (H. R, 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B.
Keener, decensed, who served in the Indian war;

An act (H. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens;

An act (H. R. 5654) to pepsion Elizabeth R. Lockett;

An act (H. R, 6002) to pension Susan E. Freeman;

An act (H. R, 6084) to pension Thomas Nelson;

An act (H. R. 6853) to peusion Allen Morris;

An act (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel;

An act (H. R. 10835) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman;

An act (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks;

An act %H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. Roper;

An act (H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L, Brown, dependent
mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased;

An act (H, . 2804) to increase the pension of Charles W. Kridler;

An nct (EH, R, 5028) to increase the pension of David Shively;

Ap act 2H. R. 6218) to increage the pension of Alexander Forsyth;

An act (H. R, 6798) to increase the pension of George H. Brown,
Company I, Bixth Vermont Volunteers;

An act (H. R. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker;

An act 2!{. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris;

An act (H. R.11345) to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont;

An act (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia J. Woods;

An act (H. R, 1333) granting a pension to Mary A, Green;

An act (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mary Ewald;

An act (H. R. 15608) granting o pension to Mrs. Delphina P. Walker;

An act (H. R, 1908) granting o pension to Levi H. Naron;

An act (H. R, 2279) granting o pension to Abraham W. Jackson;

An act (H, R. 2385) granting o pension to Barney McArdle;

An act (H. R, 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey;
An act (H. R. 2427) graunting a pension to Fletcher Galloway;
An act (H. R, 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Cartis;

An act (H. R, 2965; granting o pension to Rachel Barnes;

An act §H . . 3734) granting a pension to John Mann;

An act (H. R. 5738) granting & pension to John L. Lindel;

An act é}l. R. 5144; granting o pension to Jonas H. Keen; -

An act (H. R, 5146) granting a pension to W. H, Obrien;

An act (. R. 6032) grauting o penston to Mary Welsh;

An act (HL R. szlg gronting a pension to Mrs, Margaret A. Jacoby;

An act (H. R. 7338) gravting o pension to Louisa A. Sippell;

An act (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Kate Lane Townes, widow
of Col, Robert R, Townes;

An act (H, R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin;

An act (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A, Stafford;

An act (H, R. 8928) granting n pension to D. M. Miller;

An act (H. R, 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans;

An act (H, R. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish;

An act (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten;

An act %H. R.10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson;

An act (H. R, 10709) granting o pension to Calvin Rasor;

An act (H. R. 11169) granting o pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly
Isadora De Wolf Dimmick;

An act (H. R. 11643) granting o pension to James H. Means, doctor
of medlicine;

An act %lf R. 11647) granting o pension to Lucinda Chapin;

An act (H. R. 10245) to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the
pension-roll;

An act (H. R, 65323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor
Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him on the
retired-list of Army officers;

An act (H. R, 3107) for the relief of Col. James Lindsay;

An act (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan;
An act (H. R.7739) granting & pension to Mary C: , doughter of
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi-
ment Now York Volunteers;

An act (H. R. 7840) granting a pension to Mrs. Lillis Otis:
An act (H. R, 8840) granting o pension to Elizabeth Abell;

KAn act (H. R. 9244} granting o pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of Ly,
ans. ;
An act (H, R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder;
An act (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to Margaret M. Clemeny:
An act (H. R. 9529) granting a pension to Emma G. Clark;
An act (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamke,.
An act (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover; !
An act (H. R. 10031) granting a persion to William Tolle;
An act (H. R. 10121g granting a pension to Mary L. Nash;
An act (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J, Reed;
An act (H. R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson;
An act (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs, A, W. Ackley;
An act (H. R. 7463) for the relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin; )

An act (H.R. 10557) for therelief of W. G, Triece;

An act (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension fo Charles 1,

borne;

An act (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catheriy.
Edmands;

An act (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michacl Iar.
gain;

An act (H. R. 9666) granting anincrease of pension to Ransom 1. Bra.

man;

An act (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss ),
Fogler; )

An gct (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public buildingat
Hoboken, N. J., to meet requirements of site;

An act (H.R.7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 1,
1882, relative tc.dre limit of site of post-office and Federal building,
Brooklyn, N. Y- i

An act (H. R. 574) for the establishment of a light-station and fog-
signal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York,
and providing a fog-whistle at Charlotte light-station on said lake;

An act (H. R. 11154) to repeal part of section 6 of an act entitled
** An act to divide the State of Jowa into two judicial districts, - a}-
proved July 20, 1882;

An act (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishment of a port of de-
livery at Peoria, 1il.;

An act (H. R.*8247) to authorize entry of the public lands by incor-
porated eities and towns for cemetery and park purposes;

An act (H. R. 6349) increasing the pension of John B. Reed, late
lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois
Volunteers;

An act (H. R, 8923) increasing the pension of James M, Monroe;

An act EH R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale;

An act (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink;

An act (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove;

An act (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes;

An act (H. R, 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark;

An act (H. R. 8381) to increase tho pension of Asenath Turner, a
Revoltitionary pensioner; '

An act (H. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick.

An act (H. R. 5348) to place the name of Sarah A, Small upon the
pension-roll;

An act (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley;

An act (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of persion to William I:,
McCreary;

Joint resolution (H. Res. 152) providing for the printing of eulo-
gies delivered in Congress npon the late James Laird;

Joint resolution (H. Res. 231) to correct an error in the act entitled
‘“‘An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres-
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other
purposes,’’ approved September 19, 1890; and o

Joint resolution (H. Res. 228) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy
to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte for use in the manufacture of
nickel-steel armor, and for other naval purposes.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, announced
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House to the hill
(8. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes,

The message also announced that the Senate non-concurred in the
amendment of the House to the bill (8. 3043) to amend and further ex-
tend the benefits of the act approved February 8, 1837, entitled ‘‘An
act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on the
various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the
United States over the Indinns, and for other purposes,’’ asked a con-

| ference with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. Dawss, Mr.

PLATT, and Mr. MORGAN conferees on the part of the Senate,

The message further announced that the Senate had passed withont
amendment the bill (H. R. 12163) making an appropriation to supply
o deficiency in the appropriation for compensation of Members in“th:
Honse of Representatives and Delegates from Territories.

PIER AT CHIC0AGO.

Mr, MASON, Mr, Speaker, I presentthe following conference report.
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The Clerk read as follows: . .
The committee of conferenco on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
e amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. Res. 104) * to permit the Secretary
'(War to grant a revocable license to use a pier as petitioned by vessel-owners
°{ Cuicago, 111" having met, after full and free conference have agreedto
0 ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : .
That the Senate recede from its a d t bered 1to the r tion
fthe House and agree to the text of thesame with the following anendments :
e Line 3, afterthe word “ of " strike outthe words “eald pier” and insert in lien
thercof the words “the United States pier at Chicago, Iil., situated north and
east of the mlnols'?enlml Railroad Company’s wharf No. I, and on south side
icago River.
°‘,fi",§L°&gamr the word *railroad,” strike out the word *‘car® and insert in
place thereof the word ‘‘ company’s.”
And the House agree to the same. . N .
That the Hci‘nse teeed;i fmtz'n ';:i ree tg"m end: of the Senatle
ut the preamble of said resolution, and agree to the same,
sirking © WM, E, MASOKX,
J. H,. BWENEY,
FELIX OAMPBELL,
AManagers on the part of the House.
8. M. CULLOM,
J. N. DOLPH,
M. W. RANSOM,
Managerson the part of the Scnale,

The statement of the House conferees is as follows:

The Senate from its 1 t, and agrees to the bill asit passed the
House of Representatives.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the adoption of that
report, and my objection i3 based not upon any peculiar feature of the
conference report—— . .

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAsOXN] has
charge of this, Does he yield to the gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. MASON. Oh, yes; I am perfectly willing to havs it understood,
and will be glad to explain it or to have the gentlema | ask any ques-

tion,

Mr. BURTON. I think the gentleman from Illinoss [Mr. MAsox]

had better explain it first. )

Mr. MASON. The original resolution was introduced authorizing

the Secretary of War to lease a part of this pier. 1he Government
on]y ewns a strip of it. The Committee on Commerce sent it to the
g£otretary of War, who recommended that instead of a lease a tempo-
Tary or revocable license be granted for this part of the pier, upon con-
dition that the parties dredge the river adjoining the pier and repair
the pier. This bill went to the Senate and they struel: out the words
suthorizing the Secretary of War to grant the license to the parties
whom he thought best for the interest of the Government, and inserted
the names of Walker, Whitehead & Co.

The House disagreed to the amendment, and now the Senate has re-
ceded from its ameudment, and this bill simply allows the Secretary of
War to grant a liceuse, revacable at any time when deemed in the in-
terest of commerce, for this part of the pier.: The original petition was
signed by most of the vessel-owners of Chicago.  Some of them have
since that time protested against it and some of those have sent tele-
grams withdrawing their protests.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from Illinois explain the lo-
cation and situation of this pier?

Mr. MASON. The pier is 1,000 feet long and 300 feet wide.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Projeceting into Lake Michigan ?

Mr. MASON. Yes; at the moath of the river, and belongs to the
Tllinois Central Railroad, all except these 25 feet. This has been sub-
mitted to my colleague from Chicago.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me a ques-
tion?

Mr. MASON. Certainly.

Mr. ANDERBON, of Kansas.
leased ?

Mr. MABON. That firm is stricken out, and it simply allows the
Secretary of War to issue a revocable license,

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What I wanted to getatis this: Does
this give the Illinois Central Railroad control of the whole of that pier?

Mr, MASON. No.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, If it does, I object.

Mr. MASON. There is nothing at all of that purpose in this legis-
lation. Ifyou will remember, while on the committee, when the mat~
ter came up the gentleman from fowa [Mr. SwiNEY] reported iu favor.
of striking out the Senate amendment, and it is now made so that the
Secretary of War is to issue a revocable license. K

Mr. BAKER. By the consent of my friend I will state that this is
merely o revocable license.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is it left discretionary with the Secretary of War
to Jease the pier or not?

Mr. MASON. Yes; he is not obliged to issue a license.

Mr. GROSVENOR. How does this bill emanate from the Commit-
tee on Commerce?

Mr. BAKER, Because it was sent to the Committee on Commerce
and reported by that committee.

Mr. GROSVENOR. This ought to have gone to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

Thé SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that this is a conference
Teport, and it is now too late to raise the guestion.

This firm to whom the pier is to be

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis a little late; but I will state the fact that
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have reported against this whole
line of policy, and now the Committee on Commerce produces a result
that overrides that which has been the settled policy of the country.

Mr, COTCHEON. Mr. Speaker—-

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois has the floor.

Mr. MASON, Iyield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am opposed to this whole lineof policy to lease
the Government piers in conunection with our harbor works to a private
individual, or to railread companies, or anythiog of the kind. They
are constructed by the Government at great expense for a specific pur-
pose, and that is for the safety of the commerce entering and depart-
ing from the harbor. I believe it to be pernicious and desiructive of
the principal object for which the harbors are built, and I hopoe weshall
not initiate this principle. I know it comes rather lIate to make such
an objection with reference to thigease, it being here in the form of a
conference report; but if I were the Secretary of War, which I am not,
I would not lease any of these harbor constructions to a firm or to in-
dividuals, It can not possibly be otherwise than that it will be de-
structive to commerce, The parties who leased these piers will accupy
them. They will leave their vessels alongside, and they will he an
obstruction to the jaws of the entrance to the harbor, It can not be
otherwise than harmful to the general interests of commerce entering
the harbor.

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask himaquestion?

Mr, CUTCHEON. Yes, sir.

Mr. MASON. Suppose that by this resolution, before they could get
aven temporary use of the pier, they were obliged to dredge out 50 feet
of the river which is not used at all, and which the Government will
not dredge, would it not be an advantage to the commerce ?

Mr. CUTCHEON. _If 50 feet next to the piers is not dredged, then
it ought to be dredged, so that the commerce of that port could have
the entire entrance.

Mr. MASON. That is one thing that we oblain by the passage of
this resolution.

Mr. CUTCHEON. But I do not approve the way that you get it.

Mr. MASON. I think you would if you understood it thoroughly.

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, similar propositions have come from
several cities. The only objection is that made by the gentleman from
Michigan that it closes the jaws of the harbor, In the harbor at Chi-
cago that objection does not obtain for the reason stated by my col-
league, that the harbor next to this pier is not dredged und has not
been dredged for many years, and the party to whom this revocable
license would go will have to dredge the harbor alongside of it 80 as to
be able to have the use of it. The real motive ot the vessel men of
Chicago wanting this license to be given is that steamers leaving that
port have now to swing across the river and then run into a slip in
order to get their snpply of coal. If this license is given they may
without turning, except a little to starboard, receive their coal and
immedintely go out to sea; so that really in that very place it will he
of benefit to the commerce rather than an obstruction to it.

Mr, CUTCHEON, In view of the fact that it is left discretionary
with the Becretary of War to revoke this license at any time, and
having great counfidence in that high official, I simply desire to enter
my protest aud objection to this policy of renting the Government
piers; but as this is so well gnarded in the law I will make no further
objection,

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it is only necessary
in deciding this case for the House to regard the simple principle that
these piers are built by the Governmentat the public expense as hound-
aries of the channels to be used for the entrance and exit of vessels, If
there is a pier here which is not needed for that purpose it ought to he
abandoned. But the object of this resolution is to give to a private indi-
vidual or to a private corporation the use of the property of the Gov-
ernment for an entirely different purpose.

To my mind it is not an answer to the objection at all to say that it
is revocable at the will of the Secretary of War, hecause every one
knowsas a matter of experience that when a private interest gets posses-
sion ot Government property it is not long before they claim a vested
right, and it might just as well provideforan irrevocable license, There
are other features applicable to this particular cage here. The channel
will bave {o be widened in view of the fact that the sizes of the ships
entering that harbor are increasing in size from year to year as the
depth of the channels along the different water ways is increased,
Recently there has been a decision rendered by ihe courts which is
very threatening t4 veszel men insimilar cases, to the effect that where
a boat is moored in the chaunel for the purpose of unloading and a boat
entering the harbor is by the wind or the current driven into collision
with it, the boat moored can recover for the damages by the collision.

The simple fact is that these channels should be reserved as entrances
to harbors, for the coming in of vessels, and no part of them shonld he
appropriated for privafe interests, to use for the loading and unloading
of vessels. If there is more width than i3 needed it should be ahan-
doned. It is true that here there is only 25 feet belonging to the Gov-
ernment, and next to that is the land of the Illinois Central Railroud;
but if we paas this resolution and disregard the ohjection to it weshall
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bo establishing the principle that wherever there is a narrow strip of
1and belonging to the Government bordering upon a water way and there
is private property next to it, the Government property must be used
in a manner subordinate to that of private property. In anyaspectin
which you view this resolution it scema to me that it is objectionable,
and the fact that the license is to be revocable does not remove the ob-

jection,

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Just one word, Mr. Speaker, in this connee-
tion. As o wmember of the Comumittee on Commerce I voted for the
resolution, belleving that the commerce of the city of Chicago would
be promoted thereby. This is one of a series of Government piers
along the Grent Lakes which have fallen into disrepair, so that their
use is not practicahle, The resolution proposes that by private euter-
prise this pier shall be restored, and the necessarry dredging shall be
done to make it thoroaghly available; at the same time, any such res-
olution as this will and must constitute a precedent for the leasing or
disposal of Government piers along the lakes.

Those piers have been acquired only because they were felt to be im-
portant for Government uses upon the Great Lakes, which form a por-
tion of our northern boundary. Valuable when acquired, they shonld
bo maintained and kept in order for Government use, and when not
nctually in use, belng Government property, they should be equally
open to all the public. It is now proposed to devote one of these piers
to private use. As n precedent it strikes me as extremely pernicious,
nm& I would not be content that it should he regarded as a precedent
for similar use of other piers on the Great Lakes.

Mr. MILLIKEN, Can the gentleman inlorm us why the Govern-
ment has nllowed this pier to fall into disuse?

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That I am unable to say.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is there any probability that the Government
will ever repair it?

Mr. BAKER. Not at all.

Mr. MILLIKEN, . If the Government has no further use for the
pler, and if it can be made useful in any other way, it seems to me that
it should be utilized,

Mr. BAKER, Itought to be remembered that this license ia revo-
cable at the will of the Secretary of War without a minute's notice.

Mr. GRORVENOR, There has never heen one such order revoked
in the history of the Government. ‘

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, right in the same line with this
picr which is under discussion is a pier in Buffalo Harbor. It was
built, or attempted to be built, by the United States in 1826, but
BuiTalo Harbor has changed ita lines considerably since the Govern-
ment first drove their spiles and filled up with brush., The Delaware
and Lackawanoa Railrond Company acquired property contiguous to
this Government pier and abutting it, and the pier is of little use to
the Government hecause it can not advantageously occupy it.

The Government has refused to expend one dollar in dredging the
mouth of the harbor where this pier is, but they did give authority to
the Delaware and Lackawanna Railroad Company to expend $50.000
or $60,000 in completing a substantial pier there, and to occupy a strip
of b fect, npon which are the great coal trestlesof that railrond. Now,
the difficulty there is the sameas the difficulty with this Chicago pier.
The Government can not make any use ot the Chiwgo pier, soit seeks
to give a revocable license to parties to oceupy it. The Lackawanna
Railrond Company has built a subswntial pier at Buffalo, but there
hias been some question as to whether it is not a detriment to the nav-
igation at the mouth of the river. Contesting parties have appeared
hefore the River and Harbor Committee, and the gentleman from Qhio
[Mr. GrosvENOR] has heard the statements of all the parties in in-

terest,

Mr. GROSVENOR. The practical difference between the case under
consideration and the case nt Buffulo arises probably out of the fact
that in Baffalo it was admitted that the presence of the private pier,
or its occupnncy by private vessels, would narrow the entrance to the
harbor. In this connection, I may say that this revocable license has
warked ahout the same as if it had bezn a perpetual one,

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, of course, I do not believe in a perpetual
license in such o case, but this is a question that concerns nearly every
great city with o water front. The old piers that were built to make
up old water lines stand on a different footing, it seems to me, from
any new work which has been commenced since 1855, and I am not
cortain but that when they are detrimental to navigation the license
ought to be revoked, But when we find a strip of Government land
under old surveys which is contiguons to property which is valuable
for commercial or marine purposes the United States may hold that
property, but they hold it to the detriment of the commercial inter-
ests of these great ports. That is the proposition; and when you give
o revacable license it lenves the power to the Secretary of War to take
back the property at nuy time into posession of the Government,

Now, let me mention one matter in connection with this question of
dredging. The Government pier at Buffulo is in the jurisdiction of
the city of Buflulo, entirely under the control of the city otficers; the
Government itself has hnd nothing to do with the pier for twenty-five
or thirty years, except to grant the license to a railroad company to
make & pier where the Goverument never really had one. I think

that in the interest of the commerce of these great cities these stripg
of land suitable lor purposes of this kind ought to be made availah,
in some way for the benefit of private individua's, corporations, or tp,
general public. Justopposite to this Government pierat Buflalo stanqg
the pier occupied by the Life-Saving Service of the United States. Noy
here is the incongruity. At this pier on the opposite side—the sou
pier—the Government itself will not expend one dollar for dredging
but asks the city ot Buffalo to do the dredging and keep the pier iy
order, which it does, R

I am just as tenacious of the authority of the United States in re.
gard to the promotion of the interests of commerce through piers apg
other instrumentalities a3 any man on this floor; bat I do not belicye
in any sentimental way of trying to make something out of nothing,

Mr. BURTON. Is the geatleman familiar with any instauce i
which these revacable licenses have been revoked ?

Mr. MASON. I can cite one.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Probably I conld not tell tho gentleman ofg
cage of that kind, because the utility of the license to both parties op.
erates to prevent revocation.

Mr. BURTON, Has there been any such instance on the Gregt
Lakes?

