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HORR AND HARVEY.

THIRD DAY OF THE GREAT SIL-
VER DEBATE.

‘¥he Alleged Crime of 1873 Takes Up
the Session—Getting Down to the
Intrinsic Part of the Question—Take
a Day Off.

(Copyrighted, 1895, by Azel F. Hatch.)

Chicago, July 18.—The Horr-Harvey
silver debate was continued to-day
from 10 a. m. to 1 p. m., a change hav-
ing been made in order that copy can
be carefully revised by the contestants
prior to its delivery to the newspapers,
and for other reasons. Mr. Horr again
opened. 3

Mr. Horr—Previous to entering upon
& discussion of the law of 1873 I desire
to state something as to my personal
relations in this debate, because my op-
ponent yesterday stated: “Mr. Horr
has only taught in this debate a propo-
sition that is in the interest of every
selfish money-lender in the world to ad-
vocate, and he is here advocating it.”
I say to my opponent now I am not
@& money-lender, I have not a dollar’s
. interest in any banking institution or
American corporation or any other cor-
porations on the face of the earth. I
- have spent my entire life in working
for a living; all the early part of that
life was spent in hard work on a small
farm. ;

Now, having stated this, I desire to
~ say to my friend, I have no prejudice
against men who have been more for-
tunate than myself, and who have ac-
cumulated money where I have not. I
do not think that a man becomes a
scoundrel necessarily because he saves
@ pant of what he earns. «I have been
in every corner, every nook of the
state in which my friend was born; the
hills and the valleys of West Virginia
are familiar to me; I have traveled
through her sheep-growing counties,
been in her mines and her lumber
camps; I have learned something of her
people. I do not think it is anything
against a man if he even beconies a-
stockholder in a national bank. I am
informed, Brother Harvey, that your
father is fortunate enough to own stock
in the Kanawha National bank; am I
right about that?

Mr. Harvey—No,. sir; he ‘does not.

Mr. Horr—Did he.ever?

Mr. Harvey—Never did.

Mr. Horr—Well, it wouldn’t hurt him
if he had, would it?

Mr. Harvey—No, sir.

Mr. Horr—He could own stock in the
bank and still keep honest, couldn’t he?

Mr. Harvey—Yes.

Mr. Horr—A man could be successful
in life without creating in me any spirit
of enVy.

Easy to Understand.

““Mr. Harveéy—Yesterday Mr. Horr un-
dertook to impress on you how difficult
it was for anybody to understand the
science of money, except—the inference
was bankers. I criticised that by call-
ing your attemtion to the fact that that
impression had been attempted to be
the minds of the people
through all the history of money, and
that it had assisted them in causing
the people to abandon a consideration
of their financial system, and leave it
to those people who were enriching
themselves by it and who would make
it to suit their interests, Therefore, it
was to their interest to make you be-
lieve that you knew nothing about it
and never would know anything about
it. (Applause.) I then added that you
(Mr. Horr) were here repeating that
poisonous argument. I did not mean
to criticise Mr. Horr personally. That
he was an advocate of a pernicious
principle did not mean that Mr. Horr
himself was a bad man. This great
question is not going to be decided by
the American people by any advocate
parading himself before them as hav-
ing been a horny-fisted working man
at one time in his life. (Long and con-
tinued applause.) I do not object to
Mr. Horr giving the evolution of his
life. I do think it was a little unfair
to have omitted that in that evolution
he finally became a bank president.
That statement should have gone with
the balance in the play to popular fa-
vor. I do not deny that Mr. Horr and
numerous selfish bank presidents have
at one time been toilers of the soil.
‘The minds and: ¢haracter of men are
. molded only in part by their early asso-
ciations. As they grow older in this

erected as a god, selfish motives make
‘them climb from ome place to another

.until it has becomé a proposition that
4 man can only win'in this world by

. his ability ' to, make money, and the
fact that a man is raised on a farm and
afterwards gets into the whirlpool of
city life among/capitalists and corpor-
ations and becomes an employe of cor-
porations, even ‘4t wages-equivalent in

-each day to two months’ salary of a
working man, we are not to be blamed
for believing that their characters are
molded by subsequent events in their
lives. = | %

* .The value of the debate yesterday
was in this. A studied misrepresenta-
tion' has gone before the people of the
United ' States that there was only
eight millions of dollars of silver
coined by the United States prior to
1873. Now, meeting face to face with
a representative of the other side of
the question, this debate now carries
to the people of the United States the
admitted fact that there was $143,000,-
000 of silver coined prior to 1873.

