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Molding Company and others, in favo~ of reduction of taxation 
on grain alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIDRAS: Petitions of the Sixth United .Presbyterian 
Chttrch, the Union Methodist Church, and John W. Gazaway and 
l9 others of Allegheny, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of Rev. F. M. McConnell and 50 
others, of Brownwood, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dollivm· 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of Charles L. White 
and 14 others, of Cherry Valley, N.Y., in favor of the Hepburn
Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of William G. Kopp, of Defiance, 
Ohio, recommending an increase of salary of rural carriers to 
$850 per year-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Ro&ds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of W. D. Jolly and 23 
others, of Panhandle, Tex .. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the Free Metho
dist Church of St. Paul, Minn .. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petiticn of the Norwegian-Danish Methodist Episcopal 
Church of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of a bill to prevent nullifica
tion of State liquor laws-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitioo of members of Park Congregational Church. of 
St. Paul, 1\finn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Coiililri ttee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Zion's German Evangelical Chm·ch, of St. 
Paul, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the German Emanuel Church Evangelical As
sociation, of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of a bill to prevent nullifi
cation of State liquor laws-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of St. Paul, Minn., 
relative to a bill to prevent nullification of State liquor laws-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Duluth Builders' Exchange, against the 
anti-injunction bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 11828, granting a; pension 
to Mary C. Whitten-to the Committee on Invalid PellBions. 

Also, petition of the Retail Grocers' Association of Minnesota, in 
favor of the Tawney bill (H. R. No. 6)-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Duluth Board of Trade, in favor of the 
Qua1·les-Cooper bill-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders of 
America relative to a bill to extend laws for coastwise trade to 
the Philippine Islands-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, re olution of the Minnesota State Association of Builders' 
Exchanges, against an eight-hour law-to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Minnesota State Association of Builders' 
Exchanges. against the anti-injunction bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of C. S. Clark and 36 others, of 
Rochester, N.H., in favor of the Hepbm'll-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSE.ND: Petition of Cigar 1\Iakers' Union No. 314, 
in favor of bill H. R. No. 6-to the Committee on Ways and 
Meane. 

Also resolution of Charles Marten Post, No. 436, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Michigan, in favor of a service-
pension bill-to the Committee. on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also. petitions of Fred W. Luft and 10 others, of L3: Sail~, Mich., 
and C. C. Hitchcock and 8 others, of Flat Rock Mich., m favor 
of the Brownlow good-roads bill-to the Committee on Agricul
ture. 

Also. memorial of Willis H. Birtram, of Addison; petition of 
Charles Strewing and 23 others, of Flat Rock: memorials of Wil
liam B. Fuller, of Addison; James B. Saunders, of Ann Arbor; 
Martin Brockway, of Pete::.·sburg, and Franklin Craig, of Pal
myra, all in Michigan, in favor of bills H. R. 5760 and 9313-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pen.Jons. 

Also, petitions of the Methodis Episcopal Church and Temper
ance Union. of Detroit, Mich., and 0. J. Blackford and 34 others, 
of Detroit, Mich., for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Bv Mr. VREELAND: Petition of W. W. Frank and 34: others, 
of Pomfret, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill- to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of lllinois: Papers to accompany b~ll grant
ing a pensi(Jn toW. L. Lawrence; papers to accompany bill grant
ing an increase of pension to Uriah J . Chesshir, and papers to 

accompany bill granting a pension to Margaret J. Thackery-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolution of the Consolidated 
Stock and Petroleum Exchange, of New York, in favor of bill 
H. R. 7871-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of Rev. M. L. Smith and 234 
residents of West Virginia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. E. Cochran and 5 others. of Salama, W.Va., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judidary. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, Ma1·ch 4, 1901,.. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday s pro

ceedings, when. on request of Mr. Bmmows, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap
proved. 

DISTRICT EXCISE BOARD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of the operations of the 
excise board of the District of Columbia for the licerue year ended 
October 31, 1903; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS P A.PEP.S. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempoTe laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Postma.ster-General, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report concerning the disposition of usele papers in the 
files of that Department~ which was referred to the Select Com
mittee on Disposition of Usele s Papers in the Executive Depart
ments., and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDrnGS UNDER ACT OF 1893. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in re ponse 
to a resolution of the 2d instant, certain statements, with pro- · 
gramme attached, showing in each case proceeding under the 
act of February 20, 1 93, known as the .. Tarsney Act." relating to 
the completion, construction, and bids for public building in the 
country, etc.; which, with the accompanying paper , was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to bo printed. 

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. UARTL~ a director 
on the part of the Senate of the Columbia Hospital for Women 
and Lying-in Asylum, under the ~equirements of the act approyed 
June 10, 1872. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY. its enrolling clerk, annolmc.ed' that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 128o3} making appropriations. to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the follow
ing bills: 

A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Christy; 

A bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 
Hunt: 

A bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 
Rogers; 

A bill (IL R. 3776) granting an increase of pension to Alf1·ed I. 
Judy; 

A bill (H. R . 3903) granting an increas~ of pension George C. 
Sherman: 

A bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo. 
Dutch: 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Travis; and 

A. bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. 

E..~ROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following em·olled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A biTI (8. 121) granting additional lands adjacent to the site of 
the University of Montana to the State of Montana for uses of 
said university; 
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A bill (8. 3780) authorizing the Yankton,Norfdlkand Southern 
Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
·foot-pa enger bridge across the Missouri "River at ornear the city 
of Yankton, S. Dak.; and 

A bill (H. R. 13290) making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac river of ice. 

PETITIONS AJI'D MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials _of the 
Schwaebische Saengerbund, of Buffalo, N.Y.; of the St.J\fichael 
German Roman Catholic Benefit SQciety, of :Philadelphia; of the 
German Roman CatholicXnights of St. George, of .Pittsburg, and 
of the Turn Verein of Pittsburg, all in -the State of "Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intn:ricating -liquors; which were re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Baptist 
and Method:ist:Episco_pal churches of North Bingham, and of the 
congregationofiheMethodistEpiscopalChurchofWayneConnty, 
in the State of "Pennsylvania; of the congregations of the Wesley 
Nethodist and Methodist Episcopal churches .and the Woman'B 
Christian Temperance Union of Willis, Kans., and of the-congre
gation of the First Methodist Episcopal Chumh of Geneva, N.Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the.J udiciary. 

M.r. BURROWS ]!resented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Bay City, Mich., praying for the :enactment 
of legislation _p1'oviding for the closing on ·Sunday of the Lewis 
and Clark Centennial Exposition; which was or<Mred to lie on the 
table. ' 

He also presented _petitions of sundry citizens of Grand Rapi<ls, 
of.-the Woman's Missionary Society of Grand R~pids, and of the 
Woman's Christian Tempe1·ance Union of Grand Rapids, all in 
the State of 'Michigan, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made andfiledagainst Hon. REED SliOOT,a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on·Pivileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Edwin Colwell Post, No. 23, De
partment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bloom
ingdale, Mich., ·and a petition of Henry C. Rowe Circle, No.-8, 
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re_public, of Benton Harbor, 
:Mich., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
·were referred the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the First 
Christian, Presbyterian, Methodist Episcopal, Baptist, and "Evan
gelical Lutheran churches of Marsball, Mich., and a petition of 

·· the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal, Free Baptist, and 
Congregational churches of Grand Ledge, Mich., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Baxter Post, No. 123,-Depart
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Baxter S_prings, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was.referred'to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition . of Osawatomie Lodge, No. 82, 
Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Iron-ship Builders, of Osawato
mie, Kans., and a petition of Pittsburg Lodge, No. ·221, Boiler
makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Pittsburg, Kans., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to develop the American me1·chil.nt 
marine; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also _presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper
ance Union of Belpre, Kans., praying for an investigation or the 
charges made and filed agaiDBt Ron. REED Sru:ooT, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which werereferred to the Committee on Privi
leges and Elections. 

1Ie also presented a petition of sundry patrons of li11'al "free
dell-very route No.4, of Fredonia, Kans., praying that an appro
_priation be made providing for an increase in the salaries of rural 
letter carriers; w.hich was referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of La bette County 
and Morris County, and of Grand Lodge, Independent Order of 
"Good Templars, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enact
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also (for 11fr. BUR"TON) presented a petition of Warmaton 
-Lodge, No. 202, InterRational Association of ]{achinists, of Fort 
Scott, Kans., praying that an appropriation be made to increase 
·the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory, at Washington, D. C.; 

- which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
He also tfor Mr. BuRTON) presented a petition of the Kansas 

Federation of Commercial Interests of To_peka, Kans., praying for 
the pa§age of the -so-called "B1·ownlow good-1·oads bill;" which 
wa.s referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

·He a1so (for-:l\Ir.13URTON) present-ed a petition of the legislativ-e 
and executive committee of the National Af:sociation of State 
Dairy and Food Departments and of the representatives of manu
facturers and distributors of food products in the United Stat-es, 
praying for the :passage of the so-called ' ' pure-food bill; '' which 
was referred to the Committee on :Manufactures. 

He also (for ]~JJ:\ BURTO~) presented a petition of sundry citi
zens of Burlingame, Kans., praying for the enactment of legisla
tion to increase the salaries of f1·ee rural delivery mail canters; 
which was referrea to ·the Committee on .Post-Offices and .Post-
Roads. 1 

He also (ior:.Mr. BURTO:N) presented a petition of James Shields 
Post, No. 57, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Repub
lic, of Wellington, ·Kans., and a petition of James A. Garfield 
Circle, No. 22, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic. of 
Emporia, Kans., praying for the enactment of a senice-pension 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

.He also (for Ml·. :BURTO~) presented petitions of stmdry citizens 
of Colomy, Anderson County, .Pretty Prairie, Larnell, Niotaze, 
Oneida, Havensville, Jetmore, Lyon, White Water,New.Albany, 
Topeka, .Belpre, Fall River, Kansas City, Fort Scott, Mineral 

.:Point, Jew.ell, Walnut, Philli!ffiburg, ana Spearsville; of the 
'Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Baldwin; of the con
gregation of the 'Methodist Episcopal Church of "Peabody, and of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Kansas City, .all in 
the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate ·the interstate transportation of intoxicating 1iquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. · 

Mr. CULBERSON presented petitions of C. A. ·wright, of 
Brady; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Braay, and of the congregation of-the Polytechnic College Church, 
of Fort Worth, all in the State of Texas, pra-ying for the enact
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate -transportation of 
intoxicating .liquors; which were referred to the Committe.e on 
the Judiciary. · 

Mr. McCOMAS _presented :sundry ·petitions of citizens of Balti
more, Md., -praying ·for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transJ>ortation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the .J udiciazy. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of-the Commercial Club of 
Asotin, Wash., -praying for the passage of the :So-.called " Brown
low good-roads bill;" which was ref"Srred to the ·Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

'He alsopxesentea a petition of James.A. Garfield Cirele,.No. 15, 
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Eve:rett, ·wash., 
p1·aying ior the ~nactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Commitree On. Pensions. 

.1\Ir. "NELSON presented a :Petition of sundry citizens of Minne
apolis, 'Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquol's; which was 
referred to the Cop:tmittee on the .Judiciary. 

Mr. 'PROCTOR __presented a-petition of the Woman's Christian 
·Tempe1-ance Union of Middleburg, Vt. , -praying for an investiga
tion of the charges made and filed against Ron. REED SMOOT, a 
Senatm· from the State of Utah; -which·was .referred to the Com
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HO.KR presented petitions of the congTegation of the 
..Methodist .Episcnpal Church of I_pswich; .of ·the congregation of 
the Ruggles Street Baptist Church, of Boston, and of the Woman'a 
Christian Temperance Union of Mansfield, all in the State of 
.Massachusetts; of the congregation of the Christian Church of 
Duhring, W.Va.; of theltlinisterial Association of Bellaire. Ohio; 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Joliet. lll.; of 
--the .congregations of the .Reformed Presbyterian,'United Presb-y
terian, and Methodist Episcopal churches, of West Middlesex, 
Pa., and of Re-v. David S. W arner,J>rincipal of the Spring ..AJ·bor 
Seminary, of-Spring Arbo1·, Jllich.,l>raying for the enactment af 
legislation to .regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

.Ml·. LA.TIMER presented a petition..of -the South Caro1ina Agri
cnltural and Me-chanical Society, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the establishment of experiment star 
tions and schools of mines; which was referred to -the Committee 
on Agriculture and :Forestry. 

Mr. GIBSON 'presented a memorial of tbe Retail Merchants' 
Exchange of Great Falls, Mont., remonstrating against the pas
sage of the so-called" parcels-post bill;" which was referred to 
the Oommittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also p1·esented a petition of suna.ry citizens of Granit-e, Mont., 
praying for the passage of the so--called Brownlow good-roads 
bill;" which was referred to the Committee on Agricmlture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Wadsworth Post, ·No.3, Depart
ment of Montana, Grand Army of the Repnblic; of George· G. 
Meade Post, No. 16, Department of Montana, Grand .Army of 

.the.Repnhlic, and of William English ·post, No. 10, Department 
of Montana, Grand Army of the Republic, all in the State of 
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Montana, praying , for the enactment of a service-pension law· 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. ' 

1\Ir. DIETRICH presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lex
ington, Cody, Middleburg, Lincoln, St. Edward, Naponee, Brown
ville, HanBen and Weeping Water, all in the State of Nebraska 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstat~ 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Concord, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to in
crease the salaries of rural free-delivery mail carriers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He alBo presented a petition of theN ational Pure Food Congress, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called 
"pure-food bill;" which was referred to the Committee on Man
ufactures. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Philolectian Society, of 
Anoka, Minn., praying for the establishment of a national forest 
reserve in the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro
tection of Game. 

McCUMBER. I present a memorial of the legislative and ex
ecutive committee of the National Association of State Dairy and 
Food Products, and from the representatives of the manufacturers 
and distributers of food products in the United States, relative to 
the passage of a pure-food bill. The memorial iB short, it will 
take less than a column, and I ;move that the body of the memo
rial be printed in the RECORD and that it be referred to the Com
mittee on Manufactures. 

There being no objection; the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, J. W. Bailey, A. H. Jones, J. B. Noble, R. M . . Allen, 
representing the National Association of State Dairy an.d Food Departments 
of the United States, and Edmund W. Taylor, Graeme Stewart, Len M. 
Frailey, T. B. Wagner, and S. Mueller, re,IJresentlng the manufacturers and 
distributors of food products in the Umted States, respectfully state that 
they constitute a committee on legislation appointed at a conference held in 
the city of Washin~on November 18, 1003, and that they firmly believe they 
>oice the best public sentiment af t he country in favoring the passage at the 
earliest possible date of Senate bill No. 198, entitled "A bill for preventing 
the adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of foods, beverages, candies, 
drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and 
for regulating interstate traffic therein, and for other purposes," amended, 
as follows: 

That all of the section on page 6, line 9, be stricken out after the word 
"so," as being unnecessarily proscriptive; so that the sect ion will read as fol
lows: "If it be labeled or branded with intent so as to de~eive or mislead the 
purchaser, or purport to be a foreign product when not so." 

Your memorialists would respectfully r@resent that the majority of the 
70,000 food industries of the Umted States do an interstate-commerce busi
ness, and that Congress is vested by the Constitution of the United States 
with the sole authority to control all matters relating to interstate com
merce; and they believe that this proposed national law is justified by the 
most urgent necessitr and is sanctioned by that right which the States 
have ceded to t.he National Government to provide for the regulation of such 
affairs among the States and citizens as have grown beyond State control 
and which from their character and magnitude are matters affecting the 
rights not only of citizens in States where they arise, but the rights of the 
citizens of other States as well. 

We need this law to effectively control the evils of food adulteration, to 
stop the adulteration and misbranding of foodproductsat the point of origin, 
before the adulterated or misbranded article of food becomes scattered into 
thousands of stores, hundreds of miles away from the point where the article 
was adulterated or misbranded. 

We need this law to harmonize the discordant provisions of our State laws 
and, like a ca psheaf, perfect American food legislation. 

We need this law to encourage and protect honest business and to guaran
tee honest markets for honest products. 
_ We need this law to encourage and protect the purity and quality of the 

food products of American fruit gardens and farms. 
We need this law to protect the health, the purses, and the tastes of the 

consumers in all purchases of food products, and we deem it of the gi'eatest 
importance to this nation that we safeguard the purity and quality of the 
foods which we bring into our homes. 

We believe that its operations, and its operations only, can eliminate adul
terations before the food product is set afloat into the intricacies of interstate 
commerce. 

We believe that the passage of this law will jeopardize no State right; it 
will only control the sale of food products where they are subjects of inter
state commerce; and we believe that this law will only be enforced where 
manufacturers and distribut.ers are en~aged in interstate commerce and 
where the result of analysis and exa.mmations give the most certain and 
scientific evidence that its provisions have been violated. 

The National Association of State Dairy and Food Departments has long 
labored to bring about such legislation by Congress as would govern and 
regulate the interstate traffic of foodstuffs and thereby enable the workings 
of the pure-food commissioners of the various States of the Union to be con
ducted upon uniform lines. . 

The manufacturers and distributers of food products in the United States 
are also urging the enactment by Congress of some national law which will 
give them uniform regulations, uniform policies, and uniform labels for all 
the goods which they send out from their factories into the different ~tates. 

We believe that the bill which we now recommend embraces all the essen
tial points desired by all interested parties in securing the proposed legisla
tion, while nonessential details are omitted, and it is a bill upon which all 
friends of pure-food legislation can ag·ree and for which they can work. 

We further urge upon your attention that the measure the enactment of 
which is sought is desirable from the standpoint of _public health, vitality, 
and from the point of view of our national honor and public morality; that 
pure food tends toward and contributes to the health and thereby to the 
happiness of the nation; that laws insuring it affects beneficially great in
dustries and millions of wage-earners, and that wise legislation framed and 

e!lforced for thatpur~se ca.~ not fail to ha.ve the most salutary and benefi
Cial ef!ect upon the entire nation. 

We therefore h·nst that in presenting this petition we shall have given to 
brn~· honorable body urgent and satisfactory reasons for the passage of this 

Witness our hands this 19th day of November 1903 
On behalf of the food commissioners. ' · 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the conO'regation of 
the First Congregational Church of Fargo, N.Dak. 

0
praying for 

the enactment of legislation to regulate the intersta~ transporta
tion .of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. Sil\I~ONS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Win
ston and ~mston-Salem, ~nd of ~he congregations of the Baptist, 
Presbytenan, and Methodist Episcopal churches of Winston all 
~n tJ;te State of North Ca;rolina, praying forth~ ena-ctment of leg
Islation to regulate the mterstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Prophets
town, Dakota, and Deer Creek, in the State of Illinois, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He alBo presented a petition of Colonel Albert D. Shaw Circle No. 
10, Lames of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Chicago,'ru. 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which wa~ 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Read
ing and Meadville; of the Friends' FiJ.'st-Day School of Millville· 
of the Sunday School Convention of Laceyville, and of the Wyo: 
ming Sunday School Association, of Skinners Eddy, all in the 
State of Pennsy1vania, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were refen-ed to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORMAN presented :petitions of sundry citizens of Balti
more, Catonsville, New Windsor, and Westminster; of the Ep
worth League of Arlington, and of the congregation of the Emory 
1IethodiBt Episcopal Church, of Baltimore, all in the State of 
Maryland, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED SliOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He alBo presented petitions of sundry citizen£ of Jefferson, 
Cherry Hill, Buckeystown, and Rising Sun; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Buckeystown; of the W o
man's Christian Temperance Union of Buckeystown; of the con
gregation of the Methodist Protestant Church of Buckeystown; 
of the congregation of the German Reformed Church of Buck
eystown, and of Damascus Lodge, No.199, Independent Order of 
Good Templars, of Damascus, all in the State of Maryland, pray
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ASSESSMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I present some tables prepared by the 

assessor of the District under the direction of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, showing the property exempt from 
taxation in this District. I move that the tables be printed as a 
document and referred to the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10670) making ap
propriation for the support of the Army for the fi.Bcal year ending 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, to report it with amend
ments, and I submit a report thereon. I give notice that I shall 
ask the Senate to take up the bill for consideration at the earliest 
moment possible-! hope to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3431) to amend the act of February 8, 1897, 
entitled "An act to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and 
articles designed for indecent and immoral use fr.om one State or 
Territory into another State or Territory,'' so as to prevent the 
importation and exportation of the same, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on the District of Colum
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2362) for the relief of the 
heirs of Melvin B. Smith, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same and that it be referred to the Commit
tee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4405) to correct the military 
record of Carl W. Albrecht, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
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whom was referred the bill (S. 1284-) to restore to the active list 
of the Navy the name of Talleyrand Desaix Myers, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a repor~ thereon. 

MI·. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
on the 18th ultimo, proposing to appropriate $10,000 for continu
ing the grading of Pennsylvania avenue east from Br.anch avenue 
to the District line, reported it without amendment, submitted a 
report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on_ Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit- and 
Cont rol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re
ferred Senate resolution No. 112, submitted by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEW ART] on the 28th ultimo, to report a substitute 
therefor, and I ask for its present consideration. Let the substi
tute be read. 

The Secretary read the substitute, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and the· same is here by, 

authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be necessary, 
to report the hearings which may be had by the committee or its subcom
mittees on the bills coming before said committee; to sit during the sessions 
of the Senate; to have its hearings printed, and that any eXJ>ense incurred 
shall be paid out of the contingentrfund of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. IS there objection to the con
sideration of the resolution just read? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the original re.solution, Senate reso
lution 112, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4767) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Snidemiller; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4768) authorizing the President to 
appoint Charles H. Pendleton a lieutenant-commander on the re
tired list, United States Navy; which'Was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

1\Ir. FOSTER of Washingtonintroduced a bill (S. 4769) validat
ing certain conveyances of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com
pany and theN orthern Pacific Railway Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee onihe Judiciary. 

Mr. STEW ART introduced a bill (S. 4770) for the extension of 
Kalorama avenue, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by it.s title, and referred to the Committee on tlie District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 4771) toclassifymail matter, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post-Roads. 

:Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4772) granting a pen
sion to Helen G. Evans; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4773) granting a pension to Juliette 
Nunez; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 4774) granting an increase of 
pension to George Shelton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4775); granting a pen.sion toGa
retta L. Hodgkiss; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 4776) granting an in
crease of pension to Jesse Maurer; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4777) granting an increase of pen
sion to Thomas McCormick; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4778) for the relief of Pay In
spector E. B. Rogers, United States Navy; which was read twice 
by its title, and refe1·red to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4779) granting a pension to John W. Hall; 
A bill (S. 4780) granting an increase of pension to Webster N. 

Smith (with an accompanying paper); and 
A bill (S. 4781) granting an increase of pension to John Judge 

(with accompanying papers). 
Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S.-4782) for the 

conveyance of public lands belonging to the United t3tates in the 
State of New York; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4783) for_ the relief of the 
heirs of James E. S. Hollyday, deceased; which was read twice 

by its- title, and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. .. 

He also introducedoa bill (S. 4784) fo1· the relief of Nicholas I1. 
Clemson and Rachel Clemson, executors of John B. Clemson, de· 
ceased; which was read twice by ita title, and, with the accom· 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen· 
sions: 

A.. bill (S. 4785) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Ward; 
A bill (S. 4786) granting an increase of pension to A. W. Ban· 

ister; 
A bill (S. 4787) granting an increase of pension to George C. 

Burkitt; ' -
A bill (S. 4788) granting an increase of· pension to George W. 

Bush; 
A bill (S. 4789) granting an increase of pension to Rose Brad~ 

ford; 
A bill (S. 4790) granting an increase of pension toW. H. Dunn; 
A bill (S. 4791) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 

Famous; 
A bill (S. 4792) granting an increase of pension to C. W. Gibson; 
A bill (S. 4793) granting an increase of pension to John T. Gray; -
A bill (S: 4794) granting an increase of pension to John F. Har· 

rison; 
A bill (S. 4795) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 

Hartley; 
A bill (S. 4796) granting an increase of pension to M.ahlon H. 