Mr. MASON, Not within my knowledge,

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the case of Buffalo Harbor, what was orig.
inally a revocable license has ripened (according o the claim which
has heen made) into an absolute title,

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oh, no; the title of the Government can not he
defeated in that way. By the very terms of these revocable licenses,
the rights of the Government are preserved.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let mesay to the gentleman that I by no means
indorse the idea that the Government can lose its title in this way;
but this claim bas been asserted, though the rights of the parties as-
serting it originated under a mere temporary, revocable license.

Mr. FARQUHAR. It may be that such a claim has been asserted;
I do not know anything about that.

Mr. MASON, I call for a vote on agreeing to the report.

The question being taken, the report was agreed to; there being, on
a division—ayes 42, noes 14.

Mr. MASON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to,

ISAAC I, WHEAT.

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimouscdnsent that the Committee of the
Whole House be discharged from the farther cousideration ot the bill
which I send to the desk, and that it be considered now. It does not
involve a lurge amount. .

The Clerk read as follows: s

B it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he s hereby, au-
thorize 1 and directed to pay to Isanc H. Wheat, of Jefferson Couunty, Indiana,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise nppropriated, the sum of §200,
{for oue horse belonging to him and which was taken from him by the military
forces under General Hobson, in Jetlerson County, Indiana, in July, 1363, and
applied to the use of the United States.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
this bill?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 1 think we ought to have some explana-
tion of the bill. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] will explain.

Mr. HOLMAN, A very interesting report on this bill has been made
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER].

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (exhibiting a photograph). I am requested
to ask whether this is & picture ot the horse which is the subject of
this claim ? .

Mr. HOLMAN. That is prohably a correct picture of the horse
[laughter], as it seems to be brought in here as proot.

Mr. KERR, of Jowa. I ask that the report beread or that some ex-
planation be made. :

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. DoLLivER)
was read, as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1910) for
the reliefof Isanc H. Wheat, repurts as fo.lows:

This i8 a claim for a horse tuken from the claimant in Jefferson County, In-
diann, in July, 1863, by the Army of the United States, Claim stated at §200.

’I"lhe cJaIlvlnunt resented his claim to the Quartermaster-General for payment,
and not allowed. .

’l‘hloo roof is positive that the horse was taken by the Army of the United
States for the public service; that the horse was worth $200; that he has notre-
ceived pay or compensation therefor from any source, either jn whole or in
part, but that the same is sti!l due and owing to him from the United States;
that theolnd was through the war loyal to the Government of the United

Btates.
Your commnittee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage.

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. It appears that the bill proposes to psy
$200 for this horse. That is a little more than we paid for horses dur-

ing the war.
Mr. BAKER. Do I understand that this horse was ‘'loyal?”
[Laughter. ]
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Mr. WILLTAMS, of Ohio, I wish to move an amendment to cut
Jown the amount to $150. Lo . .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to thg prgsent conslldemtmn .of
the bill? The Chair hears none. The question is on ordering the bill
to be engrogsed and read a third time.

Mr. PAYSON, Idesire to offer an amendment.
is the amount pamed in the bill? . .

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. PAYSON. As 1 understand the readjng of the bill it allows
only $135 for this horse. The report says that the horse was worth

Mr. Speaker, what

¢200. The characteristic modesty of the gentleman from Indiana
[tanghter] has impelled him to ask the House to allow too small o
sam. I propose mow to move an amendment =0 as to give this dis-

tinguished citizen of Indiana the full value of his property which the
Government: took. The sum ought to be $200.

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is a bad precedent.

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the hill is for $200.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read the bill, asthere seems
{0 he some misunderstanding.

The bill was again read.

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I insist on myamendment cutting down
the price to $150. This is all we paid during the war.

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I do not know
about the value ofghis horse. It my friend does, of course he will in-
sist on his amend [Launghter. ]

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio.
1 withdraw the amendment,.

A MEMBER. “‘Modesty '’ is good. [Laughter.]

Mr. PAYNE, I object to so much talk about an unknown quan-

tity.

{dr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, permit me to say a word in
conunection with this matter. There is no proof in this case that this
hore was taken by order of any officer of the Government, or not taken
pimply by a soldier of the United States for his own private purposes.
1 take it for granted, however, that it was necessary and it was taken
during what was known as *‘ the Morgan raid.”

But the rale universally adopted in the House in regard to all claims
of this character originating south of the Ohio River has been to re-
quire proof that the horse wastaken by order of an officer of the United
States legally authorized to issue such an order.

In the district that I have the honor to represent, close to the city
of Louisville, in the county of Oldliam, a namber of horses were taken
by officers of the United States Army daring the invasion of Ken-
tucky by General Bragg. It was absolutely necessary for the salety
and protection of thecity of Lonisville that thisshould be done. They
were taken from persons of undoubted loyally to the Government,
some of whom had sons serving in the Fetleral Army. I have been
totally unable, and my predecessors, Mr, Beck and Mr. BLACKBURN,
have also been unable to secure pay for any of them, although in the
last Congress I obtained a favorable report in relation to certain of the
¢laims,

Now, I do not intend to object to this bill called up by the geutle-
man from Indiana, for [ have no doubt that General Hohson’s troops,
in following the march of Morgan, had occasion to furnish themselves
with horses all along the line of the march; and having served in the
cavalry myself I know as a matter of fact how olten it happens that
the safety of a mov t or its may depend on the immediate
change of horses by either the parsuing or the retreating party. But
I refer to this matter for the purpose of illustrating the difference in
the rule adopted by the House of Representatives in the adjudication
ot claims made by persons living north ot the Ohio River and those
claims presented by persons living south of the Ohio River. And I
wish to call attention to the great injustice that is done in this partic-
ular,

No man in the State of Indiana could afford to have been openly dis-
loyal during the war. He was obliged to be openly loyal whatever
might have been his secret feelings. Where those gentiemen on the
south of the Ohio River were loya), it was sometimesat great personal
risk and frequently great persoual danger. So that the rule the House
adopta gives to the man who by his locality was compelled to be loyal
an advantage over the man who by his locality was at great peril, and
who was probably heroically, unselfishly loyal. [ want to take advan-

On account of the modesty of my friend

tage of this opportunity simply to puton record this evidence as to the

ditference hetween the mode in which persons are treated north and
south of the Ohio River with regard tothe presentation of such claims.

Aud if the gentleman from Indiana will permitme to say, this re-
sult, in large part, was broughtahout by the personal influence of that
gentleman himself, for he has largely been the cause of the adopting of
these harsh rules that bave been applied to whatareknown as *‘South-
ern claims;” and therefore, while I do not _oppose the gentleman's
claim and shall not object to his request, I figuratively adopt the
scriptural rule and ‘' beap coals of fire on his head’’ [laughter] by
facilituting the-passage of the measure, hoping the Lord will give him
8 measnre of compassion, in case some similar claim south of the Ohio
River is brought up hereafter, and which claim would have been suc-
cessful {n this or some past Congress if it bad not been tor the pemist-
ent resistance of the gentieman trom Indisna. [Laughter.]

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to impair the beauty
of my friend’s eloquent speech by adding any remarks—only to say
that I believe this to be a just claim. The Committee on Claims say
80. Thehonorable gentleman irom Iowa | Mr. DOLLIVER] who reports
it believes it to be a proper claim. But if any gentleman thinks it is
not a proper claim I shall certainly ask to withdraw it.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let me ask the gentleman, is there proof that
this horse was taken by order of an officer of the United States Army
competent to issuc such an order ?

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. If the gentleman will permit me, I can an-
swer the gnestion by saying that I was with the forces of General
Hobson, and it did not need an order in any special case. Our men
were ordered geuncrally to get horses to pursue, and were directed to
take them wherever they could be found.

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The question is whether this horse wag stolen for
the private benetit of somebody, or was taken for the use of the Gov-

ernment,

Mr. HOLMAN. I lived near the line of the march pursued by Gen-
eral Morgan, and I know that the forces of General Hobsgon in pursuit
took horses on all sides, They passed through the country in a rapid
march and took horses wherever and whenever they were needed. It
would be impossible in each particular case to obtain evidence of an
order from the officer in command; sometimes the horses were taken on
one side of the line of march and sometimes ou the other.

But this bill is exactly in the form in which hundreds and hundreds
of such bills have been passed in the last twenty ycars.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Butthedifierence between thisbill and the
other bills to which I referred a few moments ago is not in its form.
Theo bill is exactly in the same form as the other bills, but the proof is
different, Thatis where thedistinction comesin. [Lau-<hter.] There
is no proof that the horse was taken by order of an officer of the United
States. Everybody who served in the cavalry knows the importance ot
fresh horses at times, and generally they are needed at a time and un-
der circumstances when it is not possible tosecure an order.

Mr. HOLMAN. If I was not satisfied, Mr. Spenker, that this wasa
just claim I would insist upon withdrawing it. I would not consent
to its being presented even for the unanimous consent of the House,

As a matter of fact it is well known that Indiana appointed a com-
mission to investigate the question of property taken hy both armies,
tbe Confederate and Federal, shortly after this raid took place. They
went alonyg the line of march aud ascertained what was done, what
property was taken by cach army, and made their report to the Stateaun-
thorities of Indiana. This claim was reported amongst them, as I nu-
deratand, Of course none of the horses taken by the Confederate army
have been paid for. The others have been, in the main, already paid
for. This instance, however, is one where the payment hag not hren
made. The claims for property taken by the 'nion forces amounted
to about $350,000. I will state again that thia bill is founded upon
the report made by the commission, as I understand.

Mr. CULCCHEON. Idesire to puton record a word in regard to this
class of claims. If this horse was taken by competent authority for
tha benefit of the United States it ought to be paid for. The horse is
not a large horse and the claim is not a large claim, but sometimes
small precedents like this grow into monstrous ones; and if the horse
was simply taken without right or authority by some private individ-
ual even in the Union Army, it may set an example to draw out from
the Treasury millions upon millions and tens of millions in payment
of similar war claims.

The rale of law is clear and well established. The ravages of war
are not to be compensated, but when the Government takes and con-
verts to its own use the private property of a citizen it should compen- *
sate bim, I take the gentleman’s statement that this has been exam-
ined by a commission of his State and that they have found that this
horse was taken and converted to the use of the Government.

Mr. HOLMAN, That i8 my recollection of the proofs.

Mr. CUTCHEON. For that reason,and for that reason alone,I shal)
not object.

. Mr. H,O}LMAN. That is my understanding. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!?”’

Vote!” :

The bill was ordered to he engrossed and read o third time; and he-
ing cngrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table.

The litter motion was agreed to.

UNIFOBM STANDARD FOR GRAIN.

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker., I ask unanimous consent for the pres-
ent consideration of the hill (H. R, 11895) to provide for establishing
a uniform standard for wheat, corn, oats, barley, and other grain, and
for ather parposes.

The bilf was read at length for information,

th'x)?“SPEAKER. “Is there objection to the present consideration of
the ?

Mr. ADAMS. It seems to me, Mr, Speaker, that this is too impor-
tant a bill to be considered in the limited time which we havd at our
disposal for the purposes of debate. It may bea good bill, hut it is
too important to be considered under such an order.
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Mr FUNSTON. I will say that this is a bill which is of interest to
all the whent-growers of the country, 'With the permission of the gen-
tleman I would like to make o statement.

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. )

Mr. FUNSTON, Under the provisions of this bill the Government
«an not arbitrarily fix any standard for any State or city. It simply
establishes the natioual standard without interfering with any other
standard, 'The object i3 to have a national standard that shall be uni-
form, so that when our wheat is sold abroad it may be sold by a cer-
tain (ixed standard, providing that those who purchase agree to buy
according to that standard, So that when they buy our grain in
TFuropo they may be surs of getting a certain grade; also, that when
wo buy in any city we may know exactly what weare getting. At the
present time there i3 no regular standard throughout the whole coun-
try.

When wa buya cortain grade of wheat in North Dakota and it is re-
ceiverd in Chicago it may have been adulterated with other grain, so
that it is not tho same standord as that which was sold in North Da-
kotn. 8o it is in every State of the Union. Now, the only purpose of
this bill i3 to establish o national standard so that when any one pur-
chases grain be will know precisely what he is getting, provided he
purchases by thenational standard.

My, ADAMS.+ But it.is impossible, in the few minutes which can
be given to the consideration of any one bill at the present time, to de-
bate this measure thoroughly.

Mr. FUNNTON, I will nsk the gentleman to allow the report to he

read.
Mr. MOREY. Let the bill be considered, and considered subject to
objection.

Mr, CANNON. Let it be considered. Let it at least come up for | culture, es, an
:  and distributed the food and clothing which are indispensable necessarics of

consideration, .
Mr. ADAMS. I have no objection to that, but gentlemen around
me wish to call up bills that do not need any extended discussion.

Mr. CANNON.. Letus take a little time and consider this; for I am |

under the impression, and have bgen, that no more important bill to
the people, especially the farmers, has been presented in the House,
and it does no harm to the grain denlers.

Mr, ADAMS. My colleague is aware that we have a State system,
regulated by State law, in Illinois,

r. CANNON, This does not interfere with that.

Mr. ADAMS. I will notobject to the consideration of the bill, but
will reserve the right to objeot afterward,

Mr. HOOKER. While we are talking about it we may as well let
it bo considerod. ,

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. T shall object. I do not enter an ob-
jection to the:consideration of the bill, but I want to have the privilege
of entering an objection against the bill, ~

Mr. CANNON. Thab is all right.’

Mr, FUNSTON. Now I desire to have the report read.

Mr, TAYLOR, of Illinois, It is evident that this bill will take
considerable time. bjecti bject

| ment printed, and I here incorporate it in my remirln:s;

| essaries and

Mr. HOOKER. But we have not time at this stage of the sessiui g
go into any long discassion,

Mr. MOREY. Gentlemen ought to atleast allow the farmers to iave
a hearing on the bill, affecting, as it does, the great interest in el
they are engaged.

The fears of the gentlemen are not well founded. The provisin. of
this bill are not restrictive of the utmost freedom in commercial inte,.
course, and in my opinion they are of incalenlable benefit to the ().
ers of our country. No more important measure, in my judgment
has engaged the attention of this Congress. !

I trust that gentlemen will not insist on their objection and therehy
send the bill over to the next December session. I have taken deen
interest in this question and have sought in every way tosccure to the
agricultural industry the henefits of this measure. Why should not
the products ot the tarm, the wheat, corn, and oats grown by our fary,.
ers, have o standard made by the authority of the United States, 4
standard which would give our products a better character and repy.
tation in all the markets of the world? - While thissubject was hefore
the Committee on Agriculture I had the honor to appear belore that
committee on August 18, 1890, and to makean argument in favor of such
legislation and urging the committee to bringin a bill embodying such
legislation. :

The Committee on Agriculture did me the honor to order my argu-

ABGUMENT OF HON. HENRY L. MOREY, OF OHIO, BEF{ B COMMITTEE 0¥
AGRICULTURE AUGUST 18, 1890, IN FAVOR OF A NATX ' #TANDARD ClAss]
FICATION AND GRADING AMERICAN GRAINS. .

Mr. Chairman, I am indebted to the courtesy of this committee for an oppor-

' tunity of directing attention to what I conceive to be one of the most important

q! that can the attention of the American Congress,
The resources of our country may be grouped in three great divisions—agri-
fact ce. Through these agencies are produced

human life.
The prosperity and welfars of the whole people depend on the preservation
and devel ¢ of these ind ies, te with the needs of the peq-

ple.

And 8o far as legislation can affect their condition in any respect it {8 the part
of wisdom and patriotism to enlarge the opportunities of the people, and to
make themn more secure in the legitimate fruits of their labor.

This is-true of all the great industries by which the world’s supply of the nec-
forts of life is produced and distributed. s
And this is especially true oF agriculture, on account of the vast importance

' as well as on account of the conditions under which this industry is necessarily

carried on. -

The prosperity of the whole people is affected by and denendent npon the
prosperity of each class; hence, no indastry should be permitted to languish
for want of nn{ legislntive aid which can falrlz be extended without encroach-
ing upon the rights of any other industry, with a view of each industry attain-
{:gn the bestc development which it might attain under conditions which fairly

ng to it. - .

It is the great office of the farmer to furnish the food supply ot the world.
How can we best enable the American farmer to supply our people? Upon
what conditions can the consunter get the best bread and the farmer the most
certain and adequale reward for hig labor and his toil? Many panaceas arc
offered: all kindsof ohimerfeal sch arve i d and d to the
farmer as a cure for all the ills he has fallen heir to.

But, Mr,Chairman, in my opinion; one of the most beneficent things that Con-
gress.can do for the farmer will be to evact legislation such as will tend to ele-

I think I must insist on my obj I obj
now.,

Mr, CANNON. It isevident that there is not a quorum here. It
might take & half an hour to get one, and possibly one could not be
got at all.  But I think. if this bill is discussed the objections of my
collengue [Mr, TAvLoR] will be removed. .

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. It will be too late to object then,

Mr. FUNSTON. This bill does not interfere with your system in
Chicago or 1llinois, .

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Illinois has a standard now. If this
hill pas«es, are we not linble to have two systems in conflict ?

Mr, FUNSTON. No, sir,

Mr, TAYLOR, of Iliinois, Why not?

Mr, FUNSTON. It does not interfere with your system.

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Why not ?

Mr, PUNSTON, Because it does not, Under thisbill the Govern-
ment simply establishes a standard——

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinofs, But we have o system in Illinois now.
Suppose the Governmentestablishes one, Then will wa not have two?

Mr, FUNSTON. There will be a Government standard, but you do
not have to sell by the:Governmeut standard.

Mr, TAYLOR, of Illinois. * Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr, FUNSTON. The gentlemanis too late. He did not file his ob-
jection at tho proper time,

Mr, PAYSON. Mr, Speaker—

The SBEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois has a public bill,

Mr. MOREY. I think it would do no harm'at least to allow the
m\ pn:nented by the gentlenan from Kansns [Mr, Funston] to be con-

aered.

Mr, CANNON. It is evident that there is no quorum present; there
has not been o quorum here all day, aud will be none during the bal-
nnce of this session, I think my friend can safely withdraw his ob-
Jjection and let this bill be considered. I believe if it was considered
tha ohjection in his mind would be removed. .

Mr, ADAMS. But it will take three hours to consider it,

Mr. WADE. If you do not allow this bill to be considered, I will
object to every other hill that is called up.

vate the d of the products of the soil; such as will encourage the raising

of better wheat, corn, and oats, and will protect the same from being adulterated

and degraded before it reaches those who buy it for bread. If Congress by n

law help to bring abut this beneficent result, it will secure purer food to the
aople, which is thelr right, and to the farmer a surer and better rewnrd for his
abor, whichis hisdue. .

Fron the nature of his occupation, the farmer is isolated and somewhat re-
moved from his fellows, each operating independently. -

The product of his farm is in each case limited in quantity and forms tho
smallest part of the aggregate produgtion, and it only becomes commercially o
pn{at ‘;)‘f that aggregate after it passes fromi his possession into the hands of the
middlemen, -

Here the good and the bad, the clean aud the fllthy, the sound and the un-
sound grain are-assembled together, and the result is that local and speculative
interests deteriorate and degrade the prod of our Ameri
ju';y to both consumer and producer,

‘houghtful and experlenced men have given this subject long, patient, and
patriotic consideration, and the result of the best thought is that a national
standard of classiflcation and fmding wheat and other grain s the best meang
of further improving the quality of our food product, and the best protection
of those who ralse pure grain of good quality and market the same in good
condition against deterioration by mingling therewith grain of inferior qual-
ity under inspecti; and classificati which are controlled by loeal and spec-
uiative interests rather than by the interasts of those who produce food, nud
should be permitted: to market the same in its purest and best condition, and
thereby secure the best rewards of their labor or the interests of those who con-
:lumt- the same and-ars entitled to the purest and best food the earth can pro-

uce. :

This idea bas been formulated in & number of billa now pending before this
committee, and, without appearing as the advoeate of any particular bill, Jam
here to contend for the principle involving the int of n greas industry on
whose Best developmens the prosperity of all others depends. .

