REMARKS

HON. ARTHUR P. GORMAN.

OF MARYLAND,

IN THE SENATE oF THE UNITED STATES,

ON THE BILL TO REPEAL THE PURCHASING CLAUSE OF THE S0-CALLED
SHERMAN ACT, AND IN OPPOSITION TO CERTAIN RESOLU-
TIOXNS TENDING TO DELAY ACTION THEREQON,

August 8 and 23, September 27, and October 28, 1893

Puesday, August 8, 1898.
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was read:

Resolved, That on and after Thursday, August 10, 1893, until otherwise or-
dered, the hour of the meeting of the Senate shall be at 11 o’clock in the fore-

noon.

Mr. GORMAN said:

Mr. PRESIDENT: I can not, for one, permit the remarks of the
Senator from Maine to pass without notice. This Congress has
been assembled by the President in extraordinary session be-
cause of a great emergency, one that appalls not only the people
of this country, but all the world. The President has said, and
said well, in his message that the remedy which is to be applied,
the measure intended for relief, is above and beyond party in its
consideration. I am not astonished, and have not been. at some
of the resolutions looking to huste which have emanated from the
other side to-day, so that partisan advantage may come from
such movements. Thoe mover of eack of the resolutions under-
stands as well as I do, and as the country does, that it is only
small politics which suggested their introduction.

I am amazed that the Senator from Maine, with all of his ex-
perience and patriotism and desire to serve the country,as I have
no doubt he has, should have been carried away by thelittle cur-
rent which seems to have sweptover the other side of the Cham-
ber during the morning hour. Asthe S¢nator from Maine knows,
and as the country knows, we can not dispose of this question on
the moment, and to-morrow. The Senator knows full well that
metmbers on both sides of the Chamber are divided in opinion as
to the proper remedy to be applied. The President has pre-
sented a viewclear and emphatic upon one side, but there are other
views,and Congressistodetermine precisely what shall be done.
That decision can not be reached to-day or to-morrow; and in
my judgment it is belittling the question, it is trifiing with the
great commerecial interests of this country, for us to seek small’
advantages on either side of the Chamber.

Mr. HALE. Iagree with wnat the Senator saysabout the im-
portance of this subject and the fact that men are honestly di-
vided inopinion about it; but doesnot the Senator,who is equally
patriotic with any of us, agree with me that the sooner we can
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get this matter before the Senate and begin the debate, wherein
every Senator will and should have anopportunity of expressing
his mind, the better? The resolution I have otfered does not in
any way involve any time when we shall stifle debate and bring
the question to anissue, but itisin the interestof commencing the
discussion of the subject-matter and disposing of it as promptly
ag possible. Is not the Senator in favor of that?

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Maine had been present
and had listened to what has oceurred to-day, he would have
known that the Senator in charge of the great financial commit-
tee of tho body, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], freely
accorded the right to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] to
open the debate upon this question. Nota moment is to be lost.
No moment has been sacrificed. We have listened to the mes-
sage of the President, and referred it at oncs to the Committee
on Finance; but before that committes can have time to read the
message in cold print or consider the suggestions which have
been made on the other side of the question, an attempt is made
for partisan advantage—it can not be for anything else—toshow
that the other side is most anxious to go on.

The Senator from Maine knows that we can not proceed with
greater haste. I say to the Senator that wlkatever differences
may be developed —and there are wide differences of opinion on
this question, and we all know that fact—the subject should be
considered and acted upon without undue haste.

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator see any reason on the single,
distinct proposition of the repeal of the purchase purt of the
Sherman act why the majority of the Committee on Finance
should not report its conclusions one way or the other on Thurs-
day next?

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the legislationewhich we are
called upon by the President of the [nited States to repeal is
legislation which was considered, not in a partisan spirit, but it
took time to enact it, and it will take time, as we all know, to get
the committee together, to ascartain their views, and obtain their
report to this body. Nobody can know batter than the Senator
from Maine that the universal experience of this body has been
that we absolutely gain time and husten the moment when we
can come t0 a vote by giving our committees ample opportunity
to confer and by giving Senators ample time to confer witheach
other.

I hope when a measurg comes here to be voted upon, in what-
ever form it may come, that it will come after a conference of
members on this side’'and members upon the other side of the
Chamber. I trust that we may all rise above mere partisanship
and settle the matter in the interests of the country. I hope
that nothing will be done upon the other side to execite party
feeling upon this. Whilst we might go bick and say that the
present condition of affairs is the result of your action, I think
anything like crimination or recrimination ought to be discarded
at this session.

Mr. President, I do trusi that from this time forth it will be
thoroughly understood thatwe areall here to serve our country;
it is a serious and awful condition of affairs which we are con-
fronting, and we must take the question up deliberately and
calmly, with a view to the enactment of legislation which will
give relief.
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Wednesday, August 28, 1898,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF-
FER), eoming over from a previous day. It will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr.
PEFFER, as follows:

Slge;%ved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the
enate—

First. Whether, and in what respect. the national banks, or any of them,
inthe cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia are being now conducted
in violation of law.

