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Canal in the Territory of Florida.

Mr. RANKIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which was referred, on the 29th ultimo, a memorial of inhabitants of St. Augustine, reported a bill to authorize the Territory of Florida to open a canal through the public lands, to unite the river St. John's with the Bay of St. Augustine, which was read twice, and committed to a Committee of the whole House, to which is committed the bill to authorize the State of Indiana to open a canal through the public lands, to connect the navigation of the rivers Wabash and the Miami of Lake Erie.

The Tariff Bill.

The House then again went into Committee of the Whole on the bill to amend the several acts laying duties upon imports.

Mr. CLARK, of New York, had moved to reduce the duty on iron from one dollar and twelve cents to ninety cents per hundred weight.

Iron.

In support of this amendment, he said that, after the very protracted debate on this bill, it could not be expected he would trespass on the   [col-2]   patience of the committee by going very fully into the discussion of the subject. Indeed, said he, the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. WEBSTER,) by the very able manner in which he has dwelt upon this particular part of it, has left little more to be said. I believe, sir, most firmly, that no additional duty ought to be laid on iron; but, since the committee have decided against striking it out altogether, I have thought proper to try their opinion on a moderate increase, one which will be less burdensome and oppressive on the industry of the country. I do not doubt that manufacturers of this article, who have good ore near, navigable waters, and other conveniences for carrying on their business, can, with proper economy, make it profitable and productive under the present rates of duties. And if others cannot, it is because they have not those advantages, or do not observe the same economy. I have, sir, a statement in my possession, which I received from a respectable source, giving, in detail, all the items of expense in making a ton of iron. This statement I believe to be sufficiently correct, and to contain at least as high rates of labor, &c., as the present prices.

From this statement, air, it appears that no branch of business in our country is carried on with more profit to those engaged in it, (I mean of the description I have mentioned,) nor with more certainty of success ; and any further protection would only be giving them enormous profits. [Mr. C. here read the detailed statement, by which it appeared that the expense of making a ton of iron was only $63 60.] 

From the price current, it appears the price of this article, now in our market, is from $81 to $83 a ton. So that the profits, at this rate, are from $17 40 to $19 40 a ton. Here, sir, is an ample profit, and one that offers better encouragement than almost any other branch of business in the country. I am aware, sir, that this will not apply to more than one‑third of our iron factories -- that the others labor under disadvantages of various kinds, and probably even with the proposed duty would find no protection. Increase your duties, sir, so as to shut out all imported iron from the country, and those who now really require the protection, would find themselves undersold in the market by their more fortunate competitors, and would as much need protection against them as the importers.

But, sir, if all these considerations were obviated, and none of the objections I have enumerated existed, I should still be opposed to this duty from other considerations. I would oppose burdening this article with heavy duties, because such a measure would be at war with the general objects of the bill.

What is that object, sir? It is the encouragement of the agricultural and manufacturing interests of the country. This bill proposes to load with additional duties one of the staple necessaries of both these employments. You also profess, by this bill, to give encouragement and employment to industry. By stopping the importation   [725]   of it, you drive a large portion of the navigating interest from their usual and accustomed habits of industry; you subject them to poverty and ultimate ruin; you increase the price of a necessary material of nearly every manufacturer and every artisan; and, what is more than all, you are loading the farmers of the country with exactions which will bear upon and oppress them heavily.

Sir, I have said I would not advance, with this bill, a single step beyond what I believed to be for the interest of him who cultivates the soil; I still adhere rigidly to my determination; and nothing shall drive me from it. I vote for an increase of duty on woollen goods, because I believe it will make a market for wool; on molasses, because, as the importation of it is diminished, its place will be supplied with grain for distillation. But, when you propose a tax on this article, which will bear so heavily upon the farmer, and do so ranch to empty his pockets, I shall use my feeble efforts against it.

But, we have been told, in the course of this debate, that we must compel ourselves to make this article at home, in time of peace, because, in time of war, our commerce will be driven from the ocean, and our harbors locked tap by the enemy. This case, so extreme, so improbable, and unlikely to happen, may, in the course of the strange vicissitudes that visit nations, ultimately be realized. But, sir, when such an event occurs, I trust the want of this article will be among the most tolerable of our sufferings.

Should we go to war with Russia, we could procure it from Sweden and all the rest of Europe. If with England, or Sweden, we could obtain it from Russia. Should our vessels be swept from the ocean, still, however, it would be brought to our ports with but a trifling increase of price.