1 most reapectfully submis that, iz my judgment, the provisions of any such
law should apply to interstate commerce, and so be within the constitutional
powerof Con “to 1 g ce g the several States,”

It should mnke it the duty of the Seoretary of Agricultire to'provide the
standard, and to determineand fAxthe classification and grading of wheat, corn,
rye, oats, and barley. The same should be made a matter of permanent record
in the Agricultural Department, nnd public notice thereof shoutd be given, antl
tl:; same should be known as the *‘national standard,’” or **Ameri stand-
ard, .

This record should be open to everybody, so that any person could have o
copy thereof for merely a nominal fee.

very farmer in the land should bo able to know from public notice the
clasgsitication and gradeo!f the crop which he has raised, according to the highest
standard in the land, the atandard of the United States. .

It he desires, he should for a nominal sum have an officlal exemplitication of
the same tn hi o 4 toti .

ne

 farms, with in-

& {s own houme,
The tendency of such a law will be to give a higher stand,
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ve permanency and stability to and ¢l
g}&’:::;:};ﬁﬁ&nm‘;lly to give better credit and reputation to American
. broad.
grains at homo :?d A ercial 1 ty in the handling of food products will be
le‘; 4 the comunercial value of farm products will be more uniform and cer-
ﬂio:nand'” agrioulture wiil becotne more secure in ite dproper place nnlllolnw thg
U 8

affairsg, whose judgment on great economic questions is broad, comprehensive,
and patriotic:
PoTTER BuiLpixg, New York Ciry, dugust 8, 1890,
DeAr Siz: [ am informed that you have taken an interest in the bilt for pro-
viding a national standard for grain for the purposes of interstate and foreign

% industries, and in the just rewards which shoul

bor. itchell, one of the publishera of The American Elevator and
r. Hartloy ;%da"l‘he ‘American Miller, a man of full information, says:

commerce. I have given considerable reflection for a long time to the subject

b: d in this bill, and I have no hesitation in saying that its passage wili be
a first and most lm})ortnnt step in bringing the grain products of the country
within the reach of commerce, both domestic and foreiwn, free from the hins
dmr_:?‘els and obstruction which now arise from uncertainty as tothe quality and

. ille: in men, and farmers will such & e. For
m,‘f;fé‘ﬁ:ﬂw ::' e most i'mpormnb piece of legislation undertaken this so0 that purct
self, I 1
3e80%" Polk, president of tho National F. * Alllanco and Industrial
Union, 88y8s:

" me that & standard for grain is as important as a standard for
It sooms to n producers of the country should and musat have protection
rtant matter, and any legislation by Congreas for securing
ted by our grain-growers as an act of simple justice.”
R etter fmu: Mr. 8. K. Marston, sec{ebary l:ll:;i arbltﬂ;{or
is Grain h y iation, an authority on this question
:'fh:l;:ﬂtl:: will inspt wk pok The letteris addresse
to Mr. Mitehell, from whom 1 have just 3uoted. and gets forthin a striking man-
er the way the farmer's interest is made to suffer under tne present systcm,
nnd the benefits to the farmer which may reasonably be expected t» follow the
A blish t of o national dard, classification, and grade for grains.
{office of Iilinols Grain Merchants' Association, 8. K, Marston, secretary and
arbitrator,])

oney. The
ﬁ this vitaily imj
it will be gratefu ly acce
1 desire here tovead 8

ONARGA, ILL,, Junec 23, 1890,
Dear Sir: I have been engalged for over twenty years in purchasing and
shipping grain. Six years ago fnve up the business and put my means into
farms. My permanent interests lie in the line of farming and the valueof farm

rA l‘;‘:;‘expulonco in business, an extensive acquaintance among grain men,
having the lejsure to atfend to it, and the confidence of the trade are the prob-
sble ressons why the grain men. have kept meas their representative during
the last five years, but the otfice is incidental—may terminate at any time—
while, a8 a producer, my interests are permanently in the line of just, equitable,
and rogular inspection of grain,

The trae basis of grades, in my judgment, is aboutas follows:

Good husbandry,care in selecting seed, harvesting, cleaning, and caring for
crops should produce No. 1 grain,

The No. 2 grade should include the bulk of the crop when rensonably sound,
plump, and clean, and will make sound breadstuffs. 1referto wheat, corn,and

No. 3 should include good, sound grain that will make sound flour or meal,
put not up to a falt standard of weight,. L lighter grain will yjeld smailer
r cent. of flour or meal and not worth quite as much to manufatture or for

eeding purposes,
Al agmgped or unsound or very dirty grain should not be graded, but sold
by

sample. * -
1 think that good milling wheat should be divided into four grades: No. 1,
pure, unmixed, extra quality, suitable for seed, and Nos. 2, 3, and 4, according
to its value for flour, There may be a difference of 20 per cent. in the quantity
of good merchantable flour that 60 pounds of two different samples of wheat
will make, and weight per measured bushel should be the standard of values—
hence of grades, Bixty-pound wheat will yield more flour per 60 pounds than
83,66, or 4 pound grain.

The grain grown In the Western States reaches all the markets of the world,
and there should be some general standard of grading,

The local marke!s of the West have widely different standeards, as also have
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. .

Chicago, the greatest receiving market of the world, is- governed by influ-
ences that must, in the very nature of things, resuit injuriously to the producer,

‘While the volume of sctual grain which passes through that city is beyond
conception of ordinary minds, yet the receivers and shippers of actual grain
form buta very small per cent. of the membership of the Chicago Board of Trade,
Probably 90 per cent, of the members never receive a car of grain, and even the
receiving houses derive but a sinall portion of their revenue from commissions
on actual grain received. It is estimated that less than 1 per cent. of the trans-
actions on the board are for actual grain, and that portion of the business is
simply incidental. The great interest 8 in the speculating and gambling
trading, and the legislation of the board is controlled entirely by that element.

Years ago the State of Illinois took the matter of inspection under its control,
but the influence of the board hadows the entire busi and must inev-
itably exert an overpowering influence over the inspectors,
" There are several classes of dealers who are tuterested in influencing inspec-

on. .

The gamblers in options desire that the standard of the speculative grade
should be high; that the quantity of that grade should be limited, that they

may the more easily control it,

The facturi )! t (millers) desire that said standard be high, that
they may buy good merchantable wheat as of a lower grade and consequently
at lower prices,

The exporter desires to buy lower grades that will grade higher in the con-
sumption markets.

Thess ali work in harmony (o influence inspection, establishing a standard
;o h{gh that it would appear that American grain is of a very inferior quality as

rule. . 0. -

Chicago No, 2 wheat is purchased and mixed with the inferior grades and ex-

orted ns No, 2 . No, 3wheat is exported as No, 2, and the bulk of the wheat

ought by wmillers on the Chicago market for their home trade and for export is
the No. 3 grade, being good, sound milling wheat, and such as ought. to grade
No. 2and would in the markets of the world,

It must be evident that there should be some fixed standard for American

grades. Our grain goes to every market of the world. The intelligent farmer
?hould be able to understand what that standard is, 80 that he may not sutfer
m mi fons-of dish t dealers, and the intelligent dealershould

To! d
bedbletodecide what grade thegrain is that he buysorsells. A universal stand-
ard could not ‘zouibly!njure aay one, and would surely eliminate many dishon-
:Gt l;a&t;o:: b at now infest the entire trade, and of which the farmer is gen-
otim.

1 do not believe in too much paternal oaddling‘!ay the Government. Every
Isd should learn tostand on his own feet and paddle his own canoe, but the
farmers are scattered, isolated, and utterly helpless in this matter; and it seems
£o me that it is clearly the duty of the Government to take charge of it. The
couutry grain merchants desire a just, equitable, universal standard of grading.
The standard of grades of grain should be the same in every market in tho
United States, and the Government alone has the power to make it so, .

e 8. K. MARSTON,

K. B, Mrromers, Esq, . K. .

ber will algo read liers =« letter from O. B. Potter, of Now York, formerly a mem-
r of the House, & man ot wide Information, of long exporience, and & man of

of the grains produced in different Statesand portions of the country,
not only tl { the wholecountry, but inall the markets
of the world where Amecrican grain products are dealt in, can be assured upon
the highest authority of the quality and conditon of the grainsdealt inin any
of these markets. The cstablishment of such a nativnal standard as is proposed
by this bill will enable buyers throughout the country and throughout tho
world to deal in American grains with certainty of assurance as to their quality,
an assurance which can be provided in no other way than by a national stand-

ard,

Theestablishmentof such a standard will therefore tend powerfully to promote
and increase commeree throughout the world in American grain products. Such
a standard will also tend to promote the best culture and the best care of grain in
the several States and localities throughout the country, A healthy rivalry
will spring up between different sections of the country, each endeavoring to
make its grain produects as valuable and of as high & standard as possible; and
thus the ultimate effect of such a standard will be greatly to increase the value
of the grain products of the country. Such a standard will tend to scoure
another most important object of national imfanrtnnce affeoting the hienlth nnd
welfare of the masses of our people, namely, the prevention of the adulteration
and degrading of grain products to the injury and loss of consumers through-
out the country who embrace our whole population,

Thisbill seetnsto meto embrace all that should be done by the first atop, neme-
1y, the providing of a national standard. ‘hatlegislation will be required after-
wardsin'providing for national inspection may well be left to beconsidered after
evervbody shall become fumiliar with the vast importance of such a standard
and of having it so administered as to secure that the grains of the co intr
mey ba'dealt in in all the markets of the world with the assurance that thestund-
ard expresses the true condition and character of thess products. This bill,
while it doesnot in theslightest degree iinpinge upon the rights of the States
or the freedom of the people of the States, provides to every sgriculturist in
the country, in whatever State, an opportunity to have his products presented
and sold or dealt in in the markets of the world with the assurance as to their
quality and character which a national standard will afford him, It providos
also to every citizen of the country the means of knowing the character of tho
grain which he shall purchase throughout the whole boundaries of the nation.

In my judgmentany provisions added in this bill upon the subject of enforced
national inspection would be premuture. Theseshould be considered after the
standard is provided, and there can be no doubt that %ood men of both parties
andall parties will unite in providing for such an inspection as the interests of tha
country shall require in order thal these great products may be known and
dealt in, at least through onur interstate commerce and foreign cothmerce, Ro-
cording to the truth, and not be longer subj of miarep tion, adult
ation, deterioration, and fraud.

Very truly yours,

Hon. 11, L. MOREY,
House of Representatives, Washinglon, D, C.

Mr, Chafrman, I thank you and your commitiee for the courtesy of this heare

0. B. POTTER.

ng.

I solicit your most earnest and careful conslderation of this most important
question, and I trust you will sce your way clear to favorably report a bill em-
bracing this idea and providing for n natlonal standard of American grains, and
thercby give to the produects of the American farm a new standnrd and dignity
in the markets of the world at home and abroad, that thereby the people may
have better bread and the tillers of the soil a better recompense for their toil.

Afterwards, on Aurust 29, 1890, the chairman, the Hon. Mr, FuN-
STON, reported the bill which has been presented this morning. X will
insert the bill here, as follows :

Be it cnacfed, ete., That tho Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hercby, au.
thorized and required, ag saon as may be after the ensctinent hereof, to estab.
lish o standard for classifying and grading grains, and according tosuch stand-
ard fo determine and fix such clnssification and grading of wheat, corn, rye,
oats, and other grains as the usages of trade warrant and permit, nnthhu stands
ard classification and grades shall be such as in his judgment will best subservo
thic interest of the public in the conduct ot interstate and foreign trade aud com-
merce in grain,

8ec. 2, That such standard and classification nnd grades shall be mnde mat-
ter of Fermnnent record in tho Agricultural Department, and public notice
thereof shall be given in such manner ns the Secretary shall direct, and there-
after the same shall be known as the United States standard. All persons in-
terested shall have access 1o said record; and on payment of such proper charge
as the Secretary may fix, o certified copy thereof shall be supplied to those who
may npply for the same,

Sec, 3. That from and after thirty days after such slandard has boon estab-
lished and such classifications and grades have been determined uponand (ixed
and duly placed on record as herein provided, such clnssification and grading
shall be taken and held to be the standard in all interstate and foreign trade
and commerce in grata, in al} cases where no other standard or grade isagreed
upon,

Mr, Speaker, the ohjection of one member is sufficient to prevent con-
sideration of this bill at this time. but it can not be permanently post-
poned and defeated. It will be here on the Calendar of this House, and
here it will remain until enacted into Jaw. The interests of the food-
growers and food-raisers are greater than the interests of those who muake
them the subject of traffic and speculation. I hope gentlemen will
withdraw objection and let the bill be now considered and an opportu-
nity be given to extend to our people one of the most beneficent measures
that. has ever been proposed in the interest of the people.

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. [ insist on my ohjection.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

YOSKMITE NATIONAL PARK, /

Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider-
ation of the substitute which I send to the desk for the bill (H. R.
8350) to establish the Yosemite National Park in the State of Califor-
nia.
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The substitute was read, as follows:

A bill to sot apart a certaln tract of land in the State of California as a forest
reservation.

Be il enacted, ele., I'hat the tracts of land in the State of California known and
dencribed an follows Commencing at the northwest corner of township 2
north, runge 19 enat, Mount Diablo meridian, thencs eastwardly on the lino be-
tween townships 2 and 8 north, ranyes 24 and 23 enst; thence southwardly on
the line botween rnnyes 21 and 23 east to tho Mount Dinblo base line; thence
enstwirdly on sald buse line to the corner to township 1 south, ranges 25and 26
onst; thence southwardiy on the line between ranges 25 and 26 enst to the south-
onat corner of township 2 south, range 23 east; thence eastwardly on the line
between townships 2 and 3 south, range 26 east to the corner to townships 2and
3south, ranges 20 und 27 east! thence southwardly on the line between ranges
20 and 27 east to the firststandard paralicl south ; thence westwardly on the first
atandard purallel south to the southwest corner of township 4 south, range 19
enst; thencenorthwardly on the line between ranges 18 and 19 east tothe northe
west corner of township 2 south, range 10 east; thence westerly on the line be-
tween townships L and 2 south to the southwest corner of township 1 south,
range [0eaxt; thence northweaterly on the line between ranges Lsand 10 eust to
the northwest corner of township 2 north, range 19 east, the place of beginning,

- aro herchy reserved and withdrawn from uulemunldocoupmwy. or sale, under

tho lnwa of the United Stuten, und set apnrt as reserved forest lands ; and all per-
aons who shall locate or nettie upon or vounpy the snme or any part thereof, ex-
cept as hereinafier provided, shall be fdered tresp andr 1there-
from: Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall bo construed a8 In any
wise ull’eollnfr the grant of Iands made to the State of California by virtue of
tho nut ontitled ** An act authorizing a grant to the State of Cnlifornta of the
Yousomite Valley, and of the land embracing the Mariposa big-tree grove, ap-
proved June 8),'18684;" or as affecting any boua flde entry of land made within
the fimiw nhove described under any law of the United States prior to the ap-
proval of this act. .

bieo, 2. ‘Chat suid reservation shall be under the exclusive control of the Sec-
retary of the Interior, whoss duty it shall be, as soun as practicable, to make
and publishsuch rules nnd regulntions as he may deem necessary or proper fur
thoe care und managemnent of the smne, Such regulations shall provide tor the
proservation from lnjury of all timber, mineral depo-its, natural curiosities, or
wonders within sald reservation, and their retention in their natural condition,
The Secratary muy, in his divoretion, grant leases for building purposes for
terms not exceading tun yoors of smnll parcels of ground not exceeding 5 acres,
at such pinces in sald reservation as shail require the erection of buildings for
the acenmmodation of visitors; all of the proceeds of said leaseq nnd oiher rev-
enues that may he derived from any source connected with sald reservation to
be expended undor his direction in the management of the same and the con-
struction of ronds and puths therein, He shall rmvldc again-t the wanton de-
struction of the tlah and gamo found within said reservation, and against their
capturo or destruction for the purposes of merchandise or profit. He shall also
oanse atl persons trespassing upon the same after the passage of this act to be
romoved therefrom, and, generally, shall be authorized to take all such meus-
ures as shull bo necessury or proper to fully carry out the objects and pur-
poses of this act,

8gc, 3, Thore shull also Le, and is hereby, reserved and withdrawn from
settlement, occupnncy, or sale, under the laws of the United States, and shull
be =ef apurt ns reserved forost innds. as hereinbofore provided, and sub{ecb to
all the limitaifons and provisions herein contained, the following additional
lunds, to wit: Township 17 south, rauge 30 east of the Mount Diablo meridian,
oxcepting sections 31, 82,33, and 84 of said township included in a previous bill.
And thero {8 aigo reserved and withdrawn from settloment, occupancy, orsale
undor the laws of the United States, and set ap it aaforest Innds subject to like
limitations, condlitions, and provisions, nll of townships 16 and 16 south of
runges 2vand 30 enst of the Mount Diablo meridian. And there is also hereby
reaarved and withdrawn from scttlomont, occupancy, or sale under the laws of
the United Stales, and set apart as res:rved forest Iands under like limitations,
restrictions, and provisfons, sections 5 and ¢ in township 14 south, ranze 28
ennt of Mount Diablo meridian, and also sections 31 and 32 of township13 south,
rango 24 east of the rame meridinn,

Nothing in this act shall authorize rules or R the protecti
and fmprovement of sald reservations beyond the sums that may be received
by the Souratary of the Iuterlor under the foregoing provisions, or authorize
any charge agninst the Treasury of the United States.

During the reading of the bill,

Mr. HOOKER, I hopethat the gentleman who introduced this sub-
stitute will sue at once that it is going to excite controversy, debate,
and discussion that can not fatl to tuke time.

Mr. PAYSON. It will not provoke a minute’s discnssion after a
statement is made,

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio.
to it.

Mr, PAYSON. I have not heard any as yet, and I hope the Clerk
will proceed with the reading.

The reading of the substitute wasresumed and concluded,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the subatitute? ‘The Chair hears none.

The substitute was adopted. )

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading;
and heing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent jo print in the kecorp
with this bill the report of the committee, which is rather interesting
reading, as wo think, with relerence to the matter, .

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The report (by Mr, PAYSON) is as follows:

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. I. 8350) to
cstablish a national purk in the State of Calitornia in that region of country in
and around Yosemite Valley,huving had thesame under consideration, respect-
fully report a substitute for the same and recommend that the bill pass,

Tho bill undor consideration established as & national park the portion of
publio lands lying within the described boundaries, containingtherein ** prime-
val forests, grent valleys, and Inaccexsible heights, the walls ot which vary from
2,000 to5.000 feet, and from the highest points of which the plummet will swing
olear of the hase.”

There s within these houndaries a river, the Merced, ‘‘sometimes a gentle
atream, and sometimean wild and unconlrollnb'l.e mouu’utaln torrent, i_n onelpla_w

tracts touching t|

There is evidently a purpose to object

————

Mirror Lake and aparkling streams,” The valley is described by the

whohaveseenitastruly * magnitficent.”” *'Grass-clad vaileys, ozlanx:::a?us-“;fi'
ferns and bright flowers, wi inb ! ning the migt \\!m“h
floats about it; rocks, some rising as high as 8,000 feet.” ch

Indeed, says a touriat, ** No descrlztlon can convey a clear idea of the &

varlety of scenery in the valley.” The wondersand beautiesto be found wiuf?t
the reglon described in the boundaries are so well known and so highly n
preciated by the mul des of tourists who have visited it that further de,cr..'p'
tion is unnecessary. The preservation by the Government in all fis ""i”'inpi
beauty of areglon like this seems to the committee to be a duty to the px;;!e‘
and to future generations, The rapld increase of population and the resuhirrll
destruction of natural objects make it incumbent on the Government in@m'g
as may bo te preserve the wonders and beauties of our country from injury ,,,:;
destruction, in order that they may afford pleasure as well as instruction io the

people.