Second. Whether said banks are paying depositors’ checks promptly in
lawful money.

Third. Whether said banks, or any of them, are demanding rates of inter-
est higher than those provided by law for the loan of money or in discount-
ing notes and bills.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution,

Mr. GORMAN said:

Mr. PRESIDENT: I am aware that it is the oustom of this body
10 pass any resolution asking for information from a Department
of the Government that any Senator may think he requires in
the discharge of his public duty, but I submit that there are ex-
ceptions to all rules. There comes a time, as it has come before,
when patriotic duty would require nonaction if action were to
bring further distress upon the people of this country. There
are some things, Mr. President, that we are bound to take note
of. They are as public as if they were in the written law. For
the third or fourth time during our present monetary system we
have reached a period when the nationai banks of the country
are powerless to furnish sufficient currency to provide for the
current business. ‘

Mr. President, it is notanewease. The same thing occurred
in 1873, 1877,and 1890, and now, in 1893, when it was impossible
fot the banks to literally comply with the law. They violated
it by refusing to paychecks when presented, though the amount
was on deposit. They issued clearing-house certificates by the
millions, as they are doing to-day. Theydid it openly. The Sec-
retary of the T'reasury and the Comptroller of the Currency,
whose sworn duty it is to enforce the law, may not have had of-
ficial information of it; but they must know that the strict en-
forcement of the law would close the doors of many of the best
banks in the country. Such action would not only impair the
usefulness of the banks; but would affect injuriously every com-
mercial interest. Mr. President, never during the existence of
the national banks has a period arrived half as threatening as
the one which confronts us now.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to ask
him a question?

Mr. GORMAN, With great pleasure.

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the Comptroller of the Currency shuts
up the banks, will not the result be that everyone of them will
have to be put into the hands of a receiver and nobody will get
any money until the receiver pays it out?

Mr. GORMAN. Why, Mr. President, the Senator states the
Jaw. He knows that is the law: and the mover of this resolu-
tion, and every gentleman of intelligence in the United States,

701

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



4

understands that that is the fact. There is not a man I know of
outside of this Chamber, no matter what his views may be as to
the remedy, who does not know that there is a techaiecal viola-
tion of the law, and that it is the patriotic duty of the Secretary
of the Treasury to forbear and not add to the distress, but wait
until we shall act and give relief.

Now, Mr. President, heretofore on each of the occasions when
there was such action as the banks are now taking, there was
but one remedy., There is but one remedy under the system of
finances by which the country isoperating. The banksarepow-
erless to act except as they have done. No relief ever has been
given the country except through the Treasury Department,
which came to their relief by the sule of bonds and the deposit
of the currency in the national banks, or anticipating the inter-
est on the public debt, thus inereasing the eurrency in circula-
tion. That was the action.on eachof the 6ccasions of congestion
and panic during Gen. Grant's Administration, and afterwards
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] during the Hayes Ad-
ministration. When he was Secretary of the Treasury, he was
criticised for placing hundreds of millions in the possession of
the national banks,

Under Mr, Cleveland’s former Administration, Mr. Manning,
Secretary of the Treasury, deposited sixty-odd millions withina.
few months in the national banks, because the banks were then
helpless as they are now. They could not then honor all de-
mands. The reliet given by the deposit of Government funds
stayed the panic. But now Mr. Carlisle, the Secretary at the
head of the Treasury Department, is powerless to give relief for
the reason that the money is not in the Treasury and bonds ean
not be redeemed. You have left nothing there to redeem them
with., No deposit can be made in the national banks, because
the money is not in the Treasury.

And now, Mr.President, by the action of this angust body, by
the passage of a resolution of inquiry so drawn that it would be:
understood by the country—and I take it it would be understood
by the Executive—to mean an expression of opinion by the Sen-
ate that he must enforce the law—to do this, without first hav-
ing provided the Treasury with money to relieve this distress,
means increased embarrassment. Congress had better never
have assembled than that such action should be taken.

As I understand this matter, we have met here not to add to
the embarrassment of the people of the country, not to bring
further distress upon financial institutions or to throw more labor
out of employment, but we have met for the purpose of giving re-
lief. In whatever form itcomes, divided as we are on both sides
of the Chamber as to the details of the bill to be passed, I do not
doubt (as I never have doubted the widsom of any Congress) that
we can rige above our own views, our own partisanship, sink it
all in this hour of distress—a distress greater than any which has
occurred from 1861 until now. Mr. President, under such cir-
cumstances the rule of the Senste, the custom of the Senate, more
binding than law, that every member shall have what informa-
tion from a Department he may deem necessary for his public
duty, ought, in my judgment, to be set aside in the interest of
the common weal.

Mr. President. I trust the resolution will be referred to the
Committee on Finance for its consideration.
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Wednesday, September 27, 1893.