Hicks; 
A bill (S. 4797) granting an increase of pension to William Hood; 
A bill (S. 4798) granting a pension to Joshua Jones; 
A bill (S. 4799) granting an increase of pension toT. E. Kelley; 
A bill (S. 4800) granting a pension to Alexander McCormick; 

and 
A bill (R 4801) granting an increase of pension to William H. 

Ross. 
Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4802) granting an inc1·ease of 

pension to Charles Stewart; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the. Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4803) granting a pension to Susanne P. Thorne; 
A bill(S .. 4804) granting an..in.crease of pension Calob D. Burnly; 

and 
A bill (S. 4805) granting a ~ension to 1\Iargaret F: Hallig. 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4806) to remit the sentence 

of general court-martial against Milton Osthein, late a private of 
Company H, Twelfth United States Infantry, and grant him an 
honorable discharge; which was read twice by ita title, and re
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S .. 4807) granting an increase of pen· 
sion to Dennis Buckley McCready, aliaa Dennis McCready, alias 
Thomas Buckley; which was read twice. by its title,and,,with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4808) granting an increase 
of pension to John Worley; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pen.sions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were sev· 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: · 

A bill (S. 4809) for the relief of the heirs of Henry N. Harris, 
deceased (with the accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4810) for the relief of the estate of Cyrus Martin, de
cea-sed (with the accompanying paper). 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 4811) granting an increase 
of pension to Phebe Sibley; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the_ Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4812) for the extension_ of Ritten
house street, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a_ bill (S. 4813) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to transfer to the Columbia Military Academy 
certain property in Maury County, Tenn.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4814) granting an increase of 
pension to Marcia H. Edgerly; which was read twice by its title, 
ana referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. On February-25 I introduced a bill (S. 4586) 
granting an increase of peru!ion to Angeline P. Root, which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. I move that the com
mittee be discharged. from the further consideration of the bill 
and thatit be postponed indefinitely. 

The PRESIDE.NT pro tempore. The bill will be postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I now introduce a new bill, which I ask may 
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be read twice and referred to the Committee on Pensions, in the 
place of the one just po~tponed indefinitely. - -

The bill (S. 4815) granting an increase of pension to Angeline 
P. Root was read twice by its title, and,-with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

:Mr. ALGER introduced a joint resolfltion (S. R. 56) relative to 
the semicentennial a:riniversary of the completion and utilization 
of the ship canal around the falls of the St. Marys River, at the 
o_utl(} t of Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan; which was 
read twice by its title, and refen·ed to the Committee on Com
merce. 

AMENDMENTS TO .A.PPROPRI.A.TIO~ BILLS. 

Mr. ANKENY submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $2,400 to pay the-heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for 
certain improvements situated on the Nez Perce Indian Reserva
tion, relinquish~d -by the s_aid deceased to the United States for the 
use of the Nez Perce tribe of Indians, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 

-the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. · 
Mr. ALGER submitted an amendment authorizing rural mail 

~arriers t.o do an express-package business, provided the packages 
and articles are not allowed by law to be accepted for mailing, 
and authorizing them to make and perform contracts with pub
lishers of newspapers and periodicals and news agents to distrib
ute newspapers and periodic-als wh~ch are admitted to the mails 
at second-class rates of. postage and upon which one rate of post
age has been paid, etc .. intended- to be proposed by him to the 
post-office appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, 
_and, w_ith the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. . _ 

:Mr. McCOMA$ submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $3,000 for grading and improving Flint and other streets 
in the American University Park, intended to be proposed by him 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JUr. QUARLES submitted an amendment authorizing the Sec
Tetary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to Frank A. A. Rob
ertson, Edmond Cheney Robertson, ap..d Ella F. Robertson, mem
,bers of the Yankton tribe of Indians, for lands heretofore allotted 
to them in the State of South Dakota~ intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $1,000 for the payment of. a reward to John J. Cain, Charles 
,Stripp, and James F. Vallely for the arrest of Harry Russell,_upon 
the presentation to the Postmaster-General of proper proof of such 
arrest, intended to be proposed by him to the post-office appro
priation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the ac
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads; · - . · 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri
ate $1,000 to pay C. H. Kitson, or his legal representatives, for 
money advanced to the Menominee tribe of Indians, of Wiscon
~in. intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $9,713 to purchase two lots adjoining the Magruder school 
building on the east. to provide a playground for the children of 
the Magruder and Sumner schools,.intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was re
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BERTHA BIERWORTH SCHIER. 

On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 
Orde1·ed, That leave be granted to withdraw froi,ll the files of the Senate 

the papers in the cas9 of Bertha Bie.rworth Schier accompanying Senate bill 
29l9, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, copies of the same to be left in 
the files as provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 

REPORT ON SHIPPmG BILLS. 

11-fr. CARMACK submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate 
a. report of the 1·ecent hearings had before him with respect to S. 2259 and 
s.~~. -

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask for the immediate consider
ation of the bill (S. 2665) to provide for the allowance and pay
ment to the employees of the Government Printing Office of the 
same leave of absence as is allowed to the clerks and employees 
of the Executive Departments of the Government. The bill was 
placed on the Calendar when reported, and I present a letter from 
the Public Printer which meets the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported from 

the Committee on Printing with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert. The substitute will be read. 

The Secretary read the proposed substitUte, as follows: 
That from and after the date of the passage of this act the thirty days' 

annualleav.e ot absence with p~y in any one year to employees of the Gov
ernmentPrrntrng Offi~e, authoriZed by the existing law, shall be exclusive of 
Sund~ysand legal holidays; Provided, That the existing lawsrelating to the 
granting of annual leave With pay to clerks and employees in the Executive 
pepartments shall ap.J!lY to clerks and employees of the Government Print,. 
rng Office who are paid annual or monthly salaries or compensation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore; ·Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. How does the bill come before the Senate? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the request of the Senator 

from New York. · 
Mr. PLATT of New York. It was put over for certain infor

mation, which I have obtained. 
~lr. HALE. If it does not give rise to any debate, I will not 

ObJeCt. - -
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit

tee of the Whole. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeinO' to 

the amendment of the Committee on Printing, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Senator f1·om New 

Y m:k send up a letter which he desiies to have printed in the 
RECORD? -

:Mr.PLATTofNewYork. Yes: a letter from the Public Printer. 
' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be printed in 
the RECORD, if there' be no objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

Ron. T. C. PL.ATT, 

GOVERNME~T PRINTING OFFICE, 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIO PRINTER, 

Washington, D. C., Febn~ary 23,1904. 

Chairm.an Committee on Printing, United States Senate. 
SIR: Replying to your letter of the 18th instant; wherein you ask from me 

a full statement of the situation in respect to the amendment to Senate bill 
2665 suggested by me, I have the honor to state: . 

First. The employ~s in the office are now paid for twenty-six working 
days' leave of absence for each fisca.l year, which must be taken after the ex
piration of the fiscal year in which it is earned, under the law as construed 
by the Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Second. The amendment to the bill suggested by me extends the annual 
leave of aJ1 employees to thirty working days in each fiscal year. The word
i~g of the amendment was COJ?ied from the proviso in section 4 of the legisla
tive act of February 24, 1899 (i30 Stat., 890), and that form was suggested for 
the reason ~ ~ the proviso has been held by the Com_ptroller of the Trea.sury 
to accomplish rn the Executive Departments the end which this bill seeks to 
effect in the Government Printing Office. 

.T~ird. The proviso to ~he amendment was suggested as a means for sim
plifyrng the work ofkeepmg the leave accounts of the employees in the office 
engaged on supervisory and clerical work, and who are paid annual salaries 
or yearly or monthly compens..'\tion. All other employees are paid at daily 
or hourly ~ates. _The advantage gained will be that the separate "pay roll" 
now used rn making payment of money for leave to the former class of em
ployees will be done away with, and they will be paid in the same manner as 
are the clerks and employees in the Executive Departments. There are 
about 175 employees who will be affected by the proVJSO. 

Respectfnlly, 
F. W. PALMER, Public Printer. -

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. _ 

PROPOSED ALASKAN LEGISLATION. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me? 
Mr. HALE. Yes. I shall ask that the appropriation bill be 

proceeded with. In the meantime the Senator from Indiana has 
EOme suggestion to make about the order of business. I yield for 
that purpose to him. , 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that on next Wednesday, after the conclusion of the morn
ing business, the Senate shall take up proposed Alaskan legisla
tion and consider it. . 

Mr. HAL.E. Subject to appropriation bills. _ 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, with reference to the Alaskan bills, 

I put the date on Wednesday next, thinking that the Senator's 
naval appropriation bill, which is now up, will be disposed of, and 
that the army appropriation bill will be up to-morrow, and that 
on the day named none of those bills will be up. These Alaskan 
bills will all together occupy perhaps no more than two hours. 
They really must be disposed of. They are on concerns of imme
diate importance. I deferred the time of the request for the 
unanimous consent until Wednesday because I had taken into con
sideration the appropriation bills. I hope the Senator will not in-
sist on that exception. . · 

Mr. HALE. That is invariably done. The rules also provide 
for it. I have never known any instance to the contrary. If the 
situation is as the Senator describes, he will get the benefit of it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very good. 
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Mr. HALE. I have no objection to the Senator's request, mod

ified in that way. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to object to the 

Senator's request; I am anxious that the Alaskan bills shall be 
passed; but I do not wish to have the unfinished business dis
placed. I understand there is to be very little more debate on it, 
and I hope it will be disposed of and out of the way before that 
time; but I do not wish to agree to a continuing order. If the re
quest is to take up the Alaskan bills on Wednesday--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. After the morning business. 
Mr. LODGE. And if at 2 o'clock they are not disposed of, 

that the unfinished business shall be temporarily laid aside, I 
have no objection, but I do not wish to displace that bill with a 
continuing order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, in placing next Wednesday 
as the date of the unanimous consent I took into consideration 
also the Senator's bill, which is now the unfinished business, as
suming, of course, that by that time it would be disposed of. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course I hope it will be disposed of, but lean 
not make that assumption. I am not objecting to the Senator 
having the day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right. 
Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to provide that the unfinished 

business, if the Philippine shipping bill is still the unfinished busi
ness, shall not be d.isplaced by the agreement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is satisfactory. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no need of that if 

the unanimous consent is granted simply that the Alaskan bills 
shall be taken up for consideration after the routine business, be
cause at 2 o'clock the unfinished business will be laid before the 
Senate, and then the arrangement can be made in regard to it. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. . 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to include in the unanimous-con

sent agreement, then, some words which will give us that day. 
Mr. LODGE. I will agree that the unfinished business of 

which I have charge shall be temporarily laid aside at 2 o'clock, 
so that the Senator may have the whole day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. · Thatandanyother measure which on that 
day may be pending. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course I can only make an agreement in re
gard to the bill I have in charge. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I shall ask that the unanimous-con
sent agreement shall include the Senator's bill or any other bill 
which at that time may be unfinished business, save and except 
only appropriation bills, which at 2 o'clock shall be temporarily 
laid aside, so that the entire day of next Wednesday, after the 
morning business, may be devoted to Alaskan legislation. I think 
the day will be amply sufficient. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that the Alaskan bills--

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have no special objection to 
the consideration of the Alaskan bill--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are two or three of them. 
Mr. GORMAN. There are two or more bills. I suggest to Sen

ators on the other side, who have power always to consider any 
bill by motion in the Senate, that the custom has been growing 
almoet daily of :fixing, by unanimous consent, the consideration 
of a bill a week hence and interfering with the general run of the 
business of the Senate. I do not apply it particularly to the Sen
ator from Indiana, but it is growing to be an abuse, and for the 
moment I shall object. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, I think I 
can explain this request as to that day satisfactorily to him. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well, if there is any special reason. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I think I can explain it to the Sena

tor's satisfaction. 
There was a unanimous-consent agreement that the Alaskan 

legislation should be considered on last Thursday, not to inter
fere with appropriation bills; but on Thurs~a~ the ~nator from 
Maine moved to take up the naval appropnation bill. I should 
then have asked unanimous consent that the Alaskan legislation 
be considered next, when the appropriation bill was out of the 
way, but the bill which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE] has in charge is the unfinished business. So that stood 
in the way. 

Therefore, considering the condition of the appropriation bills 
pending and now reported, and when they would probably be 
considered, and the bill which is now the unfinished business, I 
fixed the nearest possible date I could within the limits of fair 
probability. That is the reason why I selected that day. 

The reason why I ask unanimous consent for this legislation at 
all is that they are bills which undoubtedly will not be objected 
to. They are things which concern practical matters there, such 
as municipal corporations, schools, and the building of roads. I 
hope this explanation is satisfactory to the Senator from Maryland. 

XXXVIII-175 

Mr. GORMAN. I object to the general rule we have fallen 
into of fixing by unanimous consent a time in the future for the 
consideration of bills. I have no objection so far as I know to the 
bills referred to by the Senator, and I have no doubt if it is nec
essary to have them considered after we finish the naval appro
priation bill to-day they can be taken up to-day by motion. . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, if the Senator will permit me, the 
Senator from Massachusetts has np as the unfinished business a 
bill concerning shipping between this country and the Philippine 
Islands. I took that into consideration. That is the nnfin:ished 
business, and therefore we can not take up the bills to-day. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I object to the request of the 
Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
objects. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 12833) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30,1905, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

NA. VAL .APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the naval appropriation bill be laid be
fore the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid
eration of the bill (H. R.'12220) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 60, line 9, after the word "bandmas-

ter," strike out "at one thousand two hundred" and insert in 
lien thereof '' who shall have the rank and pay of an ensign of the 
Navy, at one thousand four hundred .. " 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. There are three amendments simply correcting 

totals. I move, on page 60, line 18, after the word " all," to change 
the total to read as follows: "$95,522.52." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 62, lines 22 and 23, I move to cha::1ge the 

total to read "$328,308.46." · 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 66, lines 7 and 8, I move to change the 

total to read" $2,127,676.78." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 27 I move to strike out all after the word 

"dollars," in line 19, and insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to continue and complete his exami
nation concerning the fresh water supply at the Portsmouth Navy-Yard, di
rected by the act of July 1, 1002, $3,<XX>, or so much thereof as may be needed; 
in all, $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I move to change the total on page 37, lines 16, 17, 

and 18, to read as follows: "$7,859,071." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I move to amend, on page 27,line 15, by inserting, 

after the word "dollars," the words "quay walls, to continue, 
$50,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 27 I move to amend the amendment just 

adopted concerning the fresh water supply at Portsmouth Navy
Yard bystrikingoutthetotal" $150,000" andinserting"$200,000." 
This is made necessary by the amendment just agreed to, insert
ing " quay walls." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 37, in the total for "publio works," I 

move to amend by making it read" $7,909,071," this being neces
sary by reason of the appropriation of $50,000 just agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There were two amendments 

passed over yesterday. On page 38 an amendment was passed over. 
Mr. HALE. Let that amendment be read. I think there was 

an amendment offered to it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 

[Mr. QuARLES] offered an amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. HALE. Let the clause. in the bill be read and then the 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. That will 
show exactly what is before the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. On page 38, after line 22, the committee 
amendment is to insert the following: 

Na.va.l training station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the estab
lishment of a naval training station on the shore of Lake Michigan, south of 
latitude 43° 00', $250,000. 
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The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES] proposes to amend 
the amendment by adding: 

The President is hereby authorized and empowered to alJP()f.nt a board 
consisting of not le than three members, none of whom sba1I be a resident 
of any St te adjoining Lake Michigan, whose duty it sha.ll be to select the 
most available site for uch uaval training · ehool on the Great Lake and 
having selected such site, to ascertain a.nd report its probable cost and the 
probable expenditure which will be necessary for improving the same, in
clnding l:l.ks shore protection and construction of necessary harbor facilities; 
and to ma.k a detailed report of their findings and proceedings to the Presi
dent, to be transmitted by the President to Congress for its final action. And 
to defray the e:rpen.ses of said board the sum of $5,(0), or so much thereof as 
may be nee ry, to be immed.iatelyavaila.ble,is hereby appropria.ted out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise a.pl)ropriated. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to have the atten
tion of the Senator from Maine who has the bill in charge. It is 
very difficult just by the reading of amendments and amendments 
to amendments to get at the real point which is involved in either. 
I wish the Senator from Maine would state the purpose of the 
original amendment or the amendment proposed by the commit
tee and how the amendment to the amendment changes that pur
pose, so that we may understa:J?,d the question. 

Mr. HALE. The original action of Congress upon this subject
matter grew out of the necessity for providing more men for the 
Navy. It has been found to be impossible to get any considerable 
number of recruit for theN avy from the merchant marine. Out 
of something like 40,000 seamen in that marine very few ever go 
into the Navy. 

The Navy has been much perplexed in times past, but has at 
last fallen upon the practical scheme of enlisting landsmen and 
training them upon land and sea for the naval service, and when 
they are enlisted under pre ent conditions upon naval ships they 
soon become good sailors. Of course the sailor of to-day does not 
have to do what he did in the day of wooden frigates and ships of 
the line and masted ships. 

Upon that basis in the last Congress. possibly in the one before, 
Congress provided that a naval training station to cover such 
wants as I have indicated should be located somewhere upon the 
Great Lakes, and a commission was appointed, consisting of 
naval officers, who inspected different sites and made a report, 
not selecting the particular site. one reason being that if a par
ticular site was selected before it wa.s purchased the price would 
inevitably go up, as is always the case when owners of land have 
the Government on the hip and can make their own terms. 

The commission reported several sites on Lake Michigan, and 
provided that the training station, wherever selected, should be 
below a certain parallel of latitude. They did not select any one 
site, but reported in order several sites, and the appropriation 
which the committee has put upon the bill is to give them money 
to carry it out. If the appropriation passes, the Department then 
will select undoubtedly one of the sites which has been named by 
the board. 

The conflict which has arisen comes from local feeling with ref
erence to the sites, each locality believing, and naturally, that its 
own site is the best. 

The operation of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin would be that a new commission, entirely impartial 
and with no local bias, con~tituted of persons not living in the 
regions or States where the sites are situated, shall finally deter
mine this matter. 

That, I think I may say, is a brief statement of the condition. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. A naval training station is what 

we understand by the term "training school?" • 
Mr. HALE. We have one now in the waters of Narragansett 

Bay and another in California waters. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is a training school? 
Mr. HALE. It is a training school, and they call it a naval 

traming station. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Where boys are entered and en

listed and taught? 
Mr. HALE. It is not like the old naval apprentice school, but 

it is the enlisting of landsmen from large cities almost entirely. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Or farms. 
Mr. HALE. Wherever it may be, but they come largely from 

large cities. · 
1\fr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is not apprentices? 
Mr. HALE. No, it is not: it has not anything at all to do with 

that. They are taken on, they are given instruction, practice 
upon the water and drill upon the land, and so far as their minds 
and bodies are concerned they are made accustomed to the needs 
that arise upon war ships. Then they are taken and regularly 
enlisted into the Navy for the time of service all seamen and lands
men are required to serve there. This is a.n additional training 
station. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In this connection I want to ask the chair
man of the committee a question for information. I notice that 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
QUARLES] provides that this commission shall be composed of 

officers who are not residents of the immediate vicinity. I would 
ask the Senator if the old commission was composed of ofiicials 
who could be criticised in that respect? I know nothing abo~ it. 
Does the Senator know? · 

Mr. CULLOM. I think Rear-Admiral Taylor was chairman of 
that commission. I do not remember who were the other mem
bers of the commission. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can state to my colleague that the memheTS 
of the old board were Rear-Admiral Henry C. Taylor--

Mr. HALE. Chief of the Bureau of Navigation. 
:Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir; and the other two members were 

Chief Engineer Rousseau and Lieutenant-Commander Winslow, 
men of the highest character. 

Mr. HALE. They constituted the naval board. 
Mr. HOPKINS. They constituted the naval board to select the 

site for the naval station. 
I desire also, Mr. President, to say, in answer to the question 

suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER), 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wiscon.sm 
[Mr. QuARLES] is not, in terms, to select a board of naval officers. 
They may be politicians, or they may be landsmen, or they may 
be members of the Army or of the Navy. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest to the Senator that it would seem 
to be proper that the mover of the amendment should be pennitted 
to say something about it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
I am not at all attempting to limit the Senator. He can have all 
the afternoon, if he wants it. I am simply stating what the lan
guage of the amendment purports. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I asked my question in entire good faith 
for information. I certainly did not then exactly understand the 
matter, but I do now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend
ment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLESl. 

Mr. ALGER. May we have the amendment a.gain read, Mr. 
President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment of Mr. QUARLES. 
Mr. ALGER. I wish to offer an amendment to the amend

ment. There are other lakes besides Lake Michigan. There are 
Lake Erie and Lake Huron, the people along whose shores will 
be competitors for this naval training school. I should like to 
add after the words " Lake Michigan" the words "Lake Huron 
and Lake Erie." 

Mr. NELSON. And "Lake Superior," Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 

the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ALGER] would not be in order 
.now, as it is an amendment to an amendment, in the third degree. 
The Chair would state that the amendment would be in order if 
the pending amendment were agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I B1lppose, from a parliamentary standpoint, 
if this amendment should be voted down, then other amendments 
would be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly, 
Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I submit, before we talk about 

voting anything down or voting anything up, that we should have 
an opportunity of laying this matter before the Senate; and if, 
after the determination of the main question. Senators shall de
sire to tnlarge the scope of selection, I shall not object to it, 
because I am entirely willing that the Wisconsin site shall be sub
jected to any competition that may be brought, and I have no de
sii·e whatever now to narrow the investigation. 

The reason why the amendment was offered in its present shape 
is that the committee amendment proceeds ·upon the basis of the 
tentative finding of this board. This board said that the proper 
place for this naval training school was near the south end of 
Lake Michigan, below latitude 43o 30', running slightly north of 
Milwaukee. 

So this amendment proceeds upon that basis. Without assum
ing to change that, I merely added the amendment, in which I 
am interested and my State is interested, to have a new board 
appointed by the President for the purpose of getting a fair and 
impartial selection of a site on the merits, which, I think, I can 
convince the Senate we have not yet had. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did the old board select any particular 

site? 
Mr. QUARLES. No; I will come to that in a moment. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Mr. QUARLES. I wish to say, Mr. President, at the outset 

that I am wholly in sympathy with the proposition contained in 
the committee amendment. I believe it is wise that these young 
men should receive -some preliminary training before they are 
put upon battle ships in actual sea service. I have no purpcse of 
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contravening that proposition; but I appeal to the Senate that we 
ought to have in all fairness-speaking now in the interests of 
the State which I have the honor in part to represent upon this 
floor-another board, with such a determination as Congress has 
expresse<l: its wish to have, and as the existing board has not been 
pleased to give us. 

I would remind the Senate that the first legislative step looking 
to the creation of this naval training school was in June, 1902. 
Let me just read that and see what this board was required to do 
by the mandate of Congress. I read from House Document No. 
6, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session, which is devoted to this 
subject: 

Naval training station, Great Lakes: The Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
directed to appoint a board composed of naval officers whose duty it shall 
be to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an additional naval train
ing station, and having selected such site, if upon private lands-

Note the language. Here is the mandate of Congress-
to estimate its value and ascertain, as nearly as practicable, the cost for 
which it can be purchased or acquired, and of their proceedings and actions 
to make full and detailed report to the Secretary, who shall transmit such 
report, with his recommenda: tions thereon, to Congress for its action; and to 
defray the expenses of said board the sum of $5,<XX>, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to be immediately- available, is hereby appropriated out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The Senator will notice that Congress directed this board to do 
two things: First, to select a site and make a final determination 
of that question, and, secondly, to report to Congress the price at 
which this property can be purchased. Mr. President, the exist
ing board has done neither of those two things. My first propo
sition is that we ask for a new board now to determine those 
questions which the first board was commanded to decide and 
which, for reasons which I will later explain, it has failed and 
neglected to do. 