Mr. Horr—In reference to my having
been a bank president, I omitted it not
because I was ashamed of the fact.

-. I+now. propose to.take up this ques-

‘tion. of ‘the origin of the law of 1873, |
which our silver friends denounced as
a crime. That bill first originated a
little before the year 1870. It was

drafted after consulting a large num-
ber of experts.

Revision of Mint Laws

We had. never had a revision of the
mint laws for a great number of years,
and the men in charge of the mint
thought that the time had come when
something should be done. Among
the men who were consulted upon the
question were Mr. Boutwell, the secre-
tary of the treasury; Mr. Knox, deputy
controller of the currency; Mr, Linder-
man, director - of the mint, and Mr.
Parsons, superintendent of the mint at
Philadelphia. I deny that it had its
originatiom in England or London. I
defy Mr. Harvey to prove ome single
item that had any reference to the
British people controlling or directing
this matter.

Thousands :of the bill were sent
broadcast te all parts of the country.
The bill prepared by Mr. Knox was in<
dorsed by Seeretary Boutwell of the
treasury and transmitted to the sen-
ate on April 25, 1870. The bill as it
was at that time drafted dropped the
dollar silver coin of the United States
and changed the unit of value. That
was in the original bill as it was sent
to the senate, with a letter from the
secretary.

Mr. Harvey—Mr. Horr, permit me.
Have you that bill and those letters
with you?

Mr. Horr—I have not them here to-
day, but I have them in the city, I
think.

Mr. Harvey—WIill you produce them
during the debate?

Mr. Horr—I will if I have them: I
don’t know whether I brought them
with me, but I think I did.

Mr. Patterson wrote to Mr. Knox and
his letter was printed in the public
documents—for I will say to this house
that every single document I have re-
ferred to I copied from the books of the
government in the city of Washington,
myself individually, so I know what I
am talking about. Mr. Patterson said:
“The silver .dollar, half-dime, and
three-cent piece are dispensed with by
this amendment. Gold becomes the
standard money,’of which the gold dol-
lar is the unit. Silver is subsidiary,

embracing coins from the dime to the
half dollar.”

Corruption in Congress.

Mr. Harvey—In the interrupted pre-
sentation of demonetization I had
called the attention of the people to the
condition, morally, of congress at the
time of the passage of the act. I had
referred to impeachment charges
against Vice-President Colfax in 1873
for fraud in connection with legisla-
tion; to the resignation of Secretary of
War Belknap for bribery. I now pro-
ceed, after first stating for Mr. Horr's
information that Del Mar, the English
historian, says that the act of 1816 de-
monetizing silver in England had a
clause in it that it might be reinstat-
ed by the king; that that clause giv-
ing a right to reinstatement was re-
pealed /in 1871, .anq.that the act in
which it.was repealed was within two
weeks in' the hands of Mr. Knox, the
comptroller of the United States treas-
ury (applause), and was in part the
basis of the act ‘in this country.

Now I proceed with this argument
as to what occurred in congress, and I
shall pass the books to Mr. Horr. By
examining the records of the day and
the newspapers we find that there was
an era of corruption in congress at that
time. Clinton Colgate confessed before
the ways and means committee of 1873
to the use of money to influence the
incorporation of special features in the
internal revenue bill, testifying among
other things that Charles Sherman, of
Ohio, a brother of Senator Sherman,
had been paid $10,000 by the New York
Stock Exchange in connection with the
revenue bill. The officials of the stock
exchange were subpoenaed, and the
facts developed that while the money
had not been paid, Judge Sherman had
rendered a bill to the exchange for his
services, and, as he claimed, for secur-
ing the services of his brother, Senator
Sherman, to put the bill through. (Ap-
plause.) Colgate, when he testified,
knew of the transaction, and supposed
the bill had been paid. As Judge Sher-
man was then a United States district

judge, the ways and means committee

turned the whole matter over to the
judiciary committee, directing it to
take action looking to his impeach-
ment—and I stop right here-to read a
letter of Judge Sherman to a member
of the stock exchange of New York
(page 2125, No. 3 appendix, third ses-
sion, Forty-second congress, Congres-
sional Globe.)