The VICE-PRESIDENT.  The Chair lays before the Senate
a resolution coming over froma previous day, which will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr.
DuBoIS, as follows:

‘Whereas geveral sovoreign States are without full representation in the
Senate, which they are entitled to: Therefore,

Be it resolved, That the consideration of legislation relating to the Federal
election laws, tariff, and finance, matters which materially affect the par-
tially unrepresented States, be postponed in the Senate until Monday, the
15th dgy of January, 1804, to enable the States of Washington, Moutana, and
Wyoming to have the votes, influence, and protection in the Semate which
gggét;arameed to each sovereign State by the Constitution of the United

Mr. GORMAN said:

Mr. PRESIDENT: We all understand perfectly well that the

ending resolution is one of a series that has been introduced
into this body——

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me
just a moment?

Mr. GORMAN. I have but five minutes, and I desire o oe-
cupy the time.

Mr. DUBOIS. Several Senators desire to discuss the resolu-
tion, and I was going to ask that it might go over until to-mor-
row,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland isen-
titled to the floor.

Mr. GORMAN. Iam always glad to accommodate the Sena-
tor, but can not yield now. Mr. President, this resolution is
one of a series which has been introduced in this body which
serve the purpose of consuming the two hours of the morning
hour. Itisperfectly weoll understood that it is part of the pro-
gramme of the gentlemen who represent the minority of the
Senate, as I believe, those who are opposed to the pending bill,
for the purpose of using up the time of the body. That is not
strange. That is their right. Nobody can object to it. If has
occurred in this body over and over again, and will occur, I sup-
pose, until time is no more with us. '

But, Mr. President, the manner of conducting the debate, the
scenes that we have witnessed in this body in the last week, ure
without parallel in the history of the Senate. I beg to call the
attention of the Senators who are indulging in this aecrimonious
debate to the fact that they are doing that which has never oc-
curred before in the history of this Chamber. They are doing
more, Mr. President, to belittle this great body in the eyes of
the people of the country than anything which has heretofore
oceurred. I believe the time will come, and thatspeedily, when
some of the actors in it will regret the part which they have
taken and will atone as best they may for having brought this
great body from a deliberative assembly to the level of a county
convention or a board of aldermen,

Mr. President, I have not taken part in this discussion except
upon a vesolution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEP-
FER], which I believe if passed would have had the effect of add-
ing untold distress to the people of thiscountry. I therefore was
amazed that the distinguished Senator from Colorado[Mr. WOL-
co1T], for whom I have had great personal respectand fondness,
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should 80 far forget the great duty of an American Senator as to
bring into this discussion matters that did not belong to it; that
he should indulge in insinuation that Senators were controlled
by motives which are not proper. When he first did it T thought
perhaps, as he comes from a State whose people are intensely in-
terested in this question, he was wrought up to astate of excite-
ment by a desire to serve them and ought not to be held to the
strict account for the expressions made in his speech that Sena-
tors ordinarily are held to in this body.

Mr. WOLCOTT, Justone word. May I ask theSenator from
Maryland to what he refers? Iam unconsciousof any intimation
of the kind.

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator has intimated that Senators on
this floor changed their votes upon the question of the admission
of Senators from the three States that are named in this resolu-
tion; and he repeated this morning, as did the distinguished
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CEANDLER], that while he
had respect for one Senator who had changed his vote in favor
of their admission or against it, he did not know what to think
g_f two others who had changed their votes in an opposite direc-

ion.

Mr. WOLCOTT. [ askleave to interrupttheSenator. I beg
to say that if the Senator will read my remarks as they were ut-
tered he will utterly fail to find anywhere the slightest sugges-
tion of impropriety of motive, for I had none in my breast, I
cherish none, and I certainly uttered none.

Mr. GORMAN. I of course will accept the disclaimer of the
Senator from Colorado, but I venture to say that no man who
can read the English language and understand it would have
drawn any other conclusion from his remirks a few days since
and those uttered to-day. But I accept his disclaimer, if he did
not mean it.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar-
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business.

The SECRETARY. A Dill(H. R.1) to repeal a part of an act ap-
proved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase of
silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for
other purposes.”

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida [Mr.
Pasco]has given notice that he would address the Senate on the

ending bill. Does the Senator from Florida yield to the Senator
rom Maryland?

Mr. PASCO. I yield to the Senator from Maryland,

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, even with the disclaimer of
the Senator from Colorado, which I accept with the further fact
of the declaration of the Senator from New Humpshire to-day, I
ean not permit the matter to rest as it is. I wish to tell each of
those Senators and the Senate and the country, if they have any
interest in it, that the question of the admission of Senators
from a State under the conditions that obtained in Montana,
‘Washington,and Wyoming was a new question in this body. It
was a question that taxed the best legul minds of this body. It
is no secret that the distinguished former chairman of the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections, the Senator irom Massachu-
setts [Mr. HOAR], who reported the resolution, frankly stated
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that he, great lawyer as he is, had had the other view some years
ago, but on a further study of the question changed his mind and
thought that the right existed for the governor to appoint. I
do not misrepresent the Senator, I know.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator substantially represents -me cor-
rectly. The view which I avowed first was an answer to a ques-
tion thrust upon me suddenly in debate as a supposed question,
and Istated that immediately after the conclusion of my remarks
on reflection I came to the conclusion that I had made a wrong
answer. But it is the substance.