1\Ir. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 
Indiana? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. . 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin whether 

his amendment is intended to accomplish what was accomplished 
by the original action of Congress? 

Mr. QUARLES. Precisely. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. And nothing more? 
Mr. QUARLES. That, and nothing more. If this board had 

made a report following the language of the act of Congress, and 
had reported to Congress the information which Congress desired 
in order to enable it intelligently to review the action of that 
board, I should not have been here with this amendment. 

Mr. President, I need hardly say that in determining whether 
a given piece of land should be purchased, whether the proposi
tion is made to an individual, a corporation, or to Congress, the 
price is one of the most important factors in the problem, and 
ought to be in the possession of Congress before it is asked to 
pass upon the question of purchase. That is self-evident. 

Mr. President, this board made a report in the first instance, 
the report being embodied in Senate Document No. 45, Fifty
seventh Congress, second session, which is available to any Sena
tor here. They made a tentative-a preliminary-report on De
cember 13, 1902. 

I can state the S1lbstance of it without reading it. In substance, 
instead of deciding upon any site, they indicate a zone within 
which the site should be selected, and that zone is a line drawn 
at 43° 30', which is slightly north of the city of Milwaukee, right 
across Lake Michigan, and the zone which is approved by that 
board is south of that line, taking in both shores of Lake Michi
gan. Mr. Secretary Moody sent that tentative report here. 

28. The board has therefore the honor to submit with this report its rec
ommendation that the site of the naval training station on the Great Lakes 
be fixed on the shores of Lake Michigan below lil.titude 43° act and to further 
recommend that an appropriation of $250,<XX> be made by vongress for the 
purchase of land and the development of the station, the exact locality to be 
determined by the board of naval officers provided by the act of July 1, 1902; 
and, furthermore, that the Secretary of the Navy be authorized to conclude 
the purchase of the site selected by the said board as soon as practicable after 
the appropriation becomes available. 

This board, in substance, says to Congress, " We have not se
lected any site, but we advise that you appropriate the money to 
purchase this site; " and the Secretary of the Navy says that as 
soon as this board shall conclude to recommend a specific site he 
will then forward that report to Congress. 

Mr. MALLORY . . Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon

sin yield to the Senator from Florida? 
Mr. QUARLES. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator tell me why the board lim

ited the northern limits of this zone to 43° 30'? 
Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, the board discuss the whole 

subject in this Senate Document No. 45. They discuss it in a 
highly scientific way and arrive at that conclusion, because the 

center of population, the facilities for transportation, and other 
elements that they mention concur in favor of a site in that par-
ticular region. . 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon

sin yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Is it not a fact that another reason was on 

account of our treaty relations with England affecting all the 
other lakes excepting Lake Michigan, which is an inland lake, 
both shores of which are controlled by the American Government? 

Mr. QUARLES. That was one of the propositions that was 
considered by the board. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it not true that in a subsequent 
report, in Document No. 45, the board made its first choice at 
Lake Bluff, 32 miles north of Chicago? 

Mr. QUARLES. I am coming to that in just a moment. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Mr. QUARLES. In November, 1903, something like eighteen 

months after this board was appointed, they made another report, 
which is found in House Document No.6, Fifty-eighth Congress, 
first session, and I wish to call attention briefly to that report. I 
shall take up some of the items of the report later on; but on 
page 10 of that document the board tabulate the results of their 
investigations, and report as follows: 

The combined summary of the above comparison as regards the four 
qualifications is as follows: 

First choice, Lake Bluff. 
Lake Bluff is situated 32 miles north of Chicago and about 4t 

miles south of the city of Waukegan. 
The second choice is Racine, which is in Wisconsin, 20 miles 

south of Milwaukee and about 57 miles north of Chicago. The 
third choice is Muskegon, Mich.; the fourth choice is Milwaukee, 
Wis., and the fifth choice is Michigan City. 

I want to call attention to what the board say in regard to the 
matter of cost, which they were commanded by this act of Con
gress to report. On page 10 they say: 

The board has not yet carried on negotiation with the owners of the above 
tracts to definitely state the price which it would have to pay, nor has it ob
tained any options. One important matter to be determined on regarding 
the sites between Chicago and Milwaukee would be whether the Sheridan 
driveway would of necessity pass through the Government reservation. 

So, Mr. President, the Senate will observe that the board, in
stead of selecti.D:g a site, have selected five sites, indicating their 
preference in the order named, but not definitely selecting any site. 

Mr. BURROWS. :May I interrupt the Senator? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon

sin yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
Mr. BURROWS. May I call the attention of the Senator to 

page 9 of this report, where the board states that-
With regard to the cost of land the following average prices were named 

by the board for property in the five localities that are under consideration: 
Per acre. 

r:~!:c;-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: $7~ 
Which stands first in the opinion of the board. 

~~;;~n~~~-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~ 
Mr. QUARLES. I am thankful to the Senator for the int-er

ruption, because I should have called that to the attention of the 
Senate at this point. . 

With regard to the cost of land, they say the "following aver
age prices were named." They expressly say that they have 
taken no step to open up any negotiations with these owners to 
ascertain what the actual price is, but they are proceeding upon 
rumor. Evidently somebody has told them that the prices in 
those several localities will average about what has been read by 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. BURRows]. The Senate will 
notice right there that the Racine site is put in at $250 an acre, 
while the Lake Bluff site is put in at $900 an acre. 

To show that this ·was not intended to be a final but a purely 
tentative report I call attention to the first page of document 
No.6, where Mr. Secretary Moody, in transmitting this report, 
says: 

I have the honor now to transmit a Qopy of the final report of the board, 
in which Lake Bluff, which is 32 miles north of Chicago, is recommended as 
the most suitable site for a naval training station. 

Now, note this: 
In view of the large price at which land at that point is held by the owners, 

the board suggests four other sites as suitable, which, in the order of their 
desirability, are as follows: Racine, Muskegon, Milwaukee, and Michigan 
City. 

Now, Mr. President, who is going to make the selection of this 
site? It has not been selected yet, because the factor of price has 
not been considered. This report is entirely limited to the ques
tion of desirability, the element of price being left out of view. 
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Congress ha.s said to this board: "Yon shall determine that ques
tion; yon shall consider the matter of cost, and report to us finally 
which selection yon make." Instead of that the board has re
ported five sites, giving what they understand to be the approxi
mate value of the land and leaving the question of selection 
entirely open. 

You will notice that they leave another question open. They 
say that somebody ought to determine whether the Sheridan 
drive is to pass near this property. Who is to decide that ques
tion? 

They say that Congress ought to appropriate $250,000 for these 
200 acres, but the matter is entirely left open. Somebody must 
make a final decision. and, therefore, it is, Mr. President, that we 
are asking that an impartial board may be named by the President 
of the United States, none of whose members live adjacent to 
this territory, who shall go there, and do what Congress asked the 
other board to do, and what, for some reason or other, they have 
been reluctant to do. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon

sin yield to the Senator from MassachUBetts? 
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
Mr. LODGE. I do not know anything about the membership 

of the board. Of whom was it composed? 
Mr. QUARLES. Admiral Taylor, and a Mr. Romseau, who is 

a naval officer, were first appointed, and at a later period they 
brought in Mr. Winslow, so that the board finally consisted of 
three naval officers, Admiral Taylor being nominally at the head. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand the Senator to say that the mem
ber of the board were not impartial? 

Mr. QUARLES. Not at all. 
Mr. LODGE. The Senator said he wanted a board that had no 

·prejudice, which might imply that the other board had some preju
dice in the matter. 

Mr. QUARLES. I do not understand that they had. I am 
simply guarding against any possible chance of prejudice in a 
new tri buna.l. 

Mr. LODGE. Were these officers less impartial than other 
officers? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the question? 
Mr. LODGE. I asked why these officers were less impartial 

than other officers? 
Mr. SPOONER. We have heard that they have not been im

partial. 
Mr. LODGE. I do not know anything about that. I simply 

asked the Senator why they should be less impartial? 
Mr. CULLOM. I am not able to see wherein they have been 

at all partial, except they have indicated, as their judgments led 
them to do, what they thought was the best site in the interests 
of the country. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I am treating of this as a bUBi
ness proposition now. This is business, pure and simple. There 
is no sentiment in it. When that board was instructed to select 
and report a site, that was their business; and when Congress re
quired them to report the cost of that site, it was their bUBiness 
to make that report; and this board has done neither thing. I am 
not now dealing with the motives that actuated this board. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon

sin yield to the Senator from illinois? 
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I respectfully insist that they have reported 

both as to the site and as to the value. If that site and the price 
charged there is not acceptable to Congress, they have suggested 
that there are other sites, which, while they do not stand in the 
estimation of this board as favorably as the site they have desig
nated, would be sites that could be used, and the board have also 
given the prices for them. They have gone beyond, in other 
words, what they were reqnired to do, but they have filled to the 
letter the requirements of the act of Congress. 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to ask my distinguished friend 
from illinois who is now to determine which site shall be taken? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Secretary of the Navy has said in his re
port here: 

I ha.ve the honor now to ~ a copy of the 1inal report of the board, 
In which Lake Bluff, which is 32 miles north o! Chicago, is recommended as 
the most suitable site for a naval training station. 

The Secretary of the Navy, who appointed this board, had no 
trouble in determining that the report was clear and definite. 

Mr. QUARLES. Will the Senator read the next sentence? 
Mr. HOPKINS. I will read the whole report if the Senator 

desires. 
:Mr. QUARLES. I have no such desire. 
.Mr. HOPKINS. The next sentence is: 
In view of the large pricea.twhich landatthatpointisheldbytheowners, 

the board suggesa l.smr other sites as suitable, which, in the order of their 

d~bility, are as follows: Racine, Muskegon, Milwaukee, and Michigan 
City. 

Just aa I have stated, they have selected their site and have 
reported the price; but if that site and the pri~e charged by the 
owners of that property are not acceptable to Congress, then, as I 
say, they have gone beyond what they were required to do in the 
report and have designated other sites and the prices charged for 
the land there. 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes· they have gone far beyond what they 
were instructed by Congress to do, for, if I appreciate the pur
pose of Congress in passing the original act, it was to prevent a 
Congressional fight, a squabble over this question. It was to 
select a board that should consider not only availability, but cost 
and make a final determination; but as it is now. under this tenta: 
tive finding, it is thrown again into Congress, like an apple of 
discord. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not in the estimation of the Secret-ary of the 
Navy. TheSecretaryof the Navy, who appointed this board. has 
stated clearly and distinctly that Lake Bluff. 32 miles north of 
Chicago, located in the State of illinois, is the site most suitable 
for this naval training station. 

The Senator will note that in the original authority the board 
were not authorized to purchase. They were simply to do what 
theSecretru:yof theNavyhas said they have done here; and there 
is no chance for Congressional difference, as suggested by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, unless it is forced by Senators living in 
other States than that wherein is the place designated by the 
board and indicated by the Secretary of the Navy in his report. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator permit me
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
Mr. FORAKER. I simply rose to call attention to the fact that 

according to the original provision under which the board of 
naval officers acted the result of the a-ction which they were di
rected to take was to be reported to Congress for its action. I 
understood at the time we enacted that provision that it m '-'ant 
that Congress would have supervisory power with respect to all 
they might do. It was their business to ascertain and give the 
facts and give us the benefit of their judgment, and that when 
they made return of it we could accept their recommendation. or 
we could adopt something else if we saw fit. It does not change 
that fact that they mention four or five sites. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think the Senator from Ohio is entirely right. 
They have followed their instructions, and the Secretary of the 
Navy has reported to Congress as was intended by the original 
resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon

sin yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
Mr. BURROWS. It is only for a moment, as to the power of 

this board to select a site. They have outlined the general terri
tory and mentioned several points which would be available, but 
I think the report shows that they have not selected a site. 

Mr. QUARLES. I will come to that in a moment. 
Mr. BURROWS. Justa word. In Document No. 6,onpage2, 

paragraph 2, they say: 
The selection o! a. site in this general area. remains to be accomJ>lished. 

And in the other report--
Mr. HOPKINS. From what page is the Senator reading? 
Mr. BURROWS. Page2ofDocumentNo.6; and inDocument 

No. 45, they say-
Mr. QUARLES. What page? 
Mr. BURROWS. Page 1, at the bottom of the page. 
The board deemed tha.t Its duty required it, first, to determine tho general 

area. within which it is desirable to establish a. naval trnining station upon 
the Great Lakes, and, having done that, second, to select the best site within 
snch area. Ut> to the present time the board has reported to me only upon 
the first question, and still has under consideration the seco:nd question. 

To wit, the selection of a site. 
Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will be kind enough to yield to 

me, as I am compelled to go to a conference, I wish to make a S11g
gestion in reference to this item in the bill. 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
Mr. CULLOM. It says: 
The purchase of land and the establishment of a navn.l training station on 

the shore of Lake Michigan. south of l.a.titude .43° 00', $250,CXXI. 

Nothing is said about any site. That is the point to which I 
wish to call attention. . 

Mr. QUARLES. That is right. 
Mr. CULLOM. But it would be considered as leaving the mat

ter to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy as to which of 
those sites named on Lake Michigan should be accepted by him. 

Mr. QUARLES. In otherwords-
Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me one word fur

ther--
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
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· Mr. CULLO:M. So there seems to be no great materiality in 200 acres of land will cost$180,000. If they go to Racine, 200 acres 
the discussion of this question now as between points south of of land will cost $50,000. So by the selection of the Racine site 
43o 30'. there would be a saving on that basis of $130,000. 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose I ought to know from the statement Now, Mr. President, I wish again to call the attention of the 
of the latitude, but I do not. Does it cut out any of the sites Senate to Document No.6, on pages 2 and 3. There the board 
named? has framed the local conditions which they recognize as necessary 

Mr. QUARLES. It shuts out a large number of sites. to be observed in the selection of this site, and you will see that 
Mr. LODGE. I mean any of the five named here. the ~ixteenth requirement, on page 3, is- . 
Mr. QUARLES. In the report? No. The site should not be in a. manufacturing district. 
Mr. LODGE. Racine, Muskegon, Milwaukee, Michigan City, 

and Lake Bluff are all within the amendment? Now, I submit that the.re is no condition here that is more im-
Mr. QUARLES. Yes, sir; they are all within the amendment. portant than that. A manufacturing district is a bad environ
Yr. LODGE. So the amendment does not locate it at any one ment for a school of any kind. I submit that the selection of the 

of the five places? Lake Blnff site would be a violation of the sixteenth condition 
Mr. QUARLES. That is right. which this board itself prescribes to control its. action. 
Mr. LODGE. Bnt leaves it to the Secretary to determine where I presume that the Senate may not be familiar with the sftna... 

it shall be placed? tion, and therefore I will venture to say that Lake B1nff is south 
Mr. QUARLES. It leaves it to the board. some one and a half or two miles from North Chicago. This site 
:1\fr. LODGE. Does it lea"\""e it to the board? lies between Lake Bluff and North Chicago, about a mile and a 
Mr. QUARLES. AB it stands now, the selection as between half from North Chicago. Now, Senators, North Chicago is 

those fivesiteswillprobablybemade bytheSecretaryoftheNavy. purely a manufacturing district. There are great iron factories 
Mr. CULLOM. Yes. and factories of many kinds, and North Chicago is to Chicago 
Mr. QUARLES. I do not see any other way. There is no pro- what the outlying districts of Pittsburg are to it. As factories 

vision in this bill that determines it. have been crowded out of the great city of Chicago for one reason 
Mr. LODGE. Is he not a proper person to determine it? or another. they have gflne to this place, wbichhas taken the name 
Mr. QUARLES. That is another question. Congress has left of North Chicago. 

it to a board. If he was the proper person to make the selection, Five years ago I had occasion to become pretty familiar with 
Congress would have referred it to him. But instead of that-- that s:itnation because at the city of Waukegan I was called upon 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the purpose of this amend- to try a lawsuit involving the question of title and valne of land 
ment itself is to get a new board which will take in all the lakes. in North Chicago, and for two or three weeks we took the testi

Mr. HOPKINS. No; if my colleague will allow me. many of expe1·ts, in which was developed the whole future and 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- destiny of North Chicago as they bear upon the valne of land. So 

sin yield to the jtmioT Senator from illinois? I am tolerably familiar with the situation there as it was .five 
Mr. QUARLES. Yes; I yield to all. years ago; and I am familiar enough by casual inspection as we 
Mr. HOPKINS. I was about to suggest to my colleague, with pass on the cars from time to time to have noted a wonderful in

the permission of the Senator from Wisconsin, that the amend- crease in the manufacturing resources of North Chicago during 
ment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin does not take in the ~e last fi.ve years. It is imbued with the energy of that great 
entire lakes, as was intended and as was proposed in the original City, and IB devoted solely to the mattex of manufacture. It is 
resolution, but limits it to Lake Michigan, and then proposes to constantly reaching ant, and land down there which a few years 
wipe ant all that has been done by this board and to appoint a ago was worth only from $75 to $100 an acre is worth to-day from 
new board, not by the Secretary of the Navy, but by the Presi- fifteen hundred to two thousand dollars an acre becau.se of its ac
dent, and not limiting it then to naval officers or those conversant cessability to the great manufacturing enterprises centered there. 
with naval affairs, but that the in-vestigation shall be limited to The :m.ann:facturing district is reaching down toward this site 
Lake Michigan. It excludes Ohio. north of Lake Bluff, and I believe that in less than five years it 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President-- will entirely envelop it and hold it in its greasy, smoky embrace 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatoi" from Wis- and make it as unf~vorable a position for a school as conld well 

consin yield to the Senator from illinois? be imagined. 
Mr. QUARLES. With great pleasure. Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President---
Mr. CULLOM. I wish to make one rem~rk. I dislike very The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-

much to interrupt the Senator from Wisconsin, bnt, as I stated, consin yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
I have to leave the Chamber, and I will take the liberty of mak- Mr. QUARLES. With pleaanre. 
ing a remark. Mr. FORAKER. In view of the Senatox's statement that he is 

Mr. QUARLES. I yield with great pleasure. familiar with Waukegan and that country where it is proposed 
Mr. CULLOM. I think my colleague is right. I was thinking according to the recommendation of this board, to locate the sta: 

of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan and tion, I interrupt him in order to ask him what he knows as to the 
was under the impression that it was before the Senate. But I harbor facilities at Lake Bluff. 
think it is not now. Mr. QUARLES. I will come to that, if the Sena.torwillpermit 

However, the fact is that this provision of the bill does not do me, in due order. 
anything except to keep the locations south of 43° 30', which will Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 
take in the four or five places named in the report. Mr. QUARLES. I can not think of a worse mistake that could 

Mr. QUARLES. That is right. be made, whether the selection is to be made by a board or by a 
:Mr. CULLOM. It does not determine at all which of those Secretary, than to go down into that region, which will soon be 

fonr or five shall be selected. in the heart of a manufacturing district, and to take these coun-
Mr. QUARLES. No. . try boys there and undertake to train them there. 
Mr. FORAKER. But it profu."bits Congress and every body else The board foresaw that, and expressly imposed upon themselves 

from considering the superior advantages of Pnt in Bay. a condition that it should not be located in a manufacturing dis-
Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the distinguished Senator will refer trict; and while it is true that it is somewhat remote at the pres-

to Put in Bay shortly. ent moment from the actual factories that are tb.ere no man fa-
Mr. FORAKER. I have been trying to. miliar with the great growth of Chicago, with the d~sire of fac-
:Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, now if Icangatherupthetan- toties to escape local conditions in Chicago, can have any donbt 

gled thiead.s of the discnssion, I wonld say that the senior Senator about the future environment of this site. 
from illinois is right and he has hit the nail exactly on the head. Another thing,. Mr. President. Why is it that the lake shore 
Instead of having a selection of a site by this board, we have favor- land there commands $900 an acre, as the board reports? Is it 
able mention of five sites whose desirability is indicated by the or- worth $900 an acre for purposes of residence? Manifestly not. 
der of mention, and I suppose if nothing further was done the final It is because of its connection with and proximity to that great 
selection of that site would be made by the Secretary of theN avy. manufacturing district. 

Butlamcallingtheattentionofthe Senatetothefaetthatit-was That is what has controlled the price and led the board tore-
its will, as embodied in a law, that that final selection shonid be port, as they undoubtedly ought, that it would take $900 an acre 
made by a board. If it had been desired that the Secretary of the to procure that property. · 
Navy should make the selection. Congress- would have so indi- I am surprised if it can be got for that sum, and I think if we 
cated. We did not so indicate, and I am, therefore, simply pur- should select that site and go there and try to procure the land at 
suing the course that Congress has itself marked out as a proper $900 an acre it would be fonnd that the price had been raised 
method of determining the question of selection. because I know something about the value of land in that neigh: 

Before I pass from that point, Mr. President, I wish the Senate I borhood. 
to keep in mind during tills discussion some figures. The board Now, as corroborating this view, I wish to read from paP'"e 4 
say they want 200 acres of land. If they go to Lake Bluff, ill., of Document N:o. 6 what the board say on this ~~bject. They fix 
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on page 4 a limit which they say ought not to be exceeded in 
price in the purchase, and they are careful to fix it at a thonsand 
dollars an acre, an intimation to these people who own the Lake 
Bluff site that if they see fit to put a hundred dollars an acre more 
on the board have made their course easy. They fu a thousand 
dollars an acre, and then they say: 

While this means the elimination of several sites that possess more or less 
attraction, and which are held to be worth much more than $1,000, the grea.ter 
part of their value is in ~eneral derived from their posaibilities for ma~ufac
turing purposes, which IS another reason for excluding them; for aside from 
the more or less unpleasant consequences due to smoke and pollution of water 
resulting from proximity to ma.nufactoriesJ it bas been the experience of the 
~st tha~ Government reservations should oeestablished where they will not 
mterfere with or check the growth of manufacturing interests of the com
mel·ce of a. locality, for as soon as commercial needs become of sufficient ur
gency the removal of the reservation to some less desirable situation will be 
required and expected on the grounds of public expediency. 

That is better stated than I could state it, and it fits the situa
tion exactly. 

Now, on page 6, the board reject the South Milwaukee site be
cause they say it is in a manufacturing district-that is, adjacent 
to South Jllilwau.kee. But I wish to say to the Senate that the 
factories that are clustered at South Milwaukee are of very small 
value and extent as compared with the factories that are now 
found in North Chicago, and much less than they will be in the 
near future. 

Mr. President, I have here a letter which presents another 
phase of.this question, which the board evidently did not consider, 
and that is that the Lake Bluff site will require lake shore pro
tection. That may seem of slight importance to some gentleman 
who is not familiar with the ravages of a great lake, but no man 
who has lived upon one of those great lakes is in any doubt as to 
the importance of the suggestion. We have for many years in 
the region where I live, been compelled to combat the forces of 
nature as they are arrayed in a great lake. We have seen those 
waves tear to pieces breakwaters that were bolted together by 
great heavy bolts of iron, and I may say that a suitable water 
protection against Lake Michigan will cost from twenty to twenty
five dollars per linear foot. So you may add to the expenditure 
necessary, if this site is selected, about a hundred thousand dol
lars for necessary lake shore protection . . 