Sherman's Letter.

“Judge’s Room; United States Court,
“Northern District of Ohio.
“Cleveland, March 27th, 1872.

“Dear Sir—I wrote you yesterday on
my return from an absence of some
time in too feeble terms of my feelings
as regards the death of your father, yet
as the mortal moves on, so, though we
never shall forget him, yet Dbusiness
must be attended to. Last summer, at
the instance of your father, T attempted
to have such a construction placed upon
the internal revenue laws as would re-
lieve the bankers and brokers from the
payment of a heavy tax. There was a
partial success, but such a boasting or
rather publicity given to it that the at-
tention of the secretary of the treas-
ury was called to it, and he forbid the
order to be issued. There was then no
remedy but in congress. I so suggested
to your father. He then wrote me the
enclosed letter. :

“Upon the authority and in consid-
eration of what was said in it I went to
work: Had interviews with Mr. Bout-
well, with John Sherman, chairman of
the senate ‘finance committee; with
General Garfield and other prominent
members of congress, and the result
was that it became the policy of the
administration to repeal not only the
tax in question, but the stamp and oth-
er obnoxious taxes. I think this re-

sult was brought about by discussions

raised and Influences used by me. The
taxes are not yet repealed, but they are
certain to be so within the aext 60 days.
If your father was living there would
be no necessity of asking about it, but
as the agreement, was made through
him, I fear there may arise a misun-
derstanding, and therefore ask you to
inquire into it and ascertain whether
the committee of the stock exchange
still recognize the contract. If they do
it is all right and I.will still continue
my labors. Let me hear from you at
your earliest convenience. Please pre-
serve the letter.” (Meaning the letter
that reflected the contract.)

That is signed by C. T. Sherman,
brother of John Sherman.

Mr. Harvey Rebuked.

Mr. Horr—Before proceeding with the
history of this bill I desire to say one
word, and that is this: The attempt of
Mr. Harvey to smirch the congress of
the United States and make the people
of this country believe that the people
who act as members of congress in
this country as a rule are corrupt aad
hawe been subject to purchase and saie
can be characterized only as infamous.
(Applause.) No nation on the face of
the earth ever had a purer set of legis-
lators than have been in the congress
of this country during its existence.
There sit before me several members of
congress who served with me in sev-
eral congresses, and I appeal to each
and every one of them if during their
entire services they ever saw or mis-
trusted that money was being used to
purchase members of congress. I
served six years without ever knowing
that an instance of that kind had
occurred during the congresses in
which I served. When men start out
with the proposition that in order to
prove their case they must also prove
that the majority of the best men of
this country are thieves and scoundrels,
they had better stop before they begin.
(Applause.)

Mr. Harvey—Did they impeach judge
Sherman?

Mr. Horr—Judge Sh2rman resigned
immediately, they drove him from the
bench. (Applause.) The public opin-
ion of this country would not permit a
man to hold a public position who
would do a thing of that kind. Bat
what has that to do with the quescion
whether Mr. Knox openly and square-
ly presented this bill to congress? Mr.
Knox said himself: “The coinage of the
silver dollar piece, the history of which
is here given, is discontinued in the
proposed bill. It is by law ihe dollar
unit”—you read ‘that yesterday—‘and
assuming the value of gold t{» be 1514
times that of silver, being abou: the
mean ratio for the last six year, it is
worth in gold a premium of about 3
per cent, its value being $1.03 12-100,
and intrinsically more than 7 %er cent
premium in our other silver coin, its
value thus being $1.07 43-100. The
present laws, consequently, authorize
a gold dollar unit and a silver dcllar
unit differing from each other in in-
trinsic value. The present goid dollar
piece is made the dollar unit in the pro-

posed bill and the silver dollar piece !

was discontinued.”
Intrinsic Value.

A Voice in the Audience—When wag
that written?

Mr. Horr—Just before it was sent to
congress in 1870. It was a part ef the
report that Secretary Boutwell sent to
the senate in the spring of 1870; it ac-
companied the bill and was printed in
the public documents as being an ex-
planation of the bill by order of the
senate.