Mr. GORMAN, Itisthesubstance. I only used the Senator
as an illustration because he is recognized in this tody as one of
the great lawyers here. He isnot the only distinguished lawyer
who has changed his opinion on this subject. The guestion
came here and was takea up by both sides of the Chamber with
a view of determining it in this high court, without reference
to politics, without reference to any measure that was pending
in Congress or out of Congress or that was likely to come here.
It was in that spirit that it was taken up at the last special ses-
sion and continued at the present session.

I want to say to those two Senators that, so far as I know and
believe, every Senator upon this floor under his oath voted cs
he believed to be right in that case. With great doubt ih my
own mind as to what my duty was I preferred to follow the ma-
jority of the Committee on Privileges and Lllections. I am one
of the few members of this body who is not a lawyer. I leaned
necessarily and naturally upon the great men on that committee
for my instructien. I followed the majority and voted for the
admission of the appointed Senator from Montana, as did my dis-
tinguished friend, the chairman of the Finance Committee.
When that vote was taken, without pressure so far as I know,
without an attempt to influence any member of this body except
by fair debate on the legal proposition involved, the verdict of
this court was that the governor had not the right to make the
appointment.

There was no question as to the vote of any Senator in the
body, except the pair of the distinguished Senator from Ala-
bama[Mr. MORGAN], who was absent upon a public duty and
paired, and it turned out that his vote was announced in the op-
posite direction from that which he would have voted. But
that vote would not have changed the result. It wouldnot have
changed the result if the Senator had been present and voted.
There would still have been a majority of 2 against the seating
of the contestant from Montana.

I call the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire and
the Senator from Colorado to the statement I am atout to make.
When the motion was made to reconsider the vote which had
excluded the contestant from Montana for the purpose of chang-
ing the verdict of this great body, the Senator from Indiana and
myself at once said, doubtful as this question has been and is,
we will not consent, though we voted for the seating of this gen-
tleman, that any other question shall be brought in here to
change the verdict of a body which has been given without
refevence to silver or gold; and we changed our votes that the
record of this great body might remain perfect and appropriate.

Mr. DUBOIS, Will the Senator allow me a moment?

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure.
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Mr. DUBOIS. I think the Senator is mistaken in regard to
the vote. Those who were contending that Mr. Mantle should
be seated insisted that the Senator from Alabama would vote
that way, and so they moved to reconsider. My recollection
is that had the Senator from Alabama been voted correctly there
would have been a tie on that vote, and the decision left to the
Vice-President.

Mr. GORMAN. No; the Senator is mistaken.

Mr. DUBO1S. My recollection is that there was a majority of
but 2 against seating Mr. Mantle on the first vote.

Mr. GORMAN. Buttherewasamajority of 5; and thechange
would not have affected the result. I have stuted it accurately,
and if the Senator will examine the record he will find it so.
Now, Mr. President, so much [or that.

The Senator from Colorado, not content with this, goes one
step beyond. I think the Senator will agree to change hisstate-
ment. I do not believe that the Senator will stand upon the
speech which he made to-day, for, I takeit, he alluded to myself
and to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] when he
dezcribed the gentleman on the other side as being on a steering
committee and the leader of the protectionists on his own side.
1 ask him if he meant me,

Mr. WOLCOTT. [will state I have been advised there has
been a consultation of Senators going on for some days. On this
side of the Chamber we are advised thatthe Senator from Rhode
Island is marshaling the forces of the friends of repeul, and we
have been advised that on the other side of the Chamber the
Senator from Maryland has been marshaling the members on
that side who are in favor of repeal, with aview of an agreement
upon some further and more rigorous measure which shall com-
pel the Senate fo sit longer hours than at present, with a view,
if possible by that method, to force a vote, Ishall be very glad
if I am misinformed.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have been & member of this
body for oyer twelve years. I have been connected with itfrom
the time that I was twelve years of age. I have seen in the last
forty years all the great men who represented the sovereign
States of the Unionon this loor. Ihave witnéssed scenes in this
body of great excitement, where the interests of States and sec-
tions of the Union were involved. I have seen great measures
affecting the currvency of the country disposed of. I have seen
taxation levied that was a burden which crushed agreat section®
of our common country, as we thought. Thisisthe firstinstance
in that time that I have ever known aSenator to use information
nbtained at committee-room doors or from information received
from eavesdroppers, tell the Senate of the private conferences of
Senators upon any subject. If is not necessary, Mr. President,
to say more of such an instance as that.