Sir, I have made all the inquiry in my power, and I have not been able to ascertain that there are more than from five to six hundred of these factories in the United States. These are probably owned by from five to eight hundred individuals. It is for these individuals we are called upon to lay a burden on more than ten millions of people; to drive twenty times their numbers from their favorite pursuit, and involve thousands in ruin. I exhort gentlemen to pause and reflect before they take this broad step in the maze of inconsistency.

Let me not be told, that we are furnishing employment for a great mass of our citizens in carrying on each of these factories; for every one who has had any knowledge of this business must know, that their condition is not bettered by their employment. The workmen around them are generally the least enlightened, the most poor and degraded of any in our country. The employment of most of them is to cut down and make waste of timber, which, in many cases, is seriously to the detriment of the country around them.

Sir, in every point of view I have been able  [col-2]   to look at this subject, I have arrived at the some conclusion. It will operate as an unjust and oppressive burden, from which you will ultimately be compelled to recede.

Mr. TOD, of Pennsylvania, in reply to Mr. CLARK, said he had flattered himself that one tedious debate, and one decision upon this item of iron, would have been sufficient, at any rate, in Committee of the Whole. I do not complain, but I must any that the disappointment is extremely mortifying, by a friend of the bill renewing a question in substance once settled -- renewing it at this time, when it is evident that delay is destruction; and renewing it in such a manner -- for I think the gentleman from New York made his motion, and, as soon as be rose to support it, moved for the committee to rise. The committee refused. In a very few minutes after, the gentleman from New York gives way, yields the floor to another member, to renew the motion for the committee to rise, which motion succeeded, and brings us to the second day of the second debate, on a single item of a bill which has been before us now almost three months, and a decision upon which seems to be protracted to a length, perhaps unexampled in this or any other country.

Mr. TOD said, I blame no one, nor pretend to any right to dictate to any member what course he shall pursue; yet the gentleman from New York will excuse me for saying, that, dismayed as I am at the time and manner of his renewing this discussion, I am still more dismayed at his arguments. From our opponents, I can hear any thing without emotion; but the reasons given by the gentleman from New York strike me with a chill which I will not attempt to dissemble. The gentleman from New York supposes that only six or coven hundred iron masters are to be benefited by this duty. If he is right in that, then it would be true that only the merchants are benefited by trade and navigation. But it must be a total mistake -- the whole agricultural interest of our country is directly interested. The 40,000 tons of iron which we import, the two millions of dollars which we pay for it, only deprive our people of a market to that amount for their grain, beef, and pork, which articles those governments which send us their iron will not suffer their people to touch, coming from us. Our opponents admit, that domestic industry ought to be protected when we are ripe for it, as the phrase is. Now, iron we are not only ripe for, but, some years ago, actually were in the way of fabricating, to the full amount of our own consumption. One object of the gentleman from New York appears to be, to mend the morale of our people by importing from Europe. To the workers in iron he has applied the epithets of poor and degraded. As to their poverty, it may be true enough. How can it be otherwise when their business is so reduced, and they cut out of three‑fourths of it by foreign importations? "Degraded" is a term not applicable to such men. To be sure, there are many professions and occupations   [726]   which appear more neat and genteel; they have leather aprons and blacked faces; but a great majority of them are not only laborious, but frugal and careful; and those who are thoughtless and imprudent, are yet almost invariably honest and manly. They love their country. Theirs is a robust and hard business; there is nothing in it degrading to body or mind. Sir, it has been said in this debate, some months ago, or in some other, I forget when -- for there is one thing peculiarly lucky in this tariff discussion, that every thing said will bear repeating at least thrice, and still, with all the advantage and grace of novelty, having been forgotten from length of time -- it has been said, or might have been said, that the iron workmen of Sweden, when nobles, and gentry, and farmers, and merchants, and seamen, had submitted to foreign domination, collected together, and saved their country. It is notorious that, during the gloomiest times of the late war, and afterwards until Government thought fit to abolish the internal duties, there was no resource in our nation for men and money, superior to that of the iron works in the interior. If supported and protected, they will add more real strength and wealth to our country, than the cultivation here of all the cotton raised on this continent, and Egypt and Bengal put together, could possibly do; for this work is carried on by free labor, that by slaves. Before he sat down, Mr. T. said he wished to relieve the gentleman from New York (Mr. CLARK) from his anxiety lest the iron works should consume all the wood; true, they do cut the wood from the hills; but equally true it is, that the wood invariably springs up again, and is ready for another cutting every twelve or fifteen years.