I will take the liberty of reading from a letter addressed to me 
by a very intelligent gentleman, who recently made a personal in
spection of the shore along Lake Bluff. He says: 

At a very recent date th~ lake has been cutting into the bank in this vicin
ity and washing it away,500 or 600 feet. Immediately south of the mouth of 
this creek they have rut in a lake shore protection. Between it and a point 
immediately north o the creek there has been an accumulation of sand to 
the width of from 50 to 125 feet, possibly. Immedia. tely south of the lake shore 
protection the bank is being washed away at the present time. The south 
bank of this creek, I should judge, was from 50 to 75 feet high. The north 
bank is not so preci.J>itous. If a harbor were to be dredged here, having a 
mouth 150 to 200 feet m width, the bank would be from 10 to 20 feet above lake 
level where they would have to dredge it out for a harbor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator state who is the author of 
that letter? 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes; it is WI-itten by a gentleman in Racine, 
Mr. R. M. Boyd, a very trustworthy, reliable gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is he a civil engineer? 
Mr. QUARLES. He is not a civil engineer, but he is a very 

intelligent gentleman. 
Mr. HOPKINS. What is his business, please? 
Mr. QUARLES. He is engaged now chiefly in real estate. 
I wish to call attention to another proposition. You will notice, 

on page 3, th;a.t the tenth requirement which this board lays 
down is: 

There should be a bathing beach. 
Mr. FORAKER. I rise to ask the Senator .whether he has 

passed now from the subject of a harbor? 
Mr. QUARLES. No; I have not reached it. 
Mr. FORAKER. The letter referred to the harbor. 
Mr. QUARLES. I know it did. 
I wish to call attention to another proposition, and that is the 

bathing beach. At the city of Waukegan, which is about 4miles 
north of this site, there are located upon the shore some great 
factories, and among the others a sugar refinery and glucose fac
tory, a very extensive one. 

I may say for the information of the Senate that in Lake Mich
igan the current is from the north to the south and the prevail
ing heavy winds are from th9 northeast. This great glucose fac
tory, in the preparation of its material, discharges into the lake a 
large amount of refuse matter, that is, waste matter from the 
corn they treat. In that preparation they nse some acids, which 
also pass with the waste into the lake. I am informed that the 
refuse material is carried by the current and the wind down to 
Lake Bluff, and that at times the odor in that vicinity is only 
equaled by a tanyard or a sauerkraut factory. 

Still south of the glucose factory there is the American Steel and 
Wire establishment, a mammoth establishment, that also uses in 
the preparation of its products some acid which contaminates and 

pollutes the water-, and I am informed from credible sources that 
it renders the water at this place in Lake Michigan unfit for use 
and unfit for bathing. 

I have here a letter written by a gentleman who investigated 
that question. He says: 

I obtained a statement from the mayor of Lake Forest-

Lake Forest is still farther south than this site-
that the glucose works at Waukegan discharged into the lake quantities of 
vegetable matter removed from the corn by the use of acids in the mauufa.c
ture of sugar, and that this discharge of these works into the lake polluted 
the water to such an extent that the atmosphere was becoming very offensive 
as far south as Lake Forest. That large quantities of this refuse disposed 
along the shore of the lake and in hot weather became extremely offensive, 
besides the fact of polluting the water, and that the L'l.rge works of the Ameri
can Steel and Wire Company at Wauke~an also used large quantities of acid in 
the manufacture of their product, which was also allowed to be discharged 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
polluted the water to a great erlent, and that he did not see-

That is the mayor-
how it was possible for the Government to utilize the site proposed from this 
one objection, if there are no others. 

Another very prominent gentleman by the name of Miller, who is presi
dent in one of the large banks in Chicago, said that he hoped to secure the 
location of the naval station between Lake Forest and Waukegan for the 
express purpose of having the Government abate this nuisance, but he 
thought most of doing so as the Government was all-powerful, while private 
individuals were unable to remedy the evil. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
have him state who is the writer of that letter. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. W. A. Walker, city attorney of Racine, 
a lawyer there in good standing, and a very estimable gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has the Senator any further information as 
to the Chicago banker by the name of Miller? 

Mr. QUARLES. No, six; I read the letter just as it was sent to 
me. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator does not know of what bank he 
is president? 

Mr. QUARLES. I do not. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Or his full name? 
Mr. QUARLES. I do not. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I simply asked the question to enable me to 

communicate with Mr. Walker, of Chicago. My information, I 
will state to the Senator, is entirely different from his, and that 
is the reason why I asked the question. 

Mr. QUARLES. Now, there is another proposition. That is 
the eighth proposition that this board lays down. 

Extensive grading should not be required to secure level ground for drill 
and recreation purposes. 

Mr. President, before I pass from that point I wish to say that 
at the Racin:e site, which the board has named as second in choice, 
there is absolutely no factory anywhere near it. It is a residential 
quarter. There is a great peninsula of land making out into Lake 
Michigan a long distance, which, without any extensive cutting, 
could be converted into an island, nature having done the larger 
portion of it already, so that it will be entirely free from any of 
the objections made to the site which I have been considering. 

I now want to pass to the point that there should be no necessity 
of grading. I have here some photographs of the Lake Bluff site 
[exhibiting], which I should be glad to have any Senator con
sult, if Senators have any doubt of the situation there in this re
gard [handing photographs to Mr. FORAKER]. I am very glad 
to have you look at them, and I especially call attention to No. 
4, as indicating the erosion of the bank bv the lake. 

Mr. FORAKER (examining). Where-is the harbor? 
Mr. QUARLES. There is not any harbor there. I called at

tention to that. If Senators will examine those photographs, they 
will see that all this land is cut up with ravines, some of them 25 
to 50 feet deep, with steep banks, so that while for some purposes, 
as a park or for residential purposes, that would not be objection
able, for the purposes of a school I submit that it is in violation 
of the very condition that the board has presented. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from illinois? 
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask my honored friend from 

Wisconsin if these photographs were also taken by a Racine pho
tographer? 

Mr. QUARLES. · I do not know. If they were, it would not 
impeach them. The sun paints for a Racine photographer quite 
as faithfully as for a Chicago artist. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator from Wisconsin is a good enough 
lawyer to know that a picture depends entirely upon the point of 
view at which it is taken, and that you can make a molehill seem 
like a mountain, o1· level a mountain almost to a plain from the 
point of view at which the photograph is taken. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from illinois present a IJho
tograph by a Chicago photographer? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not ~ecessary. I rely on the reports. I 
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am no~ bringing any intrinsic evidence here or attempting to But on page 10 this hoard has .mrm.marized m1d tabulated these 
prejudice the minds of Senators by going outside of the reports various sites with reference to four points of a.vaTiability: "Fir.st, 
which have been made by three "honorable men, who are entirely population, wbich means accesBl"bility to the .sChool; second;pbys
disinterestea, and are loo1dng solely to-the .interests of the Gov- ical characteristics; third, .harbor facilities; fourth, cost of land. 
ernment, regardless of special location. The arrangement of the sites in this table would warrant the 

Mr. QUARLES. Now, Mr. President, one word in regard to · conclu.sionoftheboard. Buttheerrorin.heresmthetabulation. I 
harbor facilities, in answer to the suggestion of my distinguished prefertota.kethe sev-eralfactswhlchb.ave beenlound by the board 
friend from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER]. In one of the ravines disclosed and see if we can not make ..out another tablet. and it will oo a 
by these pictures there rnns a little stream whlcb is said, by in- very different table from the one whlcn the boarahave arranged. 
formants-who write to me, to be 2 inches deep and 3 feet wide, a On.page-D of this aocument I iind .these seYeral sites treated 
little .stream tricKling down that ravine. The banks on either separately; and that is w:hat I wllat I want to get at, the .exact 
side are precij>itous and higb, and if you were .to attempt tomake fact. Here is the Bacine site: 
.a harbor there the Senator will ..see at a glance that it would re- No.5, North Point, Site A.-Three miles north of Racine and 20.miles.sol%th 
quire an enormous expense to excavate those great banks and let of .Milwaukee. 
the water in from the lake. It would really be an entirely arti- I nope the Senate wiD listen to this languag~ 
ficial harbor, calling for an enormous expense. Possesses-vezy excellent- -

Now, in regard to the "Racine .site in that respect, ·as 1 £aid ~ Very excellent-
fore- physical characteristics. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator passesJ can_he.glve us any Wh Mr Pr 'de t th t · d f dati ;a.1..n·t • 
estimate, or has be.heara anyintelligent estimate, as to the cost y, • esi n ' a 18 !' ~ee 0 • commen on IIJJAr lS 
of a harl>or such as won1d be necessary? . . not conferred upon any other~ m the 1ist. 

Mr. QUARLES. It would require a civil-engineer to go there, Very excellent phystcal cbaracteriStlcs1md n&:'bor accommo~tio~ 
of course and figure the number Df cubic yar.ds of material that Now, there are those two points, phySical characteristics and 
would ba've to bo taken out. harbor accomodations, -very excellent---

Mr . .FORAKER. I did notJmow but that some one had done and is favorably siinated as rega.rclspoptilation. 
that. Illave been told within the last twenty-four hours that it Now, you take the Lab BJfi site and see what they .say about 
would cost more than a :million doTiars to make a harbor that that. 
would at all answer the necessities of a naval training station snch The PRESIDENT pro tam _pore. The Senator will please miS-
as it is proposed we shan have at Lake Bluff. ·pend one moment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr.President,Ithinkthatstatementhasbeen Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
made from no authoritative source. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays l>efore :the 

Mr. FORAKER. It was not made by 1m engineer, out by 8 Senate the unfinished business, which -wm be stated .. 
gentleman who has more information than I on some J?Oints of The SECRETARY. .A bill (8. 2259) to regulate shipping in traa. 
this subject, at least. · between ports of the United St-ates ana ports or places in the 

J\fr. HOPKINS. Some gentleman wno wanted .some other .Bite. Phili_ppine Archipelago, between ports or J>laces in th.e Philippine 
Mr. FOR.AKER. A gentleman interested in another ·site, it is Archi]>elago, And for other pnrpo~ 

true, but I think he is a gentleman who·wouldtell meihe:trnth Mr . .H.ALE. Let that be laid aside tem_porarily .. 
about the matter; and 'Since I have looked at the photographs 1 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senatoxfrom .Maine asks 
am prepared to believe what he said. I do not think .any Senator unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
who will examine the photographs will come to a aifferent .con- .laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of 
elusion. the .naval .appropriation bill, The Chair :hears no objection, and 

Mr. HOPKINS. 1 do not want the Senator to be governed en- that order is made. 
tirely by those J>lrotographs, because, as I said· to the Senator Mr. QUARLES. Now, l\!r. Presiaent, 1 was going to read to 
from Wisconsin, everybody understands how the natural topog- the Senate what they .say about Lake Bluff, Dn page ~: 
raphy of a country can be distorted by a J>hotograph. Thlrty-twolllilesnortho:f Chicago. HasexceThmtphysical characterlstlcs. 

Mr. QUARLES. Well, there is o~e thing that~ n~t be dis- They state the Racine site has very excellent characteristics. 
~orted by the photograph, !lnd that LS that bluff w;,hic~ lB -sh?lJD This one 1ms excellent characteristics. 
m photograph No. 4, showmg that the loose matenalJS all dism- And well situated as regards popnlation-
tegrating and falling into the lake from the process of erosion. 
There can not be any question about that; it shows for itself. Saying-nothing about .harbor facilities. 

Now, Yr. President, in regard to the site at Racine, as I had Then I want to call attention to what they say on 11age 9. On 
occasion to say a moment since, there is this great tongue of land, 11age 9 they say: 
this great peninsula reaching ont into Lake Michigan, which As regards isolation, 'Muskegon ana nacine rank first. 
furnishes in the bay adjoining a comp1ete protection from all of So there is another respect in which Racine is ahead of Lake 
our north and northeast storms, and my good friend th.e Senator Bluff, the possible isolation of which I .spoke a few momenta 
from illinois well understands that all. our dangerous sto.rms· -since.. 
come from that direction on Lake 1rlichigan. It is a p1ace that Now, farther down on page 9, they .say: 
nature .has J>IOvided where the sailing ships have been in the habit For small-boat protection Racine is -very favorably situated with refere~ 
for thirty years of running up under the shelter of that great clay to the natural ,protection a.:ff.orded under the lee of North Point,a.nd by pas
bluff and riding out any storm that might come. It is the best sessing a -ravine which. with small amount of dre<loaing, could be converted 
holding ground for anchorage that there is on the Great Lakes, into a thoroughly protected inland harbor. 
The bottom is clay, hard clay, and the facilities lor .ma1dng a That is how they deal with these respective 'Bites. 
harbor there for small boats a.r:e described by the board itself as Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator rea-a the-next .sentence right 
.being of a very high order. following that? 

South of this great promontory or peninsula that :runs out into Mr. QUARLES. Why, with great-pleasure. 
the lake there is a Slough running back a thousand feet. It 1a Lake Blu:tr is similarly situated with regard to possessing a ravine tha..' 
hardly above the level of theo lake. It is 150 feet wide w-here it can be dl-edged out for sinall boats.. 
enters into the lake, and all that would bs required to make a 'But at what cost2 They are very careful not to imt-er on that 
harbor there would simply be to dredge out that alluv.ial s.oil .field further than to make the naked statement that there is 8 
You have your cutting all done, and if it was desired to continue rav.ine. Those photographs dis-close .tbat it mignt be dredgea out; 
the cutting a little farther they could isolate that great peninsula but in the case of Racine they go further and say that with slight 
entirely and make .an island of it. In one part of the report this expense it might be made a .commoili.ous and safe inland harbor. 
board speaks of the great desirability .of isolation in the .situation Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President--
for this school. Th.e..ERESIDENT _pro tempore. Does the Senator fr_om WiJ. 

Now, Mr. President, I fear I am taking too much time, but I consin_yie1d to the Senator fromlndiana? 
wish to analyze this report. I submit this proposition to the Sen- Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
ate: A careful inspection of this report will determine exactly M.r. FAIR~4NKS· Ididnotobs~vewhethertheSenatorread 
what the Senator from Connecticut said on the floor a few min- what was sma m that paragraph mth reference to the harbor at 
ntes ago. This board has not decided in favox of Lake Bluff . .It Michigan City. · 
is true that in their linal summing up the-y say they have~ But . ~· .QUARLES. I did not. I will, however, if the Senator 
Mr. President, they are exactly .in the condition in w.hich a cou:ri nesrres. 
finds itself when it has passed a judgment that is not sustained Mr. F .AIRBANKS. The Senator will notice that the board 
by the fin<lings. The conclusion reached b_y the board is over- says: 
turned by the .findings of fact tha.t are laid down by the hoard The .harbor at Michigan City would atrer convenient protection. 
.themselves, and I will ask the attention of the .Senate to it. This Mr. QUARLES. That is right; .and they Tank that harbor 
.is don~ in a somewhat .ingenious way ,.andJ do not in.tend to.s_peak above Lake ffiuff in their .xe_port, as they should. 
offenslVely when I use that adjective. Now, Mr. President, having taken up the principal !acts as thil 
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board find them, I want now to tnrn to the tabulation that this 
board assumed to make, and the conclusions they have assumed 
to draw from those facts. That is found on page 10: 

First choice as to population, Lake Bluff. 
Second choice, Racine. 
As to physical characteristics, Lake Bluff first, Racine second, 

although, by the facts that they found, they gave Racine far higher 
commendation than they gave Lake Bluff; but they arbitrarily 
put Lake Bluff in here as being more advantageous than Racine. 
When it comes to harbor facilities, Muskegon stands first, Racine 
second, and Lake Bluff third. In cost of land, Muskegon first, 
Michigan City second, Racine third, Milwaukee fourth, and Lake 
Bluff fifth. 

Now, Mr. President, that table is absolutely erroneous on their 
own finding and is impeached by their own showing. There is 
only one respect under the findings of this board wherein the 
Lake Bluff site is entitled to stand in the first class, and that is 
what they call "population." On the facts, the verdict should 
have gone in favor of Racine. 

I wish to speak right in this connection of the matter of popu
lation, and I want to say that the technical, learned discussion 
that this board indulges in over the matter of population is a 
·mere bit of special pleading that fails to illumine the subject. 

The strip of territory we are considering starts 'fith Chicago 
on the south, a city of 2,000,000 people, and it ends at Milwaukee 
on the north, a city of 325,000 people. Twenty miles south of 
Milwaukee is Racine, with 35,000 people; 10 miles below that, 
Kenosha, with 15,000 yeople; 15 miles below that, Waukegan, 
with ten or twelve thousand people, and so on. 

Now, through that region runs the Northwestern system of 
railway, and no other. The genius that can devise a theory by 
which a given point in that continuous railroad line can be desig
nated as more accessible than any other point in that same line, is 
certainly something surpriSing. · 

These two sites, Lake Bluff and Racine, are only 27 miles apart. 
Right in this densely settled region and right on the same railway 
and at either one of those points a school of this kind would be in 
touch with 4,000,000 people. 

Now, that board lost sight of a very important fact w.h.en they 
were treating of population or accessibility of population to the 
school. What is it? At Lake Bluff there is only the one system 
of railway, the Northwestern Railway. At Racine there are two 
great systems, the Northwestern and the St. Paul systems, the 
latter having 6,000 miles of line that gridirons the whole North
west. So there are two great trunk lines available there instead 
of one. . 

these examinations; and the people whom I have the honor in 
part to represent here are convinced that this selection has been 
made not wholly upon the merits of the case, but that it would 
not have been located at Lake Bluff if it had not been within the 
Congressional district of my distinguished friend, the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House. 

Right in that connection I think this suspicion is fortified, Mr. 
President, by some correspondence that I hold in my hand. On 
the 4th day of August this board came to the city of Racine and 
went within a mile and a half of this beautiful site, looked across 
this bay, and got, of course, a general idea of the lay of the coun
try; but yet they were pressed for time and did not go and make 
a-personal examination such as was desired by the people who 
were advocating this site. 

No member of that board came back until the 31st day of Octo
ber, when the two "junior members of the board came, Admira:l 
Taylor not honoring the occasion with his p1·esence. They then 
made a mere perfunctory examination. ' 

The lights had been lighted in the farmhouses before they ar
rived, and they did make a cursory examination; but I want to 
call atten~on to the fact that on the 29th day of October-! want 
the Senate to keep the date in mind-this examination of the Ra
cine site by the two junior members having been made on the 
31st of October, on the 29th of October an order was given by the 
Navy Department to the Geological Survey to prepare a ·topo
graphical map of this Lake Bluff site. Why? What was needed 
with a topographical map of the Lake Bluff site if the question of 
selection had not been settled? The correspondence shows that 
the direction given to the topographer of the Geological Survey 
was as follows: 

Mr. D. L. REA:BURN, Topographer. 
OCTOBER 81, 1002. 

DEAR Sm: You will proceed to Waukegan. m., and ma.ke a topographic 
survey of a tract of land of about 360 acres, the location of which is shown 
between the red lines on the blueprint herewith. 
· The scale for the field work will be 400 feet to the inch, with a contour in

terval of 5 feet, and the 10, 20, and 00 foo.t contours below the level of the sur
face of Lake Michigan will be located. The cleared and wooded portions of 
the tract are to be defined, as well as all other topographic and cultural fea
tures. The elevation of the surface of Lake Michigan will be accepted as 581 
feet above mean sea level, and on this datum will be based the land contours. 
A permanent bench mark will be established near the la.ke for future refer
ence. 

They were locating permanent marks there: 
From this bench JllB..rk sufficient elevations will be determined with the 

spirit level to control the general wor~" which will be done with plane table 
and stadia.. The survey will be controued by an astronomic determination 
of azimuth~ in connection with which the magnetic declination will also be 
determinea. 

Now, notice: 
The object of the survey is to determine the adaptability of the property 

fora naval training station, and it is understood that the resulting map will 
form a basis for the consideration of various improvements~ 

· They were not going to make improvements there before the 
site was selected-

Not only that, sir, but at Racine there are two lines of steam
boats that run out of that harbor every day in the year. The ice 
is broken, the harbor is kept open; so that there is access by those 
steamboat lines all the time. And yet this board assumes to put 
its finger down on that one little smoky spot down there called 
Lake Bluff and say that it has a material advantage in point of 
accessibility. inclu<'lln:g t~e dredging of the main stream or ravine which debouches into 

I •t · b d M Pr 'd t An · t 1 that lin · Lake :Michigan from the tract of land. say 1 .Is a sur , r. .es1 en.. . . ~porn a ong . e lS The agent for the p~operty ~Mr. John Gould, room ~9, M~;trquette Build-
equally s1tuated, so far as accessibility 18 concerned, Wlth Lake ing, ~hicaJ_o, ill., and 1t lS a.dVlsable fo1· you to consult With him before com-
Bluff, and Racine is very much mo:e accessible. At Racine ~hey . mT~~~pe~:~ih~ survey, including your salary, will be paid by the Navy 
have a natural harbor made by a nver that runs up many .miles, neyartment, but •ouchers will be taken as usual in the work of the Geolog
which is docked, a harbor that has 21 feet of water, Wlth all ica Survey and forwarded to this office for approval before transmission to 
modern facilities, while 4-! miles from Lake Bluff there is an arti- tqe Navy Department. 
ficial harbor made at Waukegan, where they have no stream I have here the remainder of the correspondence which resulted 
whatever. They simply run out into the open lake-a system of in that letter, but I shall not take time to read it. I may, how
breakwater-and call that a harbor. And still this board has ever, ask to insert it as a part of my remarks. 
found that Lake Bluff ought to be preferred in point of accessi- Mr. President, I do not feel justified in detaining the Senate 
bility to the site that we have offered them-in Racine. longer with these details, for I fear I have already wearied your 

Mr. President, it might seem to an unprejudiced Senator that patience. I have only to say that what we want, and all we want, 
this was a very remarkable report for this board to have made, is a fair, impartial determination of two questions: First, the sa
considering all the facts and circumstances of the case; but our lection by a suitable board, to be appointed by the President, of a 
people in Wisconsin are impressed that, as there is a reason for site-my amendment says the most available site-together with 
everything, there is a reason for this. Lake Bluff happens to be definite information as to its cost and the cost of harbor improve
within the Congressional district of Mr. Foss, who is an able ments. We do not think that we are asking for anything unrea
Representative in Congress. He holds a very honorable and sonable. If Lake Bluff is the better site, it can certainly stand 
high position at the head of the great Committee on Naval Affairs another test of competition, and if Racine is not the best site, we 
in the House. I want to say that he not only holds that place, have certainly no desire to press it upon the attention of Congress 
but he fills' it with eminent ability. He is a gentleman against or upon this board. 
whom I would not say one word and of whom I would speak only Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I think the Senate is indebted 
words of commendation. I can understand that it would be the to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES] to an unusual de
most natural thing that this board of naval officers, or the Navy gree for a discussion of this question in the elaborate and detailed 
Department, might feel inclined to defer to his wishes in regard manner in which he has presented it. It has been to me, ever 
to the selection of a site. - since this report was made, inexplicable how the board which 

But, Mr. President, it ought not to enter as a potent factor into acted in this matter could have reached the conclusion the board 
this selection. My good friend, Mr. Foss, accompanied this board did reach, but it has never occurred to me-and I will not accept 
when they went up to examine these sites. He was in the special that suggestion now-that that board has been at fault in any 
train. I do not think he went over to examine the Racine site; sense, except only in its judgment. I have the highest respect 
but he had sufficient interest in it, so that he was there presiding, for Rear-Admiral Taylor, the most unlimited confidence in his 
if you please; with his superior influence, holding the purse strings ability as a naval officer and in his integrity as a man. With the 
of the Navy, as he does, while that board was proceeding to make other officers who are associated with him I do not happen to be 



1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 2793 
-

'acquainted, and I can not, therefore, speak of them. But it is never
theless, as I have said, inexplicable to me how they could have 
reached the conclusion they did reach. So much for that. 