Mr. President, let me say to Senators on the other side that
this great measure is being managed und conducted by one who
has grown venerable in the public service, whose ability isequal
to thut of any of his colleagues upon this floor, who has man-
aged it, surrounded as he has been with divisions on both sides
of the Chamber as well if not better than it could have been
managed by any man within the sound of my voice, with a degree
of fairness and liberality to the minority that I have never seen
surpassed in the Senate Chamber. Kind and courteous and will-
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ing to give you all the time you wanted and to suit your own
-convenience, he has made it impossible for the Senator from Col-
orado or for any other Senator tosay that he has not been treated
‘with perfect fairness. I have been simply contentto follow him.
I am not managing or leading for him. He is more able and
-capable to do it than any man I know of. Yet in veturn for that
generosity, for that forbearance, for that consideration of your
personal convenience and your publié duties, Irepeattherenever
has been witnessed in this body so much want of consideration
for the manager of a bill as has been shown the distinguished
Senator from Indiana. ’

I have as a silent member of this body during the considera-
tion of the measure regretted the fact to which I have just al-
luded, and hoped that reason would resume its.sway and Sena-
tors would come back to the rule that has always governed this
body. I have not thrust myself into the debate. I have not
criticised any one of you. I had hoped that the time would
-come, possibly not upon this bill, but come immediately after if
not upon this bill, when something might be done that would
conciliate and accommodate your views. I have stood in that
position, and I get for it, uncalled for, the remarks of the dis-
tinguished Senators to whom I have referred.

Mr, President, as was well said by the Senator from Indiana,
‘this extraordinary treatment of the case is not confined alone to
intimations of want of good faith on the part of Senators, but it
has gone farther, It has gone to the extent of attempting to
indict the Chief Magistrate of the Union, by making a declara-
tion that he has used the power and the patronage of the Gov-
-ernment for the purpose of forcing this bill through.

Mr. President, T am not the mouthpiece or the spokesman of
the Presiaent of the United States. His patrouage I know
nothing of. I care nothing for it. I neither haveit nor wish it.
‘But there is no man in the whole Union, and it is due to him to
say 50, who, during the whole time he has occupied the Presi-
-dency, has been more careful to avoid using the great power of
his oftice. If I may criticise him at all, it would be to say that
he has been so careful of it that he hasscarcely done his party
Jjustice.

Mr. President, Itrust that notwithstanding the great interests
and the warm feeling Senators have upon this question we will
yet, and that speedily, after full and fair debate, come back to
that unwrittenlawof thisbody which has alwaysheretofore been
more binding than the written rules—the rules so well and so
ably described by the distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr,
"TURPIEj—and after all, while hardships will come to your peo-
ple possibly if you are right, and further distress may come to
the ngricultural as well as to the mining sections, let us remem-
ber that is as nothing compared with the duty of sustiining the
Senate in unimpaired vigor and in keeping its reputation for
fair dealing, for full and free discussion, and for securing final
action without personalities.

Mr. President, butfor the allusion of the two SenatorsIshould
have contented myself with simply going on with the business
-of the Senate. and would probably have not participated in the
discussion. Notwithstanding what has been said, I still occupy,
-as I bave always done, upon all occasions and upon all measures,
a position where I can at any time meet a question such as this,
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or any that may come, without personal interest, without per~
sonal feeling, and with a full desire and determination to do, so~
far as I know how to do, exact justice not only to this, butto.
every other interest that is involved in legislative action.

Saturday, October 28, 1593,

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senate resumes its session.
The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which:
wiil be stated.

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R.1) to repeal a part of an act,
approved July 14, 1890, entitled * An act directing the purchase
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for
other purposes.”

Mr.GORMAN said:

Mr. PRESIDENT: [havenotdetained the Senate many moments
in the discussion of the pending question. I have studiously
refrained from doing so. But I can not help observing the very
remarkable attitude of the distinguished Senator from Ohio,
who is the acknowledged leader on the other side of this Cham-
ber, and of more than half the Senators who support the bill for
the repeal of the purchasing clause of the so-called Sherman taw.
His anxiety for its repeal, his support of its repeal, is perfectly
well understood; but at the same time that distinguished Sena~
tor has well known the fact that the passage of the pending bill
was impossible at any time except as & nonpartisan measure, ex-
cept by the support of the twenty-five or twenty-six Republicans
on the other side of the Chamber and the twenty-one or twenty-
two Democrats on this. .

Its only hope of success from the beginning until now has been
unity of action between gentlemen who have such diverse views
upon general politieal questious, and not to bring in the mere

arty question arnd attempt to take party advantage of the de-
ays, of the mistakes, if there have been mistakes; and now, in
the closing hours of the struggle, which will go down in history
as one of the most remarkable that has ever taken place in this
Chamber, that distinguished leader tells us and tells the coun-
try that the measure itself will be impotent, that it eliminates
silver or the further use of it for the present.

Mr. SHERMAN. I did notsay a word to that effect. On the
contrary, I spoke strongly in favor of silver to its largest extent,
g0 that 1t would not demonetize gold.

Mr. GORMAN. If 1 bhave misunderstood the Senator, all
around me here seem to have shared with me in misunderstand-
ing him. He has said that the passage of the bill as it stands
will not give the relief to the country that the country has ex-

pected.

Mr. SHERMAN., Isaid it might not meet the expectations
of the people.

Mr. GORMAN. If his argument was understood at all on this
side of the Chamber, he said that when the bill is passed the
Treasury will not be in a condition to meet the wants of the
country, or to keep the finances in a healthy condition; and the
only relief suggested by the Senator is to issue bonds, authoriz-
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to use them not only for the
purpose of maintaining the parity between the two metals, but
for the ordinary expenditures of the Government.
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Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima
question?