Mr. CLARK replied to Mr. TOD. He said, as to the fears and dismay expressed by the honorable chairman, he could only say it was unnecessary for him to have disclosed them to the committee at this time, since he was sure no gentleman would be turned from his course by such disclosure. Indeed, sir, I am not legislating, at this time, for the purpose of pleasing that gentleman. No, Sir; I shall vote and act without reference to his opinions. If the gentleman supposes his appointment as chairman entitles him to direct all the friends of the bill in the course they are to pursue in its details, he is mistaken so far as relates to me. True, Sir, I am in favor of a revision of the tariff; but it does not, therefore, follow that I am bound to support the whole of every provision the gentleman has chosen to insert in the bill. If that gentleman considers himself a sort of drill sergeant, to manoeuvre the friends of the tariff, I, for one, must beg to be excused from his discipline. Why, Sir, all this complaint about the time I have taken to introduce this amendment? Are the committee to be told at what time they shall stop amending the bill? I, for one, cannot recognize his right to such dictation.

But, says the gentleman, we have arrived at the second day of the second debate on this   [col-2]   amendment. What then, Sir? Is this such an appalling fact as to shake the gentleman's nerves? Surely, the case is no anomaly in legislation. The committee decided, on a former motion, that they would not strike out the whole of the proposed increase; but does it follow that they will not reduce it? Sir, it was nut until I learned that a number of its friends were anxious for this reduction that I proposed it. Indeed, sir, the decision of the question on striking out the whole was not very satisfactory to me. More than seventy members were out of the House, and the majority small. The result, however, will show whether I am correct.

The only answer I have to give to the gentleman's statement, that “two millions of specie are annually exported to pay for iron,” is, to point him to the Treasury report of imports, exports, and tonnage, of the United States, where he may learn that, in the preceding year, less than thirty‑three thousand tons of iron have been imported from all the world. That nearly all of it was brought from Russia and Sweden, and not a dollar of specie has been exported to either of those countries. On examination, be may also learn that no money is carried from this country to pay for iron, but that it is always purchased with such articles as we can easily spare, and such as we ought to dispose of. Sir, I said yesterday, and I say again to‑day, that, as far as my observations have extended, the persons in the employ of iron masters, and their families, are less enlightened, more poor, and unhappy, than any other class of citizens among us; that this is the most undesirable of any employment in the country. I shall not, however, deny that a recruiting officer might fill up his ranks among them as quick as among any other people.

Sir, having made no allusions to "black faces and leather aprons" myself, I presume the gentleman did not mean what he said on that subject as an answer to my argument, but designed it for other purposes. Hoping, therefore, that it may have the desired effect, I shall leave him to enjoy the benefit that is to be derived from such reasoning.

>>>  Mr. HAMILTON, of South Carolina, after making a few introductory remarks, on the course which had been pursued in the discussion of the details, as well as the general principles of the bill, which he reprehended, as furnishing the most unequivocal tokens that its friends were about, if possible, to limit the freedom of debate, and force the bill into the House at a moment when several important amendments were about to be tried in committee -- observed that, in rising to address the committee, be could but be sensible of the serious embarrassments which awaited him in following, on the same side of the question, the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. WEBSTER,) who had greatly abridged, if be had not entirely exhausted, the topic before them; and whilst, Mr. H. said, he participated in the pleasure which all had enjoyed, in hearing the unanswerable argument of   [727]   that gentleman, (an argument that bad scarcely left the honorable Speaker [Mr. CLAY] an inch of ground to stand upon, notwithstanding the vigor and elasticity of his genius,) he should endeavor to avoid a repetition of any of the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts, however difficult the task, when speaking on the subject. If, however, he could glean a single topic which had not been gathered in the abundant harvest which had crowned the efforts of that gentleman, lie should regard his own exertions as not absolutely useless and unimportant.

Mr. H. said he hoped that, in his reply to the honorable Speaker, he would offer some atonement for the trespass ho was now about to make on the patience of the committee, when he informed them that, at least in reference to those parts of the gentleman's argument in which he sustained himself by the force of British authority, that he would meet him by English doctrine, also; and he undertook to affirm that, notwithstanding the ingenuity with which these authorities had been used, there was more to be found in British precept and example to admonish us to avoid the policy which the honorable Speaker was desirous of forcing upon his country, than the reverse. 