I want now to call the attention of the Senate, although the 
Senator from Wisconsin has done that in a very thorough way, 
to the instructions under which the board a-cted and to the rules 
laid down by the board for its own government in taking action, 
and to the departure from those instructions and those rules by 
the board for some reason or other, which it is not necessary for 
me to explain and which I am unable, as I have indicated, to ex
plain. The first direction was given by Congress in the provision 
which it enacted. That provision was incorporated in the act of 
June 30,1903, which has already been quoted, but I want to quote 
it again. It is as follows: 

Naval trainin~ station, Great Lakes: The Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
directed to appomt a board, compo ed of naval officers, whose duty it shall 
be to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an additional naval train
ing station, and having selected such site, if upon private lands1 to estimate 
its value and ascertain, as nearly as practicable, the cost for which it can be 
purchased or acquired, and of their proceedings and actions to make full and 
detailed report to the Secretary, who shall transmit such report, with his 
recommendations t hereon, to Congress for its action; and to defray the e::r
penses of said board the sum of $5,!XX), or so much thereof as may be neces
sary, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

In other words Mr. President, this board, when appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy, was to do, as the Senator from Wis
consin has pointed out, two things; but their action in that re
spect was not to be final, but was subject to revision by Congress. 
They were to take action, however; they were to make investiga
tion; they were to ascertain all the fa-cts; they were to determine 
in their own minds upon a site for this naval station, and they 
were to make report of that to Congress, together with the cost 
of the same and all other data necessary to enable Congress to in
telligently act. Then it would be for Congress to say whether or 
not we approved the action of that board so appointed and so 
acting. 

Now, in a certain sense and to a certain extent they have un
dertaken to follow those directions of the law. But, before I 
point out to what extent they have followed those directions of 
the law and to what extent they have departed from them, I want 
to call the attention of the Senate to the instructions given to this 
board by the Secretary of the Navy when he pointed out and di
rected them to discharge this duty. He was governed by the 
statute which I have read. When he had selected his board, he 
issued to them a letter of instructions, the substance of which let
ter is quoted at page 3 of the report of the board, which we have 
before us as Senate Document No. 45, second session Fifty
seventh Congress, in this language: 

5. The Department's orders, based on the act of Congress, required the 
board to determine a proper location for the station with regard to the fol
lowing conditious-

Now, these are the conditions, if the Senate please, that were 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy when he appointed that 
board and indicated to them the duties they were to discharge 
and the conditions by which they were to be governed in the dis
charge of them: 

(a) Ease of access to the point from thickly settled portions of the .United 
States, in order that young men desiring to enlist shall not have a great dis
tance to travel from their homes. 

There is not anything of that kind in the law. Th.at originated 
with the Secretary of the Navy. But that instruction was, I 
think, within the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. I do 
not complain of it; I am only calling attention to the fact that it 
is the Secretary speaking in this instance, not the law, when he 
specifies what is meant by "ease of access" and why" ease of 
access '' should be considered. 

The first condition prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy is, 
therefore, that they shall consider ease of access, for the reason 
that he desires that young men wishing to enlist shall not have a 
great distance to travel in reaching that place from their homes. 

Second, or" b" as they have it here-
(b) Ease of access and transportation from the point selected to the Atlan

tic coast, in order that the recruits when ready for sea service can ba trans
ported without great expense to vessels on the Atlantic seaboard. 

(c) Convenience of harbor accommodations near the point selected. 
I pass over, for the present at least, the second condition of the 

Secretary and call attention to the third-the convenience of har-
bor accommodations. · 

That is the third condition, one that the Secretary of the Navy 
expressly commanded them, in his letter of directions, to take into 
consideration, and which, if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
QuARLES] has been heard to any purpose, it appears they abso
lutely disregarded, for according to my information, and according 
to the exhibition made by these photographs, there is no harbor 
facility at all at Lake Bluff, the place selected, and there is not one 
word that I have seen in either of the reports made by this board 
-in approval of harbor facilities at Lake Bluff, required by the 
third instruction given by the Secretary. 

The fourth instruction is as follows: 
(d) And also by such other considerations as may suggest themselves to 

the board as being pertinent to this duty. 
yYith thi:s broad pr~ept in mind th~ boa_rd has be~n pursuing the investi

gatiOn, which ha-s led It to the conclusion g1ven heremafter. 
Now, Mr. President, let us see whether or not they had that 

broad precept in mind. The language of the statute is that a 
board shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy for the 
purpose of locating a suitable site on the Great Lakes. There is 
nothing said about any part of the country being taken especially 
into consideration, and the language of the directions given to 
that board when appointed by the Secretary of the Navy is that 
they shall consider the question of a suitable site on the· Great 
Lakes. There is nothing said about the West, the East, theN orth, 
or the South, and yet, with these broad precepts in mind, as the 
board said, they proceeded straightway to forget apparently that 
the whole country was embraced within the provisions of the law 
and the instructions of the Secretary of the Navy, and to com
mence to talk to us about the States of the Middle West, as though 
they alone were taken into the account as manifestly they alone 
were taken into consideration except only in the most perfunctory 
manner. Other States may possibly have been thought of to the 
extent of finding some way to exclude them. 

With these precepts in mind, however, we will see what they 
did. They say: 

The board considers that no site will be suitable, as defined by Cong1·ess, 
unless it is in the general area established by the first of the above steps. 

Ah, I must commence back a little. 
6. The whole region of the Great Lakes possesses great natural advantages. 

Nature ~as be~n most prof~se in her gif~. and it requires study and deliber
ate consideration to determme the location that best satisfies the given con
ditions. There arehhowever, certain broad principles resulting from the 
above precept whic , if applied successively to the whole region, will lead to 
the discovery of a length of shore line of greater or less extent (possibly se•
eral hunfu·ed miles) which possesses as a whole preeminent advantages that 
will accrue to any particular site that may be selected therein. 

7. The selection of a suitable site for a naval training station, therefore 
consists of two distinct steps or operations: ' 

First. The determination of the location of this area of maximum desira-
bility, and 

Second. The selection of the best site within such area. 

Now comes what I read a moment ago: 
The board considers that no site will be suitable, as defined by Congress, 

unless it is in the general area established by the first of the above steps. The 
first and most important matter is therefore to define the limits of this area 
of maximum desirability by the applicat ion of the following general prin
ciples, in the order of their relative Importance: 

Then they lay down the rules that are to govern them in de
termining in what general locality this site shall be located. They 
are as follows: 

First. The location with respect to nearness to the center of population ot 
the States of the Middle West that are adjacent to the Gr eat Lakes. · 

Second. The location with re pect to distance from the Atlantic seaboard. 
Third. The location with respect to the strategy of the Great Lakes, etc. 

And so on. 
The first complaint I make, Mr. President, is that they have 

prescribed a rule which was not authorized by the statute and 
was not authorized by the instructions of the Secretary of the 
Navy-that they should take into consideration, in determining the 
maximum of desirability or the territory within which it should 
be located, the States of the Middle West instead of taking into 
consideration all the States that border on these lakes. 

Proceeding in that way they laid down, which was not required 
by the Secretary, quite a number of conditions that have been re
ferred to by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES)'. I do 
not want to go over them in detail, but I want to point out that 
the first thing they did in taking the first step was to make Chi
cago a center of population, and then they proceeded to establish 
a zone, and the first zone suggested was one that included all the 
territory within a hundred miles of Chicago. 

Then they established a second zone, which included all the ter
ritory within 200 miles of Chicago, and then they looked in the 
census reports to ascertain what population was included, respec-
tively, within tl;lese zones. _ 

Then they established a second center of population at Toledo, 
Ohio, and they drew a like zone, including all the territory within 
100 miles of Toledo, and then a second like zone, including all 
the territory within 200 miles of Toledo, their theory being that 
they were carrying out the first instruction of the Secretary of 
the Navy to locate it at such place as would give easy access to it 
for the young men who are to attend this naval training station 
in visiting it from their homes. In all this they treated popula
tion as the first consideration. 

They came to the conclusion that only a zone at the outside 200 
miles from the center of the point taken should be considered. 
Thereupon they proceeded to ascertain which was the preferable 
zone by consulting the census to see in which zone there was the 
greater population. 

I am speaking now simply of the two zones to which I have re
ferred-to the 200-mile zones of Chicago and Toledo. They find, 
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and so state in the map attached to their report, -that the popula
tion in the Chicago zone w.as 8,()51,216, while the total population 
included in the Toledo zone was 8,S26,075, a diffel'ence of about 
300,000 in favor of Chicagoe 

Mr. Pres4ient, I do not neea to stand here and contendJ;hat if 
a slight difference of population is to cut any figure, and if a zone 
is to be established by this board of arbitrary character, having 
reference to the ease of access, there is no reason-why it should 
stop at 200lD.iles instead of 210 or225 miles. The Toledo zone 
would be_practically equally easy of access if the zone had been 
so enlarged. 1n other words, the size of the zone is purely arbi
trary. 

I ca.ll attention now to the fact that Lake Erie was entirely 
eliminated by this resort to zones, on the theory that the popula
tion was greater in the zone established about Chicago, and that 
was true by reason of the 1act that the zone was limited to 200 
miles instead of 210, or perhaps 205 miles, which would have 
changed it entirely. 

If Senators will look at the map attached to the ·report, which 
is on their desks, I believe, they will see that the .200-mile -zone 
about Toledo includes a po_pulation, as I have already pointed out, 
only about 300,000 less than that included in the 200-mile zone 
about Chicago. But they will also see that the .200-mile zone 
drawn about Toledo stops practically just at the corporation lim
its of the city of Pittsburg: If they had extended it so as to 
make it a zone of 205 or 210 miles they would have included Pitts
burg, and then there would have been a far greater population in 
the Toledo zone than there was in the Chica-go zone. I .do not 
know of [any reason for excluding Pittsburg, except i;o keep 
the JlOpulation of the Toledo zone below that of the Chicago 
zone. 

At any-rate, that is a mere a1:bitrary regulation of this board, 
prescribed by this board for themselves, as though they were try
ing, by the prescribing of a zone, to eliminate from any further 
consideration all the different sites that had ' beoo called to their 
attention situated on Lake Erie. 

It is in that way, Mr. President, that it got rid entirely of the 
consideration of Put in Bay. This is ·one of the first rules they 
laid down, thus confining their considemtion of sites to the 
Chicago zone. The Secretary of theN avy did not .mention zones. 
He did not t-ell them to draw a zone; the Congress did not tell 
anybody to draw a zone. The Congress said: "Ascertain a suit
able site, having this, that, and the other consideration in :mind," 
but said nothing about population, except only as that might be 
infelTed from the provision that there should be .a consideration 
of easy access. That is a11 the Secretary of the Navy said. It 
was this board that established a zone just big enough for Chi
cago, to give it the advantage of population, and stopping it at 
precisely the size that they did not dare to go beyond without 
miling the Chicago zone inferiOl' to that of the Toledo zone. 

You will see by your map that if that had been a..zone of 210 
miles it wonld have included Pittsburg, and the whole of that ad
ditiona110 miles would have been through populous tenitory: 
so populous that the Toledo zone would have had the advantage 
in the first of these considerations. 
· The second consideration that the Secretary of the Navy di
.rected..that they should take into account was access to the At
lantic coast from this naval training station. What will be the 
cost of transporting these young men from the naval station to 
the Atlantic coast when they are xeady for service? On that 
point the board finds in favor of Toledo. They conld not very 
well take Toledo off the map or change its relative position, so 
that while in the matter of population, by a resort to zones, they 
gave the advantage to Chicago, they could not change the rela
tive positions of the two cities, an.d they find that it would make 
quite a considerable difference in cost-some twelve or fifteen 
thousand dolla-rs a year, I think-in favor of the Government if 
the naval training station were located in the Toledo zone, as 
against the Chicago zone. The .cost of transporting these yonng 
students to the Atlantic coast would be that much less. 

The next thing, Mr. President, to which the Secretary of the 
Navy called their attention, was harbor facilities. What is meant 
by that? There is not a word of :praise in either one of these re
ports, which I .have been able t"O ..find, from these tln·ee naval 
officersabcmt the harbor facilities at Lake Bluff. At Put in Bay, 
.which is included within the Toledo zone, .and for which I speak 
to the eAtent of securing a consideration by some fair and impar
tial tribunal, there is one nf the fulest harbors to be found :any
where on the Lakes. Fifteen feet out from the shore the water 
is 35 feet dee1>. It is only required to be some 15 or 18 by the rules 
and regulations which the board prescribes for its own govern
ment. There does not have to be any dredging there at all. The 
.harbor is there, and it is not only &mple to float all the navy we 
will ever have on the Lakes, but it needs no improvement. no 
-dredging, no extension, no work upon it of any character wh~o-
8it~. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will ±he Senator from Ohio allow me for _a 
moment? 

Mr. FORAKER. With pleasure. 
Mr • .SPOONER. If he will tllTil to page 9 of Docmnent·No. 45 

he will note that the inaccessibility to a harbor on Lake Erie, 
because of the ice-

Yr. FORAKER. Because of the ice? 
Mr. SPOONER. Because of the ice. 
Mr. FORAKER. I was coming to that in a moment. 
Mr. SPOONER • .Has .much to do with the excl~n of that 

·area. 
Mr. FORAKER. And so they·go farther north into Lake'Mich· 

igan to get-rid of the ice! 
Mr. SPOONER. Where there is no harbor _at .all to be olr 

structed by ice. 
Mr. FORAKER. There is· no trouble about ice in any harbors 

around Lake · Bluff, because, as the Senaior suggests, they have 
no harbor. 

Here [exhibiting] is a picture of it. I heard only yesterday that 
there was no harbOl' at Lake .. Bluff. I thought that of itself was 
a sort of bluff, but I am informed now that that information was 
reliable. Here we ·have, as was said by the Senator from Wis· 
consin, who put these photographs in evidence, the painting of the 
sun, which is as accurate in this case as in any other. It gives us 
an unquestioned representation of what there is there. I see 
plenty of hills; I sea plenty of-ravines; I see plenty of forests, and 
I see some breakwaters. Two or three of these photographs are 
missing. You would probably also see plenty of ice if we had 
th~m all before us. 

But I do not see any harbor, ana it is admitted, I think, that 
there is no harbor at Lake .Bluff; ana the reason why they say 
they selected Lake Bluff, although it has no harbor, is that no 
harbor is necessmy, because these men are to be trained on the 
land. We don't want web-footed soldiers, but we do want web
footed sailors. We are getting ready here, as we understand it, 
to train such sailors as sailed with Dewey and such as have -ever 
on the sea, in bearing our flag to victory, won for that branch of 
the service of the country imperishableTenown. I should like for 
.allSenatoTsto see this picture of the kind of harbor or the absence 
of ha-rbor that there is there. There is none. · 

Now, what follows from that? I asked my informant if they 
would not need some kind of a har-bor. The board perhaps 
thought they would not, but the Secretary of the Navy thought 
they would, .and the Secretary of the Navy ea.id, in the third para· 
graph of hialetter of instructions," You will consider, after you 
pass the question of access, the question of harbor facilities." 
Did they follow that instruction? Why did they not follow it? 
I do not know why they did not follow it, but I do know, as I 
said in the beginning, that it is inexplicable to me that they did 
not, for it is no answer to say that these students at the training 
school are to be trained chiefly on the land. They are to go to 
the water from time -to time at least, while they are there, and 
eventually to the water altogether. I do not need to argue that 
in connection with a training school for naval students we will 
need boats and harbor facilities, and the students will ha-ve to go 
upon the water in connection with that training. To say that no 
harbor facilities are necessary is to say that the Secretary of the 
Navy had .an incorrect impression of what was needed when he 
gave this letter of instructions; at least that much. In truth, we 
can not well conceive of a ·naval training school except in connec
t:on with the water. 

Now, I asked another question, and I told the Senate what it 
was. I also asked the question of the Senator from Wisconsin 
when he had -the floor. I asked my informant if he .knew-what 
it would cost to make a harbor of adequate facilities at Lake 13luff, 
and he said he did not know,. that he was not an engineer, but he 
had been informed that the costwould be considerably more than 
$1,000,000. It did not occur to me that it might be more than 
-that when he was telling me that there was no harbor at all there. 
But since I have seen theseJ)hotogral>hs I do not belie~e you can 
make a .harbor there for $5,000,000. I am not an engineer, and 
my estimate is not worth anything, bnt as a layman, guessing at 
it, I venture the prediction that if you take Lake Bluff you will 
not have a harbor of adequate facilities there _at a cost of less than 
$5.000,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator ought not to forget that in this 
whole business progress has ·been made by the process of elimina
tion, and the report clearly shows that harbors are necessary 
everywhere exce_pt at Lake Bluff, bnt because Lake Bluff is nearer 
Chicago than any of the other _places~llarbor facilities .are en· 
tirely .unnecessary. 

MT. FORAKER. That seems to have been a sufficient explana
tion for the board, but .I bav-e not .heard of anybody else bein_g 
satisfied with it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ·say that Lake Bluff has .as 
good harbor facilities as Racine. 
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:Mr. SPOONER. Have you ever been at Racine? 
Mr. HOPKINS. Many times. _ 
Mr. FORAKER. How does it compare with Put in Bay? 
Mr. HOPKINS. I will discuss that later, but Put in Bay has 

been put out of the question by the report made eighteen months 
ago. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ah, Mr. President, Put in Bay was put out 
of the question because they drew a zone, having reference to 
population, which stopped at the outskirts of Pittsburg, and thus 
excluded what would have put Put in Bay in the front. I sup
pose there are many in Pittsburg who would like to go to the 
naval school, and that that city will contribute students as liber
ally as Chicago, in proportion to her population. I have no doubt 
of it. Then why arbitrarily exclude that city? · 

I call attention to that because manifestly the zone thus estab
lished was an unfair zone. I do not attribute it to anything but 
lack of judgment and a desire to get away from the consideration 
of all the sites on Lake Erie and confine consideration to Lake 
Michigan. Certainly from every other point of view that we 
have discussed, Put in Bay is as good a place as, and a better 
place than, many of the others, and certainly a great deal better 
than Lake Bluff. Put in Bay has no more ice than Lake Bluff 
has. Put in Bay has a harbor, and Lake Bluff has none. Put in 
Bay has a harbor that does not need any dredging, that does not 
need any improving, any extending, any expanding, with 35 feet 
of water 15 feet out from the shore line. It is a place of great 
historic interest and a healthy location. There are no mountains 
to dig away, no leveling, no grading. The natural conditions are 
not excelled by any place that has been suggested, and there is no 
comparison between the natural conditions at Put in Bay, so far 
as the topography of the surface is concerned, and the condition 
we find at Lake Bluff. 

Now, the board considered other things. They considered rain
fall. That is practically the same in the two places. They con
sidered temperature. That is practically the same at the two 
places, only in so far as there is a difference it is in favor of Put in 
Bay. So it was on everything else. The only thing as to which 
Lake Bluff has any advantage over Put in Bay is that it is nearer 
to Chicago and it is on Lake Michigan, and they wanted to locate 
it on Lake Michigan, according to their report, because of stra
tegic rea-sons. 

Now, 1\fr. President, what are the strategic reasons which in
duced this board to pass by such places as Racine and Put in Bay, 
leaving them entirely out of the situation-Racine tentatively, 
Put in Bay cut off absolutely-the whole of Lake Erie excluded? 
What is the reason why they did that? 

They thought Lake Michigan, inasmuch as it was surrounded 
on all sides by American territory, was a safer place for these 
naval students; that is, the station would be safer from attack in 
case we get into war with some foreign nation. I suppose they 
mean with Canada. 

In the first place, I do not believe we will ever get into war 
with Canada or England, and if we did I do not bolieve the sta
tion would be in any danger, no matter where it might be along 
the lake shores. · 

Mr. ALGER. It would be near the scene of war. 
Mr. FORAKER. And if it were near the scene of war, as the 

Senator from Michigan suggests, that is exactly where we would 
want it to be. So I say there is nothing that appeals to me, however 
much it may appeal to others, in the suggestion that Lake Mich
igan should be preferred because of strategic reasons. 

But there is another consideration here which ought not to be 
overlooked. This board tells us with great particularity of the 
shifting sands of Lake Michigan; how the winds blow and the 
harbors fill up, and how there are bars of sand here and there and 
everywhere almost, near the shore. That is an important con
sideration. There is no difficulty of that kind at Racine, as I 
understand, and there is no difficulty of that kind at Put in Bay. 

But, Mr. President, I do not care to pursue this matter further. 
I have said enough already, if I have spoken to any purpose, to 
show that this board's report should not be accepted by the Con
gress of the United States. Weoughtnotto appropriate $250,000 
to establish a station in accordance with their recommendation, 
as I understand it to be, that we shall locate this station at Lake 
Bluff. 

I am, therefore, in favor of a new authority which shall de
termine this matter, or a new board who may determine it. The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES] in that behalf presents an 
amendment. It is an amendment which, as it now stands, I can 
not support, but I understand the Senator is willing to enlarge it 
so I can support it. What I call attention to is that his proposed 
amendment follows after the committee amendment. The com
mittee amendment restricts the location of this site to the shore 
of Lake Michigan. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the Senator from Ohio would like 
to put in Put in Bay. 

Mr. FORAKER. I would rather have it put in than to have 
it left out. But I do not expect the Senate to agree with me in 
naming Put in Bay at this time. But if I get a chance to present 
the merits of Put in Bay to some authority that will give me a 
fair hearing, I will give Racine a hard tussal for it at least. I 
think Lake Bluff will be out of it as soon as we put it out here; 
but I may be mistaken about that. I am speaking only from the 
information I gather from the report and from what has been 
said here by others. 

I want the committee amendment so changed, therefore, as to 
provide that the naval training station shall be located on the 
Great Lakes, just as the law provided. I do not want any ''Mid
dle West," or middle anything else, about it, and then, with the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin following in the form 
in which it is now, I shall support it. But if we can not secure 
the adoption of that amendment, I am against the committee 
amendment and want it _to go out of the bill altogether, for I 
have heard enough and I have seen enough, as a result of my in
vestigations of what this board did, to cause me to lose confidence 
in their judgment. 

I could not vote away $2~0,000 to be expended upon the report 
that has been made to us. I could not do it, because the board 
have violated or at least disregarded the instructions of the Secre
tary of the Navy given to them to govern them, and they ha\e 
disregarded the rules and conditions prescribed by themselves to 
such an extent and so without any satisfactory explanation 
therefor that I have no confidence or would not have that I wus 
doing right in voting for this appropriation. For theso reasons, 
I say, I will support the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon
sin, changed as I understand he is willing to change it; and if 
that can not be done, I want the whole thing to go out and thus 
leave the bill without any amendment of any kind. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, ~ desire to submit a few ob
servations in support of the report made by the committee and 
in support of the suggestions which have been made by the Sec
retary of the Navy. There are two questions pending before the 
Senate. The first is the amendment proposed by the Naval Com
mittee, and the second is the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES] to theamendment. I desire spe
cifically to call attention to the fact that the Senator from Wis
consin desires in this amendment of his not only to do away with 
the report made by this board appointed by the Secretary of the 
Navy, but to have all this work gone over again by a new board, 
and instead of limiting the board to naval men, who are familiar 
with this matter and who can exercise great intelligence upon the 
subject, it simply authorizes the President to appoint a board con
sisting of not less than three men, none of whom shall be resi
dents, etc. 

As I observed earlier in the debate, this language leaves it so 
that politicians may be appointed or military men, men from 
civil life, and of course the President would have a right to ap
point a naval board. Secondly, I desire to challenge the attention 
of the Senators to the fact that instead of following the language 
of the original resolution, which directed the Secretary of the 
Navy to appoint a board composed of naval officers, whose duty 
it was to select on the Great Lakes a. suitable site for an addi
tional naval training station, etc., this provides that i1;1 addition 
to that they shall report the probable expenditure which will be 
necessary for improving the same, including lake shore protection 
and the construction of necessary harbor improvements. 