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure.

Mr. SHERMAN. How does he propose to pay the deficiency
in the revenues of $50,000,000, reported by the Secretary of the
Treasury?

Mr. GORMAN. I will come to that, if the Senator will par-
don me a moment.

Now, Mr. President, if I understood the position of the Dem-
ocratic party in the beginning of this controversy, it was that
we pledged ourselves to the regeal of the Sherman law.

Mr. BUTLER. A part of it

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir; the whole law. Our platform de-
manded it. Every newspaper that has breathed a Democratic
breath at first demanded that Congress should carry out the de-
cree of the party. I take itthatother Senatorslike myself were
questioned by the great metropolitan press as to whether we
were in favor of the absolute repeal of that law, the whole law,
without conditions. When that was being strongly urged I do
not think I am mistaken when I say that the distinguished Sen-
ator from Ohio in a speech or an interview in his own State de-
nounced the repeal of theentire Shermanlaw,andstated that he
would favor the repeal of the purchasing clause alone. I am not
mistaken in that. IfIam, Iask the Senator tocorrectme. The
Senator says that now?

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe that is what the bill professes

to do.

Mr. GORMAN, Yes; that is what the bill professes. I am
coming to that. The President of the United States, anxious
and earnestin his desire for its repeal, was too astute and learned
a statesman not to know that he had not the power in his own
party or with his own party to repeal any portion of that law,
because the division is so sharp and great among both parties
that neither Em-ty would have the power to deal with thisques-
tion and make the repeal, and we were compelled to take the
terms offered by the Sepator from Ohio. He held the key of the
position. You have dictated the terms to us. It was the ouly
thing we could get you to agree to for the relief the country.

Then, Mr. President, when Congress met, we came here with
forty-four Senators on this side of the Chamber, elected as Dem-
ocrats, only one-half of this body, with the perfect knowledge
on the part of every intelligent man in the Union that the party
was hopelessly divided upon this question, as your party is also
hopelessly divided., It may be said with truth that a large ma-
jority of the Democrats were at the beginning of the session
against the repeal even of the purchasing clause of the Sherman
act.

Mr. BUTLER. Unconditionally.

Mr. GORMAN. The unconditional repeal. It was known
that you had from thirteen to fiftecn Republicans opposed to re-
peal. It was believed, and I think it was a fact easily made
perfectly plain to everybody, that a clear majority of all the
Senaters elected were not in favor of the unconditional repeal,
but they wanted some modification.

Complaints have been made of delay in this matter. Iam glad
of the opportunity to say, and I say it in justice to those who
have fought this bill, that those of us who intended to vote for
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its final passage believed that we were in the minority,and a de-
lay of weeks became necessary thatwe might convert enough to
ourside to pass the bill. It wasnotbroughtinto thisbody from the
Committee on Financeuntil days after we had met. The Senator
from Ohio, a great member of that committee and an auuthority
in this body on financial questions, and with a reputation such
as few men have ever had in the country, was too astute & man
to try to force its early consideration in this body. When his
colleagues on the other side, impetuous and anxious to put the
Democratic party in a false position, demanded a vote upon the
bili the first week of the session, the chairman of the Finunce
Committee, and even the Senator from Ohio, checked their im-
petuosity. and siid, ‘“Oh,no; let the Committee on Finance first
consider the bill.”

The fact of it was that we were not ready for its consideration.
As time went on the deb.te became sharp.  And, Mr. President,
I want to remark right here that it has been a great debate.
The annals of Congress will not show one equal to it, and those
who participated in it will go down to posterity as men who were
equal to any who have preceded them. When the contest be-
came sharp the doubt was then expressed as to the power of the
Senate to pass it, not as to the power to reach a vote, but the
power to pass unconditional repeal with amajority. In the very
midst of the fight, in the hottest of it, when men were anxious,
‘when every Senator was desirous thut something might be done
(and when I suy every Senator I mean all on both sides of the
Chamber) to relieve the great distress in the financial interests
and in commercial affairs, the first note of warning that we had,
publicly uttered, came from the Senator from Ohio, the Senator
who led more than onc-hulf of the repeal column, that it was
impossible to pass it. Here is his interview, published October
5, 1893, in a telegram to the Cincinnati Enquirer dated Wash-
ington, October 4:

[Cincinnati Enquirer, October 5, 1893.]
WASHINGTON, D. C., October 4.

I called on Senator Sherman to-night. More than any other gquantity in
the Senate he represents his party. I asked him bluntly if he believed the
law which bore his name would be repealed?

His answer was frank—dlirect:

“J do not," said he.

“Then,” said I, ‘‘what next?”

T can not,” said he, “be explicit as to what next. The position of the
Republican members of the Senate is now passive. T'he Democrats are en-
deavoring to arrange a compromise. If they succeed, they can pass a com-
promise measure no matter 1f the Republican Senators are solidly arrayed
against it. Our side, or rather the large majority of our side, stand ready
to vote for unconditional repeal whenever the Democrats ix the time to
vote. We are even ready to support a closure.”