And here, at the very outset, Mr. H. said, he would take occasion to remark that, if Adam Smith (an authority, by the way, much contemned by a certain school of political economists in this enlightened ago and country) could have risen from his grave, and heard some of the extraordinary opinions of the honorable Speaker, this worthy old philosopher would indeed have believed that the world, ever since his exit from it, had been in a slumber as profound as that which had visited his own tomb. He would have thought, with good reason, that all those anticipations of the progress of truth, and the consequent extirpation of error, which he had cherished in a generous love of his species, had indeed been the idle dreams of a foolish and vain philosophy -- for he would have met here the very dogmas of that school of restriction and monopoly which it had been the chief business of his valuable life to refute and overthrow. But there would have been in reservation for him one astounding circumstance for which he would have been altogether unprepared -- and that is, to have heard the pathetically and poetically drawn pictures of the present distress and debility of our country attributed to the freedom of our trade, and the overflowing abundance of our agriculture 1 However much the narrative of these diseases, and their causes, might have surprised him, the catholicon which is proposed for their cure, would have, been more a subject for his especial wonder and speculation -- a remedy which embraces in their most potent combination, the old and exploded ingredients of monopoly and restriction. But, Mr. H. said, his business was rather with the living than with the dead. Before, however, he dismissed this branch of the  [col-2]   subject, ho would say, if we worn disposed to throw aside, as refuse lumber, all that had boon written by this great man, on a subject to which he had brought a philosophic spirit, enlightened by the most extraordinary endowment of intellect, formed by the most propitious opportunities for observation, and wormed by as enlarged a philanthropy as ever animated the human breast, it would be well to advert fur one moment to the past, and even present situation of our country, in reference to the great resources I of its productive wealth. If the tree was to be judged by its fruits, it might be inquired how it was that, in spite of our deplorable fatuity and blindness, in running counter to the favorite maxims of this school of restriction, this country should have prospered, and still prospers, beyond all example. Yes, air, it might well be asked, if high or prohibitory duties on imports are essential to the proper development of the industry of a nation, how it comes to pass that, within the ordinary duration of the life of man, we may be said to have built up an empire of such vast power, and possessing, within itself, such varied resources of wealth and happiness.

Serious distrust must be entertained of any scheme, having for its objects a diversion of the capital and labor of the country, when we look about us, from one end of this continent to the other, and see so many monuments of what the enterprise of our people had effected in the ordinary channels in which it had been employed: and, if one or two of these memorials of the industry of our people wore selected, they would be amply sufficient for the argument, without a more comprehensive collection. If it were desirable to see what the commerce of the country was capable of effecting, a reference to New York and Boston would satisfy this inquiry. There might be seen the rise of cities, the rapidity of whose progress is without a parallel, in ancient or modern times. If it was necessary to ascertain what sort of wonders the results of agriculture could achieve, it is only requisite to turn to the West, and within the period measured by the contemporary recollection of the youngest of us, to see a wilderness subdued, a vast and intelligent population created and sustained by the prolific treasures of the earth. It might indeed be seen, that, since the peace of '82, by the conjoint operation of commerce and agriculture, seven millions had been added to our population, eleven States to the Confederacy, innumerable tracts of fertile territory brought into successful culture, and in spite of all that had been said, a vast sad almost incalculable sum added to the active capital of the country.

Before, therefore, we acquiesce in the necessity of changing the existing employment of capital, in our country, which has confessedly done so much for us, there are a few salutary truths, which, however old‑fashioned they may be, it NJ may not be unimportant to notice.

One of the first of these is, that the production of a country must depend on its capital and  [728]   labor, and that the latter bears a just proportion to the degree of skill and industry with which the former may be employed; now it follows as a fair corollary from these principles, that labor and capital, if left to their own direction, will always seek, and find, their most prosperous exercise and investment, and that this may be safely confided to the sagacity of individuals who, by a law of nature, invariable in its operation, will pursue that department of industry which promises to yield either immediately or ultimately the greatest profit. Thus it is, in the words of a popular author, that, "whenever any thing is to be made by a particular employment of industry, it wants no encouragement; where there is nothing to be made it deserves none."