After listening to the argument which has been made here to
day by the junior Senator from Wisconsin it is quite obvious that 
this resolution was so framed as to exclude illinois entirely and 
practically to leave the site of Racine the only site that could be 
taken. · 

It is not my purpose-to note all of the objections that were 
made by the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] and by 
the honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES]. It is im
portant for us to understand the object and purpose of this pro
posed legislation. The time was, as all Senators understand, 
when our sailors were taken fl'Om the Atlantic coast. Men who 
lived along the Atlantic coast and were familiar with the sea 
were the men who were selected for this duty in the Navy, but 
under the conditions of modern naval warfare it was found that 
the men who are brought from the interior make as good sailors 
and are better in some ways than the old-time sailors who were 
selected from the seacoast. 

It has also been found important in the development of our 
Navy to establish naval training stations in different sections of 
our country, and many years ago Congress provided that one 
should be located at Newport, R.I., and later that another should 
be located on the Pacific coast, on an island in San Francisco Bay. 
The naval station in San Francisco Bay is provided for largely by 
young men living in the section west of the Rocky Mountains, 
and the one at Newport largely by young men living in the New 
England and Eastern States. It has been found important that a 
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third no.~al station should be established along the Great Lakes, Then, Mr. President, was the time for any Senator or Repre· 
so as to reach the great MiEsiEsippi Valley, containing a popular sentative whose locality had been excluded by the board to call 
tion of about 25,000,000 people. the attention of the board to the fact that it had not considered 

Now, this naval training station is not a school, as the Senator all of the points of excellence that the site possessed and to ask 
from Ohio evidently understands from the statements he has for a reexamination. Then was the time to haYe made the criti· 
made here, bnt itisfor military discipline largely. These young cism which my honored friend the Senator from Ohio to-day has 
men are selected and taken there, and they are kept at the station ma-de, and to have made it to the board or to the Secretary of the 
not to exceed str months before they are sent to one or the other Navy and to have asked for a reexa.mination. 
of our great war ves~els. It is important that a station of this Mr. FORAKER. It was not my business, I apprehend, to ap
kind shonld be established, and it is important that it sllould be pear before any board charged with a public dJlty and labor with 
established near the center of population in the Middle West. that board, but it was my duty, when the matter came up for 

We are expending millions- of money for the development of consideration in the Senate, there to express my criticism, if I 
onr Navy. Since I entered public life nearly· twenty years ago had any to make; and so I waited until Congress was called upon 
the annual appropriations for the Navy have risen year by year to act before I spoke. I have no otherrelation to the matter ex
from $15,000,000 until the present bill, which is now being con· ca-pt that of a Senator. 
sidered, carries nearly a hundred million dollars. We are appro- Mr. HOPKINS. This- report of the board was ma.de a Senate 
priating for ships that cost all the way from four and a half to document December 13, 1902. So ft was as open to the Senator 
eight or nine million dollars. It takes a large force of sailors to then as it is now. 
man a vessel of that kind. Mr. FORAKER. I have been familiar with it ever since it W1l.S 

The policy of the German Government has always-been when- made a Senate document. Of course--
ever it authorized the construction of an additional war vessel Mr. HOPKINS. Then I would say to the Senator that it seems 
also to provide for the sailors who should man that vessel when to me it would have been fairer for him to have suggested to the 
it should be put into commission. We have not followed that, board or to the- Secretary of the Navy that they had overlooked 
and the result has been that we have been unable properly to man some of the excellences of Put in Bay, and to have asked for a 
the vessels we already have. I am credibly informed by those reexamination of that place, or to have bron"ght the attention of 
who are entirely familiar with the situation that to man the- ves- Congress to it. 
sels which are already authorized we need nearly 10,000 addi- Mr. FORAKER. I did not do anything of the kind because I 
tiona! sailors. We shall be rmable to get them unless we can lo· did not imagine· anybody would think such a duty as that was in· 
cate a station of the kind proposed here in the Middle West, cum bent upon me. Another reason was I knew that· the people 
where we can reach the sons of farmers and mechanics living in who were interested in having that site selected were making 
great cities like Chicago and upon the farms of Illinois, Iowa, these representations to the board, and I knew that- the board 
Wisconsin and Missouri. That is the reason why it is important had visited Put in Bay, as the Senator states, and I supposed that 
that this station be located on Lake Michigan rather than located the board would consider and wanld at least appreciate those ad
farther east. vantages to which I have referred, and I think the board would 

The report which was made by· this board December 13, 1902, have done so. I think the board did do so. I understand that 
excluded any further consideration of Put in. Bay. The board the board unofficially-at least one-member of it-said that Put 
was ap}lointed by the Secretary of the Navy on the 5th day of in Bayhad the _best natural conditions and advantages of any site 
July, 1U02, and was composed of the very best men in the Navy they had exammed. 
to-day-men of the highest character, of the greatest intelligence, But the reason why they ruled it ant was that it was not within 
and of the most approved patriotism. They are men whom the this zone of 200 miles from Chicago. 
Secretary of theN avy believed were the best that could be selected :Mr. HOPKINS. I have here the report that was adopted by 
for this purpose-men who understood and appreciated the needs the commission appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, in which 
of the Navy-and men who would not be influenced by local pas· they discuss all these various places which were offered on lakes 
sion or prejudice, such as seems to- have influenced, I am sorry to other than Lake Michigan. To my mind their reasoning is entirely 
say, the considerations that have been presented here to-day by conclusive. Among other reasons why they thought that Put in 
the learned Senators from Wisconsin and Ohio. They are men Bay was not a good site to be selected for a training station is the 
who are entirely separated from all political considerations and fact that for ninety days during e-very year for twenty-five years 
from any other than the highest good of the Navy. last passed it has been closed to navigation. The lake freezes over 

After they were ap}lointed on the 5th day of J nly they sat and is closed to nangation fur that period each year. That was 
down and studied all the physical and other peculiarities of the one reason. 
Great Lakes, excepting LakffErie, which was excluded by the spe· Mr. FORAKER. Is that liable to be closed'by ice any more 
cific direction of the Secretary of the Navy himself. At the time than a site on Lake Michigan? 
they commenced-- Mr. HOPKINS. Ye.s, sir. , 

:Mr. FORAKER. That statement is a new one, at least I never Mr. FORAKER. The general average of temperature is given 
heard it before-that Lake Erie was excluded by the special direc- in the report, and it is in favor of Put in Bay as compared with 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy. Is that in the report some- Chicago; but ram also informed of Eomething not in the rei!ort, 
where? that the board had before them, perhaps, not a written guaranty, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I may be mistaken. but an offer from pe1·fectly responsible men to giye a guaranty 
Mr. HALE. Lake Ontario. that between there and Sandusky City, to which I snppo e the 
Mr. HOPKINS. Lake Ontario I should have said. Senator refers, they would keep it free from ice eYery winter. 
lli. FORAKER. Lake Ontario. I think it ought to be. That is an easy thing to do if they only-take the time and ad· 
Mr. HOPKINS. Lake Erie, Lake Huron, Lake Superior, and dress themselves to it and run boats through. 

Lake Michigan were all included under the direction of the Sec- Mr. HOPKINS. Those who are familiar with the Great Lakes 
retary of the Navy to be investigated, and the various localities understand well that the southern portion of Lake Michigan is 
well adapted to a naval training station on the Great Lakes were never frozen over. I think for a brief period, perhaps for twenty
to be properly considered. · four hours, during the present winter, which has been one of the 

Now, some remark has been maae that the chairman of the most severe within the memory of man, that condition existed; 
Naval Committee of the House accompanied this board at the time but it is the first time within the memory of man that Lake Michi
that the Lake Bluff site was looked over. I desire to say that at gan, covering Racine and the points in Indiana and in Michigan 
all of these places on Lake Erie, Lake Huron, Lake Superior, and and Lake ffin:ff in lllinois, has been frozen over. 
Lake Michigan Members of Congress and Senators were present Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
with the board to show the superiority of the claims of each of again? 
the localities, and Put in Baywas not neglected. Senator Hanna, Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 
now so muchfum.ented and but recently so honored a member of Mr. FORAKER. It is stated in this report, I am informed1 

this body, was then a member of the Committee on Naval .Affairs that the guaranty to keep the passageway from Put in Bay to 
of the Senate, and he was present with the board when it inves· Sandusky and to the mainland was presented to the board. They 
tigated the Yarions sites along Lake Erie and the other places, had lmowledge of that, and there is no question about the suffi.· 
and was present when the board were at Put in Bay, and pointed ciency of it. The distance from Put in Bay to Sandusky is only 
out all of the excellencies that have been so grapliically- and ela. 12 miles, and the distance from Put in Bay Island to the main· 
quently described by my friend here to-day. land is only 3 miles-. All that is stated in the report . 

.A:fter they had carefully looked over the various sites on Lakes Mr. HOPKINS. As I said, I think any Senator who will rea.i 
Erie and Huron.andSnperior and Michigan they made a. prelim· the report of the board and note the pains they took in making 
inary report in which they excluded Put in Bay and all of the their investigations and the facts and figures they presented in 
sites- that had been offered on Lake Erie, Lake Huron, Lake Su- their two reports will arrive at the same conclusion, unless it 
perio:r., and those on the upper part of Lake Michigan. That happens to be a Senator circumstanced as my friend from Ohio 
re}lort was filed here December 13, 1902. I [Mr. FoRAKER] is, or as are the honorable Senators from Wiscon· 
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sin. I think all disinterested Senators will agroo_tpat the board 
were wise and prudent in suggesting that this station should be 
located on Lake Michigan. 

As I said, that report was made as a preliminary report a year 
ago. Then under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy they 
took up the various places that were mentioned on Lake Michigan, 
and they investigated each one respecting its merits, and finally 
decided that Lake Bluff presAnts in all respects a superior place 
for the location of a school of this kind. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that this report is not fair and 
that it is not an impartial report. I do not agree with the Senator 
in that statement. I have seen nothing in this report and nothing 
in the action of the board that was appointed by the Secretary of 
the Navy which shows that they were influenced in any way other 
than by the public interest and the highest welfare of the Navy. 

Some statement was made by the Senator to the effect that Mr. 
Foss, the chairman of the Naval Committee of the House, was 
present, and that out of deference to him the board selected Lake 
Bluff. Mr. President, if they had been influenced by considera
tions of that kind, this station would have been located at Put in 
Bay, the place Senator Hanna, a member of theN a val Committee 
of the Senate, desired to have it located~ and that they did not 
locate it there is evidence to my mind. and it ought to be to Sena
tors here, that they were not influenced by such considerations. 

I am very sorry, Mr. President, that my honored friend from 
Wisconsin would descend to personalities of that kind, and drag 
in here my colleague in the other Ho11Se BS an element that has 
determined this question, when he knew, if he had read the CoN
GRESt:iiONAL RECORD, that Mr. Foss had disclaimed any influence 
upon this board whatever, and that neither by word nor action 
bad he attempted to influence them. I read from the CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD of February 29 the statement made by Mr. Foss, 
which is as follows, and I desire the attention of my honorable 
friend from Wisconsin: 

I hAve not tn any shape, manner, or form, either by word or letter or by 
look, in any way expresserl any wish to this honorable board. · 

Now, that ought to have been explicit and emphatic enough to 
have satisfied the Senator that this board was not influenced by 
any such consideration as he imputed to them, and I say that 
that suggestion is something that ought not to have been indulged 
in, so far as the members of the board themselves are concerned. 

Who ara they, Mr. President? They are men of the highest 
character, of the greatest attainments in their profession, and, as 
I have already remarked, men who a.re influenced only by public 
considerations. Is it to be supposed that Rear-Admiral Taylor, 
for the benefit of gaining the good will of a Member of Conouress, 
will violate his oath and locate a station of this kind at a point 
which is not favorable to public interests? It is not to be con
sidered for a moment. · And the same can be said of Lieutenant
Commander Winslow, a man of the highest character. An in
sinuation of that kind, as it seems to me, is entirely unworthy the 
Senator who gave utterance to it. 

What I have said of Mr. Winslow is eqnallytrne of Civil Engi
neer Rousseau, one of the brightest and most capable and intelli
gent men in his profession in this country. These men have their 
characters to sustain. They are men who have a solemn duty to 
perform. They have given in the two reports here every step 
that has been taken by them, and have shown the loftypatriotism 
that governed and controlled them in every suggestion that has 
been made. · 

It is a little remarkable in considering this report that the 
Senator from Wisconsin should have found it necessary to read 
letters from irresponsible persons, living in Racine, who are de
sirous for their private ends to have this station located at Racine, 
and to present photographs here of the proposed site at Lake 
Bluff for the purpose of prejudicing the minds of Senators. 

Is this the kind of procedure that is adopted in determining a 
great national question and in the location of a site fro: a training 
school against the report of men of the chaxacter of those who 
have been selected by the Secretary of the Navy? I trust, Mr. 
President, that no member of this body will be influenced by any 
statement made in any of those letters or by any of the photo
graphs which have been presented here. I know how easy it is ro 
misrepresent the topographical condition of any section of the 
country by a photograph. 

The Senator said that the sun does not lie. But, Mr. President, 
the man who handles the instrument that takes the photograph 
can make it lie-ca.n make it distort the physical features of a 
place. 

I undertake to say, after an experience of an entire lifetime in 
the State of illinois, being entirely familiar with this location for 
many years, that I could not recognize any portion of Lake Bluff 
by an examination of the photographs presented here. If they 
are representations of Lake Bluff or any part of it, I fail to dis
cover them. . Now, they may be; but they show just what I have 
indicated, a distorted Lake Bluff, and not the Lake Bluff that w~ 

seen by the board appointed by the Secretary of the Navy to go 
there and examine the premises. . 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, will the Senator from Illinois 
permit me to interrupt himJ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DRYDE..'l' in the chair). Does 
the Senator from illinois yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Most assuredly. 
Mr. QUARLES. One of these photographs shows a structure 

on the shore near Lake Bluff, and that has been mistaken by 
some of the Senators here for a representation of a harbor. The 
Senator will agree with me, no doubt, that that does not indicate 
any harbor whatever at Lake Bluff. but a mere attempt at shore 
protection. The Senator will agree with me that that is right. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will agree with the Senator that, as far as 
Senators mistook a building upon the land for a harbor, the pho
tograph distorts the physical situation. 

Mr. QUARLES. No, Mr~ President; that, in my judgment, is 
a very poor effort for an answer to my question. Does the Sena
tor assume or pretend that there is any harbor now existing at 
Lake Bluff? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I will come to that later. I 
remember what the Senator said respecting there being no harbor 
at Lake Bluff, and I am prepared from the report to show the 
condition there, that it iB in entire harmony with the instruction 
of the Secretary of the Nj:.\vy, and that there is a harbor which, 
with a little dredging, will be entirely adequate. , 

Mr. QUARLES. For the purpose of correcting a misappre
hension, I really wish the Senator would kindly consent to a prop
osition about which I know there iB no doubt, but concerning 
which some Senators have been misled. Laying out of view what 
may be possibly constructed there, is it not a fact that there is no 
harbor of any kind there at this time? 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is as good a harbor there for the pUT
poses of this training station as there is at Racine, as I shall show 
later. If there is a desire for a harbor for a large vessel, it can be 
had 4 miles away, at Waukegan. If they want a harbor for a 
large vessel, it can not be had at Racine; it must be 3 miles away, 
according to the report here. 

But, Mr. President, I desire to call to the attention of Senators 
the statement made by my honored friend that this is a manufac
turing center and entirely undesirable for the purposes of the lo
cation of a training station. I confess I waa surprised at the 
statements made. I am a native of lllinois. Lake County dur
ing ten years of my public life was in my Congressional district. 
I am as familiar with Lake Bluff and that portion of Chicago ly
ing north of the main business part of the city up to Waukegan 
as I am with De Kalb County, where I ·was born and where I 
have spent the greater years of my life. 

I undertake to say that, without, perhaps, intending it, the 
learned Senator has presented an entirely false picture to the 
minds of Senators here in the description that he has given of 
North Chicago as the manufacturing center of that great metrop
olis of the West. The great iron and steel mills of the United 
States Steel Company are located at South Chicago and at Joliet 
and the other great manufacturing interests are situated on th~ 
south and west portions of the city. As you go north from the 
business portions of Chicago, along the lake shore we have some 
of the most beautiful residences that can be found in any State of 
the Union. Evanston, Lake Forest, and Fort Sheridan are unsur
passed in beauty. Along the lake shore clear up to the point that 
is indicated here for a location of this site there are beautiful resi
dences. 

Some years ago, at the time that my learned friend was trying 
his lawsuit in \Vaukegan, there was a syndicate foxmed for the 
purpose of buying up this property or some part of it and locating 
some manufacturing interests there; but that scheme failed, and 
this property was never taken fo1· that purpose. I undertake to 
say here and now that so far as manufacturing interests are con
cerned it is as free from it as any other location that can be found. 
It never can be interfered with in any way. This land is worth 
$900 o: $1 .~DO an acre, not because of its proximity to some manu
facturing mterest, but because the wealthy people of Chicago are 
buying the premises on the north side there and constructing beau
tiful homes all up the lake shore. To show to the members of 
the Senate that my honored friend is mistaken when he says that 
this is a manufacturing district, I desire to call to his attention 
and to the attention of the members of the Senate that this board 
that has been denounced by him carefully looked into the ques
tion as to whether this was a manufacturing center, and they tell 
1lB that-

None of the sites require extensive grading to sec are level grotmd for drill 
an!! recreation purposes, though Michigan ~Y ~less ~vora.bly situated in 
this respect than the others. None of them 18 &tuated m a manufacturing 
district. 

Now, I put the report of the three men who a.re not interested 
in any ~ o:r in a.ny site that may be offered he.re against the 
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statement of the Senator from Wisconsin on the question of its 
being a manufacturing site. I submit, if the Senate please, that 
that statement made by him, contradicted as it is by the report 
of this board, gives a clear insight to the entire statement that 
has baen made. 

For some reason that is entirely unknown to me, the learned 
Senator se~ms to think that illinois ought not to have this site, 
and seems to think that any argument that may be produced or 
any letters presented here from outside and irresponsible parties 
should influence the vote of the Senate as against the report of 
th()se men, selected in the careful manner I have indicated. He 
waJ good enough to say that at Waukegan there were a glucose 
fadory and the American Steel Works, that interfere with the 
atmospheric conditions there. 

Mr. President, that is the first time, living in Illinois, as I have 
for fifty years, knowing this locality as I do, being entirely famil
iar with it, that I ever heard that statement made. When he 
says that the mayor of Lake Forest is complaining of this, I want 
to say it is the first time that my attention, or I believe the atten
tion of the people of that beautiful city, was ever called to such a 
condition. 

Lake Forest is a city that is populated by millionaires. The 
finest homes in Illinois are located there. Do you suppose, or does 
anybody suppose, that if the stenches and smells from glucose 
factories, or the smoke and noise from the American Steel Works 
interfered with that locality, men worth millions of dollars would 
invest their money in their homes, as they have in Lake Forest? 

Now, Mr. President, the location of the glucose factory at 
Waukegan is 4 or 5 miles away. I have some knowledge of the 
manner in which a glucose factory affects the general public. In 
the little city of Geneva, in the county in which I reside, there is 
one of the largest glucose factories in this country, located on 
Fox River, where all the refuse matter is thrown into that river, 
as the gentleman claims the refuse matter from this glucose fac
tory is thrown into Lake Michigan. I live but 10 miles below, on 
the same river, and we have never noted any befouling of the 
waters of the river, and we have not noted any change in the 
atmospheric conditions by reason of the location of that glucose 
factory at Geneva. 

I am sure that with such a great body of water as Lake Michi
gan to care for any refuse matter from this factory it is trivial to 
urge the argument here that the location of a glucose factory in 
Waukegan should be a bar to the selection of this naval training 
station at Lake Bluff. 

Mr. President, as I have said, when you come to examine the 
reports that have been made here it shows the painstaking care 
that was indulged in by the board in collating the facts and in 
presenting them to the Secretary of the Navy and to Congress. 

One of the great points, it is said by the board, why Lake Bluff 
should be selected is because of its proximity to Chicago, a great 
center of population. The Senator has made much of harbor 
facilities. Now, that is the argument of a landsman, and I say 
that in no offensive sense. I want to call the attention of Sen
ators to the view of naval men as compared with the statement 
of my honored friend on the question of population and harbor 
facilities. They say on page 4 of their report: 

However important and desirable this matter of harbor facilities is, it is 
completely overshadowed-

Mark the language-
it is completely overshadowed by the element of pov.nla.tion, which is of the 
first importance, as was shown hereinbefore; for while natural harbor facili
ties will add to the attractions a.nd usefulness of the station and to the value 
of the instruction given and to the enjoyment of those undergoing training, 
this is a secondary matter. 

Now, my honored friend from Ohio, as well as the Senator from 
Wisconsin, has maintained here that the harbor facilities were 
of the first importance; but these naval men, who are the best 
judges upon this subject, s~y that the harbor facilities are of sec
ondary importance and that proximity to population is of the first 
importance. 

The board say that harbor facilities are secondary matters-
as compared with the controlling condition, viz, that the site shonld be so 
fixed as to secure the greatest possible number of young men for the coun
try's service. 

In connection with that I desire to call the attention of Senators 
to what Chicago has done in the way of furnishing sailors to man 
our great war ships as compared with Racine. I have a state
ment here showing the number of men enlisted for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, giving the names of the cities and towns 
where they enlisted, and also the number enlisted in each State. 
I find by turning to that that Chicago during that fiscal year fur
nished 655 men who went into the naval service. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President-
Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. I find when I turn to Wiscon

sin that Racine furnished 7. 
:Mr. NELSON. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 

yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. HOPKINS. With pleasure. 
Mr. NELSON. In reference to that statement, I want to call 

the attention of the Senator from Illinois to the fact that the re
cruiting station was at Chicago, and probably the boys of the 
country who wanted to enlist-! know it was so in my own State
were compelled to go to Chicago to enlist. When the Senator 
quotes the number enlisted in Chicago he evidently includes about 
two-thirds of those who enlisted from that section of the country, 
simply because they were obliged to go to the place where there
cruiting station was located. I know many instances where boys 
wrote to me that they wanted to enlist in theN avy-there was for 
a short time a recruiting station in St. Paul, but it was not con
tinued-and they had to go to Chicago. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; but my impression is-although I do not 
state as a fact-that whenever a young man enlists in the Navy, 
if he goes to the recruiting station in Chicago, he is not credited 
as a Chicago recruit, but his city and State are given the credit of 
that enlistment. The report I hold in my hand shows that all the 
various States in the Union are included, and it shows the quota 
as presented by each State. Chicago furnished 655 men. I find 
that illinois gave to this service during the fiscal year ending 
June 30,1903, 733 men, and that the State of Wisconsin gave only 
187 men. I have inferred from that that when these young men 
enlisted the States and the localities from which they came re
ceived full credit. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I have before 
me some figures showing the enlistments, and I should like to 
read them if it would not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will close shortly. 
Mr. FORAKER. Very well. I will, however, avail myself of 

saying now that the Chicago zone has no advantage over the 
Toledo zone in the matter of enlistments-taking in Pittsburg. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But Pittsburg is tributary to the station at 
Newport, and the object of locating these training schools, as I 
say, is to reach the greatest number. As we have one of these 
schools on the Pacific coast and another on the Atlantic-and 
Pittsburg is nearer to the Atlantic school, the one located at 
Newport-it is to the interest of the Government, in my judg
ment, that the other school should be located somewhere on Lake 
Michigan; if not at Chicago, then at Racine or at some other 
good point on Lake Michigan. 

Mr. President, I have just called the attention of Senators to 
the fact that this naval board does not regard harbor facilities as 
of primary importance. That is a matter of secondary considera
tion. The reason for that is that these young men are only kept 
at the school five or six months and that the training while at the 
station is largely military. 

The Lake Bluff Harbor is, I think, quite as good as that at Ra
cine, and in support of the statement I make I call the attention 
of the Senator from Wisconsin to the statement made by this 
board on page 9, where it is said: 

The harbor at Michigan City wonld offer convenient protection. For 
small-boat protection Racine is very favorably situated with reference to the 
nat:rral pr.otecti?D afforded under the lee 9f North Point and by possessing a. 
ravme which, w1th small amount of dredgm~. could be converted into a. thor
oughly protected inland harbor. Lake Bluff 1s similarly- situated with regard 
to possessing a ravine that can be dredged out for small boats. 