Tfll)e aren of lands included within tho described boundaries is about 2 096,640
acres. Of this amount there are claims derived from patents, entries ete,
amounting to 184,400 acres, leaving as public property of the United States
1,962,240 acres. *

This estimate is not intended to be exact, but only an approximate one, ag ty
make an exact statement would require more time and labor thau is deemed
necessary. Itis not proposed in any manner to interfere with the rights o
aetuers :r ;:lnlmsnm or with any part of the tract heretofore in any mange

sposed of,

'he commiltee thorefore recommend the passage of the bill,

D. M. WINN.

Mr. LANHAM, I ask unammous consent for the present consider.
ation of the bill (H. R, 3537) for the relief of D. M. Winn.

The bill was read at length for information. ’
tth}l)e"SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to the present consideration o

e bill ?

Mr, CANNON. I would be glad to understand the bill before unani.
1mous consent is given—upon what ground that biil shuuld be passed,

Mr. LANHAM. Well, sir, I can state the grounds  hink to the
satisiaction of the gentleman from Illinois. The assistant postmaster
or deputy of the claimant for whom the bill has been introduced forged
his name—that is, the name ot the principal—upon a requisitiou on the
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department requesting a
credit with some first-class post-office to meet the payments of money-
orders at Haskell, Tex., and obtained in consequence a remittance of
ceriain draits upon the postmaster of New York. This party, the as.
sistant, forzed the name of the postmaster and obtained $.00 of the
money. There were in all some $2,000 remitted, and this assistant
got $,00 thereof and then tled the country. .

Mr, CANNON, From whom did he obtain it ?

Mr. LANHAM. He obtained it, as I have just said, from the Au.
ditor of the Trehsury for the Post-Office Department.

Mr. CANNON. Very well; the Post-Office is'not bound at all,

Mr. LANHAM. The point I am making is that the postmaster, or
claimant, ought not to be bound in consequence of this torgery.

Mr. CANNON. If this man forged the postmaster’s signature the
postmaster ought not to be held responsible; for no man ought to he
beld responsible for the forgery of his name. He does not need any
relief.

Mr. LANHAM. Oh, yes, he is entited to it.
your nameon a check on yourbank, and collected the money.
to be held responsible for the forgery ?

er. CANNON. Well, I can not see how this postmaster is bound
at all,

Mr. LANHAM. He is required to pay this amount, and has paid
it to the Post-Office Depurtment,

Mr. CANNON. If he voluntarily pays it to the Post-Office Depart-
ment—

Mr. LANHAM. He does not pay it voluntarily, as the gentleman
will see if he will hear the report read.

Mr. CANNON., I will hear the reading of the report.

Mr. LANHAM, Then I ask for the reading ot the report.

The report was read, as follows:

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill 7537, for the relief
of D, M. Winn, have considered the same and report it to the House with the
recommendation that it do pass.

The claimant, D. M. Winn, was postmaster at Haskell, Tex., in 1888, and had
an assistant, one A, M. Winn, who, on November 14, 1888, without the know!edge
or consent of the claimant,and wrongfully signing and forging claimant's name,
npglied tothe Auditorof the Treasury for the Poat-Oftice Department, requesting
to be allowed n credit of §2,500 with some first-class post-ofiice to meet the poy-
mentaof money-orders,

Asshown by the report of the inspector, it appears that on this request the
Superintendent of the Money-Order System sent three drafls on the postmaster
nt New York, respectively,for the sums of §800, $700, and $600, to be filfed out,
negotiated by the postmaster at Haskell, Tex., the funds re-

Suppose & man forged
Are you

dated, signed, au
ceived therefrow Lo be used in paying money-orders at Haskell, Tex, These
draits were inclosed in a letter addressed to-the postmasier. at Haskell, and
registercd nt Washington, U.C., November 22, 1888. When this letter reached
Haskell, Tex., it fell into the handsof M. A. Winn. assistant tmaster, and he,
without the knowledge of the g;mlmnter, opened this letter and dated, filled
out, and torged the name of D. M. Winu to the three drafts and mailed them to
the First National Bank at Abilene, Tex., with request to cash the drafts and
send money by registered letter tothe postmnster at Haskell, Tex, The drafts,
being improperly indorsed, were returne i by the bank to re properly indorsed.
Thie letter fell into the hands of the assistant post ithout the knowl

edge of the postmaster,
1 t t then ind d the drafts as indicated by the bt@mli)tev

he p
'fonizexl the name of D. M. Winn thereto, and nent same back to said bank to

The said bank then cashed the drafta and sent by registered letter,nss

leaping A perpendicular height of 2,500 feet.'* within its ies
the Mariposa big-tree grove, ** & primeval forest,dense undergrowih of shrubs,
oale, pine, willow, alder, dog-wood, cotton wood, azalins, and ferns, while lower-
ing whribs grow fn n mnsled wilderness, in muny places an impenetrable
jungle; in many places hiding the naturnl beauty of rocks and waterfalls of

first inrtallment of the payments, $500, addressed to the postmaster at Haskell
Tex, This letter reached Haskell on Saturday night and fell into the hands o
A. M. Winn, assistant postmaster, who appropriated the contents to his own
use and on Monday mornjng left for parts unknown. The remainder of the
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less 85%or ex 3 d the postmaster, D. M. Winn, after the
ng?’ﬁf his assistant, and has, with the §u0 stolen by his assistant, been by
him accounted for to the Governinent. .

The inepector further says that from all the correspondence in the case and
all the circumstances connected with it,it appears evident to him that D, M,
Winn, postmaster, was not in any wayjmplimled in the forgery and had no
knowledge of the dishonesty of his assistant prior tu the forgery.

There is an ex ive correspond on the subject furnished by the Post-
Oftice Department, which the committes have had before them, but the above,
{tis belleved, is a sufticient statoment for the purpose of this report, The com-
mitteo are of the opinion that in view of all Lhe facta it would be harsh upon
the claimant to force him to sustain this loss, the result of fraud and forgery in
which he was not connected in any culpable way, and therefore recommend
{hat bie be relieved by the ge of the ying bill.

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I must object to this for this
reason——
Mr. LANHAM. Are you going to object to the consideration of the

iil?

b Mr. CANNON. I object to the consideration and the passageof the
pill, for I am satisfied that no quorum would pass a bill of this kind.
Mr. LANHAM. If you propose to object, let it be done at once,

Mr. CANXON. Certainly, I propose to-object. Nothing less than
a quorum can pass a bill of this kind,
The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

STEAM FOG-SIGNAL AT LUDINGION LIGHT STATION, MICHIGAN,

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration
of the bill (H. R, 3871) for the establishment of a steam fog-signal at
Ludington light station, Michigan.

The bill was read at length for information.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this
bill?

Mr. WADE. I object.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ghio. I move that the House donow adjourn.
It is very evident that no bill is going to be passed here to-day.

The guestion was taken ; and the Speaker announced that the noes
seemed to have it.

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Qhio. Division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 57.

So the House refused to adjourn.

Mr. WADE. Mr. 8peaker, may I be recognized for a moment? I
objected to the consideration of that bill, I did it for the purpose of
getting consideration of the bill called up by the cbairman of the
Committee on Agriculture, One of the reasons given for objecting to
that bill was that it would provoke discussion and take the {ime of
the twenty-five other gentlemen who want to pass bills,

Now, this is a bill which is general in character, one that affects the
farming interests all over this Union; and it seems to me that these
private bills should give way half an hout for the consideration of a
measure that involvey so much. .

Now, I do not think I wonld oppose this bill, but if we could take
up that bill we could get throngh with it with thirty minates’ con-
sideration.

Mr. STRUBLE. What bill is that?

Mr. WADE. The hill called up by the gentleman from Kausag, the
uniform standard for grain bill,

'g't. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Itoughttobe disposed of in ten min-
u

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouriasks unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the bill presented by the gentl
man from Kanpsas. Is there objection?

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I havenoobjection to the consideration,
but I want it understood that Ishall not allow it to pass. [Laughter,]

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Irise toaparliamentary inquiry. 18 what
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TAYLOR] has just said technically an
ohjection? [Laughter.] .

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands, under all the circum-
stances, that it is not, and the matter is now before the House. The
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WADE] is recognized. )

UNIFORM STANDARD FOR GRAIN,

Mr. WADE, Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R, 11895) to pro-
vide for establishing & uniform standard for wheat, corn, oats, barley,
and other grains, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER, The bill has been read to the House. Does the
gentleman desire to have it read again ?

Mr, WADE, No, sir.

Mr, HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman
does not propose that there shall he more than thirty minutes’ debate
on this bill,

Mr. WADE. Thatis all.

The SPEAKER. Is thete objection to debate on this bill heing lim-
ited to thirty minutes? .

There was no objection, and it wasso ordered.

Mr. WADE. I yicld now to the gentleman from Kansas {Mr. FuX-
sToN].

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr, Speaker, there has been no intention on the
part of the Committee on Agriculture or on the part of its chairman

XXI-—073

to spring any measure upon this House that is not right and proper
in every feature, nor is it my desire to spring any ineasure upon this
body at this time which would lead to any great diseussion. It was
my belief that this bill would explain itself, but it not, the short re-
port that has been made certainly will. It is a well known fnet, ac-
knowledged by all and regrctted by all who deal in grain, that when
grain of a fine quality is sold it is almost universally sold below its
proper grade; so that when No. 1 grain is offcred in the market the
buyer has every inducement to grade it and purchase it at a grade
lower than it actually ought to have, for the reason that when it
reaches the first warehouse and goes into store with the balauce of the
grain there, the first thing that is done, if the grain is found to be
higher in quality than it was purchased for, is to inject into it an in-
ferior article, {n this way grain bought as No. 2 will stand adulter-
ation with a still lower grade. Thus, in the first sale the farmer does
not receive for his grain the price to which he is entitled. Sccondly,
we desire to baild up a national demand for American grain, wheat,
oats, rye. When a European desires to invest in American grain, or
directs such a purchase to he made, he has no assurance under the pres-
ent system that he will receive the kind or quality of grain that he pur-
chases, There are no two States in the Union, nor do I believe there
are two boards ot trade, that grade grain just the same, Kach has a
standard of its own, and when the foreigner purchnses American grain
he has no certainty that he will receive what is cailed No. 1, No. 2, or
No. 3 graded asordered. He has to take his chances. For that reason
Europeans do not want to buy American wheat. '

Now, there is little more that can be said for this bill. It respects
every board of tiade in this conutry. It does not interfere with the
bdard of trade at Chicago; it does not interfere with the grading at
Chicago, nor with the grading at St. Louis, nor with the grading at
New York. Buvin any case where o purchase is made without any
special place of grading being mentioned, then the grade fixed by the
United States is to govern.

It has been suggested that this hill would invelve the appointment
of a number of inspectors. Not one. All the inspection that is to be
made is to be made right here at the headquarters of the Secretary of
Agriculture. Heestablishes a certain grade for wheat and other grains,
The grain is required to weigh so moch. It must also have a certain
color, It nust be perfectly clean, or must come up {o whatever other
requirements may be established, and when a purchase of grain is
made, say in Dakota, and there is a dispute betwcen the buyerand the
seiler, the matter may be referred to the Department of Agriculture,
the Secretary will submit the grain to his inspectors, and the matter
will be settled without further controversy.

This will not cost the Government a cent. It will not cost any one
a cent except those who invoke the decision of the Secretary of Agri-
culture. Mr. Speaker, this is in close analogy with existing legisla-
tion. We have certain grades of wool fixed in the Treasury Depart-
ment. I do not know but the actual article itself is kept on file thero
as a standard. In all the revenue departments there are regulations
cstablishing grades for all kinds of farm products whether preduced
here or imported. 'There are grades established for sugar. There are
grades established for wool. Now, all the Committec on Agricuiture
ask to-day is that you shall establish o grade for grain so that we may
bave a universal standard acknowledged all over this country in order
that when a merchant or miller huys a grade of wheat he may he cer-
tain of getting it.

A MeyER. If this bill were enacted into law, then in order for &
trader to protect himself under the special standard of some particular
State or locality, it would be nccessary that that standard should he
specified in the contract.

Mr. PUNSTON. Yes, sir, If a man desires to purchase grain by a
certain grading, that of Chicago, for instance, he would have to men-
tion it in the contract, If none were mentioned, the United States
grading would apply.

Mr. KERR, of JIowa, Would not this hill make the Secretary of
"Agriculture a judicial officer ?
Mr., 'UNSTON. No, sir,
that ho cstablishes the grades.

Mr. KERR, of fowa, Do you propose to make his judgment con-
clusive in matters of dispute, or simply evidence?

Mr. FUNSTON. Well, I suppose that under this hilt it would he
cvidence,

Mr, KERR, of Iowa.
courts, I su

Mr, FUNSTON. No doubt ahont that.

Mr. PICKLER. I wish the gentleman would state how general the
desire is among grain-prodacers for the passage of this bill,

Mr, FUNSTON. The representations n favor of it have been made
principally by the heads of the various agricultural colleges, particu-
larly throughout the West, and some farmers, not many farmers, are
aware of the bill. The complaint has come from them more than from

any other source.
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illiuois, The gentleman hagstated that the boards
Has he any evidenco

It makes him an inspecloi' to the extent

There wonld he still the right of appeat to the

of trade of various cities are in favor of this hill.
of that?
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Mr. FUNSTON. Only this, that I have consulted with persons who
speak for the principnl boards of trade,

Mr, TAYLOR, of Ilinois. There are no petitions from any such
boards ?

Mr. 'UNSTON. No, sir; there have been no petitions either from
bonrds of tradb or from farmers. The demand for the passage of the
hill hns come principally in the form of personal representations of in-
dividunls,

Mr. ADAMS. Iwould liko to ask a question, but in the first place
I trugt the gentleman will permit me to make a statement.

Mr, FUNSTON, Verywell,

Mr. ADAMS. The grades of grain a3 recognized by the different
hoards of trade vary somewhat, ay the gentleman has stated?

Mr, FUNSTON. = Yes, sir.

Mr, ADAMS. And tho gentleman says it is desirable there. should

" bo o national standard ?

Mr, FUNSTON, Yes, air.

Mr. ADAMS. Now,admittingthat to betrue, why isit not prefer-
able that the Committee on Agriculture should report a bill deflning
the different grades of grain, rather thanleave it to the discretion of the
Secrotary of Agriculture to establish asmany grades as he chooses? Let
me illustrate. I am nota dealer in grain; but X presume the St, Louis
boord and the Chicago board have a small number of grades of grain,
Now, suppose the presidents of the agricultural colleges desire the

" Secretary of Agriculture to establish eight or nine different grades.
Would my friend from Kansas agree to that? Why should not the
Commibtes on Agricultnre examine the matter and determine how
many grades of grain the commerce of the United States needsand de-
fine each one? My impression is that in Chicago, for instance, grade
‘*No. 17’ or grade ** No. 37’ is not fixed by any efticial of the Chicago
Boord of Trade, bub is fixed by the statutes of [Ilinois or hy authority
of the statutes; and the case may be similor in 8t. Louis. If that is
true, and if it is desirable that the statute law should not only limit
the number of grades which may exist, but describe the grades, it
geems to me the Committee on Agriculture ought to have reported o
differont bill from this,

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman does not understand the hill. It
doesnot make any grade arbitrary.

Mr, ADAMS, That is what I object to.

Mr. FUNSTON. It only establishes a national grade, which does
nob interfere with the other gradings.

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Does the statute ot Illinois provide any
other grade than that wheat shall weigh: 60 pounds to the bushel ?

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, I think so,

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Olifo. I do not think there is any other grade
established.

Mr. ADAMS. Who establighes the grade?

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The buyers establish the grade, and
the buyera in every county where wheat is sold make o grade to suit
themsgelves. Now,that is what we want to avoid.

Mr. ADAMS, Certainly, wo want to avoid that.

Mr, FUNSTON. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] has
asked me why the Committee on Agriculture do not introduce a bill
eatahlisping these different grades.

Mr. ADAMS,  Yes, sir.

Mr, FUNSTON. X reply, simply because the Committes on Agri-
cultnre has not facilities or opportunities for becoming familiar with
this matter. That committee i3 not as conversant with it as the Sec-
retary of Agriculture is and ought to be. We think it wiser to refer
theso matters to him and allow him to regulate them rather than at-
tomnpt to mako n regulation ourselves.

Mr, PICKLER. There is nothing compulsory in this bill?

Mr, FUNSTON. Nothing at all.

Mr. PICKLER. Different parties may adopt or xeject these grades,
a9 they plense?

Mr. ['UNSTON. The gentleman is thoroughly correct; they may
adopt or reject them, as they please.

Mr. ADAMS. 'Who may do 8o ?

Mr. PICKLER. Anybody or everybody, as I understand. If we
adopt these grades parties in Chicogo may buy and sell by them or
not, ag they plense,

Mr, 'UNSTON. Let me explain the utility of a measure of this
kind. Buppose a dealer in France buys so many bushels of American
whent, described as *‘No. 2.7’ If we have established a standard by
national legislation, that man knows precisely what he is to get,
hecause he knows what the national standard is. If there is no na-
tional standard, the grade of wheat which he will get.as ‘* No, 2 will
depend upon the locality from which it comes.

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman says, 88 I understand, that the move-
ment in favor of this measare comes largely from the presidents of ag-
rioultural colleges.

Mr. FUNSTON. And also {rom the farmers,

Mr, ADAMS. The farmers natarally want a uniform grade; and to
that I do not object. But the movement in favor of allowing the Sec-
retary of Agriculture toestablish five or ten or fifteen grades of wheat—
where does that movement come from ? .

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman will observe by exgmining the 1))
that the Secretary ot Agriculture is to regulate these grades upon coy.
sultation with the various boards of trade. .

Mr. ADAMS. Is he not to take the judgmentof the presidents op
the agricultural collegea?

Mr. FUNSTON. No; he is to consult with the boards of trade wiy,
establish the usages. Here is the language of the bill:

The Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and requipeq
08 800n 8 may bo nfter the enactment hereof, to establish a standard for ¢l
fying and grading grains, and according to such standard to deternine apd jiy
such classification and grading of wheat, carn, rye, oats, and other grains s ).
usnges of trade warrant and permit. :

The only way to ascertain the *‘ usages of trade '’ is to consult (),
various boards of trade which have heen grading wheat heretoforc.,
As o matter of course, the Secretary of Agriculture will be compelleq
to consult these persons who have been making these grades, an|
largely be guided by their judgments or wishes, so that we may have 3
standard which will not be objected to and that will be uniforni.

Mr. COBB. But the matter is left to his judgment, after all v

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir.

Mr, WADE, I now yicld five minutes to the gentleman from Ilii.
nois [Mr. "TAYLOR].

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I shaij
need that much time. 1 simply desire to make a brief statement of
my views in regard to this matter.

I see that this hill cawme into the House on August 29, and was re.

ferred on that date to the Calendar. So it is just a month old. Ihad
no knowledge of the bi!l until it was brought up to-day.
The grain market of the world is located in my district. Thigis

too important a measure to be railroaded through the House in this
manner. It should be duly considered by a full House with ample
time for consideration, and I am satistied that these great interests of
the grain men that we hear so much talk about will not sufter mate-
rially within the next sixty days. We meet here again in about sixty
days. During that time I will look into this question, investigate the
matter fully, and will probably be for the hill then or some modifica-
tion of it. But now Ishall have to object,

Mr. FUNSTON. Do you sce any objection to the bill in its present
form ?

Mr, TAYLOR, of Illinois. Why, of course I do, scrious objection,

Mr, FUNSTON. ‘Then why doyou not mention them and let us see
if we can not put the bill in such shape as will meet your views ?

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinoie. I do not desire to undertake to perfect
a bill of this importance in so short & time. There may be some ob-
jections to it that I can not now see. 'We are linble certainly to have
o double standard in Illinois for our grain if this passes.

Mr. KERR, of Towa. Isit not provided in the Constitution that
standards of this character shall be fixed by Congress?