Now, Mr. Sherman was chairman of
the finance committee. This bill went
immediately to his committee. He
said only in August of 1893 as follows:
“Mr. President: The finance committee
carefully examined that bill; we were
not in any hurry about it; it was sent
to us in April, 1870. In December,
1870, the committee on finance, after a
careful: examination, after having the
bill printed and sent by order of the
senate to everyone who desired to read
it or look over it, reported it unani-
mously. That committee was com-
posed of Messrs. Sherman, Williams of
Oregon, Cattell, Warner, Fenton, and
Bayard. The bill was reported to the
senate December 19, 1870, after lying
in our committee room eight months.
The nature of the bill I have already
described. @The dollar was dropped
from the coinage of the bill framed in
the treasury department. No one pro-
posed to reissue it. The Pacific coast
had six intelligent, able, and compe-
tent senators on the floor, representing
a population of not more than a million
then, if that much. They would have
carefully looked out for the interests
of silver if the bill affected them in-
juriously, but the silver dollar at that
time was worth more than the gold dol-
lar.”

Passed by a Yea and Nay Vote.

“Ht was passed by a yea and nay
vote”—and let me say right here, so
far as I have been able to discover that
is the only yea and nay vote taken
during the entire passage of this bill,
which ran along for nearly three years.
Now mark: The senators from the Pa-
cific slope, including Senator Stewart
of Nevada, voted for the bill, and Sen-
ator Sherman voted against it. Mr.
Sherman tells us that he did not vote
against it because it struck out the sil-
ver dollar, but because it compelled
the government to pay the expense of
coinage, and he thought the people who
owned the gold and silver bullion
should pay that expense. Now, up to
that time had there been any secrecy?

The bill was sent from the senate to-

the house, and on January 13, 1871, on
motion of William D. Kelly, the bill
was ordered to be printed. February
26, 1871, Mr. Kelly, who was at that
time chairman of the committee on
colnage, reported the bill back with an
amendment which was in the nature of
a substitute. It was again printed and
again sent back to the committee. The

Fifty-first congress died by constitu-
tional limitation a few days after the
bill had been thus reperted and wlur
out any action upon it by the house.
Now, on March 9, 1871, there had been
already a special session called of an-
other congress. Mr. Kelly again in-
troduced this bill and it was ordered to
be printed and referred to the commit-
tee on coinage when such committee
should be appointed. Nothing futher
was done about it during that entire
aextra session. >

Mr. Harvey—As I proceed—in a con-
nected manner, however—I will fully
answer Mr. Horr.

Among the many charges of corrup-
tion made at this period, 1873, there
was one of significance when we con-
sider that silver was demonetized by a
single sentence being omitted from the
report of the conference committee and
enrollment of the mint bill, and indi-
cates the power, in this instance, a
corrupt clerk could have. George A.
Bassett, clerk of the ways and means
committee, 1873, was charged with
having demanded $250 per month from
the bankers and brokers of New York
to assist them in repealing the tax on
berrowed capital, and $5,000 when the
act passed.

George A. Bassett Scored.

In the Chicago Tribune of February
21, 1873, an administration paper of
that period, now before me on this ta-
ble for the inspection of Mr. Horr, a
Washington correspondent says: *“As
for George A. Bassett, long the clerk of
the ways and means committee, the
story of the use of his privileges are
as old as my residence in this city. 1
heard complaints made in California
that he had demanded payment for
services after experiencing’ unusual
hospitality from the  corporations
there.”

This same correspondent in the same
issue of this administration paper (the
republican party being then in power),
speaking of the situation at Washing-
ton February 21, 1873, the very month
in which silver was demonetized, said:
“Turkish corruption under the pashas
and beys, or Russian official rotten-
ness, could scarcely be worse than it
is here.” (Applause.)

It was at this congress that silver
was demonetized. (Applause.) To
make plain how the fraud was prac-
ticed, I copy into my remarks Sections
15 and 16 of the bill as it is supposed
to have been read when on its passage,’
together with the words fraudulently
omitted in brackets. Omit the words
in brackets and you have these sec-
tions as they now read in the statutes;
include the words in brackets and you
have the sections as the bill was sup-
posed to have passed congress.

Mr. Horr—Where is that from? 1
don’t understand.

Mr. Harvey—I take the two sections
as they now appear in the statutes and
I add between brackets the words that
were erased from the bill—

Mr. Horr—By whom?