My understanding is that all that is necessary for a harbor 
where one of these training schools is located is for small sail
boats and rowboats. The young men are simply trained in a 
military way, with a small amount of exercise with rowboats 
and sailboats for a few months, and then are sent to the great 
battle ships and cruisers, where they can get the sea service. 

PettibonesCreek, that runs down there, furnishes a natural har
bor. My honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] says it will 
take a million dollars to dredge it. Why, Mr. President, I am 
sure there is no man who regards his reputation as a civil engi
neer who would make a statement of that kind. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, as the Senator ha.a announced 
that only rowboats will be required, I withdraw my statement. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HOPKINS. The amount that would be required for this 
purpose is small. It may be a few thousand dollars, but certainly 
it can never reach the amount which has been indicated by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

In every other respect, Mr. President, Lake Bluff furnishos 
every condition that is required in the instructions given by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and every condition that has been sug
gested by the board itself. 

The amendment which has been offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin presents no light matter. The men who form this 
board and who have made this report took these positions not by 
their own seeking. They were selected by the Secretary of the 
Navy. They have gone on in an honest and faithful way to per
form their duties; they have made a raport hera which, in my 
judgment, is entirely in harmony with the facts which have been 
presented by them. I see no reason why they should be disgraced; 
why the Secretary of the Navy should have his views and opin-
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·ions disregarded by having the report set aside, this board ig
nored, ana a new board appointed. For those reasons I am op-· 
posed to the suggestions which are made in the amendment itself. 

I believe, Mr. President, unless we adopt the report tha.tis here 
or direct the Secretary of the Navy by proper legislation to go on 
and make further investigation, that this selection of a naval
school site, instead of being a great national matter, will develop 
into a contest between States, or perhaps between political par
ties-a thing that is to be deplored. 

I feel sure that no man from lllinois would have raised his voice 
in objection if a Wisconsin site had been selected; I feel sure that 
no man from illinois in either branch of Congress would have 
raised his voice in objection if some site had been selected in In
diana or Michigan; and I see no reason why a report of this kind, 
covering the subject so fully and completely as this does, should 
not receive the approbation of the members of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President--
M.r. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to put the figures 

I have here in the RECORD? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. SPOONER. I do. 
Mr. FORAKER. I will take but a moment of the Senator's 

time. The figures to which I refer have been taken from House 
Document No. 6, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session, published 
in a speech made by Mr. Foss in the House of Representatives, 
which appears in the RECORD of February 29 last. The figures 
I will not atop to read, but I will ask to have them inserted in the 
RECORD just as they are. They show the number of naval en
listments at Chicago, Pittsburg, and the other various cities in
cluded in the respective territories that we have been talking 
about. 

Mr. HOPKINS. During what period? 
Mr. FORAKER. During last year. They show, I will tell the 

Senator, a decline in enlistmentB in the Chicago territory and an 
increase of enlistments in the other territory. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is an additional reason, I will say to my 
friend, why we should have the naval training school near Chi
cago as an inducement toward increasing the enlistment of the 
young men of the country there. 

The figures referred to by Mr. FoRAKER are as follows: 
Naval enlistments in Lake Michigan and other IUinois and Wisconsin cities 