We may, at least, be certain of one fact, that no divine alchemy has been revealed to us, that we can, at pleasure, produce wealth, by legislating an alteration in the pursuits of our people. We may, it is true, disturb the ordinary operations of labor, and increase the profits of a given branch of industry; but, as the whole of our society must make up its aggregate account of profit and loss, what is added to one class as profit, in the way of encouragement, must be taken from the other, in the way of a tax and consequent loss. To conclude this part of the inquiry, if there is any truth which appears to be sustained by experience, it is, that the only consequence resulting from the interference of Government in the employment of labor and capital, is to give to them an artificial distribu​tion, and to coerce them into less profitable pursuits, than if left to be disposed of and con​trolled by their natural owners, who are most sensible of their value, most responsible for their use, and have the greatest immediate interest in their successful employment.

These remarks, Mr. H. said, he made without indulging in any spirit of hostility to the domestic manufactures of the country, and that be was prepared to admit that they were to be encouraged precisely to the extent, and no further, than this encouragement was not calculated to discourage the other great sources of the productive industry of the country. And here he would take occasion to say, that the imposition of the duties on imports for the purpose of revenue, furnished in all a reasonable, and in many a high rate of encouragement, to which, if were added the incidental charges on importations, and with which the foreign article wits almost exclusively burdened, the manufactures received all the protection to which they were in justice entitled, and all that the country could afford to pay. When, therefore, the gentlemen who were in favor of the scheme of immense taxation, involved in the bill on the table, were so regardless of the past, and so perfectly gratuitous in their assumption of facts, as to found their arguments on the basis that there was no sort of protection, except to a few favored articles, they must be prepared to say that an average duty of nearly twenty‑five per cent. on   [col-2]   the consumption of the country was nothing, or to admit that there was something so incurably defective in the manufactures of the country, that nothing short of prohibition, or the exclusion of all foreign competition, could furnish a fair return for their productions, or force them into an unnatural existence.

The opinions of the former Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Alexander Hamilton, have been much relied on, and his celebrated report on manufactures (unquestionably a very able and ingenious State paper) has been quoted, but often with a groan perversion of the scope of the argument of that great statesman. Great as was his admiration, said Mr. H., of the talents of this statesman, he was not prepared to take his opinions on this subject, or that of Government, without some qualification and limit. General Hamilton was a contemporary of the younger Pitt, and they may have been said to have been, at the same time, prime ministers of their respective countries. It is perfectly obvious that General Hamilton rather looked to the practice of Pitt, (whom he resembled in the grandeur of genius,) than to the writings of Adam Smith, and the French economists. His opinions came, therefore, from the mintage of the restrictive, exclusive, and jealous systems of trade and finance, which, in spite of the occasional theories of Pitt, oppressed his whole scheme of government. But, as clear and emphatic as Mr. Hamilton was in his report, he could have formed no conception of the extent to which his doctrines would be pushed, by his present avowed disciples, who have attempted, with singular injustice, to give currency to their schemes of violent taxation and oppressive monopoly, by the authority of his name. As the present question is one of figures, perhaps the best answer to the inquiry what sort of encouragement Mr. Hamilton deemed necessary for the development of the manufacturing capacities of the country, would be given, by comparing the rates of duties which he proposed, with those in the bill now under the consideration of the committee. M. H. said he would now advert to a few of these items.

[Here Mr. Hamilton went into an extended argument, principally on the details of the bill, and in reply to Mr. Clay, the Speaker of the House, and especially on the capacity of the home manufactures to consume any considerable quantity of our annual crop of cotton. On this point he said.]

In relation to our Upland cottons, Great Britain may, without difficulty, in the course of a very short period, supply her wants from Brazil  -- to facilitate which, all the ancient relations of a favored intercourse with her steadfast ally, Portugal, would be at once subservient. When it is recollected that Brazil produces a cotton which occupies an intermediate place between the Sea Islands of Georgia and South Carolina, and the Uplands of New Orleans, which the doily improvement in machinery is bringing   [729]   nearer to the former, as to most of its uses, and that there is in this fine region, stretching through thirty‑five degrees of latitude, from the Equator, a section of country admirably adapted to the cultivation of this staple, greater in extent than the whole Atlantic Staten of this Union, the reasonableness of our apprehensions may be estimated, as well as the gross impolicy, by injurious duties on our imports from England, of driving her, either from caprice or interest, to seek ether adequate sources of supply. How long the exclusive production, even of the Sea Island cotton, will remain to our country, is yet a doubtful and interesting problem. The experiments that are making on the Delta of the Nile, if pushed to the ocean, may result in the production of this beautiful staple, in an abundance which, in reference to other productions, has long blest and consecrated Egyptian fertility. But, the circumstance that ninny of the costly articles of luxury which are now made of Sea Island cotton, can be manufactured of silk and flax, coupled with the fact of the great efforts which are making in Great Britain to encourage the former establishments, not by bounties and monopolies, but by their destruction, (for these remedies are regarded there as vile quackeries,) will tend emphatically to prove that the present is an awful crisis in the cotton trade of the country.