- Mr. Harvey (confinuing)—Surrepti-
‘tiously in its passage.

Mr. Horr—By whom? What proof
have you that anything was erased?

Mr. Harvey—I'll get to the proof of
that a little later.

Mr. Horr—Well, let’s have it,
: Text of Bill of '73.

Mr. Harvey—‘“Section 15. That the
silver coins of the United States shall
be a trade dollar, (a standard dollar), a
lhalf dollar or 50-cent piece, a quarter
( dollar or 25-cent piece, a dime or 10-
| cent piece; and the weight of the trade
| dollar shall be 420 grains troy; (the
{ weight of a standard dollar shall be 384
grains troy); the weight of the half dol-
; lar shall be 12 grams and one-half of a
gram; the quarter-dollar and the dime
shall be respectively one-half and one-
fitth of the weight of said half-dollar,
and said (fractional) coins shall be a
legal tender at their nominal value for
any amount not exceeding $5 in any one
payment.” ‘“Sec. 21. That any owner
of silver bullion may deposit same at
any mint, to be formed into bars, or
into dollars of the weight of 420 grains
troy, designated in this act as trade
dollars, (or into standard dollars of
384 grains), and no deposit of silver for
other coinage ghall be received: but sil-
ver bullion contained in gold deposits
and separated therefrom may be paid
for in silver coin at such valuations as
may be, from time to time, established
by the director of the mint.”

As the bill passed both houses the
unit was on gold, and free and un-
limited coinage of both metals was pro-
vided for. By it there was free coin-
age of silver in the standard silver dol-
lar and the trade dollars; fractional sil-
ver coins only were to be regulated by
the treasurer at his discretion. But as
enrolled the mints were closed to free
and unlimited coinage of silver, except
as to the trade dollar, afterwards
abolished. The standard silver dollar
was fraudulently omitted after the bill
had passed both houses. (Applause.)
It will be questioned by our best citi-

ticed and the hesitancy wjth which
they accept its truth attests the integ-
rity of our citizenship. Before offering
my proof, and I promise you it snall be
conclusive, I wish to speak of official
crimes.

Cutting Down the Dollar,

Mr. Horr—I1 wish to say right here
that upon the face of his own bill there
is' a proof that to any man who has
studied this question is conclusive. The
whole attempt to prove that any such
bill ever went from the house and sen-
ate is false. Does any man in his
senses believe that they ever undertook
to give free coinage of silver to a stan-
dard dollar of 384 grains?

Soon after the meeting of congress
in January, 1872, January 6, the bill was
reported by Mr. Kelly, chairman of the
committee on coinage, with recommen-
dation that it pass. ' The bill was read
and discussed at length. Mr. Kelly,
on the floor of the house, during his re-

zens that such a fraud could be prac-.

marks—that s, in the second congress,
the second time this bill came up—
- said: “The senate took up the bill and
acted upon it during the last congress
and sent it to the house. It was re-
: ferred to the committee on coinage,
weights and measures, and received as
careful attention as I have ever known
a committee to bestow upon any meas-
ure. We proceeded with great delib-
eration to go over the bill, not only by
sections, but line by line and word by
word. The bill has not received the
same deliberate consideration from the
committee on coinage of this house, but
the attention of each member was
brought to it at the earliest day of this
session. Each member procured a copy
of the bill, and there has . been a
thorough examination of the bill.”

Now, then; the next day, January 7,
1872, the bill, after further discussion,
was again recommitted, and on Febru-
ary 9, 1872, it was again reported from
the coinage committee by Samuel
Hooper, a member of congress from
Massachusetts, and recommitted, sent
back to the committee. February 13,
1872, it was again reported by Mr.
Hooper with amendments, printed and
made the general order for March 12,
1872, until it should be disposed of.
April 9, 1872, the bill came up in the
house for consideration. Mr. Hooper,
who had the bill in charge, made a
prepared speech upon it of ten columns
and explained the provisions of each
section of the bill. He said; “Section
16 re-enacts the provisions of the ex-
isting laws defining the silver coins and
their weights respectively.” Now,
mark—*“except in relation to the silver
dollar, which is reduced in weight from
412% grains to 384 grains, thus mak-
ing it a subsidiary coin in harmony
with the silver coins of less denomina-
tion, to secure its concurrent ecircula-
tion with them.”