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Well, I do not want to go into the cou-
stitutional argument at this time,

Mr. PICKLER. DoIunderstand the gentleman to hold that because
Illinois has already adopted a standard for grain that the United States
shall not also fix one?

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. No, sir; not by any means; but simply
that T am not prepared to support the bill now. I think it needs very
mature consideration. I have had no notice of its coming up. It was
brought in, as I have shown, thirty days ago. If it was so important
as gentlemen seem to think now it should have been brought up he-
fore, when the committee had plents of time.

Mr., FUNSTON. Allow me to say that we had other important
mensures to bring in, and we brought this in as soon as we could.

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I do notdoubt the good faith of thecom-
mittee, and have not questioned it. . But the gentleman’s own state-
ment; is that-there were more important measures before the committee.

Mr. FUNSTON. No, sir; I said other important measures before
the committee. :

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Well, if they preceded this, the com-
mittee must have regarded them as more important. But I believe in
good faith that the gentleman and his committee were looking out for
the agricultural interests of the country.

hMr.J"UNSTON. I wish the gentleman would state his objections to
the bill.

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I have already stated my ohjections.

Mr. FUNSTON. Name one of them.

Mr, TAYLOR, of Illinois. Well, in the first place, it is liable to
cause a conflict in our business in Illinois by establishing a deuble
standard of grading grain. :

Mr. FUNSTON. Does not the gentleman know that this does not
force any standard? You can continue trade under your Chicago
standard, if yon prefer it.

Mr. PICKLER. Ifyou havea good tradein Chicago, we will prob-
ably adopt that.

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. And this bill provides in the third sec-
tion—

8grc. 8. That from and after thirty days after such standard has been estab-

lished and such classifications sand grades have been determined upon and
fixed and duly placed on record, as herein provided, such classinoagon and
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That does not say anything about the standard in Illinois. Now,
e have a staudard there already.

Mr. FUNSTON. Why do you not finish the section ?

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Very well; I will finish it.
in al) cases where no other standard of grade is agreed upon.

That is, you musé make a standard with every man you bay grain
from, or must go by this standard set by the Sccretary of Agricolture,

Mr. PICKLER. You do that now.

Mr. TAYLOR, of 1llinois, Well, the Secretary of Agriculture is a
good farmer, I have nodoubt, but I have equal confidence in the grain
men of the West who have spent their lifetime in the business, I
think they are as competent as the Secretary of Apricultare to fix the

tandard.
’ {Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. WADE. I now yield thres minutes to the gentleman from
Tilinois [Mr. CANNON].

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, itseems to me this bill ought to pass.
1t authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to fix the standard for classi-
fying and grading grain—a uniform standard—not only for Illinois, but
for Missouri and Kansas and Minnesota and the whole country. It
geems to me that this is most important, for we all understand that
complaints are constantly made in different States and different see-
tions that grain of the same quality is graded differently. .

I have heard great complaint by farmers and great complaint by
grain inen and elevator men that there is no common standard for the
classification of grain. It seems to me that this is as important asit is
that the Government should fix weights and measures.

The last section of the bill does not interfere with the grain people
in my own State orin the city of Chicago, Ifthey have a classification
under State law they can still have it by contract. It seems fo me that
that is ample, If our people, notwithstanding that 412 grains of sil-
ver are & legal-tender dollar, wish to make any other contract, they can
do it, and it seemas to me just as sensible to object to a standard as to
money or as to weights and measures as it is to object to a standard
for the classification of grain, I think my colleague is mistaken, I
have great respect for his opinion; and I am glad to hear him say, if
we can not get his consent so far as he is concerned to let this bill pass
now, that he will investigate the matter between this and the coming
together of Congress again. But I would much rathersee the bill pass
now; and if we had a quorum here I would favor taking the steps that
would secure the passage of the bill.

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, who objects to a national classification
of grain, as my colleagne intimates that some one objects? Not I, nor
my colleague. The only objection that I have to this bill is that it
gives the Secretary of Agriculture a discretion which I do not know
that I am willing to repose in him. '

Mr, CANNON, “If my friend will allow me. .If you are to have a
national classification of grain ought not the discretion to be vésted in
some Federal official ?

Mr. ADAMS. Well, it my colleague will allow me, I understand
the standard of grain in different States is fixed by public authority in
those States,

Mr. WILLTAMS, of Ohio. By locallaw.

Mr. ADAMS. I agres that the farmers of this country want a uni-
form standard. I desire a uniform standard; but before I vest this dis-
cretion in one officer of the Government I would be glad to see the
statutes of the States or the regulations of those States by which these
difterent grades of grain are created. Now, my colleague says it is a
question of weights and measures, It is nothing of the kind, with all
respect to him. It is a question of color and cleanness and plumpness
of the kernel, .

Mr. CANNON. My colleague, I know, does not intend to misrep-
resent me. I said that the same authority that fixes weights and
measures might well be autherized to fix a standard for the classi-
fication of grain.

Mr. ADAMS, Simply as an incident to the power to regulate com-
merce among the several States and between the United States and for-
eign countries, and it bas not any connection whatever with the power
to fix weights and measures,

nl;f[r. CANNON. There is as much reason, though, for one as for the
other,

Mr, ADAMS, Iagreethat there should bea uniform standard; but
I can see no reason for vesting this authority in the Secretary of Agri-
culture, I ghould like to see the description of Chicago No, 1 wheat
and St. Louis No. 1 wheat and adopt, if possible, 8 compromise, or
adopt the best standard; and I should think the same course ought to
be taken with reference to the other grades of grain.

I do not know what these gentlemen who have urged this bill in the
beginning think about the proper number of grades of wheat, and I
think that this House and the farmers of the country, as well asthe
grain buyers and sellers of the country, might have some judgment on
that point. Now, I want to say to my friend from Kansas [Mr. FUX-
STON ], the chairman of this committee, that I do not for one moment
object to a uniform standard of grain, and if we can establish o uni-

ading :hullpemiz’;ng held to be the standard in all interstate and foreign
eree ain.

form standard, and if that varies irom the Chicago siandard, then I
should be in favor of abandoning the Chicago standard altogether; for
I can see the advantage of one uniform national standard. All I say,
however, is that before voting for this bill I should like to sce, for my
information and for the information of the House, that description of
grain which constitutes No. 1 in one board of trade and No, 1 in
another beard of'trade, in order to see what the real difference and dif-
ficulty is.

Mr. PICKLER, YWonld not the Secretary of Agriculture have bet-
ter opportunities and be far more apt to get this classification in the
proper shape than the Commitlee on Agriculture possibly could ?

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir; with’all respect to him. The Commilteo
on Agriculture, having these three separaicstatutes, ifthey are statutes,
or regulations, if they are regulations, and being themselves the repre-
sentatives of the farmors of the couutry, I think could do that work as
well as the Secretary of Agriculture could.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? Isit
not a fact that the grades of grain are changed every year by reason of
the difference in seasons?

Mr. ADAMS. Iam not familiar with the fact.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Isnotthegentlemanalsoawarethatitisthe most
difticult thing for one board of tradeto get even two inspectors to agree?
And thoss who are experts in inspection are often far beyond the capa-
bilities of any man in the Agricultural Department.

Mr. PICKLER. That is just what we complain of, that the grain-
buyers change the grade every year to suit themselves.

Mr. FARQUHAR, The grain-buyers in the country districts take
the grain just exactly as they find it, but w2t seasons or dry seasons
make all the differencein the world. In inspection annually in the dit~
ferent hoards of trade the inspectors who are experts are expected to
gauge or make the grades that come into the different marketa,

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman allow me o question?

Mr. FARQUHAR. Another difficulty. You can, if you wish, es-
tablish a national grade. You can keep the samples here or in dif-
ferent parts of the country, but when you come to buy from first hands,
who inspects? The man who buys and the man who sells; and it is
a matter of negotiation between the two. One will claim it is No, 1
red; another says it is off No. 1. He says: “I will give you a dollar

and ten.’’ The other says: ‘‘Give me a dollar and twelve;”’ and so
the deal is made,

Mr. PICKLER., Suppose they bad samples of the national stand-
ard ? .

Mr. FARQUHAR. But they would not have,

Mr. ADAMS. That would be impossible.

Mr. FARQUHAR. You might have a grade of No. 1 red established
this year, but when you came to put the thing into practice, if there was
a wet season in Minnesota, the wheat would not turn out No. 1 red
by the standard of this year. )

Mr. PICKLER, But it would come in sore one of the grades,

Mr. FUNSTON. Dees the gentleman mean to say that the grade
changes every year according to the geason ?

Mr. FARQUHAR. I say the standard of quality varies with the
seasons, and unless you can regulate the seasons you can not regulate
the grades arbitrarily.

Mr. FUNSTON, When the No. 2 grade is established why is not
that No. 2 grade regardless of the-season ?

Mr. FARQUHAR. I agreo with the gentleman from Chicago [Mr.
ApAwMS] that there would probably be something gained if this could
be done, but I am talking abont the practical difiiculties that I know
ot as & commercial editor. I have seen all these diftficulties.

Mr, WADE. Mr. Speaker, I called up this bill for the purpose of
having it discussed. Inzsmuch as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
TAyYLOR] says if the bill is put on its passage he will call for a quorum
and as there is no quoram present in the House, I withdraw the hill.

Mr. PICKLER. I object to the withdrawal of the hill,

Mr. WADE., I withdraw my objection to the consideration of the
bill called up by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr, CurcuEoN].

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. PICKLER. Mr, Speaker, this bill is before the House, and I
want to know if it can be withdrawn against the objection of mem-
bers, I object to its being withdrawn, because this bill is entitled to
consideration as much as any other bill on the Calendar.

Mr. HOOKER. I hope that it will he withdrawn, because it is evi-
dently going to provoke discussion and consume time.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri states
that he withdraws his objection to the bill I called up.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, is not the order for unani-
mous consent to consider this bill for half an hour in the nature of a
rule, just the same as o rule adopted whero the previousquestion is
ordered, and does not that, therefore, {ake the bill ont of the power of
the mover of the bill to withdraw it ?

Mr. HOOKER. I make the point that the ohjection came too late.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair will examine the rule on
the point made by the gentleman from Kentucky.

Mr., PICKLER, Mr, Speaker, against my own conviction, under
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prossure from mombers, I will withdraw my objection to the with-
drawal of the bill.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missonti with-
draws his objection to the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

TIMOTHY HENNESSY,

Mr. $TONE, of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (S, 3521) for the reliet of Timothy Hennessy.

The bill was read, as follows:

He it enncled, ete., That tho Sceretary of the Treasury be, and ho is hereby,
nuthorized and dirceted to pay unto the said Timothy tlonnessy the threo
months’ pay, proper, ns major of Fifthh Pennsylvania Cavalry Yulunteers, under
the provisions of the sald act of March 3, 1865.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Pacliamentary inquiry, .

‘The SPEAKER .pro tempore, I8 it in relation to the pending bill?

Mr. CUTCHEON. When the gentleman trom Missouri [Mr. WADE]
interposed an objection to the bill which I sent to the Clerk’s desk and
atated that his purpose was to gain consideration of the agricultural
bill, did not my motion remain on the table? When he withdrew his
ohjection, as he did some time ago when he recalled the agricultural
hill, did not that restoro the bill that I sent to the Clerk’s desk?

Tho SPEAKER pro fempore. It does not when the proceeding is by
unanimous consent, Unless o request for unanimous consent for the
consideration ot a bill gent to the Clerk’s desk is entertained the mat-
ter has no place before the House, and when objection was made 1t lott
the bill of the gentleman just the same as if it had not been called up.

Mr, CUTCHEON. I think it is now before the Honse.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle-
man from Michigan will perceive that he could not present a bill, ask
for unanimous consent for its conaideration, then some gentleman ob-
ject for the sake of getting up another bill, and then atter it had been
considered te withdraw his objection and let the bill which had first
been objected to come up again. That would be giving to one gentle-
man the control of recognitions, which rests exclusively in the Chair.

Is there objection to the present considcration of the bill sent up by
the gentleman from Kentucky, which has just been read? The Chair
hears none.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed. )

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which the
bill was passed; and nlso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid
on the table.

The lattdr motion was agreed to,

SOPHIA WENZEL,

Mr. CALDWELL, I call up for present consideration the bill (H.
R. 12123) granting o pension to Sophia Wenzel.

The bill was read, as follows: -

Be it enacled, eto,, That the Sccrotary of the Interior be,and he hercby is, nu-
thorlzed and directod to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sophia Wenzel, widow of John
Wenzel, of Company I, Seventh United States Infantry, in the Florida war,at
tho rate of 812 per month,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the bill? The Chair hears none.

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is there o report from the committee?

Mr, CALDWELL, Yes, sir; thero is a unanimous report.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and .

Mr. CALDWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Inid on
the table.

The latter motlion was agreed to.

WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

Mr, CLANCY obtained unanimous consont to have read and printed
in the RECORD the following memorial; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed:

To the Benate and Houss of Representalives in Congress assembled :

We, workingmon of Brooklyn, respeotfully réquest your honorable bodies to
pass the joint resolution Pmpouin an amendment to the National Constitu.
tlon seuuring to women of tho United States tho exerclse of the rights of suf-
frago on cqual torms with men, :

As cltizons of tho United States wo bolievo that it is mockery to call this na.
tion o Republis whilo one-half of the cltizens are cxcluded from all voice in

enter the name of Marcellus Peltitt upon the muster-rolls of Company ;
T wonty-first Missouri Infantry Volunteers, from the 23d day of January. xa,{,‘
to the 10th day of February, 1362, the latter date being the date of his deatl, a d
his muster having been prevented by his fatal illness. an
Thg SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the bill? The Chair hears none.
Theamendment recommended by the committee was read, as folloyws.
In line 6 strike out * 23d day of January” and insert " 1st day of February

The amendment was agreed to.

The bili as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading.
and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly fead the third time, and passeq.

Mr. LACEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill vq
paﬁed; and nlso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table, ’

The latter motion was agreed to.

DRIDGES ACROSS ENGLISH BAYOU AND CALCASIEU RIVER,

Mr. PRICE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideratioy
of the bill (H. R. 9852) to authorize the Lake Charles Road and Bridge
Company, of Lake Charles, La., to construct and maintain bridges
across English Bayou and Calcasien River.

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill,

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dispense
with the reading of the bill, as it is an ordinary bridge bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana says that thisisa
bridge bill in ordinary form, and asks unanimous censent to disgpense
with the reading of the bill. Is there objection? The Chair hearsnone,
Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? The Chair hems
noune.

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol-
lows:

In section 1, line 13, strike out the words * for compeusation’ and insert the
following: ‘**And such corporation may charge and rcceive such reasonable
tolls therefor as may be provided from time to time by the Secretary of War."

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading;
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the hill was
pa.S?ed; aud also moved that the motion to reconsider he laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

HENRY CLAY AND OTHERS.

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (I. R, 2617) for the
relief of Henry Clay and others, owners and crew of the whaling
schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass.

The bill was read, as follows:

Beit enacted, ete,, Thut the Secrotary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
to Ilenry Clay,of New Bedford, Mass,, agentand managing owner of the whal-
ing schooner Franklin, New Bedford, the sum of $3,500, thatsum being the esti-
mated loss to the owners, captain, and crew of the schooner Franklin in rescu.
ing the passengers and crew, twenty-six persons, after they had abandoned at
sen the burning steamer Lorenzo D. Baker, of 'Boston. and conveying them
safely $o New Bedford, thereb ing the scl to leave her cruising
grounds and break up her voyage. .

Srzc.2. That one-third of the sum appropriated by this act shall be paid to the
captain and crew of the Franklin, according to the estimated amount of what
would have boen their respective shares of the catch.

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report be read.
The report (by Mr. LAIDLAW) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 2617) for the
relief of Henry Clay and others, owners and crew of the whaling schooner
Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass,, have considered the same and respectfully
submit the following re}wrt:

The schooner Franklin left New Bedford on s whaling voyage in the Atlan.
tic Ocean. She was prosccuting that voyage when, on the 15th of July, 1859,
being then on her whslinf dand t! with at about 2 o’clock
in the morning a glare o ﬂghl was discovered in the sky a long distance off.
It was then blowing quite a gale. The captain, realizing at once that it wasa
ship on fire, made sail and atood for the burning vessel.

At daylight great volumes of smoke npgeared. andabout 100'clock the Frank-
fin reached the spot, where they found that a vessel had been burned, and dis-
covered six or seven men floating on a spar alongside the burning ship and
quite exhausted. They were taken on board of the Franklin, and in twenty
minutes from that time the vessel sank, hnvlns been burned to the water's
edge. Men were put at the masthead to look for any life-boats, and finally
dlscovered one, aud proceeded to her, and finding that she had been over-
turned by the waves ¢ le{‘took sixteen men fromoff her bottom. Laterontiey
found & tler boat with the balance of the passengers and crew, making the

the Governmeut; ns thinkers wo hold that the elevation and enfr:

of womaen i3 ossential to the dovelopment of the race; as workingmen we
nssort that only bﬂequal politlenl rights can woruen securo oqual pay with
men for equal work,

Tho Loon! Assembly 1563, Knights of Labor Union, of the city of Brooklyn

. and Stato of New York, o union niumbering 61 members, at a regular meeoting
thetsof, approved of the above potition and directod tho secretary of snid union
to certify to this fuct undor seal,

In witness whereof, I, Robert 0. Utess, secretary of sald union, do this 26th
dny of Septomber, In tne year 1800, append wy officlal signature and the seal
of sald union,

[srAL.] ROBERT Q. UTESS,

Secretary, 277 Smith Street, Brookiyn, N. ¥,

MARCELLUS PETTITT,

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the
bil (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus Pettitt.

‘Tho bill was read, as follows:

Bell enacted, cte., That the Secretary of War is empowered and directed to

whole number rescued twenty-five,
The Franklin then had about 175 barrels of emgty casks; and, with her pros-
occts of taking whales, would have filled them but for this unforeseen event.
Jot being able to cruise with so many extra people on board, she started at
onco for the coas hopingw find some vessel that she could putthem on board
of; but not meeting with any she had to proceed on her voyage, and landed
them snfely on our shores, R .
OruislnF near the Franklin at the same time was another vessel, owned in
Now Bedford, which did not see this burning ship, but proceeded in catchiog
whales and came home with a full cargo. Tho amaliest value that the owners
could place on the 178 barrels of sperm-oll that they had good reason to think
would have been taken could they have remained on the ground is $3,600, and
that is the amount that they claim in remuneration for having saved this large
number of lives.
Your ittee, aftera ful review of the faots, are of the opinion that
the olaim made by the owners and crew of the Franklia is a just, fair, and rea:
sonable one, These men had evar(y right to expect a successful voyage, and |
it were not for the humane act which led to their return from their cruise, ol of
the valueclaimed in the bill would in'all probability have been secured.
There are many precedents warranting a much larger return for an act like
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{his, and your committee believe that the pasiage of the bill will not only be a
just and proper recognition of the act, but will be an encouragement to others
1o lenve Lhelr pursuit to rescue life with the certainty that the same will be ap-
preciated and & proper return made. .

The bill is reported back with the recommendation that it do pass.

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the amount involved in this bill?

Mr. RANDALL, Thirty-five hundred dollars.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentleman from
Massachusetts would state upon what principle it is claimed that the
United States ought to pay the officers, owners, and crew of this vessel.

Mr. RANDALL. There are a great many precedents, cases where a
Inrger amount bas been paid under like conditions. 1t is the under-
standing of captains that when they leave their crews aud abandon all
prospect of success in their calling for the time heing in order to save
life their services will be recognized, and such action ought to be rec-
ognized and awarded by the Government. Besides, there are peculiar
features connected with the whaling business. In that business no
man is paid by the year or by the month, The captain and the men go
on shares. Their reward depends upon their success, and to catch
whales they have to go upon the feeding grounds of the whale.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentlemau does not think, I suppose,
that this captain and his crew would have allowed these men to he
drowned or burned if he had not believed that we would make good
their loss?

