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Consular Service.

K E M A E K S

OF

HON. 0. B. POTTER,
OF NEW YORK,

In the House of Eepresentatives,

Wednesday^ May 14, 1884.

The House being in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
and having under consideration the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for
the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1885, and for otlier puri>oses

—

Mr. HITT. I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Potter].
Mr. POTTER said:

Mr. Chairman: I would inquire how much time there is yielded
to me?
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Ha3IMONd). The gentleman has ten min-

utes.

Mr. POTTER. That will be time enough for all I desire to say. I
wish as a Democrat and a friend of economy, as a Democrat who has
trodden the pathway of labor from the time he was a barefooted boy on
the hill-side to this day, to enter my protest against what I believe is

unjust to the Democratic sentiment of the country, unjust to the great
purposes and objects of the Government which we represent, and un-
wise from beginning to end.

Instead of extending our foreign service at the very time when in
the midst of an aroused and progressive world we should be extending
its influences everywhere, we are here busy with a proposition to cut
down the salaries of our consuls from $2,500 a year to $1,800 a year and
from $1,500 to $1,000 per year. I believe there are some twenty-nine
or thirty consuls to be dealt with in this way by this bill.

It has been said here, and justly said, that the policy proposed by
this bill is one to make these offices such as can only be filled by the
rich and the sons of the rich. As a Democrat, as a laboring man, as a
lover of labor, as a believer in manhood above property, as a believer
in the duty of this Grovernment to encourage manhood and to give it

its just reward, I protest against such legislation as this.
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Why, sir, a competent man to fill one of these ofiices and to do what a

consul of this great nation should do in a foreign country, to gather the
information which he should gather, and to send it back to us for publica-
tion here in such form that it may come before the more than 58,000,000
of people in this country and encourage our commerce and awaken the
ambition of our people to intercourse with all parts of the world, should
receive, instead of $1,800, at least $3,000 a year. 1 would much rather
have seen a bill to incre^e his salary from $2,500 to $3,000 a year.

I do not believe there is a respectable commercial house in this coun-
try that would think of sending a man to China, to Japan, or to any
other part of the world to look after its interests and to extend its busi-
ness in any one of those countries—there is not a commercial house that
would think of sending such a man there whom it could hire for even
$2,500 a year.
Such a proposition is equivalent, and I wish to emphasize this point, to

pyingto the youngmen of the country, to the young men ofthe interior,
it may be from the State ol Ohio, to young men everyw'here who are
competent to fill these offices and are ambitious of extending the influ-
ences of their country, ambitious of fitting themselves by experience
abpad to comeback here and be the most valuable of citizens at home—
it is equivalent to saying to those young men: “You can not go toper-
form these dutiesj the sons of such men as have wealth can go, because
their lathers can support them.’^ It is saying to the great body of
American young men from the interior, from the farms of the country,
and I came from one of those tarms, from the school-houses of the
country; “You can not go to fill these places, becjiuse the salary is in-
adequate for you to support yourselves there.”

This policy is all wrong
j

it is an un-American policy; it is an un-
democratic policy. It is a policy unworthy this great nation of fifty-
eight millions ot people, with a commerce to be extended until it shall
reach every nation on the earth, and by so doing enable us to reap from
those nations the richest of harvests.

I find an item in this bill which proposes to cut down entirely the
expenditures for interpreters this round world over, for all the com-
merce of the United States, for all the intercourse of this great country
with all the other countries of the world, from $19,000 a year to $5, 000
a year. Sir, what can you do with $5, 000 a year throughout the length
and breadth of the great commercial M'^orld in enabling our agents, our
consuls, our ministers to hold intercourse with foreign nations in an
entirely foreign language, to them a dead language ? Is it intended to
exclude everybody troni going to China unless he has been instructed
in the Chinese language, or to Japan unless he has been instructed in
the Japanese language?

Five thousand dollars a year for interpreters ! We had far better
cut it off altogether. It is equivalent to saying to Japan, for instance,
that she must hold her intercourse with us in the English language;
or at any rate that we will afford no facilities to our ministers, consuls,
and agents who go there to deal with those people in their own lan-
guage. Five thousand dollars a year for interpreters ! Sir, that is less
than is expended for interpreters in a single lawsuit in one of our
courts to enable the parties engaged in that suit to fully present the
evidence that may be given by foreigners.

It is also proposed to cut down the entire contingent fund from
$85,000 a year to $15,500 a year. I understand tliat contingent fund

furnishes the only means provided for paying rent, postage, telegrams
for furniture, traveling expenses, loss of exchange, &c., by all our min-
isters, all our consuls and commercial agents the entire world over.
There is no allegation herethat there has been any abuse in the expendi-
ture of that contingent ftuid, and there is no ground alleged for any
apprehension that it will be abused. I protest that $85,000 a year is
not too much for the contingent fund, subject as it is to the care and
responsibility of the Executive of this nation. That is not too much
to enable him to meet all the exigencies that are to be met, and to pro-
vide for the honest wants of all our consuls and ministers throughout
the world.
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