What Kelly Said.

Mr. Harvey—I pause a moment in the
logical arrangement of this argument
to reply to Mr. Horr. He says that
Judge Kelly, who was chairman of the
committee reporting this bill, said in
1872 something indicating that it was
an honest measure. Now, Mr. Horr, 1
read you from volume 5, part 1, Forty-

fourth - congress, second session (Con-
gressional Globe, page 170, date, De- |
cembeér 13, 1876). Mr. Kelly there says:
“Mr. Speaker—I have none of the re- |
marks quoted from me to wlthdraw.;
They were not made on the bill de- |

monetizing the standard silver dollar |
which was passed and which was a |
substitute, never read in this house, !
and, being a substitute, was not the |
bill to which I had spoken.” (Long and |
continued applause.) F

On May 10, 1879, page 1235 (Congres- |
sional Record, Vol. 9, Part 1) Mr. Kelly |
again says: “In 1872, when I made the
remarks which were cited by these
gentlemen, and which have been fre-
quently quoted in both houses, and al-
ways with an air as much as to say
that to convict this man of the crime
of having been instructed ¥ the’logic
of events would forever settle this mo-
mentous question, we were not using
coin, and no gentleman in either house
appears to have appreciated the scope
and magnitude of the silver question or
to have given it special study. Hence
the bill—and I wish the gentlemen to
know what that bill was. It was a bill
to reorganize the mints, not to revise
the coin money of the country, but to
reorganize the mints, and it was passed
without allusion in debate to the ques-
tion of the retention or abandonment

f the standard silver dollar.

“lI was chairman of the committee
that reported the original bill, and I
aver on my honor that I did not know
the fact that it proposed to drop the
standard dollar, and did not learn that
it had done it for eighteen months after
the passage of the substitute offered by
Mr. Hooper, when I disputed the
fact and was shown the law.” (Ap-
plause.)

Important Quotations.

Mr. Horr—I am familiar with what
Mr. Kelly said afterwards, but I am
now going to read to you what he said
when this bill was up in the house on
the report of Mr. Hooper.

“I wish to ask Mr, Potter if he knows
of any government in the world which
makes its subsidiary coinage of full
value? The silver coin of England is
10 per cent below the value of gold
coin, and acting under the advice of
the experts of this country and Eng-
land and France, Japan has made her
silver coinage within the last year 12
per cent below the value of gold coin,
and for this reason it is impossible to
retain the double standard. The value
of gold and silver continually fluctu-
ates; you cannot determine this year
what will be the relative value of gold
and silver next year. They were 15 to
1 a short time ago; they are 16 to 1 now.
Hence all experience has shown that
you must have one standard coin which
shall be a legal tender for all others,
and then you may promote your do-
mestic convenience by having a sub-
sidiary coinage of silver which shall
circulate in a limited value and be re-
deemable at its face value by your gov-
ernment. But, sir, I again call the at-
tention of the house to the fact that the
gentlemen who oppose this bill insist
upon maintaining a silver dollar worth
3% cents more than the gold dollar and
7 cents more than two half-dollars, and
that so long as those provisions remain
you cannot Kkeep silver coin in the
country.”

That is Mr. Kelly’s speech which he
made right on the bill at the time.

Re-enacted Silver Laws.

Mr. Harvey—Give me a jury and
make an issue for thar jury to try and
let this be the issue, “Were the words
printed in the Record for that day
spoken openly in the house?” and I
will secure a verdict from that jury
that part of them either were deliv-
ered by request for leave to print, a