We are told by the honorable Speaker, that our manufacturing establishments will, in a very short period, supply the place of the foreign demand. The futility, I will not say mockery, of this hope, may be measured by one or two facts. First, the present consumption of cotton by our manufactories, is about equal to one‑sixth of our whole production, not very much exceeding 80,000 bales; whereas, the crop of 1824 may be fairly estimated at 600,000 bags. How long it; will take to increase these manufactories to a scalp equal to the consumption of this production, he could not venture to determine; but, that it will be some years after the epitaph will have been written on the fortunes of the South, there can be little doubt. But suppose, for the sake of argument, that the whole of the cottons of the South could be worked up in this country, where will you find a market for the articles manufactured -- not at home : for, of the 448,211 bales of cotton which Great Britain purchased of this country, between the first of January, 1823, and the thirty‑first of December, 1823, she has sent back to us, according to the best calculations, in the shape of manufactured articles, about 40,000 bags: Suppose, however, that our home consumption be equivalent to 140,000 bales, (which is an enormous estimate,) where are you to find a vent for the articles manufactured of the 460,000 bags that will remain? In South America, the honorable Speaker tells us -- but what a fallacy have we here! What!  whilst we dread British competition on our Shores, more than Hamilcar hated the Romans, we can, nevertheless, undersell England in foreign markets! Yes; whilst   [col-2]    we are told that., for the very existence of manufactures that have been in operation ten or fifteen years, it is yet necessary to lay protecting duties of from fifty to one hundred per cent., we can, nevertheless, traverse the ocean, encounter freight and charges and duties in other countries, and compete with our old enemy, who is so much dreaded at home. How this is to be effected without a miracle, Mr. H. said be was at a loss to perceive, without our manufactures, like the Prophets of old, wore more honored and successful abroad, than at their own firesides.

When Mr. HAMILTON had concluded ‑‑​

Some remarks passed between Mr. MARTINDALE and Mr. HAMILTON.

The question was then taken on Mr. CLARK'S motion to reduce the duty on bur iron from $1 12 to 90 cents per ton, and decided in the affirmative -- 99 to 90.

At this time, and several times in the course of to‑day's sitting, motions were made to rise, all which were rejected.

Mr. BRADLEY, of Vermont, then moved to amend the bill by inserting therein the following provision, viz:

“On all books which the importer skull make it satisfactorily appear to the collector of the port at which the same shall be entered, were printed previous to the year one thousand seven hundred and seventy‑five, and also on all books printed in other languages than English, four teats per volume.

"On all other books, when bound, forty‑five cents per pound.

“On all other books, when in sheets or boards, forty cents per pound.”

This motion was negatived without a division.

Mr. WEBSTER, of Massachusetts, then moved, us an amendment to the bill, the following, to come in at the end of the 5th section

“And be it further enacted, That, from and after the ___ day of ___ next, the duties now imposed and payable on the wines, herein enumerated and described, shall, at their importation into the United States from any foreign port or place, cease and determine; and, in lieu thereof, the following rates or duties, respectively, shall be laid, levied, and collected, on all such wines at their said importation, that is to, say: Upon all Madeira wines, 70 cents per gallon; upon Sherry, St. Lucar, Lisbon, Oporto, and other wines of Spain and Portugal, not herein enumerated, 50 cents per gallon; on Teneriffe and all other wines of the Canary Islands, 40 cents per gallon; on Fayal and all other wines of the Western islands, 40 cents per gallon; on Sicily wine, 50 cents per gallon; on Malaga wine, 30 cents per gallon; all other wines, not enumerated in this or some other law, when imported in bottles or cases, 50 per cent. ad valorem ; on all other wines when imported otherwise than in bottles or cases, 40 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That the amount of duty thereupon shall, in no case, exceed 100 cents per gallon."

After some brief debate on this motion, it was decided in the affirmative --- ayes 110.

Mr. WICKLIFFE then moved to amend the bill by inserting therein the following:

[debate continues thusly for some time.]