Mr. RANDALL, Certainly not.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then it is not for saving the lives that we
are to pay them.

Mr. RANDALL. No; but I think such conduct ought to he recog-
nized by the Government, and, as I have said, there are many prece-
dents wheresuchappropriations have been made to quite large amounts,
Only the other day a bill was passed appropriating $138,000 for o like
purpose. I hope this bill will pass.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it
was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he laid on the
table, .

The latter motion wag agreed to.

DANIEL C. TREWIITT,

Mr, EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (II. R. 7641) for the
relief of Daniel C. Trewhitt.
The bill was read, as follows:
Beit enacled, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and e is ]Jcreby, an-
tain on fyit iy

August, 1862, It also appears of record that in March, 1863, the Hon. Horaco
Maynard presented to the Wur Dopartment a petition and papera from Captain
Trewhitt, askingan appropriztion to pay the members of the staff of Geuneral
Spears, and that these papers were retucnied to Mr. Maynard with the sugges-
tion that they be presented to Congreas,

Upon inquiry of the Second Auditor, Treasury Department, that officer reports
that Captatn Trewhitt was last pnid ag leutcnant-colonef Second Tenncsseo
Volunteers to include March 14, 1862, and {irst paid as captain and assistant ad-
jutant-zeneral of volunteers from and Including July 5, 1862, Botween these
dates Captain Trewhilt had nolegal n‘) ointment nor commission in the Vnited
States military service, aud hence cou é’noc be tegally puid. There wasno law
or regulation authorizing him to enter duty as captain and nssistant adjutant-
general, nor any authority for a commanding general to place him upon duty
in advance of his appointment by the Presid

The evidenee of record, howover, appears to show pretty conclusively that
Captain Trewhitt did actually do duty {n the capacity of ndsistant adjutunt-gen-
cral in General Speas’s command during the period in question, and he has
therefore an equitable elaim for pay. It i accordingly suggested that the bill
in this case be 80 amended as to aliow him pay and affowatices of u captain and
assistant adjutant-general from March 15 Lo July 4, 1882, inclusive (he has al-
ready received pay trom July 5, 1862), and to omitthe last seetion, directing the
Sceretary of Warto ** muster him as n captain of cavalry todnte from Mareh 15,
1862,” for the renson that the oflice of eaptain referred to wius not one which was
filled bythe process of mustering; that it conld have been filled in no other way
than by appointment of the President; and that, as it was notso filled as carty
a9 March 15,1852, there is no way in which it ean now be conferred upon nny
person as of that date. .

Very respeetfully, your obedient servant,

C. MCKEEVELR,
Avting Adjutant-General,
The SecrETARY or WAR,
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled
Your})elitioncr, Daniel C. Trowhitt, a citizen of Iamilton County, Tenncsyce
respectfully shows that on the 15th day ot March, 1862, at Barbouraville, Ky., he
was appointed assistant adjutant-gencral on the staff of Brig, Gen. James Q.
S;t)ﬁnrs, then commanding Twency-fitth Brigade, Sevenuth Divislon, Army of the

0.
e immediately entered upon the dizeharge of the duties of said ofiice and
continued therein until in the year 1864,

His appoinument was duly forwarded to the President, but from some cause
or informality he did not reccive his commission till in August, 1862, nt Cum-
berland Gap, Kentucky. His recollection is that his original appolntment way
simply approved by the President in April, 1862, and returned to him and sub-
scquently returned to be acted on by the Senate, by which body belng con-
firmed a commission was duly issued, dated, as ho now remembers, on or about
the 2d day of August, 1862,

Sub«equently, at or ncar Carthage, in Tennessce, during otir march to Cartli-
age, Tenn., in 1863, his commission and m(mlr otlier viluuble papers wero lost,
as he believes, o states that he recefved his firat pay as such captain and
assistantadjutant-general at Cumberland Gap, Kentucky, as now recoliected, in
August or Septewber, 1862, and was ouly paid from date of his comnission,
which lie now remembers was 2d of August, 1862,

e respectfully requests the passage of an act authorizing him to receive pay
for the services actually performed from 15th March, 1862, 1othe dats of hiscom-
nission, which will be shown by reference tothe War l)e{mrtmeut.

He respectfully asks this, not ns a charity, but as simple justlec and proper

thorized and dirceted to pav to Daniel C.Trewhitt, late cay
adjutant-general, Tweuty-ifth Brigade, Seventh Division, Army of the Ohio, out
of any money in the Treasury uot otherwise appropriated, tho pay and allow-
ances of a captain of cavalry from the 15th day of March, 1862, to the 1st day of
August, 1862, .

SEL 2. ThattheSocr: tary of War be, and he {s hereby, authorized and directed
to amend the record of the said captain and assistant ndjumnt.-;‘;cneml. Daniel
€, Trewhits, 2ad 10 muster him asa captain of cavalry, to date from March 15,
1862, the date upon which lie entered upon duty,

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the report.

The report (by Mr. OSBORNE) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom wasreferred the bill (If. R, 7641
for tho relief of Daniel O.Trewhitt,of Chattanoogn, Tenn., having considere:
the same, teapectfullr report:

The claimant Dauiel C.Trewhitt, did the duty and performed the services of
asgislant adjutant-g 1 of vol with the rank of captain from March
14, 1862, to July 5, 1562, before he was in a position wherein he could quality as
such officer. The facts are fully set forth in the report from the War Depart-
ment hereto annexed.

Your committes recommend that the bill be amendead by striking out the see-
ondsection, as no muster of such officer is or could be required.

Your committee believe that thebill isa meritorious one,asCaptain Trewhitt
perfosmed thae duty on the staff of General Spears and has notbeen pald. They
recommend the passage of the bill.

—— v

AR DEPARTMERT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, May 20, 1890,

Sir: I have the honor to return herewith Iouse bill 7641, for the relief of
Daniel C, Trewhitt, eto., which has been referred to the Department by the
House Committee on Milltary Affaizs. The bill provides for the payment to the
sald Trewhitt the pay and allowances of a captain and agsistant adjutant-gen-
eral (that {s, the pay of o captain of cavalry) from March 15to August 1, 1862,
and directs the Secretary of War to amend his record ' and to mu-ter himasa
captain of cavalry," to date from March 15, 1862, ete,

t appears from the records that Dauniel C. Trewhitt was mustered in nx lieu-

t t-colone) 8 d East’l Infantry in September, 1861, and that he
resigned as such March 14,1862, e was nominated to the S8enate June 13,1852,

. for appoi 1 1 t adjul 47 1 of volunt with the rank of
captain, was confirmed June 30, 1862, and was commissioned accordingly by the
President July 3, 1862, to rank from June 30, 1862, aud received and accepled the
commission August 2, 1862,

No papers or recommendations upon which the nomination was made are
found on file or ot rocord, but it was ordered, presumably, at the request of
Brig. Gen. James G. Spears, who at that time was commanding abrigade in the
Army of the Ohio, and for whose command the appointment was made. In
his letter of August 2, 1862, accepting his appointment, Captain Trewhitt stated
that he “had been in the United States servico from 9th August, |861," and
added: *'I have reported as ordered to Brig. Gen, James G. Spears, command-
in{l‘wemy-ﬂml Brigade, Army of the Ohio, for whom I have been acting since
14th March, 1562.”

There are no returns of this brigade on filg, covering the period March to
August, 1862, nor does it appear that Captain Trewhitt reported to this office at
all during this period. An examinatfon, however, of the order books of the
Twenty-fiith Brigade, Army of the Ohio, found smong the records of that army
sent to this o after the war, shows that Captain Trewhitt signed a number
of orders fssued by General Spears from April 15, 1862 (earliest on file), to

I ion for services nctually performed by hlm and wany others simi-
larly eituated, who had not advantages of remaining at their homes to make
necessary preparation for a sudden cliange from the ordinary avocationsof life,
but were forced suddenly from the civie duties of life und required at once to
perform duties and assumo responsibilitics to which they wero uttorstrangers,
and consequently he fnsists should not ho held to the strict requirements ap-
plicable to parties more happily situated,

D, ¢, TREWIITT.

STATE OF TENNESSEE, Hamillon County:

Personally appeared Hon, D). C. Trewhitt, the foregoing petitioner, and mado
oath that the fucts stated in_the foregoing petition are true to the best of his
knowledge, information and belief and recolleetion,

. C. TREWHITT.

Sworn to and subscribed before me Qctober 11, 1889,

[SEAL. FR. DE TAVERNIER,

Justice of the Peace and Notary Public,
SraTE or TeNNEsser, Hamilton County :

1, L. M. Clark, clerk of the county court of said county, do hiereby eertify that
Fr. de Tuvernier, esq., whosogenuine signnture appenrs to the forezoing certifi-
cate, is now, and was at the time of signing the same, an acting justice nf the
peace in and for sald county and State aforesaid, duly clected, commissloned,
and qualified according to law, and that full fafth and credit shiould be given to
his official acts as such,

Witness my hand and seal of said court at oftice in Chatisnooga this 2uth day

of February, 1890,
[sEAL.) .. M, CLARK, Clerl,

8tarn or TENNESSEE, Hamillon Counly :

Personally appeared James R, Bdwards and made oath in due form of law
that he is & citizen of Chattanooga, Tenn,, which is his post-offico address ; that
he is flity-two years of age; that he has heard rend the petition of ilon. D, C,
Trewhitt for remuster and ply for services as assistant adjutant-general of
T'wenty-filth Brigade, Seventh Division, Army of the Onlo, from 15th March,
1862, to August 2, 1862, or date of his muster in, and In verifieation thercof
states that he joined sald ecommand in early part of Aptil, 1862, and sald D. O,
Trewhitt was then the adjutant-general of said brigade und pertorming the
duties of said positfon, and continued so to do until near the cloge of the war,

JAMES R, EDWARDS,

Sworn to and subgeribed before me October 11, 1899,

{sEAL.} FR. DE TAVERNIER,

~ Justiee of the Peace and Nolary ublic,
STATE OF TEXKESSEE, Hamillon County :

1, L M. Clark, clerk of the county court of sald county, do hereby certify that
Fr. de Tavernier, esq., whose genuine signature appenrs to the foregoiug cer.
tificate, {8 now, and was at the time of signing the sanme, an acting justice of the
peace in and tor said county and Htate aforesaid, duly elected, commissloned,
and qualificd according to law, und that full faith and credit should beglven to
his oflicial acts as such,

Witness my hand and scal of said court at office in Chattanoogn Lthis 20th day

of February, 1800,
toear " Y. M. CLARK, Clerk,

The committee recommended an amendment striking out the seccond
section of the bill, :
The amendment was agreed to.
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‘The bill a8 amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and heing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

assed. ) .
P Mr. EVANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill as
amended was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be
1aid on the table,

The latter motion was agreed to.
J. 8, 0. &, GREER. AND OTIIERS,

Mv. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up House resolution, Mis. Doc.
No. 242,

"T'he resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the following biils (H. R. 9434, 9339, 10647, 10387, 11088, 11220,
11219, 11229, 8068, and 10017) for the relief of J.8.0. G. Greer, estate of Michie
Blackman, Norah Walsh, Willlam McGeo, Adeline N, Larch, Suzanne B, Meul-
ljon, Antolue D. Meullion, Anna Hunt, administratrix estate George I!. Hunt,
deconsed ; Johin Cleary, and Joseph Gradengo, togethorwith all accompanying
papers, be, and the same are hereby, roferred to the Court of Claline under the
provisions of the nots of Congress commonly known ag the * Bowman act”
and * An act to provide for the brinflngof sults against the Government of the
United States,’’ approved Mnrch 3, 1887,

The SPEAKER. Thereis anamendment which the Clerk will read.

T'ho Clerk read a3 follows:

Aflorthe name ' Gradengo' Insert the following: *and the cage of John A,
Toard, of iHinds County, Mississippi, being House Report 937."”

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, those cases were all referred to the
Committee on War Claims, and that commmittee recommend that they
Lo referred (o the Court of Claims for examination, consideration, and
report to this House. I ask the adoption of the resolution,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. KILGORE. Before I determine whether I shall object or not,
I want to inquire whether the committee has not the anthority under
the Bowman act to refer, theseclaims to the Court of Claims, and there-
fore whether it is not unnecessary to pass this resolution..

Mr, HOOKER. I think not. The committee thought it necessary
to pass the resolution, and therefore they reported it.

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the resolution undertake to remove the
bar of limitation and give a caunse of action where none now exists?

Mr. HOOKER, Notatall, All the cages have been considered by
that committee, and they think them proper cases to go to the Court
of Claims for examination and report.

Mr, CANNON, I think the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]
is right. My recollection of the Bowman act is that under it any com-
mittee of the House or Senate can refer a case to the Court of Claims.

Mr. HOOKER. That may be so, but whether the committee could
gfer- it or not; there is no harm in the adoption of the resolution by the

ouse,

If the committee can do it they are simply the agents of the
Hause, and it gives the matter no greater dignity for the House to do
it thnu for the committee to do it.

Mr, KILGORE. But in doing such things we frequontly remove
the bar of limitation,

Mr. HOOKER. I do not think so. Ido not think there isanything
of that kind in this case. The resolution says nothing about that, and
{;he coull;z will bave to consider the cases under the law as they find the

aw to be,

Mr. SAYERS, ' Mr. Speaker, I notice that the name of John A. |

Hoeard is included there. Is there a man named I. N, Baker connected
with that cinim? .

Mr. HOOKER, I do not think so, This is a claim for the relief of
John A. Heard, of Hinds County, Mississippi.

Mr, KILGORE, What amount is involved in these claims ?

Mr. HOOKER. I donot know the amount. That: depends upon
what tho court finds. Iask for the adoption of the resolution, It
simply refers these cases to the court for examination, inquiry, and re-

port.
Mr, KILGORE, Well, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to it, but Ishall

not object,
Mr, HOOKER, Iask for avote,

‘The amendment was: agreed to.
The resolution as led was then adopted.
RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS.

Mr. HERMANN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of the publie bill which I send to the desl: .
The Clerk read as follows:

A blll (8, 2014) for therallef of certain.settlers on the public lands ot the United
Statesand to nutharize the taking and filing of final proofs in certain cases,

Betlenacted, ele,, That in cases now beforeany of theland offices of the United
States {n which thero fins been or {s now a vacancy in either of the offices of
reglster or recelver, where tho day st for hearing flual proofscame during the
vacanoy in ssiul office, and thers is no contest or protest against said claimse, and
where the remaining officer has taken sald proofs and redu the same to
writing, the same may now be passed upon by the register and: receiver aa-if
the same had been takon when thers wnsno vacancy.

Br0, 2, That herenfter, when a vacaney shall ocour in any of the land offices
of the Unlted States by rcason of the death, resignation, or removal of either
the register or recolver, nud the time aet for taking final proofs falls within the

thus 1, the r ini officer may proceed to take said final
proofy, in the absence of any contest or protest, reduce the same to writing, and
Yht‘lfie (dt on file in the oftice, to be considered and passed uponwhen the vacancy
s filled,

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration *

of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third tim,
and passed.

ADDITIONAL JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA,

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, I ask unanimous consent for the present,
consideration of the bill (H, R. 6975) to provide for amr additional ns.
sociate justice for the supreme court of Arizona.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it ted, elc., That 1 fter the court of the Territory of Ay
zona shall consist of a chief-justice and three associate Jjustices, any three of
whom shall constitute a quorum. . .

Sgo, 2, That it shall be the duty of the Presidenttoappoint one additional ns.
soclate justice of said supreme court in the manner now provided by law, wi
shall hold his office for the term of four years,and until his successor is ap.
pointed and qualified, .

BEc, 3, That the said Territory shall be divided into four judicial distriets,
and a district court shall be held in each district by one of the justices of 1}0
sugreme court, at such time and place as may be prescribed by law, FEuch
Judge, after m‘gnment, shall reside in the district to which he is assigned,

SEc, 4. That the present chief-justice and his associates are hereby vested
with the power and autbority, and they are hereby directed, todivide said Tet-
ritory into four judiclal districtsand makesuch assignments of the judges pro-
vided for in the tirst section of this act ns shall in their judgment be meet and
proper.

8k0,5, That the said district court shall have jurisdiction, and the same is
hereby vested, to hear, try, and determine all matters and causes thatthe cour(s
of the other diatricts of the Territory now possess; and for such purposes tiwo
terms of snid cours shall be held annually, at such places within said district ag
may be designated by the chief-{natiunnd his ates, or a majority of them,
nnt'i génl?dlmd petit jurors shall bs suinmoned thereon in the manner now re-

uire aw. - ;

@ 8EC. 6, yThM all offenses committed before the passage of this act shall be
rosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the same cf-
ect (exce ‘as to the number of judges) as if this act had not passed.

SEC, 7. That any justice who has heard a eause from which anappeal is taken
18 hereby prnhdbited from sitting in or p ipating in the det. ination of the
sameo on appeal,

Mr, HOLMAN, I ask for the reading of the report in this case.
The report of the Committee on the Territories (by Mx. STRUBLE) was
read, as follows:

The Committee on the Territories, having had under consideration the bilt
(H. R. 6975) to provide for an additional justice of the supreme court of Arizona,
and forother purposcs, beg leare to report as follows :

The bill precludes any lludge from acting as 8 member of the supremse court
in any action or proceeding brought to such court by writ of error, bill of ex-
ception, or ns‘peal from a decislon, judgment, or decree rendered by him as
judge of the district court, The evil in this respect which this bill cures in the
Territory, there belng-butthreejudges, has caused very great dissatisfaction.

The three judges must act in each case in the supreme court in order that
there may always be a majority for the decision of cases and the promulgation
of opinions. This requires the judge of the district court to act in thesupreme
court and sit in judgment on and review his own decision. This is unfair to
the judge,nnd it is not unnatural that it should, in the minds of lawyers and
interested }mrues. create suspicion of collusion d in the
opinions of each otherin the courts below. .

In the Territory of Arizona each district is as largoe as the State of Indiana,
and three judges were necessary in past years, when the population was small
and litigation lighs, )

These judges, in addition to their duties. as supreme cours judges, are called
upen to try all manner of causesarising under the laws of the United States and
the Territory, They exercise in their respective courts the powers of common-
law judges and chancellors and. exercise the jurisdiction of United States dis-
trict and éirouit judges. In them (except the limited jurisdiction vested in jus-
tices of the peace and probate courts) are vested nll the judicial powers of the

Territory.

At ¥, wit and. have. to travel in many instances hun-
dreds of miles to reach the jndge or court,and since the judges are-not allowed
traveling expenses, and railroads are few and. the cost of travel very high, the

of this ch ter b o gread bur to all d, which can
in » measure be remedied by giving the Terrilory an: additional judge, The
courts in all the districts are burdened with accumulated business, and it-is not
possible to clear the dockets. TheTerritoryis increasing rapidiy in population
and wealth, and the.best s of: ole d d gourt facili-

“?:{ viaw-of the foregolng: facts the tha | ge of the
bill, with the following amendment: At tho end.of section 4 add the words
‘‘said districts so made to be subject, however, to future act of the Territorial
Assembly of sald Territory.”

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey.
committee this. bill has been reported. . . )

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, From the Committee on Territories..

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jorsey. Billz of this class have usually
gone to the Judiciary Committee: :

Mr, SMITH, of Arizona. ‘This bill has also been favorably reported
in the Senate. F.very Territory except Arizona has heen allowed this
fourth judge.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey object ?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of NewJersey. No, sir; Isimply wanted to know
the channel by which the bill reachéd the House.

Mr.OATES. I trustthegentleman from New Jersey will not object.
This bill is similar to one which the Committee on the Judiciary con-
sidered and favorably reported,

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. To relieve.the gentleman’s ap-
prehension, I will say that I do not object.

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration
of the bill,

The amendment reported by the committee, to insert at the end of
section 4. the words ** said districts so made to be subject, however, to
futare act of the Territorial Assembly of said Territory,’’ was read and
agreed to. ) o

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third

the judg

m d

I would like to know from what
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time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, ard

Mr. REED, of Tows, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on
the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

NUMBERING OF PARAGRAPHS, EIC., OF TARIFF BILL.