common custom in congress by which

speeches are printed without be‘ng as-
tually delivered, or that Mr. Hooper
read from manuscript and omitted in
the delivery certain passages that were
afterward printed. While the record
disclosed the intention to change the
unit to gold, it nowhere revealed the
intention to close the mints to silver.
Mr. Hooper, on the same day (April 9),
goaded to it by an inquisitive member,
sald (Vol. 3, page 2306) that the bill
“re-enacted existing laws in regard to
silver, except that it changed the size
of the silver dollar from 4121 grains
standard silver to 384 grains.” Mark
you, I have quoted his exact words.
He stated as a reason that this would
take the 3 per cent. premium out of the
silver in the present silver dollar as
compared with gold. In other words,
he conveyed the express understand-
ing thz)t silver was to be favored. Less
silver- was to be put in a dollar. He
did not say that the silver from which
these silver dollars were to be coined
was to be purchased nor that the mints
were to be closed, but he did say that
the bill re-enacted existing laws, ex-
cept to change the size of the silver
dollar. This is' the clause providing
for the 384-grain dollar, with the right
to unlimited free coinage, that was sur-
reptitiously erased from the bill in
1873 before it was enrolled. By the
erasure of this provision or by its omis-
sion in enrolling the bill the mints
were to be closed to silver. This was
now the plan of the conspiracy.

The bill had re-enacted the law of
1853 providing for the purchase of sil-
ver for fractional silver coins, but that
law had left the mints open to the sil-
ver dollar, but by striking out the sil-
ver-dollar clause, the mints would be
closed to silver. This was the point on
which the minds of the conspirators
were focused.

If the change of the unit from silver
to gold passed the gauntlet they were
safe; with a copy of the bill sprung at
the last moment omitting this sen-
tencé and possibly a further part of
a sentence in one other section that re-
ferred to it, or with a willing clerk to
fraudulently make this omission on en-
rollment, and their object would be ac-
complished.

Mr. Horr—Now, Brother Potter did
speak on that debate, and he spoke tho
words that my friend has quoted,

Mr. Potter, in the course of his re-
marks, says just what he (Mr. Harvey)
has read, but afterwards he went on to
state: “In the next place this bill pro-
vides for the making of changes in the
legal tender coin of the country, and
for substituting a legal tender of only
one metal, instead as heretofore of two.”

You didn’t read that part of it for the
same reason that you left off a part of
the statute we talked about yesterday,
it was not necessary for the points you
were making now, but if yon had read
that it would have shown that tha point
you were making was not correct at all,
Now, I submit to this audience there is
right there in that speach that you re-
fer to, positive proof that thar bill svas
well understood by the poople who were
legislating upon it. Mr. Pattar ' op-
posed the bill, but he was frank
enough to state that one provision in
the bill met with his hearty approval,
and that was the very provision we are
debating here to-day.

Met with Approval.

Potter only suggested that it was not
necessary atsthat time, because we were
not using either silver or gold as mon-
ey. At the same time he afterward
supported the bill and alded in chang-
ing the silver coin to the trade dallar.
There had never been but 8,000,000 sil-
ver dollars coined, not quite 8,000,000
up to the passage of that bill.

Volce in the Audience—Cola or sil-
ver?

Mr. Horr—I said silver dollars coined,
There had been a large amount of sub-
sfdliary coin, but we lost all cf it by
1853, and we made it subsidiary, and
the coinage after that remainad in the
country. .

Now, England, it 1is true, had de-
monetized silver in 1816, They had
done it because the men who under-
stood that subject best in England had
concluded it was best; they were the
clearigg house of the world, they were
seeking to get control of doing the
business of the world and they had been
ages trying to find out what was the
trouble when you coin money at a cer-
tain ratio. They found that when a
ratio varied, when it was different from
the commercial ratio, one metal or the
other disappeared from use among the
people and scientifically they decided
it was best to have only one money
standard, and they had -adopted this
away pack in 1816. Now, my friend in
his book .3 mistaken; he tells us that
Germany foliowed the United States.
Why, Germany demonetjzed silver in
1871, not in  1873. The edict

was in 1871 and ,Germany coined
no silver (free coinage silver)
after 1871. In 1873 the bill was

passed by the legislature, but the law
was in force before that. That is the
record of that government. It is true,
the subject had been agitated in this
country ever since 1870. We neither
followed Germany nor did she follow
us. After the French war, Germany
threw upon the markets, as I now re-
member it, $300,000,000 of silver; it was
in consideration of the fact that that
was about to be done that the people
of the world set to thinking and acting
upon this silver question. There was
no conspiracy about it. I want to say
to this audience and to the American
people that laws of that kind are never
planned by conspirators. There is no
such thing as a great “money power”
either in this or any other country that
dominates the people of that country.
(Applause.) The people of the United
States det independently. , ;

(This ended the debate for the day,
and on request of Mr. Horr the debate
was adjourned to 1 p. m., Saturday.)
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