“Iave youany idea,” I asked, ** 0of the terms of compromise?"

“No,"” sald the Senator, “ I am not in the secrets of those arranging it.
There have been several propositions involving the issue of bonds and the
reduction of the monthly purchases of, silver. My judgment is, and 1t is,
however.a judgment, that in the end the Democrats will unlte on a proposi-
tion to extend the provisions of the Sherman law three years, with u redue-
tion of the monthly purchases of silver to 2,500,000 ounces of silver instead
of 4,500,000 ounces as now.”

* Do you think the President would sign such a bill*?

“Ihave no reason of knowing. YetIam impressed he will yleld toa falr
compromise. If he does not he will destroy his party, and his Administra-
tion will be broken down.

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the reporter has been rather more
accurate than usual inthat interview. I think that wus the sub-
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stance of what I said. Idesire merely toadd that I believe the
bill would not have passed but for the abortive attempt to comn-
prowmise, which, falling through, left nothing else to do but to
pass it. However that is a mere matter of interview between
ourselves.

Mr. GORMAN., October4 is the date of this interview. The
Senator from Ohio knew perfectly well, as every other man in
the country knew, that he was laying down a condition for the
Democratic party to unite. He knew to unite was as impossible
as it was to ily, unless it meant the extension of the purchase of
silver to some future period. He knew that the demand in the
country for its unconditional repeal coming to us through the
press and trade organizations in every section was such that
the entire Senate was most anxious to do something to relicve
anxiety. He knew another thing, that with the difference of
views upon this financial question between the astand the West
and the North and the South it was impossible to pass what we
call in the Eastern States a sound financial bill with bonds unless
we had his coSperation and the cotperation of those on thoother
side who thought with us; and when you placed the conditions
upon the Democratic party, as you had the power to do, holding
the key of the situation with your 25 or 26 votes, you forced us
into a position to take a mensure that would not be satisfactory
to the people for whom the Senator from Ohio speaks and whom
I have the honor to represent in part on this floor.

But, Mr. President, there was an earnest desire, there has
been from the beginning of the session an earnest desire on this
side of the Chamber, toframe such legislation as might redound
to the interest of all the people of this country. Sharp as the
division was upon the particular measures, there is not a Demo-
crat upon this side of the Chamber who was not impressed with
a desire to harmonize the party, to sustain the Democratic Ad-
ministration. All were willing to make sacrifices of opinion
and to sot aside the convictions of a lifetime and unite in doing
something which would relieve the business distress and save
their Administration from defeat. They tried to get together.
They tried to do whatwas right. There were many of them who
shared the conviction that it is extraordinary, unusual, and un-
fortunate to strike down summarily, without an hour’s warning,
any great interest that we had built up or made possible by laws,
no matter how vicious and bad the laws themselves. Their de-
liberations could have been carried to a consummation with the
bonds that the Senator from Ohio speaks of.

I do not complain of him for making the suggestion of bonds
except as to the time and manner of doing it, for I from the be-
ginning, not of this Congress, but in the last, under Mr. Harri-
son's Administration, believed that with the extravagant appro-
priations that have been made, with the growth of expenditures
for pensions, and otherwise, which can not be eliminated, there
is not revenue enough to pay the current expenses of the Gov-
ernment under your present laws, and at the last session of Con-
gress 1 voted with the Senator from Ohio to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to issue bonds for all these purposes.

If, Mr. President, there had beenless partisanshipin this Cham-
ber when we came to consider a ﬁrOposition that would have
practically united this side, if we had had a response from the
Senator from Ohio and those who associate with him politically,
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we could have passed a bill repealing the purchasing clause of
the Sherman law, no matter whether it takes effect to-morrow
or the next day, and we would have strengthened the Treasury,
given the Secretary power to issue $200,000,000 of gold, and ib
would have been a notice to the world that this country, in that
matter asin all others, had the power and the will to maintain
our honor and keep our finances to the very highest possible
level.

1 am not here, Mr, President, to violate the confidences that
have been given to me in all the suggestions that have been
mude by members of this body, or gentlemen outside of the body.
I can say, though, with propriety that there is scarcely one of
us who in the very heat of this controversy has not been most
willing t0 make the suggestions and look to a better bill than
the one we now huve. That is past. The responsibility—-

Mr. SHERMAN. T wish to say a word, if I do not interrupt
the Senator.

Mr. GORMAN. Notatall. .

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam quite sure if our Democratic friends
on the otherside of the Chamber had made any proposition, such
as the Senator now mentions, providing for the coinage of what
is called the seigniorage, and groviding for the maintenance of
all forms of money at par with each other by authorizing the
sale of $200,000,000 of bonds, the proposition would probably
have been very agreeuble to this side of the Chamber; but, ag I
understand—as a matter of course I do not agk for any secrets—
our friends on the other side of the Chamber declined to agree
to any proposition which contained authority to issue bonds. I
think that was the general understanding on this side.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as I said, I would not, to re-
lieve myself from being misunderstood or for any other purpose
in the world, violate confidences or repeat conversations which
have been had; but I have a right to say that we have been most
unfortunate if we were not understood to say that a provi-ion
forr'ﬁ a plroper bond issue could have been passed without much
difficulty.