Mr. McKINLEY, by unanimons consent, sabmitted the following

resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to:

Besolved bythe House of Representalives (the Senale concurring), That the Clerk
of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to number consacutlvely the para-
graphis and sections of the biil (H. R.9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize
duties on imports, and for other purposes, in the enroliment of said bill,

NEW YORK, LAKE ERIE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY.

Mr. STIVERS. Iask unanimous consent for the pyesent considera-
tion of the bill (S. 260) for the relief of the New York, Lake Erie and
Western Railroad Company.

The bill was read,

The &iPEAKER. TIs there objection to the present consideration of
this bill?

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I object,

COMPENSATION OF CENSUS ENUMERATORS.

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration and passage of the bill which I send to the desk. The gentle-
men who objected to this bill the other day have withdrawn their ob-
jections. '

! The bill (H. R. 11716) to amend an act to provide for taking the
eleventh and subsequent censuses, approved March 1, 1889, was read,

The SIPEAKE R. Is there objection to the present consideration of
this bill? .

Mr. MCMILLIN, I ask that the report be read, subject to the right
to object, I wish to know what the effect of the bill is,

Mr. DUNNELL. There is no report. The consent of a majority of
the Committes on the Eleventh Census was secured to the passage of
this bill. The circumstances calling for its passage are explained in a
letter which I hold in my hand from the Census Office. I hope the
gentleman will not make any objection,

Mr. MCcMILLIN. I have great confidence in the judgment of my
friend from Minnesota, but I would like to know the object and effect
of the bill and what amount of additional expense will result from its
passage, It seems that an additional expenditure is provided for.

Mr, VAUX., The bill provides for an increase of salaries, as I un-
derstand. '

Mr. DUNNELL. The object of the bill is to ‘make provision for
those enumerators of the census who, in rural portions of the country,
were found to be receiving a very inadequdte compensation.. By the
letter from the Census. Office it appears that in mauy of the States the
average compensation did not exceed $1.75 a day, ont of which these
enumerators had to pay their expenses. I hope the gentleman.from
Tennessee will not object. There is no appropriation asked for.

Mr. MCMILLIN. But it neeessarily creates an appropriation, and,
for all we can see, a very considerable one. I think the effect will be
the expenditure of a very large sum. But considering the inefficiency
in which o part of the work at least was done, without any fanlt of
the office here, I do not hesitate to say that this ought to be looked
into a Jittle more carefully.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MCMILLIN. For the present I object.

BOUNTY—ORDNANCE CORPS,

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent for the pres-
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6584) for the relief of certain en-
listed men of the Ordnance Corps, United States Aimy, in the matter
of claims for bounties. .

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, elc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Depart-
ment be, and they are hereby, directed in the consideration of the claima for
bounty heretofore filed,or which may be hereafter filed, of enlisted men of the
Ordnance Corps, United States Army. to allow to such enlisted menof the Qrd-
nance Corps, their widows or heirs, the same bounties as have been allowed to
other entisted men who served in the war of the rebellion.

tth;)ql?;’EAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration ot.”
o bil :
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE. Reserving the right to object, I call for the
reading of the report.
The report (by Mr. Ma1si) was read, as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to svhom was referred the bill (. B, 6584) en-
titled “A bill for relief ot certain enlisted men in the Ordnance Corps, United
States Army, in the matter of claims for bounties,” submit the following report:

‘The records of the War Department show the total number of men enlisted in
the Ordnance Corps from 1861 to 1865 to have been73l. Of these 89 deserted and
176 were discharged or died prior to thecloseof the war. The Paymnster-Gen-
cral's office estimates the amount that would be required to pay to all, except
the deserters, sums equal to those paid other enlisted men of the same dates of
enlistment at $163,635,

From this thers would be a reduction on nccount of such dischargea as were
made under cir t pr ing payment of bounty; also the usual per-
Denmfe of cases in which claims would not be presented owing to dm[ppnnmnoe
of claimants and absence of helirs or legal representatives. It is belleved that

the total cost of placing these men on a footing in this particular with other
volunteers would not exceed §$150,000,

Your committee report back the bill and recommend its paasage,

There being no ohiec.tionj the bill was considered and ordered to be
engrossed and read a third time; and heing engrossed, it was accordingly
read the third time, and passed.

RECONSIDERATION.

Mr, HOLMAN. I rise to submit a privileged motion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HOLMAN. T wish to enter s motion to reconsider the vote hy
which the bill H. R. 11391 was-passed. I refer to the bill in regard
to Indian schools, which was hetore the House last night.

The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered.

ORDER OI' BUSINESS,

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent ——

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the bill relatiog to the juris- |
diction of the courts, the title of which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R.9014) to define and regulate the jurigdiction of the courts of thu
Unfited States.

Mr. KILGORE, My understanding about that bill was that it was
to go to a committee. .

The SPEAKER. No, a point of order was made by the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. The Chair sustains the point
of order and the bill is referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

. FRANCIS GILMAN, .

The SPEAKER also 1aid before the House the bill (H. R. 4258) in-
creasing the ponsion of Francis Gilman, with Senate nmendment.

The Senate amendment wag read.

Mr. PERKINS. 1 move to concurin the amendment; of the Senale.

Mr. KERR, of JTowa. What is the effect of the amendment ?

Mr. PERKINS. The effect is to strike out two months’ pension
which would be received under the House bill.

The motion of Mr. PERKINS was agreed to, and the Senate amend-
ment was concurred in.

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE, UNITED STATES ARMY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate amendment.
to the bill (H. R, 7989) to promote the administration of justice in the
Army, and for other purposes,

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: ¥

In line 7, strike out the word **in'* where it occurs the second time,

Mr. CUTCHEON. This issimply the correction of a clerical error
by which either the engrossing clerk or the printer inserted the wort
““in”’ a second time, It is not necessary to the sense of the text, but
on the contrary ohscures it. I move to concar ia the Senato amend-
ment.

The motion was agreed to.

ALLOTMENT OF LANDS IN SEVERALTY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the Iouse the bill (3. 3043) to amend
and further extend the benefits of the act approved February 8, 1884,
entitled ‘““An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to
Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the
laws of the United States over the Indians, and for other purposes,’’
with House amendments disagreed to by the Sennte and reguest for a
conference on the disagreeing votes.

The SPEAKER. The question is on insisting on the amendments of
the House and agreeing to the conference asked hy the Senate.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. This concludes the business on the Speaker’s
table.

CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICT, NORTH AKD SOUTH DAKOTA.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. M. Speaker, I agk unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the hill (8. 1508) establishing a customs
collection district to consist of the States of North Dakota and Sonth
Dakota, and for other purposes.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enaeled, ele,, That a collection of cusioms district be, and the.same is
hereby, utnbljshed, embracing the Siates of North Dakotia and South Dakota,

| with Pembina, {n the 8tate of North Dakota, as s port of entry, nnd Sfoux Falls,

in the State of South Dakotgn, as a port of delivery,

SE0, 2, That the collector for the port of North and South Dakotn shall be ap-
pointed by the President, by and with the advico and consent of the Senate,
and shiall be paid » salary of $1,200 per annum,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the bill? 4

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the report be read, Ilas this bill been re-
ported by a committee of the House?

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It bas been.

Mr, MCMILLIN. Let the report be read.

The report (by Mr. LiND) was read, as follows:

The Committce on Commerce, to whom was referred Sennte hill 1658, pro-
viding for tho establishment of the customs collection distriet of North and
8South Dakota, report that said bill should pass by reason of the fact that the

two Statos aforesald are not now in a customs collection district; that the nortls
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inc of the anld proposed district—350 miles in length—is the boundary line be-
tween the Unfted istm.es and the Dominion of Canada; that the interests of the
custotns servico and of the ple d 1 a more systematic and perfect in-
apeetion nlong tho line than is possible under the present arrangement inorder
that the law may be enforced and smuggling prevented and unlawful immigra~
tlon provented,

Mr. MCMILLIN. In what collection district are these States now?

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Thoy are now under the jurisdiction of the
?l;ﬂ:ict of Minnesota, but properly they are not in any collection dis-

riee,

Mr. MCMILLIN. 'They are under that jurisdiction?

Mr, HANSBROUGH. Simply under the jurisdiction.

Mr. MCMILLIN, And the laws enforced from tuat offico?

Mr. HHANSBROUGH. Yes; trom St. Paul, 400 miles away.

Mr. MeMILLIN, You provide tor two districts here?

g tﬁir. HANSBROUGIH. No, sir; only ono district, including the two
States.

Mr, McMILLIN, And establish a port of delivery?

Mr, HANSBROUGH, Yes; at Pembina,

Mr. MCMILLIN, What officials——

Mr, EANSBROUGH. ‘There is a port of entry at Pembina, on the
north line, and a port of delivery nt Sioux falls, in South Dakota,
500 miies south,

Mr. MoMILLIN, What offices are provided for in the bill?

Mr. HHANSBROUGIL, Simply s collector, and I would say that the

passage of this bill will make no cxtra expense to the Government.
b Mr. MOMILLIN, IHow will the second oflice, the port of delivery,
o run?

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Itisoptional with the Secretary of the Treas-
ury whether he shall appoint—-

Mr. MOMILLIN, 8trike out that part of it and I will have no ob-
jection to the pnssage of the bill, I do not see the necessity for that,
nnd it contemplates officers the nved for whom I am not able to see
from the report. .

Mr, HANSBROUGIL This is o Senate bill, and if it is amended
now it probably will not pass during this session.

Mr. MCMILLIN, You can send it back to the Senate and have it
disposed of

Mr. GIFFORD. Ihope the gentleman will not object to the port
of delivery,

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Sioux Falls is a city of 20,000 inbabitants,
ﬁ lippo the gentleman will not object to the establishment of a port of

elivery,

Mr, McMILLIN. As thore seems to be no other in either of the
iSntnt(m. Ishall make noobjection. Ishall not object to each State hav-

one.

r. [[ANSBROUGH,
the establishing of a port of delivery.
siee withdraws his objection,

The SPEAKER. Is thero objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed,

Mr, HANSBROUGH moved toreconsider the vote by which the bill
was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table.

Tho latter motion was fgreed to.

FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION, SOUTH DAKOTA.

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I present a report of the committee of
conferonce on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H.
R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Randall military
reservation, in South Dukota.

The Clerk read as follows:

The committee of conferonce on tho disagreolng votes of the two Houses on
tho umondmenta of the Seuato to the bill (H. R.789) opsning to settlement a por-

tion of tho Fort Randali military reservation, in South Dakota, having met. after
full and froe conference have agreed to rccommend and do recommend to their
t to tho amend

respective Houses as follows:

That tho House reoede from its disng t of the Sen-
nte, and ngreoc totho snme with an amendment as follows :

Amnend the titlo so as Lo read : **An act opening to settioment o portion of the
Fort Randail military resorvation, in South Dalota, and to dispose of the Siase-
ton military reservation; ! and the Senato ngree to the samo,

L. E. PAYSON,
I, J. TURNER,
W, 8. HOLMAN,
Managers on the part of the Ii’mue.
P. B, PLUMB,
A, B, PADDOCK,
8. PASC

There is grent necessity in Sioux Falls for
The gentleman from Tennes-

Managers on'the part o'f the Senate,

'The statement of the House conferees was read, as Jollows:

The mnnugem on the part of the ouse submit the followlng explanation of
the report of tho committeo of conferonce on Houso bitl 789, openiny to settie-
ment o portion of the Fort Randall military reservation, in South Dakota:

The Sounte nmended the blll by adding thereto sectlons 2,3,and 4.

Sootton 2 provides for the survey of tho abandoned Yort Sisseton military
resorvation, inSouth Dakaota,

Heation 3 grauts to tho Htate of South Dakota one scotion of Iand of the said
Port Sissoton wilitary reservation.upon which the buildi used in L
with said fort are situatoed, to be used by sald State as a permanent camp and
parado ground for the militia of said Htate, the title to sal dnroumia {0 revert to
tho United States whenever they ceaso to be used by sald State for such pur-
posc.

Section 4 grants to sald State of South Dakota the remaining portion of sgig
reservation as a partof tho lands granted to said State under the provision of
the act admitting said State into the Union.

I. BE. PAYSON,

L, 8. TURNER,

The report was adopted.
Mr. PAYSON. I have another privileged report that I desire

present.

t/?he Clerk read as follows: R
A bIll (H. R.7234} to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,
Mr. PAYSON. Read the report.
The Clerk read as follows:

Your committee have had under consideration House bill No. 7254, to repeg;
the timber-culture law,nnd for other purposes, and recommend that the Hous
non-concur in aly Senatc amendments and agree to o conference.

Mr. PAYSON. Iaskthatthe House non-concur in the Senate ameng.
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kausas. I would like to inquire of the geutle.
man whether it is intended to come to an agreement at this session.

Mr. PAYSON. I will say to the gentleman, if I may properly do
so0 in advance, tbat unless the Senate recede from their entire amend.
menp and pass the repeal of the timber culture law as the House passed
i‘t/.‘lx;o agreement will be reached at this session,

he motion was agreed to, B

The SPEAKER subsequeutly announced as conferees on the part of

the House Mr. PAvsoN, Mr. PICKLER, and Mr. HoLMAN.
AMENDMENT TO POSTAL LAWS.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill (H, R. 11527) to amend chapter
1065 of the acts ot the first session ot the Fiftieth Congress.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enucted, ete., That chapter 1055 of (lie acts passed at the first session of
the Iiftiethh Congress be, aud the same is hereby,amended as follows, namely:
By inserting in line 19 of sald_act, between the words “new ” and “register
ing,” the words *or improved

SEc. 2. That this act take cffect from the date of its passage,

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, a point of order on that bill.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I will explain the effect of the act in a few

words.

Mr. GROSVENOQR. Iwant to makea point of order. I want to
call the gentleman’s attention to the torm of the bill. I doubt whether
this i3 a good amendment of an act passed by a former Congress, to at-
tempt here to simply insert two or three words into a formeract. 1do
not see how a court would be able to recognize the existence of a statute
souzht to be amended in that way.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The act has become one of the Revised Stat-
utes by its passage.

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is very true, but you only insert these
words without stating how the act will read afterit isnmended. This
would be proper as an amendment to a pending bill, but I do not bhe-
lieve you can amend an act passed by a former Cougress in that way.

Mr., CUTCHEON. Yon ought to recite the section as it will read
after it is amended.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think you ought to redraught the section.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Does the gentleman make that point of order?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is a point of order.

Mr. GROSVENOR. 1 do not know that it is, but I call the gentle-
man’s attention to it.

Mr. FARQUHAR.
order,

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE. The effect of this act, I will say for the in-
formation of the House, is this: 'Tho act referred to was passed in the
Fiftieth Congress, looking to the providing of new locks for registered
mail pouches, in order to secure the greatest salety for them, By the
terms of the act the Department construed that they are only anthor-
ized to accept locks which are not new merely in fact, but new in me-
chanical design, -

As a matter of fact the Department has advertised, but hag accepted
no.new lock, because none was presented which was believed to be
superior to the oxisting lock. The cffect of this amendment would
be, in case any impyovements are made on the existing lock, that a re-
advertisement shonld be made, which would leave the matter open
for any new lock manufactured.

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it recommended by the Postmaster-General?

That is a point of law rather than a point of

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, That is recommended by the Post-Office De-
partrent,

Mr. BINGHAM. Itsimply makesavailablean appropristion already
made by Congress,

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to tho consideration of the bill?
The Chair hears rone, The guestion is on ordering the bill to be en-
grossed for a third reading.

Mr. MOMILLIN. Before it goes to that, Mr. Speaker, I did not
understand the geutleman to say whether it was recommended by the
Postmaster-General or not.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It is; and it i3 also reported favorably by
the committee.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for & third reading; and being
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid
on the table,

The latter motion was agreed to.

LEAVE TO SIT DURING VACATION.

The SPEAKER laid before the House (on behalf of Mr, CANNON) the
following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to:
d, That the Ci ittee on Appropristions, or such sut itteo a8

unrestricted right of way for SrriFnlion purposcs over said land to be conveyed
to eaid company as herein provided.

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read.
The report {(by Mr. TowNsEND, of Colorado) was read, as follows :

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred Sennto bill 3938,
having had the same under consideration, make the following report :

The bill was referred by thie Committes on Publie Lauds of the Scuata to the
honarable Secretary of the Interior; and tho letters of the Hon. ‘T, J. Morgan,
Commissioner of Iudian AfTairs, the Hon. Lewis A. Groff, Commissionicr of the
General Land Oflice, and the l‘ion. George Chandler, Acting Secretnry of the
Interior, are herewith attached as a part of this report, aud it appears from said
letgfrs that they favor said bill’with certain amendments. The amendments

they may designate, arc herebhy authorized to sit during the vacation for the
purpose of considering and facilitating the busi of tho ittee in ad-
vance of the next regular session, to be convened at such time as the chairman
of sald committee may order.

LEAVE TO PRINT. :

The SPEAKER also laid before the House (on behalf of Mr. MoRr-
riLL) the following resolution; which wasread, considered, and agreed
to: .

Resolved, That 25 copiesof the testimony taken by the special committee to
] i the C issi of Pensi be ordered to be

i 1 arges
pl:'lnle(i' for the use of the committee,
JAMES M. LOWRY,

Mr. CLEMENTS., I ask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of the bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James M. Lowry.
The bill was read, as follows:

Beit enacled, ¢’c., That the sum of $217.73 be, and the same is hereby, appro-
priated, to be pahi outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri-
ated, to James M. Lowry, of Whitfield « ‘ounty, Geor;ila. thesame being balance
due him for services rendered as assistant marshal in the éleventh enumerat-
ors’ district of East Tennesseo in taking the Eighth Census of the United
States,

i
The SPEAKER. The gentleman {rom Georgia presents the follow-
ing amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by striking out the words *of Whilfield County, Georgia.”

ThelSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration ot
the bill ?
Mr. KERR, of Towa.

bill,

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been reported by
the Committee on Claims in previous Congresses, and passed in the
Forty-eighth Congress, It is simply a little balance. There was an
.appropriation made to pay all these claimants at one time in a lump
sum; bat the gentleman having this claim did not know of it until it
was lapsed, and this is the only oncof that class. I havea letter from
the Deg?lrtment which explains it fully and ghows that it was due and
is unpaid. . t

The SPEAKER, 1s there objection to the present consideration of
the bill? The Chair hears none.

The amendment was agreesd to.

Tho bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading;
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, aund passed.

Mr. CANNON. I think we may as well have the regular order.

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no,

Mr. CANNON, I may as well withdraw it.

GRANT TO THE RIO GRANDE JUNCTION RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr, TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (S. 3938) to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior to convey to the Rio Grande Junction Railway Company
certain lands in the State of Colorado in lieu of certaiix other lands in
said State conveyed by the said company to the United States.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secratary of the Interior Le, aud ho hereby is,au
thorized to convey in fee to the Rio Grande Junction Railway Compani. for
right of way and other necessary railroad purposes, a strip of land in Mesa
County, Btate of Colorado, now beld by the United States for school purposes
in connection with Grand Junction Indian school, said land being describéd as
follows: Beginning at a polnt on the Ute meridian 1,769.7 feet north of the
southwest corner of section 18, township L south, of range 1 east of the Ute
meridian; thence running northward along the said Uto meridiantothe north-
wesl corner ot the southwest quarter of snid section 18; thence easterly along
thenorib line of the said southwest quartor dt section 18tothe northeast corner
of the said southwest quarter of section 18; thence in asoutherly directionalong
the east line of the said southwest quarter of section 18 40 feet; thence in &
straight line and in a southwesterly direction to the place of bezinning, not to
exceed in the agpregate 26 3 acres: Provided, That the satd railway compan
shall first convey or cause to be conveyed to the Unitod States in fee, which
conveyanceshall be satisfactory to the Attorney-General of 1he United States,
the following.described land, in lieu of the land to be conveyed to the said
company as herein provided: Commencingat thesoutheastcorner of the south-
~7e8t guarter of section 18, township 1 south, of range 1 east of the Ute meridian;
thence running eastalong the south line of said section 18 70 rods; thence north
80 rods, more or less, to the north line of the southwest quarter of thesoutheast
quarter of said section 18; thence west 70 rods to the east line of the southwest
quarter of sald section 18; thence south 80 rods, moreor less, to the place of bes
ginning; being the west 85 acres of the south half of the southeast quarter of
section 18, township 1 south, of range 1 east of the Ute meridian, together with
water rights asrumm\nb thereto, {ncluding 22 statute inches of water from the
Mesa County ditch, for the {rrigation of eaid land: Provided further, That the
#aid raflway company shall build and maintain afence along the line of raflway
next to the school lands: 4nd provided also, That the United States reserves the

I would like to hear a statement about the

sted wore made by the Senate and your committee can sco no objection tn
the bill, and therefore recommend that the same do pass as it comes from the
Senute without amendment, The objeuts of said bill are set forth in the report
of the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, and the spmge is heresith mnade
o part of this report,

. The Senate report (by Mr. TELLER) is as follows:

The Committee on Public L.ands, to whom was referrod Sonate bill 3938, hav-
ing bad the same under consideration, mako the fullowing report :

It appears to be necessary in the construction of the Rio Grande Junction
Railway to cross the northwest corner of the quarter-section of land on which
the Grand Junction Indian school, in the State of Colorado, I3 locuted. 1t is
proposed by this bill to exchange the land that will bo cut off by the line of
such railway from the mafn part of said school farm for other Iands adjoining
the s(t:hooé farm, and that can be reached without crossing the proposod rail-
way track.

For the 26,3 acres to be conveyed to the railway company tho said railway
company 8 to convey to the Gavernment, for the use of said school, 35 nores
of land which {8 doubtless of equal value per acre with the land to bo con-
veyed to the said railway company. This exchange s approved by the De-
partment, as wiil be seen by the following:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, June 39,1890,

Sir: I have received by De‘parlmcnt referonce for report Senate bill Na. 3638,
to authorize the Secretary of thoe Interior to convey to the Rio Grande June:
tion Railway Company certain lands in the 8tate of Colorado, in Hen of certain
other lands in said State conveyed b{y the said company to the United States.

The bill authorizes tho mecretary of the Interior to convey in feo to the safd
company a strip of land not to exceed 26.3 acros to bo taken from the northern
portion of the tract of ground belonging to the Grand Junction Indlan sehool,
upon the condition thatthe company shall firat convey to the United States in
fee a portion of land aggregating 33 acres adjoining the southeastern portion of
the reservation, with the water rights thereto belonging,

It is further provided that the United Stiates shall maintain the unre-
stricted right of way for frrigation purposes in the land proposed to be con-
veyed to the company, and that the line of railway next to the school lands
shall be securely fenced by the company.

This bill was first referred to the General Land Office for report, but ns the
Iands proposed to be conveyed by the Government aro held for Indian achool
purposes, it was returned to the Department with the suggestion that o report
should be made upon the matter by this oflice.

The C: {sai of the G 1 Land Oflice in his lettor hovowith returned

adds, however, the following information with regard to tho land proposed to
be conveyed to the Government by the company: * Pre-emption cash entry
No. 126, by George D. P. Whitson, made October 20, 1883, for the south half south-
east quarter, section 18, and north half northeast quarter, section l\)‘, towuship 1
south, range 1 east. Patent has not as yet issued upon said entry.’
The matter of the proposed exchanyge of lands provided in the bill has been
the ject of some correspond belween this ofilco and the officinls of the
railway company, and also the superintondent of the Grand Junction Indian
school, and after careful consideration I geo no objection to the proposed ox-
chango, provided the rights of the Government are fully protected,

I have the honor to submit for the connideration of the Department certain
additions and amendments to the bill undercansideration,

The description of the land pro; to be caaveyed to the compnny by the
Government is defective, and {n line 12, after tho word “one,” the followlnF
words should be inserted: *south of range 1;* aud after the word ‘' east’
the words *of the Ute meridian.”

In view of the stat t of the C: of the General Land Office,
that no patent has ever issued for the land proposeid to be conveyed to the
United States by the company, and in order that the Government may receive
a perfect title in case the exchange i3 made, the following words should be in-
serted in line 23, after the word “deed:" ' which conveyance shall be satis.
factory to the United States Attorney-tieneral.”

In my opinion the Government should not be required to fence the landas pro-
posed to be conveyed to it by the company, and it is thorefore suggested that
after the word **Jands," in line 40, the following words ba {nserted : **aud also
1ho tract of land which shall be conveyed to the Government as horein pro-
vided,”

Thebill is herewith returned, and I have the honor to state that if it shall bo
smended as herein indi d I ree no objection to its approval,

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
T, J. MORGAN, Comumissioner,

tanl.

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,

DEPANTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAXD OrvIcE,
Washington, D. C., June 16, 1890,

Sir: I am in receipt, through reference for report, of Senate bill 3938, to au-
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey to the Rio Grande Junction
.Rallway Company certain Jands in the Stato of Colorado. in liou of certuin
other landsin said State conveyed by the said eompany to the United States,
The lands sought to be conveyed to said company by this bill appenr to be
now held by the United 8tates for school purposes in connoction with the Grand
Junotion Indinn school.

From inquiry, it is learned that the deeds and other papers looking to the
pronposed transfer areall on file in the Indian OfMce, and it would seem that any
report as to the advisability o the transfer should bo mudo by snid ofiice.

Pmlght add, however, that the rocords of thig ofiice show as follows, in rela-
tion to the tract offered by the company, deseribed as “‘being the west 35 acres
of the south half of the southwest quarter of section 18, township 1 south, of
rango 1 east of the Ute meridinn.”

Pre-emption cash entry No, 128, ““Gunufson series,” by George D, P, Whitson,
made October 23, 1883, for the south one-half, southeast quurter, section 18, and
north one-half northeast quarter, section 19, township 1 south, range 1 cast,

Patent has not as.yet {ssued upon safd entry.

The‘}alll is hereu;it.:; returned,

ery respectfully,
pe LEWIK A, GROFF, Comniissioner.

The SecRETARY OF THE INTENIOR.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Washington, July 2, 189C.

#ir: I havo the honor to acknowledge the ipt, by your ref: of 8,
8038, ** A _blll to authorize the Hecretary of the Interior to conve, %o ﬁlds Rllo
orado, in

Graunde Junotion Rallway Oomrnny certaln lands in the State of
fou of gertain 9ther lands in sald State conveyed by the sald company to the

nitod States,’

nr th It it herewith coplos of communications from the
Commissioner of the General Land Offico and Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
dated June 16and June 30, respectively.

The report of the C i the G 1 Land Office shows that a por-
tlon of the land sought to be conveyed by the railroad company is covered by
cashientry 120, * Gunnisonseries,” by George D. P, Whitson—not yet patented—
but on informal Inguiry at the Land Offico I am advised that this case is before
tho "board of equitable ndjudication ** for confirmation,

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs sees no objection to the proposed ex-
cbange, provided the rights of the Government are fully protected. He bas
ameonded the bill 85 as to correot thes desoription of the land, providing that the
deed of conveyance to the United States shill be satisfactory to the Attorney-
Gencral, and for fonolnf the lands canveyed to.the United States.

The bill as nmended [s herewith returned.

Very reapeatfully,

GEO. CHANDLER, Acting Secretary.

The UxAirMANY CoMumrrres ON PusLic LANDS
Uniled States Senale,

‘The committee recommend the following d and that, as ded,
n8S ¢
mend Henate bill 8038 as foll

In line 4, section 1, atrike out the words * by patent.”

In lino 12, after the word ** one,” insert “*south of range 1."”

In snld line 13, after the word *east,” insect “ of the Ute meridian,”

In line 42, after the word “eonvq ”* insert ‘* or cause to be conveyed.”

In line 28, strike out the words * by Jdeed” and insert ** which conveyance
shall bo satisfactory to the Attornoy-General of the United States,”

Inline 89, strike out the word **securely "’ and insert ** build and maintain."

In line 41, atrike out the word * maintain’ and insert ‘‘reserve.”

In lino 42, strike ont the word *In*' and insert the word * over.”

The SPEAKER, Is thereohjection to the consideration of the bill?
The Chair hears none,

The bill wasordered to o third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

. Mr, TOWNSEND, of Colorrdo, moved to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon-
sider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE OVER THE TENNESSEE RIVER.

Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent for the pres-
ent consideration of the bilF(H. R. 10301) to extend the time for con-
struction of bridge over the Tennessee River.

The bill was read at length for information,

Tho SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pressnt consideration of
the bill?

Mr, KILGORE. I object,

Mr. CANDLFR, of Masgachusetts, Mr. Speaker, I introduced that
bill. It is simply an extension of the time. The charfer has run out,
and now they are ready to build the road. The bill is in regular form.

Mr. KILGORE. I object, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, MOMILLIN, I think the bill is a Froper one and should go
throngh, and I hope that the gentleman will withdraw his objection,

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

DANIEL W. PERKINS,

Mr, BLISS. Mr. 8peaker, I ask unanimous consent for the consid-
oration of the bill (H, R, 88486) for the relief of Daniel W, Perkins,
‘The bill was read at length for information,
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration ?
Mr. KILGORE. I object.
Mr. CANNON. Regular order,
STATISTICS OF INTERNAL COMBMERCE.

Mr, STIVERS, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the

Joint resolution és. R, 53) authorizing the printing of the annual re-

eat; of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on internal commerce for
9,

The joint resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senale and House of Representatives, ole,, That there be printed
13,000 coples of the annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics for
tho year 1880; 5,000 coples for the use of the members of the Senate and 10,000
copies for tho use of the members of tho House of Representatives; and that
the sum of $3,284.80, or su much of tho samo ns may be necessary to defray the

nsea of printing auch report, Lo a; pro‘{)rlmed and paid out of the money
io Treasury not otherwise appropriated.
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading.
The question was taken on the passage of the joint resolution.
~ Mr. KILGORE. I ask for a division.
The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 4.
Mr. KILGORE. There is no quoram present to do business,
Mr. VAUX, Mr, Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn,
‘We can not do business without a quorum,
'l‘ixo BPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is not debatable. [Laugh-
ter.
Mr. VAUX. I know it is not.
The motion to adjourn was rejected—ayes 44, noes 48,
Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, has it been deter-
;;lxliuelc[l that there is no quorum present? If it has, I move a call of
e House.

in

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas [Mr,
KILGORE] made the point of no quorum. '

The SPEAKER counted the House and ascertained the prescnce of
97 members.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move a call of the House,

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Pending that I move that the Houseadjourn,

The motion was agreed to.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Pending the announcement of the vote,

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution and bijs
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

Joint resolution (S. R. 125) to extend the time of payment to settlers
on the pablic lands in certain cases;

A bilT (8. 125) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold;

A bill (8, 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, deceased-

A bill (8.728) in recognition of the merits and services of Chief [n.
gineer Georgo Wallaco Melville, United States Navy, and of the otler
officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition;

A bill (8. 968) for the relief of Amos L. Allen, survivor of the firm of
Larrabee & Allen;

A bill (8, 1857) for the relief of Charles P. Chounteau, survivor of
Chouteau, Harrison and Valle;

A bill (8. 2212} relative to the Rancho Punta de la Laguna;

A bill (8.2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known ag
the Petrel;

A bill (8. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of
George W. Lawrence;

A bill (8. 3632) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes;

A bill (S. 3718) to provide for the examination of certain officers of
the Army and to regulate promotions therein;

A bill (8. 3952) to authorize the construction of a bridge acrossthe
Alabama River, at or near Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba Val-
ley Railroad Company; .

A bill (8. 4021) to ‘Authorize the commissioners of the District of
Columbia to annnl and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112,
known as Cooke Park; :

A bill (8. 4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mort-
gage, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia;

A bill (8. 4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and di-
minished reserve lands in the State of Kansas;

A bill (8. 4309) granting the right of way to the Sherman and North-
western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for other

urposes; .

A bill (8. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of the
Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Cherokee Na-
tion, and for other purposes;

A bill (8. 4395) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the
Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County, in the State
of Missouri;

A bill (S. 4396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the
Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the
State of Missouri;

A bill (8. 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein con-
tained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights to mine
coal in the Choctaw Nation;

A bill (S. 4403) to provide an American register for the steamer Jo-
seph Oteri, Jr,, of New Orleans, La.; N

A bill (8.4405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the
Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or be-
low the town of Quindaro, in the county of Wyandotte and State of
Kansas; and . )

A bill (H. R. 11469) making apprepriations to supply deficiencies in
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior
years, and for other purposes.

The House then (at 3 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) adjourned.

RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro-
duced and referred as follows: ’
By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio (by request):

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be requested to
inform the House of Reﬂrennhtl.vea as spsedily as possible whether the law -
requiring the capital stock of the street railroads in said District to beassessed
at ity fair cash value has been observed or not; tosend forthwith certified copics
of the annual return made under oath by the officers of said corporations as to
the value of their stock and the asscssment for the paat five years: to inform
the House. of Represantatives whether the president of the Wuh{nzton and
Georgetown Railroad Company has {:)r any other railrond company) been al-
Jowaed to change the printed oath to his return, and, if 50, why; to inform the
House of Representatives whether the annual license tax of 88 fo
car has been collecied for the past fifteen years,and, if not, why; whether any
taxes, and, if s0, what, have been sssessed and collected on the cars, horses, and
other personal property of sald corporations for the past twelve years, and, if
not, why not; and Lo send o tabulated stalement of the assessment and tax
account with said roads for the past ten years;

r each street-

to the Committee on the District of Columbia.
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SENATE BILLS BEFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rale XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

A hill (8. 1677) granting a pension to John Speech, private Company
B, One hundred and twgnty~ﬁmt United States Colored Infantry—to
the (‘ommittee on Invalid Pensions,

A hill (S. 2047) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

‘A bill (S. 2761) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensans. . ]

‘A bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert—to the Committee on

nsions.
Pe,\ hill (S. 3268) granting apension to Adaline L. Miller—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

A Dill (S, 3438) for the relief of John K. Hummer—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (8. 3586) for the relief of Johanna Willoth—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

A bill (S. 4418) granting a pension to Thomas Richardson—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (S, 4341) granting aright of way across Fort Assinniboine mil-
itary reservation to the Great Northern Railway—to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

' REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows:

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R.12120) to increase the
pension of Mary Condy Ringgold, mother ot George H. Ringgold, late
lieutenant-colonel and deputy paymaster-general, United States Army,
accompanied hy o report (No, 3228)—to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with
amendment the bill of the House (H. R.11311) granting an increase
of pension to Eugene A, Osborn, accompanied by a report (No. 3229)—
to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, reported with amendmeant the bill of the Senate (8. 1265) to
provide for the purchase of asite forand the erection of a public build-
ing at Oakland, in the State of California, accompanicd by a report
(No. 3230)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, .

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor-
ably the bill of the Senate (8. 3829) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk,
:ﬁccompanied by a report {No. 3231)—to the Committee of the Whole

ouse. . . :

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Cldims, re-
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R.2357) for the relief of
Mrs, Louisa Jackman and the legal representatives of Mrs. Martha
Vaughn, accompanied by a report (No, 3232)—to the Committee of the
Whole House.

ADVERSE REPORT.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows:

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committes on the
Judiciary, on the bill (H. R. 10861) to amend section 3066 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States, in relation to issue of warrants in
certain cases. (Report No. 3233.)

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS.

. Under clause 3of Rule XXII, a bill and a joint resolution of the fol-
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol-

ows:
By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 12188) authorizing
refund of duties on certain goods—to the Committes on Ways and

Means. .

By Mr, CUMMINGS:. Joiut resolution (H. Res. 234} to increase
from 50.t0 100 the number of copies of the eulogies on the late Samuel
%nllivan Cox to be delivered to his widow—to the Committee on

rinting. "

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles
were presented and referred as indicated below:

By Mr. GREENHALGE (by request): A bill (H. R, 12189) for the
relief and payment of certain moneys to the heirs and legal represent-
atives of the late Jeremiah French—to the Committee on WarClaims.

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12190) for the relief of the attendants
on the insane at Hospital for the Insane in the District of Columbia—
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr, PEEL: A bill (H, R, 12191} for the relief of the lezal repre-
gentatives of Calvin B. Cunningham—~—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12192) for the relief of William D. McBride—to
the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill {H. R. 12193) granting a pension to Ben-
jamin F. Brown, of Kansas—to tho Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12194) for the relief of Epbraim A. Brown, of Kan-
sas—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. TRACEY: Abill (H. R. 12195) to peusion Hannah C. Reid—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WADDILL: A bill (H. R. 12196) for the relief of James T\
Caldwell—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12197) for-the relicf of George Munn, of the city
ol]'/a Manchester, in the State of Virginin—to the Committee on War
Claims. .

Also, a bill (H. R, 12198) for the relief of the estate of Alexander
(h_}llyprs, late of Henrico County, Virginia—to the Committes on War

aims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12199} to relieve Peter Tresnon from the charge
of desertion—to the Committec on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Charles Sumner Post Woman’s Relief
Corps, of Sumner, Mich., praying passage of a bill granting a pension
to Anna Ella Carroll, an army nurse-—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

"By Mr. BUCKALEW: Petition of 128 citizens of Pennsylvanin for
the passage of a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr, CARUTH: Petition of Business Men’s Association and Ex-
change, of Syracuse, N, Y., in favor of placing mailing boxes at rail-
road stations—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Keads.

By Mr. CONGLR: Resolution of citizens meeting in Cooper Insti-
tute, New York, favoring the eight-hour law for postal clerks—to the
Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads.

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition and papers in claim of J, A. Roms-
burg—to the Committee on War Claims. ’

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Mary Qualls, for property taken by Fed-
eral troops during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, petition of William D, McBride, praying that his claim for
property taken by the Army during the late war he referred to the
Court of Claims—to the Committeec on War Claims.

SENATL.
WEDNESDAY, October 1, 1890,

The Senate met at 12 o’clock m.
Prayer by the Chaphin, Rev. J. &. BurLER, D). D.
On motion of Mr, EDMUNDS, and by unanimous consent, the read-
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with.
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT.

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the consentof the Senate fo submit the fol-
lowing resolution :

Resolved, That a ittee of two Senators be appointed on tho part of the
Senate to Join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Yteprcsenl-
atives to wait on the President of the United Statesand inform hitm that unless
he may have any further communication to make, tho two Ifouses are now
ready to adjourn.

I ask for the prescut cousideration of the resolution.

Mr, BLAIR. I desire befors any adjournment to call up the Iabor
bill which is now the unfinished business, and to ask action upon it.
T should not like to have any resolution passed which would at all in-
terfere with the disposition of that measure.

Mr. SHERMAN. This is simply a formal resolution to call on the
President to ascertain whether he has any further communication to
make, It will not interfere with the bill the Scnator hus in charge.

Mr, BLAIR. But it also contains a statement that the Senate iy
ready to adjourn if the President has nothing further to communicate,
T insist that the Senate shall consider the Iabor bill, and I shall, as soon
a8 the proper moment arrives, move to praceed to its consideration,

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. Docs the Chair understand the Senator
from New Hampshire to object to the present consideration of the reso-
lution?

Mr, BLAIR. I object to its consideration if it is to interfere at all
with the consideration of the labor bill.

Mr. SHERMAN, It will not interfere with it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will not interferewith the motion the Senator
designs to make,

Mr. SHERMAN.
deut.

Mr. BLAIR. I know it is guite ordinary, but it concludes with an
intimation that the Senate is ready to adjourn,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire
object to the present consideration of the resolution ?

It is the ordinary courteons message to the Presi-