I agree now with the Senator from Ohio. The day, the hour
for all that has passed. I should not have referred to this mat-
ter but for the fact that the Senator in his remarks, which will
be found in the RECORD of the 18th of October, on page 2758, at~
tempted to place the entire responsibility on the Democrats.
He said:

The President suggests, however, that the first and most important meas-
ure, before further action, is to clear away the present silver-purchasing
clause of the act of 1850, We have thought so too, but if the other side do
not think so {t cannot be done, for their voteis potent. They carry the mat-
ter in their own hands. Let them agree upon something.

In times past, when they were in the minority and we were in the major-
ity, we never shrank from responsibility. Wewere Republicans because we
belleved In Republican principles and Republican men and Republican meas-
ures, and whenever a question came into the Senate Chamber to be decided
we never pleaded the baby act and said ¢ we could not agree.” We met to-
gether in conclave; we measured each other's opinions; some giving way,
and tinally we came to an agreement. In this way we passed all the great
laws which have marked the history of the lass thlrt,{ years of our country,
and it was not done by begging votes of the other slde. We knew that, by
the usual and almost universal habit of the Democratic party, they would

oppose anything we should propose. even the Lord's Comimandments or the
Lord's Prayer, [Laughter.]

» L * * * L I
Sir, these are public duties that can not be avoided. You must decide this
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sallver question some way or other. If you can not do it and will retire from

the Senate Chamber we will settle it on this side, and we will do the best we
-can with our silver friends who belong to us, who are blood of our blood and
bonw of our bone. But you have the majority on this fioor to-day, and there-
fore I beg of you, not in reproach, not in anger, because I know the great
difficulty and the difference of opinion that exists in the two parties; you
‘have the supreme honor of settling this question now, and you ought to do
‘it. That is all I care to say on that point,

And again to-day, wittingly or unwittingly, he endeavored to
place upon this side of the Chamber the responsibility of any
future failure, or the failure of this act, to give relief. Mr,
President, the responsibility does not belong to one party. If
the act does not meet public expectation, we must on both sides
share the responsibility; but it may turn out to be the wisest
‘thing that this bilishall pass just asit came from the committee.
[f so, we will share the credit.

Mr. President, that there is to be further trouble with our
financial affairs everybody who has watched the operations of
the Treasury must know. We have come into power, but we
have inherited an enormous debt, imperfect revenue laws, and
.stagnation in every industry. The Treasury is bankrupt, says
the Senator from Ohio. It was bankrupt when we accepted it
and when we came into power. Who is responsible for it?

We are $50,000,000 short, says the Senator from Ohio. Why,
Mr. President, I hold a statement in my hand showing that dur-
‘ing the last three years thore have beenappropriated for various
purposes, including $19.000,000 per annum for the sinking fund,
$362,000,000 more than the revenues. The money has, of course,
ot all been spent, because we did not have it in the Treasury;
the obligations of the Government created by luw have notbeen
discharged; but after paying the amounts which were absolutely
necessary to keep the Government running, including the pay-
ment of pensions, there isa shortage of $50,000.000, soon to be in-
-creased to $30,000,000, which must be met. The Government of
the United States can not repudiate its debts. Itisnotthefault
-on this side of theChamber as a party. Conceal the facts as you
may, you can not make party capital out of it, for the honest men
-of the country will know what the facts are.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask my friend, if he will allow me,
whether the last House of Repressntatives was not strongly
Democratie, and whether all the appropriations for the support
-of the Government did not originate there® I myself supposed
that both parties shared in the responsibility for excessive ap-
propriations.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it is true that the last Housae
-of Representatives was Democratic: it is true that the Republi-
<can party have bad possession of the executive branch and of
thisbranch of the Government; and itistrue thatwecould notcut
down these expenditures unless we had control of all branches
©of the Government. Now, that we have that control, we hope
1o cut down expenditures as rapidly as possible.

But we have inherited another thing—contracts which have
been made by law, and from which there is no escape. Obliga~
tions have been incurred on all sides. They must be met.

All T eomplain of now is that Senators on the other side of
this Chamber at the end of a great crisis in this body. and, I
‘hope. almost at the end of a great financial panie, should bring
up this question for the purpose of gaining party advantage.
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Mr. President, we shall take the responsibility of all the new
laws which will be enacted during the time we are in power,
We shall go as far as it is possible for men to goin relieving the
country of the bad laws now upon the statute books; we shall in-
sist upon the consideration of legislation for that purpose in seu-
son and out of season if necessary, but we do object to being
held up to the country as responsible for laws which were not of
our enacting.

I trust the Senator from Ohio and Senators on the other side:
of the Chamber, who unite with the President upon this one
measure, will yet withdraw their partisan offorts, and admit
that this is a question above party, and which could not be passed.
if it were a party question. “"We must all share the full responsi--
bility of whatever may come from this enactment.
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