and towns tor 1903. 

~~~::~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~~~:~~~~~~ ~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ J 
Total ---- ---··· •••.•• -····· ------·- --···- ----····-- -----------·-·-------- 791 

Other Dli:nois cities .•••.•• ------ •••. ---------------------------------------- 78 
Other Wisconsin cities-------------------------------·-------------------- 63 

Total Dlinois, Wisconsin, and all Lake Michigan cities···--·-------- 922 
A falling off of more than 25 per cent over 1~. 
Chicago is the only city having a. permanent naval enlisting station. There 

are no permanent stations at any place within the Lake Erie zone. 

]\Ta'Val enL~tments in Lake Erie and other Ohio, emtern Michigan, ana tDestern 
Pennsylvania c1ties and towns for 1903. 

~~Jj!!\l!ill\mm\!~\\~!\~~!\\~!m!!!!~!\~ilmm~~ ~ 
Erie, Pa. _ -----· ---·-- --------- ---·- --------- -------·-·-------- -----------·-· 36 
Buffalo, N. Y -----------------------------·----.. ·-----·----------------·-· 218 
Dunkirk, N. Y -------------- ---------------·---- ----- ·-··-------------·---- a 

Total .... -·····---------·.----·-----·------------···----------·------·· 751 
Other Ohio cities ----------------------------------------------------------- 292 
Pittsburg, Pa.- -·-··- ------ --·--- ------------------ -····- ------------ --···--· 218 
Titusville, Pa ------· ------ •••• ------·---------------------·-·· ----------··-· 18 

Total for Lake Erie, easta-n Michigan, western Pennsylvania., and 
Ohio cities .•••••••••••••••••••••••• ----·--···-----·-------------···· 1,279 

A gain over 1900 of more than 35 per cent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I eould not, if I would, occupy 
much of the attention of the Senate in discussing . this question. 
It is but a fair concession to my colleague [Mr. QuARLESl to say 
of his observations that he has left nothing new to be said. I de
sire to reply, however, briefly to some of the observations made 
by the Senator from illinois [Mr. HoPKINS], who seems 83 much 
inclined to challenge the responsibility or integrity of citizens of 
Racine who oppose his view as he is to laud without limit the 
persons who sustain him. 

The Senator is even unwilling to accept as a truthful representa
tion of this famous Lake Bluff the photographs which have been 
exhibited here. He thinks that the photographers who took the 
Lake Bluff photographs are irresponsible and not at all to be relied 
upon. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not desire to interrnpt the Senator; but 
is it not a little remarkable that they should have gone to Wiscon
sin to get a photographer to take a photograph of Lake Bluff? 

Mr. SPOONER. lt is not at all remarkable that the people of 

a prosperous city in Wisconsin, who felt that the examination of 
their site had been an unfair one, an entirely inadequate one, and 
that the selection of Lake Bluff was without justification from 
any standpoint, should have sent a photographer with his instru
ments to Lake Bluff to take some photographs of that point, ita 
relations to the water, and its availability for the purpose for 
which it was chosen; and no one looking at these photographs 
can question for a moment, they having been taken from dif
ferent points of view, their accuracy, or the demonstration which 
they afford that that is not the proper place, Mr. President, for 
a naval training school, in my judgment, wherever else it may 
be put. 

The Senator from lllinois is affected by, I think, a sort of men
tal strabismus when he comments upon this amendment. He 
tells the Senate it rules out of consideration Lake Bluff. Wherein? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I said it rules that out on the 
assumption of the correctness of the statement of the junior Sen
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES], who made the very point 
against Lake Bluff that is included in the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Rules it out Mr. President, only if a commis
sion appointed by the President, should this amendment be incor
porated in the law, upon an examination of all the sites, reports 
that it is not the best. It-does not exclude, upon the statement 
of the Senator from illinois, Lake Bluff from the class of eligible 
locations. If Lake Bluff is found by the commission, if one shall 
be appointed, the most available site, there is no reason whatever 
for supposing that Lake Bluff will not be chosen. 

That is not the trouble, in my judgment. with the Senator from 
lllinois in hiB criticism of this amendment, because it is my con
viction that he knows, as I think I know, that on these papers as 
they stand and this amendment, as reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, Lake Bluff is already selected. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
Mr. MALLORY. Does the Senator know that Lake Bluff is 

already selected? I notice that in the recommendation of the 
board it is proposed that hereafter some site within the limits 
they prescribe must be selected by the board provided by the act 
of 1902. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but the board has made its report. The 
board has reported five suitable sites, and it has give.n as its 
first choice Lake Bluff. If that represents the ability of the 
board and the judgment of the board, is there any warrant for 
the assumption here that the Secretary of the Navy, proceeding 
under this bill, amended as proposed by the committee, would 
overrule this board and select a site other than Lake Bluff? Upon 
what theory may that be said? 

Mr. President, the Senator from illinois is mistaken, so far as 
my colleague and I are concerned, in consideri.llg this simply a 
controversy between Lake Bluff and Racine. I took some inter
est, in the first place, in the provision for the selection of a site 
for a naval training station on the Great Lakes. It came to the 
Senate in the naval appropriation bill from the House. When that 
bill was reported back to the Senate that provision was omitted. 

I know of no Senator here but myself who took interest enough 
in the matter to seek its restoration. I did not take that' action, 
Mr. President, with reference to Racine. It is not a Wisconsin 
question; it is not an Illinois question; it is not a personal ques
tion. It is a question which interests the people of the country, 
who will bear the burden of expense, and he would be a very nar
row-minded legislator who would not desire that in the end the 
selection should be adopted which from a naval standpoint, all 
things considered. would best conserve the general public interest. 
Mr. President, that is what we hope to accomplish if the Senate 
will adopt this amendment. 

No one need make, as the Senator did, an elaborate argument 
here in favor of a naval training station on the Great Lakes. 
That argues itself. But it is important that it should be wisely 
selected, and all through these proceedings~ without any purpose 
whatever to do injustice to the Board or injustice to anyone. or 
without impeaching motives, it is difficult, Mr. President, to rec
oncile the conclusions here with wise judgment on the part of the 
Board, because one thing is perfectly clear: its argument does not 
support its conclusion, and you can explain the meanderings of 
this business from first to last upon no hypothesis-or I can not
which is entirely satisfactory from the public standpoint. 

Congress did not submit to the Secretary of theN avy or to this 
board the ultimate decision as ·to a site for a naval training· sta
tion. It did lay upon the Secretary of the Navy and upon the 
board to be appointed by him a plain duty, which can not b~ read 
out of the law. It was a duty to appoint a board which should 
do what? Travel over the Great Lakes, go to Muskegon, find it 
healthful, find it with the very best harbor of all the sites. so far 
as their report goes. in every way adapted to a naval training 
station, but not near enough to Chicago, and therefore to be ex
cluded? 
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Go through these reports and you will find from the beginning 
a narrowing of the sky, drawing it closer and closer and closer 
until it draws down around Lake Bluff substantially. 

This board confirms by its judgment, as one of the necessary 
elements to be considered, what was embodied in their instruc
tions from the Secretary of theN avy, to wit, harbor facilities; and 
yet they make an argument later, utterly inconsistent, to entirely 
overrule it. They first make a zone, excluding a vast number of 
sites for one reason and another; then they go on to Lake Michi
gan and they make a zone there. 

They" fence in" a few sites, leaving one in Wisconsin to be 
considered, and one in Illinois. These are reports almost a year 
apart, and there was no examination of sites at all between the 
first report and the last one-none whatever. How do you ac
count for the delay? The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] 
called attention-and he never misses anything which will sus
tain his proposition-to the order laid by the Secretary of the 
Navy upon the board as to the elements which should be consid
ered in selecting the site. First: 

Ease of access to the point from thickly settled portions of the United 
States. 

Is not the region from Chicago to Milwaukee, from the stand
point of the West, a thickly settled portion of the United States? 
Was it the idea of the Secretary of the Navy that the site must 
be selected as near as possible to the city of Chicago, in order that 
the boys and young men at the naval training station for instruc
tion and training should spend their nights and their short leaves 
of absence in Chicago? I fancy not. I think if you would con
sult the fathers and mothers of the country, whose sons are to go 
from the farms and out of the villages for a life upon the sea and 
for preliminary training at a naval training station, they would 
rather have it farther from the slums and temptations of a great 
city than nearer to them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly, 
Mr. HOPKINS. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I want to 

suggest that Harvard, the greatest educational institution in the 
country, is right near Boston; and we have in Chicago the U niver
sity of Chicago, with four or five thousand students, and theN orth
westem University, two of the greatest universities in the West. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is an esprit de corps in colleges; there 
are safeguards for the students in colleges. This is a band of 
young men who come from over the country, from Wisconsin, 
and other States to the naval training station-a different thing 
from one who goes to college. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That was taken by a Wisconsin photographer. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think a Wisconsin photographer would take 

a very handsome picture of the Senator from Illinois. [Laughter.] 
1rir. HOPKINS. Judging from that, I would not want him to 

try·it. [Laughter.] 
Mr. SPOONER. If you stood on Lake Bluff when the pictnre 

was taken, I do not think you would. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I do not think anybody would recognize it if 

that photograph is a fair salD(>le of their work. 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] 

is looking at the picture. I will ask him what he thinks of it as 
to harbor facilities? 

Mr. CARMACK. There is no water there. 
Mr. SPOONER. That does not make any difference. [Laugh-

teJlr . . CARMACK. If it was macadamized, it might do. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a matter of no concern now that the 
naval training station should bewheretheycang!3tinand out with 
boats, because it is a military drill they have there. Why not lo
cate it on some beautiful plain a hundred miles or so from Lake 
Michigan or any other body of water? 

It is only for military drilll But the officers composing this 
board upset that. Just think of itl I ask my friend the Senator 
from Maine-he need not answer me-the chairman of the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs, to think of a naval-training school as to 
the location of which proximity to water is of no consequence. 

"Mother, may I go out to swim?" 
"Yes, yes, my dearest daughter; 

Hang youT clothes on a hickory limb, 
But don't go near the v.-a ter." 

[Laughter.] 
Training young men to be sailors to defend the flag on the sea, 

and in the preliminary training school where they get their first 
experience to fit them for the water, it is a matter of no conse
quence whether they can get in or out to thewaterl Of course it 
seems to be sufficient- . 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator if he has ever 

visited either of the training schools now in existence in this 
country? • 

Mr. SPOONER. No. . 
Mr. HOPKINS. Does he know anything about the character 

of the training that is had at either of those places? 
Mr. SPOONER. No, not much; except what I have read. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I judged he did not from the statement he 

made. . . 
Ease of access and transportation. Mr. SPOONER. But I think it more -important that the men 
That is another thing. Third- who are to go down to the sea in ships should be able to get from 
Convenience of harbor accommodations near~the point selected. the naval training school to navigable water than that they should 
(d) And also by such other considerations- . be able quickly to get to Chicago. 

· Mr. HOPKINS. It is not a question of getting to Chicago. nor 
Among the three points "nominated in the bond" by the Secre- is it a question of getting to the water. It is a question of disci-

tary of the Navy," the third one was harbor facilities. Now, my plining and training these men for a period, as I stated, of about 
friend the Senator from Illinois says that is a matter of no conse- six months; and in this country, in both of our schools,. and at 
quence. · Portsmouth, England, the training is on the land. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, the Senator is entirely mis- Mr. SPOONER. I do not believe you could get an English 
taken. I simplv quoted a rear-admiral of the Navy, a lieutenant- sailor to have all of his preliminary training on the land. 
commander of the Navy, and one of the brightest civil engineers Mr. HOPKINS. Go to Portsmouth ana see. · 
of the Navy Department. I differed in m.y statemen~ from the Mr. SPOONER. I have been to Portsmouth. 
Senator in that respect. I gave my authonty. Mr. HOPKINS. They have everything so arranged there, and 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the first time it seems to have have the deck of a ship fixed, with the guiiS and ·everything of 
occurred to these naval officers or anybody else that it"was a mat- that kind, on the land, where the boys are trained, instead of put
ter of no consequence whether a naval station was 40 miles from ting them on ships. After the preliminary training, then they 
water or not was when they felt bound to come to that conclu- go to the battle ships and get all of the sea·service they need. 
sion because of the proximity to Chicago of Lake Bluff, which Mr. SPOONER. Then t~e Senator demonstrates tha~ the 
has no harbor facilities, either present or possible, to be consid- amendment which the committee reports is not adequate, and 
ered at all adequate. Did they exclude that item from their con- the Senator from Maine should, ·if this iB to stand as the judg
sideration? Take their major premise and their minor premise ment of the committee, report an amendment making an appro
about this little matter, and, like the Kilkenny cats, put side by priation for the construction of a battle ship in that ravine 
side, they eat each other up. [laughter], so that the. student can jump from the ban~ onto the 

The boarditself,after reciting the instructions of the Secretary battle ship and off agam onto the bank and toward Chicago. 
of the Navy, state their own views as to the necessary elements What does the commission say about this? 
to be considered in the location of a site; and they say about that: The matter of harbor acconu:itodation-

Thereshouldbeagoodnaturalorarti.ficialha.rborconvenientforbothlarge Now, this is the first minimization of the element of harbor 
andsmallvessels,h.a.ving not less than 18 feetof water,andeasyof egress accommodationsandfacilities. Idonotk:nowhowithappened. I 
and ingress. would not for all the world impute an impropriety to the distin

They agree with the Secretary of the Navy, only "more so." gu.ished chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House. 
Harbor facilities averaging 18 feet depth of water are not for I do not for one moment doubt his word when he says that he 
skiffs or canoes. never said a word to influence this board. That was not necessary. 

The harbor or channel should be self-maintained and should not require But the fine presence, the charming smile, the affability, and in-
continu.aJ. dredging. cidentally the official power in reference to naval legislation of phe 

Look at this ravine at Lake Bluff [exhibiting photograph]-a distinguished gentleman who.wa:;s~eloque?-tly,?ut.unnecessai1Jy, 
pocket. It would hardly do for a duck pond, unless you dredge j defended by the Senator from illJJ.?-OIS, carnes With It a hypnotism 
and cut. through the hills back of it. [Laughter.] that the average man can not resist. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President-:---:-
Mr. SPOONER. Now, if the Senator- -
Mr. HOPKINS. Just a word. I wish to ask if the ·Senator 

from Wisconsin thinks Rear-Admiral Taylor, the head of the Bu
reau of Navigation, is a fit man for the place he holds; if he would 
be influenced by personal considerations in favor of the chairman 
of any committee of either House of Congress in the discharge of 
a public duty like this? 

Mr. SPOONER. The gentleman from lllinois influences every· 
body with whom he comes in contact--

Mr. HOPKINS. Ohl 
Mr. SPOONER. By that benignant smile of his, his grace of 

carriage, and all that. They have influenced me. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I see they are doing it now. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think if Lake Bluff should be selected as 

the place for the naval training station, there ought to be a 
statue of the distingui hed gentleman erected there, and I know 
the passengers on the ships as they go up and down--

Mr. HOPKINS. Up and down the ravine? 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes; upanddownthelakewouldthink from 

his stalwart form that it was a statue of Lief Ericsson or some 
other distinguished navigator. 

But here is what the commission say: 
The matter of harbor accommodations is an important one as affording 

opportunity for small-boat exercises and a haven of refuge from storm and 
ice for larger practice vessels, if any should ever be assigned the training 
station. 

I suppose that in the long reach of time it may be possible that 
a small practice vessel will be as igned to that naval station. 
That is, I would have supposed so had I not been offi.Gially in
formed here that this naval training station has no relation to 
the water, but is to afford simply instruction on land. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Horse marines. 
Mr. SPOONER. Horse marines, the Senator from New Jersey 

says. Think of how much of a " larger practice vessel " could 
you jam into that ravine. They could not get it out, although 
they might build it in. · 

However important and deairable this matter of harbor facilities is, it is 
completely overshadowed by the element of population, which is of the first 
importance, as was shown hereinbefore. 

That flies in the face of the Secretary of the Navy, and it does 
not commend itself, I submit, to the judgment of any sensible 
man. Think of this proposition boiled down as between Muskegon, 
with a fine harbor. if you please, fairly accessible, in a prosperous 
and great State. Take Racine. where a harbor, the board reports, 
can beeasilyconstructed; and the Senator from Illinoisisentirely 
wrong when he says the possibility of harbor construction at Wind 
Point is the same as at Lake Bluff. At the Racine location there 
is a swamp 150 feet in width at the mouth of the nearest lake. It 
runs in a thousand feet. It is soil which could be easily dredged 
and is on a level with the lake. At a small cost an adequate har
bor could be made for any use which could be imagined at a 
naval-training station. Compare that with this ravine. [Exhib-
iting photograph.] · 

Mr. HOPKINS. Do not show the Wisconsin photograph. I do 
not want to see it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not wonder that the Senator dislikes it. 
Mr. HOPKINS. It would make anybody. 
Mr. SPOONER. Now, again: 
While natural harbor facilities will add to the attractions and usefulness 

of the station and to the value of the instruction given-

Is it simply a land drill? Let me read that again-
While natural bar bor facilities will add to the attractions and usefulness 

of the station and to the value of the instruction gwe-n and to the enjo~ent 
of those undergoing training, this is a secondary matter as compared mth the 
controlling condition, nz, that the site should be so fixed as to secure the 
greatest possible number of young men for the country's service. 

Now, Mr. President. this is the situation as between Racine. if 
you please, although the question is broader than that, and Lake 
Bluff. The one will afford an adequate harbor. The other will 
not. One is near to a New England manufacturing city, long the 
home of my colleague. The other is 28 miles nearer the great and 
rapidly growing city of Chicago. 

Now, as my colleague has shown, it takes only two hours to go 
from Milwaukee to Chicago. Racine has two lines of railway, 
great railways, too-the 1\filwaukee and St. Paul and the Chicago 
and Northwestern-with limited trains and fast trains going back
ward•and forward all the day long, and during the season of nav
igation it is served by two lines of steamships between Chicago 
and Milwaukee. 

But this board recommends the purchase of the Lake Bluff site 
for $180,000 without a harbor, as against 200 acres at Racine for 
$50,000. Why? For one reason only-because Lake Bluff is 28 
miles nearer the city of Chicago. Is that a sensible expenditure 
of public money? Is it not a disregard of every element which 
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shotud enter into consideration in deciding the location of this 
naval training station? That is all there is to it. 

This board was instructed to select a site. and that siro and 
every detail of the proceedings of the board were to be reported 
to the Congress for its action. I t has not done so. The action of 
the board was not to be final. It was to be submitted to CongTess 
for its action. 

The Senator from Illinois referred to the gentlemen from whom 
my colleague read as irresponsible partie,. Is everyone irrespon
sib~e, in the opinion of the Senator from Illinois, who lives at Ra
cine and dares to entertain an opinion upon this subject? · 

One of the gentlemen from whom he read I know, and for in· 
tegrity and vel'acity he compares favorably with any gentleman. 
Admiral Taylor was there but once. He was at Racine thirty 
minutes. He did not go within a mile and a half of the Racine 
location. Admiral Taylor never came again, but the other two 
came again. They arrived at 4.30 in the afternoon in November, 
and by the time they reached the site lamps were lighted in the 
buildings thereabouts and it was too late for them to give it a 
careful examination~ and they never gave -it a thorough exami
nation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. May I ask the Senator from Wisconsin a ques
tion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senators felt. before the amendment 

now proposed by the junior Senator from Wisconsin was offered, 
that this board did not give proper consideration to Racine, I 
should like to ask him why they did not challenge the attention 
of the board and ask them to go there again or call it to the at. 
tention of the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. QUARLES. I will state to the Senator that we did do it. 
I have the correspondence here. I did not take the time of the 
Senate to read it. 

1\fr. HOPKINS. Very well. If that is correct, then, did not 
the board report that they had given sufficient examination to 
the Racine site so as to be able to report upon it? 

Mr. QUARLES. So far as I know, there was no answer from 
the board. These were addressed to Admiral Taylor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have affidavits here, which I will not take 
the time to read, from reputable citizens of my State, for whom 
I can vouch anywhere; who accompanied the board, which state 
the facts as I state the facts; and this board, a board having taken 
two years to perform the duty, reaching Racine at 4.30, reaching 
the site about dark, could not discharge a.s they ought to discharge 
the duty of examining and investigating--

Mr. HOPKINS. Why did not the Senator call the attention of 
the Secretary of the Navy to it, one of the ablest and most dis
tinguished men we have? 

Mr. SPOONER. TheSenatorisg~ven to-daytoomuch to eulogy. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I leave out the eulogy. Why did you not ap

ply to the Se~retary of the Navy and present yom· grievance? 
Mr. SPOONER. I never repeat in the Senate conversations I 

have, either with the President or executive officers. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I am not asking for conversations. I am ask· 

ing why it never was presented to the Secretary. 
Mr. SPOONER. The Secretary of the Navy, I think, would be 

disinclined to oven-ule the action of a board which he himself ap
pointed. At any rate, it is so stated in the debate elsewhere. 

I have as much respect for the Secretary of the Navy as the 
Senator from lllinois can have. He is a great lawyer and a man 
of consummate abi ity, a man of great gifts and of unimpeach
able integrity, of course. But he appointed this board of experts, 
and I have no doubt he would feel bound, being a layman him
self, largely to abide their decision. But Congress did not give 
the ultimate decision of that question to the board of experts or to 
the Secretary of the Navy, either. 

That board was to report a site and they were to report in de
tail and fully all of their proceedings, in order that the Congress 
it~elf might make a comparison of the different sites and pass 
judgment as to the correctness of the conclusion reached by the 
board. 

Here is one thing. Letters have been flying around here on 
the eve of the debate. I find in the CONGRESSIOXA.L RECORD a 
letter from Commander Winslow, of whom, of com·se, I make no 
impeachment, although, Mr. President, I intend to make a polite 
and, I think, a well-justified criticism. 

It has been stated in another place-I might as well say in the 
House of Representatives: though I may be called to order for 
it-that the commission spent thirty minutes-and that in the 
dark-on the Racine site, Rear-Admiral Taylor not being present. 
That was attempted to be mitigated by this communication. I 
shall not read it all : 

The board was met by a committee and driven in carriages to the hotel in 
Racine. Afterwards the board and the committee, composed of the mayor 
of Racine and several citizens of that city, proceeded in carriages to examine 
the site, a short distance north of the city. 
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The board is mistaken about that. They did not visit on their 
first visit at Racine any site which it ever offered. They were not 
within a mile and a half of any site that was ever offered. They 
were not out of the settled business part of the city. They went 
down to look at the harbor, as I could show, but I will not take 
up the time. 

.After the ret urn of the board to Washington the subject of the site at 
North Point, known in the bo.'l.rd's final report as "North Point Site A," was 
taken up in correspond. ence with the representatives of interests at Racine, 
and the board determined on their next trip to the Great Lakes to visit this 
site. 

The board again visited Racine in October. Rear-Admiral Tay~or, .~e 
president of the board, was unable to accompany the board on~ VISlt. 
The board arri>ed at Racine lat e in the afternoon, and was there met m car
riages by a committee, in accordance with previous. arrangements, and dri>en 
toN orth Point. Owing to the fact that the carrmge horses were not equal 
to their load, considerable time was wasted in the journey from the railway 
station to the site. 

Nevertheless the board reached the site in ample time to have sufficient 
daylight to see the site and to determine all the points the board had in mind. 

The affidavits show. as I have said-and there were several of 
them-that it was dar:k when they reached that site, and the Ra
cine committee asked them to remain over night at the hotel, as 
they had come so late, and to examine the site at their leisure in 
the morning, which they declined to do, on the ground that they 
were to reach Sheboygan. 

This was a board with an abundance of money at their com
mand, charged with an important duty, and I think-I may be 
mistaken about it-that that board should have waited until the 
next day and given the site deliberate examination. But they did 
not. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish to take any more time. I 
hope the Senate will adopt this amendment. · 

The station may not come to Wisconsin, and that is a. matter 
of small consequence; it may go to Lake Bluff, which is a matter 
of some consequence. in my judgment, from the standpoint of 
popular interest; but I hope the best point on the lake, whether 
it be in Michigan, or illinois, or Indiana, or WISconsin, will be 
ultimately chosen by a board going deliberately about it and not 
sacrificing every element to proximity to Chicago. I believe that 
is all I wish to say. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I desire to say a. word, and 
only a. word, in reply to the sugge.stions made by the senior Sena
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. SPoom:n]. If the suggestions made by 
him and his colleagues and the photographs and letters referred 
to by them are to prevail here, then the same methods would de
feat any report that may be made by any committee which may 
be appointed under the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin or by any other Senator. 

If any credit for integrity is to be given to our public officials, 
if any consideration is to be given to the Secretary of the Navy 
and to the great admiral, who is one of the most distinguished 
men in the Navy, and to his associates, then this amendment 
should be voted down. I care not who maybe selected, I care 
not what attention they may give to the situation, if this amend
ment does prevail men can come in with ex parte affidavits, with 
photographs of the kind that have been brought here, with let
ters from irresponsible parties, to impeach it, and if that kind of 
argument is to prevail, then we will never have a naval station of 
this kind located. 

And I say again, it seems to me it is the duty of every Senator 
to consider the character of the opposition that has been pre
sented here, and to rememberthatthemembersof the boardhave 
been selected impartially by the Secretary of the Navy, and that 
they are men whose characters are above reproach, and that their 
report should stand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have just come in f:rom a 
conference where I have been compelled to remain almost all 
afternoon in order to vote, supposing this discussion was sub
stantially ove:r. I have felt very much embarrassedby reason'of 
the fact that I have been so situated that I could not take part in 
the discussion to-day. 

I will not detain the Senate further than to say that I assumed 
when this report was made and when the Secretary of the Navy 
indor ed it substantially, and when the Committee on Naval 
Affairs put the result of it in the bill, that it was substantially 
settling the question. I had no idea that there was going to be 
an effort to throw aside the report and the recommendation of 
the Naval Affairs Committee of the Senate and that Senators 
would come in here for the purpose of securing a new board to 
examine these sites 3.o0'3.in. 

I supposed that any commission headed by Admiral Taylor 
would not make any report at all until they were satisfied what 
their duty was in the premises. It has been my policy always to 
follow upon these questions commissions composed either of army 
officers .or of naval officers. 

So without taking time fnrther,I simplywish to say that I feel 
that we have a right in a degree to call upon the Senate to stand 
by the report-to stand by the bill as recommended by the chair
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs-and to locate the train-

ing school wherever that puts it, whether it is in Illinois or Wis
consin or any place else. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment proposed by the committee 
is before the Senate, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 
Mr. FORAKER. I move to amend that amendment by strik

ing out, in line 25, commencing with the words" shore of," down 
to and including the word" minutes," in line 1, page39 and insert
ing " Great Lakes; " so that the amendment will read: 

Naval training station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the estab
lishment of a naval training station on the Great Lakes, $250,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is already an amend
ment pending which has precedence over that offered by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

.Mr. FORAKER. By whom offered? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was offered by the Senator 

from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES]. 
Mr. NELSON. I suggest that the Senator from Wisconsin 

withdraw his amendment until the amendment of the committee 
can be perfected, and that he then renew his amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment of the Senator from Wis
consin is an amendment that is to be added to this one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that, 
but it is an amendment to the amendment, nevertheless, that is 
pending now. It does not strike out a. provision inserted by the 
Senate Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin can withdraw his 
amendment for the moment and let a vote be taken on the amend
ment of the Senator from Ohio, which is simply perfecting the 
original proposition. Then the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin would be in order, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would be then in order. 
Mr. QUARLES. Very well; for the purpose stated, I t empo

rarily withdraw my amendment, so as to allow the committee 
amendment to be perfected, and I will then immediately renew it. 

The PRESIDENT pTo tempore. The Senator from Ohio offer 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

T'ne SECRETARY. On page 38, line 25, after the words'' shore 
of"--

Mr. FORAKER. Including the words" shore of." I am try
ing to make the provision read in the exact language of the 
statute. 

Mr. NELSON. After the word" the." 
Mr. FORAKER. Yes; strike out all after the word c; the." 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the following words: 
Shore of Lake Michigan, south of latitude 43° 30'. 
Mr. FORAKER. So as to read: 
The purchase of land and the establishment of a naval training station on 

the Great Lakes, $250,000. 
That is the exact language of the statute. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. QUARLES. I renew my amendment to the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 

offers an amendment to the amendment, which will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the com

mittee amendment the following: 
The President is hereby authorized and empowered to appoint a. board 

consisting of not less than thr e members, none of whom shall be a resident 
of any State adjoining Lake Michigan, whose duty it shall be to select the 
most available site for such naval tr~g school on the Great Lakes and 
having selected such site, to ascertain and report its probable cost and the 
proba.ble expenditru·e which will be nece sary for improving the same in
cluding lake shore P.rotection and construction of necessarv harbor facilities. 
and to n:'\ke a detailed report of their findings and proceeaings to the Presi
dent, to be transmitted by the President to Congress for its final action. 
And to defray the expenses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available, is hereby appro
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the 
question? 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President-
Mr. SPOONER. That will not do. 
Mr. QUARLES . . I should like to suggest an amendment, in 

view of the amendment just adopted, and that is to stlike out the 
words "none of whom shall be a resident of any State adjoining 
Lake Michigan." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
has a right to modify his amendment. · 

:Mr. SPOONER. The Senator might put it this way. He 
might make the clause read: "none of whom shall be a resident 
of any State bordering on the Great Lakes.'' 

Mr. QUARLES. Very well; let it be fixed that way. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification will be 

stated. , 
The SECRETARY. After the word "State," in line 3 of the 

amendment to the amendment, strike out "adjoining Lake Michi
gan '~ and' insert '' bordering on the Great Lakes.'' 



1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 2803 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modificatio:p. is agreed to. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words 

in support of the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 
The hour is so far advanced that I shall undertake to do little 
more than express my entire concurrence in the proposition em
bodied in the amendment now before the Senate. 

The report of the board appointed by the authority of Con
gress which is before the Senate is, it seems to me, entirely in
adequate. 

Its shortcomings have been sufficiently pointed out by others 
who have spoken, and I shall not dwell at length upon them. 

I have some personal knowledge of several of the sites that are 
mentionedin the report. Theone that is given fifth place-Michi
gan City! Ind.-is entitled, in my judgment, to a much better con
sideration. I know the place very well, and it is, in my opinion, 
entitled to very much more favorable consideration than it has 
received; in fact, it should be given preference. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Over Racine? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I am not mentioning particularly any of 

the other sites, I will state to the honorable Senator. I would 
give it preference over all. · 

Mr. KEAN. How far is it from Chicago? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think, without referring to the record, 

it is something like 50 miles. It is nearer the Atlantic seaboard 
than any of the other sites mentioned except Put in Bay. I yield 
first place as to acces ibility to the Atlantic seaboard to my dis
tinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER]. 

I recognize, Mr. President, that the selection of a site for a naval 
training station upon the Great Lakes is a matter of importance. 
There is not, in my judgment, such a g1·eat difference between 
the various sites as might appear from what has been said here. 
They all have some points of advantage and of disadvantage when 
compared with each other. These are partially and in the main 
pretty fairly disclosed by the report of the board of naval officers 
appointed under the authority of Congress. The site at Michigan 
City, Ind., is one that is entirely adequate for the purpose desired, 
and it is entitled to marl'} favorable consideration than it seems to 
have received at the hands of the board. It is nearer the Atlan
tic seaboard than any of those which have received favorable men
tion. Its harbor facilities are sufficient. In the language of the 
report, ''The harbor at Michigan City would offer convenient pro
tection." " The water front is of sufficient length." And fur
ther, according to the report, "Michigan City has the advantage 
of proximity to the center of population of the Great Lakes 
region." 

The report contains this very significant statement: 

While perhaps none of the sites possess all of the ideal local requirements, 
all of t~em are !-1Ufficiently suitable for the purpose. 

If this statement is to be accepted as accurate the question of 
the cost of site becomesverymaterial in determining the ultimate 
location. It will be observed by turning to the report that the 
cost of land at Michigan City is put at the very reasonable sum 
of $125 per acre. There is only one other locality where the land 
may be had cheaper, and that is Muskegon, Mich. 

Mr. ALGER. And there it is very much better. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. "And there it is very much better," says 

the distinguished Senator from Michigan. While it is very good, 
I would not admit that it is very much better. I will say that as 
to land values the honors are substantially even between the two. 

Now, Mr. President, I am in favor of the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, not because of any possible prejudice 
against other sites, for, as I have said, they all have their merits; 
but I am in favor of the amendment because I hope that upon a 
further and more careful consideration of all the facts the board 
to be appointed will decide that a site at Michigan City, Ind., will 
be found to possess all of the essential requirements of a :first-class 
naval training school, and that the cost of acquiring and main
taining it will be less than elsewhere. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, tb,6recan be no doubt what
ever that upon a careful and impartial investigation of the various 
sites the board will find that my colleague is right, and the supe
riority of the Michigan City site will, I think, be demonstrated 
to any impartial mind. I am in favor of the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, because when men are selected from 
States away from the Lakes there is very little doubt in my mind 
but that Michigan City, Ind., will be determined on. 

Mr. ALGER. May I ask if we are selecting sites this after
noon? 

Mr. HALE. We seem to be selecting one site. 
Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan 

if he desires to say a word in favor of Muskegon? 
Mr. ALGER. I do not have to say a word in its favor. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Muskegon speaks for herself. 
Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I do not desire to take any time. 

I wish to heartily concur in all that the senior Senator from In
diana [Mr. F aiRBA.NK~] ~aid, except that I would m?v~. t? amep.d 

his remarks by substituting the city of Duluth for the city of 
Michigan City. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words, not on 
this amendment, but on the bill. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Georgia will allowme.Iknow 
Senators desire to make some remarks on the bill, and I do not 
propose to ask the Senate to continue and conclude the bill to
night; but I wish to gat this matter which has consumed the 
whole day out of the way. I shall then ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. CLAY. We have nothing to discuss but this amendment. 
Mr. HALE. Oh, yes; there is plenty to discuss. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The bill will be before the Senate to dis

cuss. 
Mr. GORMAN. I understand that the Senator from Georgia 

prefers that his remn.rks shall be made on the pending amend
ment. It is getting late, and I trust the Senator in charge of the 
bill will let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. So do I, but I supposed that it was the pur
pose to complete the bill at once. Otherwise I myself should 
have insisted upon an opportunity to speak a little upon the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The truth is there will be not the slightest limi
tation on any Senator who wants to discuss the bill to-morrow. 
But the Senator from Maryland, who is an old hand here, sees, I 
think, the importance of getting this matter out of the way. It 
is fresh in the minds of the Senate, and if we let it go over and 
quit we not only will not go at once to the consideration of the 
bill generally, but this question will be revived again and we will 
spend another day. The Senator knows how important it is. He 
himself and the Senator from Georgia lose nothing by the vote 
being taken on the pending amendment and then having the bill 
go over. There is another amendment that has been reserved. 

J\IIr. GORMAN. There are plenty of amendments, Mr. Presi
dent. I dislike very much to hesitate and to disagi·ee With the 
distinguished Senator from Maine upon any suggestion he makes 
relating to the consideration of a bill, but I think it has been a 
very important and instructive discussion which we have had to
day. It shows, to my mind--

Mr. HALE. And the Senator wants to prolong it? 
Mr. GORMAN. I think the time could not be better occunied 

than by bringing the Senator himself and Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber and the Senate to the consideration of the 
details of a g1·eat bill, which involves $125,000,000 or $130,000 000 
and which should not be passed through this body without con
sideration. 

Mr. HALE. I propose that all of that shall be left over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senate has consumed an entire day in the 
discussion, interesting and delightful as it has been, of the selec
tion of a site that will cost at the beginning only $250,000.. No 
one can tell what the final expenditure will be. We passed over 
without debate one or more items that will involve eight or ten 
million dollars. I think the discussion we have had to-day is 
bringing us back to the proper rule, the one which this body has 
always observed, of not accepting the executive recommendations 
and the recommendations of boards, but considering these mat
ters for ourselves. So there are other items in this bill that ought 
to be discussed. 

I therefore trust the Senator from Maine will permit the matter 
to go over until to-morrow. It is only the beginning of March 
and the appropriation bills will not go into effect until the 1st of 
July. So we are not especially pressed for time. It is late in the 
afternoon, we are tired out, and I trust the Senator will permit 
the bill and the pending amendments to go over. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I am at the mercy of the Senate or of 
any Senator who insists upon going on and debating. I wish the 
Senator·s reasons for delay were better than they are. I take it 
the Senate does not of itself desire to simply prolong the consider
ation of the bill. I take it the Senator has no intention of that 
kind. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not hear the Senator. 
Mr. HALE. I said I wish the Senator's reasons for his propo

sition were better. Then I said I trusted and believed the Senator 
has no desire and there is no general desire to prolong the bill 
simply for the sake of prolongation. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, absolutely none; and more 
than that, I want to say to the Senator, as he knows perfectly 
well this bill, important as it is, has not consumed very mur h 
time-nothing compared with the time devoted to the considera
tion of bills of like character heretofore considered. There is no 
disposition on the part of anybody to go into a discussion of all 
the details of this bill, as we have done heretofore, and as I think 
we ought to continue to do hereafter. So there is no object in 
delay. The Senator from Maine can dispose of the bill, I have no 
doubt, to-morrow withoutanytrouble. It is a little late to-night 
to proceed further with the bill. 

Mr. HALE. My only proposition was that it would help us 
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along. r did not propose in any way to the Senator to interfere, 
as I could not do if I wanted, with discussion on other matters in 
the bill. I thought perhaps the Senator would consent that we 
should take a. vote now on the pending amendment, and if any 
one wants afterwards to move any amendment when the bill has 
been reported to the Senate he can do it. But still I am willing 
to leave that largely with the Senator, if the Senator des:iJ:es that 
the bill shall go over now, without having time taken to dispose 
of the pending amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think it very much better. 
Mr. HALE. Then, Mr. President, I wish to say that under 

these ccnditions I must ask the Senate to sustain me in the morn
ing in taking the bill up whenever the routine morning business 
is ended, and that we shall go on with the bill. I shall try to con
clude it some time during the day to-morrow. Some Senators de
sire executive session, but I give way for a moment to the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]. I withhold the motion for an 
executive session. 

PROPOSED AI.ASKAN LEGISLATION, 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. :Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that on next Thursday, immediately after the morning business, 
the Alaskan legislation-

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order. 
The Senator from Indiana is asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask that the Alaskan legislation be taken 
np for that day only. 

Mr. GORMAN. For what day? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Thnrsday. 
Mr. GORMAN. Immediately after the morning business? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. On Thm:sday, immediately after the morn

ing business, for that day only. 
Mr. LODGE. With the understanding that it shall not dis

place the unfinished business, if the Philippine shipping bill still 
occupies that place. 

Mr. HALE. Or interfere with appropriation bills~ 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will see that that 

is taken care of. The Senator from Indiana asks unanimous con
sent that on Thursday next, immediately after the routine morn
ing business, the Alaskan bills may be considered for that day 
only. Is there objecfJon? 

Not to interfere with Mr. HALE and Mr. GALLINGERJ 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not to interfere with appropriation bills., 
of course; that is determined by the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Do I understand my colleague to limit the 

request to that date? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. To that day. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. And after the clo e of morning business? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. After the close of the routine morning 

business not to interfere with appropriation bills. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask simply for the reason that I desire 

to move to take up Calendar Order of Business 170, Senate bill1508, 
at the earliest moment possible. · . . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. My request was for th.at day only, in order 
that it might not meet with objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the request 
for unanimous consent a little differently, if the Senate pleases. 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] asks unanimous con
sent_ that on Thursday next., after the routine morning busine s, 
the Alaskan bills may receive the consideration of the Senate for 
that day only, not w interfere, however, with appropriation bills, 
and that the Senator, at 2 o'clock, will ask that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside for that purpose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is it. 
Mr. HALE. That covers it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just a word. I shall not 

object to the request made by the Senator from Indiana, but I 
want to say that I think we ought to be somewhat careful abont 
giving awaydaysaweek inadvance. There ~re,I think.,eig_hte.en 
bills on the Calendar reported by the Comm1ttee on the DIStrict 
of Columbia, some of them very important. I have been extremely 
anxiona to get to their consideration. I had intended to ask a 
day for that committee, which I shall do when_ I get an oppor
tunity. I simply wanted to put myself on record as being dili
gent in this matter, thinking that the legislation.. proposed f?r 
this· District is quit& as important as a great deal of other: legis
lation that we are dealing with. I hope the Senator's request 
will be granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?· Tlie Chair 
hears none., and the order is made. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera

tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
5 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,Saturday, 
March 5, 1904, at 12 o'clock m. 

NOIDN ATIONS~ 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 4, 1904. 

CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ORDNANCE. 

Capt. George A. Converse, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance in the Department of the Navy, with the 
rank of rear-admiral, for a term of four years from the 15th day 
of March, 1904. . 

CHIEF OF THE BUREA_'lf OF EQ~. 
Capt. Henry N. Manney, United States Navy, to be Chief of 

the Bureau of Equipment in the Department of the Navy, with 
the rank of rear-admiral, fur. a term of four years from the 15th 
day of March, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
Second Asst. Engineer Charles S. Root, to be first assistant en

gineer, with the rank of second lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States, to succeed J. Q. Walton, promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer Byron A. Minor, to be a first assistant 
engineer, with the rank of second lieutenant, in the Revenue
Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed H. N. Wood, pro
moted. 

CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 4, 1904. 

POSTXASTERS •. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Louise C. Tyler to be postmaster at Mill Valley, late Eastland. 
in the county of Marin and State of California. 

MAINE. 

EldridgaH: Bryant to be postmaster at Machias, in the county 
of W a.shington and State of Maine. 

~TESOT.A.. 

William Cordiner to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county 
of Millelacs and State of Minnesota. 

MISSOURI. . 

Milton J. Hudson to be postmaster at Hale, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Missouri. 

William G. Kitchen to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Stoddard. and State of Missouri 

OHIO. 

Wilson A. Korn&to be po tmaster at New Philadelphia, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

Charles R Morris to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Ohio. 

.T. J. Roderick W be postmaster at Canal Dover, in the county 
of Tuscarawas and. State of Ohio. 

PENKSYL'V .ANIA. 

J'ohn W. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Wyalusing, in the 
county of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

FRIDAY, Ma1·ch 4, 190./r. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CounEN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

CONl'ESTED-ELEOTION CASE-DAVIS V. SIMS. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi
leged report and resolutions for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, chairman 
of the Committee on Elections No. 2, submits the following re
port and resolutions, which the Clerk will. report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That F. M. Davis was not-elected tn membership in the House at 

Representatives of the United States in the. Fifty-eighth Congres.sandis not 
entitled to a seat therein. 

R esoLved, '£hat T. W. Sims was elected to membei"Bhip in the House of Rep
re entatives of the United States in the Fifty-eighth Congresg and is entitled 
to a seat therein. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, this is a. unanimous reporlfrom 
the Committee on ElectionB No. 2. For the information of some 
who may have expected a different result it is, perhaps, proper 
that a very brief statement be made. The sitting Member the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims], was returned by a majority 
of 976. Some trifling irreg.ularities there were, reducing that to 
970. No allegations of improper conduct were involved in this 
case nur made-against either party, but the contestant claims that 
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the so-called" Dortch law" in Tennessee ought to be declared un
constitutional and set aside, and that in that event 1,061 persons 
named but not voting ought to be treated as if they had voted 
and their votes had been cast for him, giving him a majority of 
85. and that 1,920 more. estimated but no names given, ought also 
to be counted, giving him a majority of 2.005. 

The contestant claims that the so-called" Dortch law" provides 
a form of official ballot which requires the person voting to be able 
to read in order to vote, and it therefore violates the provision of 
the constitution of that State by adding a qualification not con
tained therein and also violates the provision therein contained 
that elections shall be free and equal. particularly as this law does 
not apply to the whole State, but only in certain localities. The 
supreme court of Tenne see has sustained the law as constitu
tional; but its decision ~s in conflict with decisions by the supreme 
courts of Kentucky, Virginia, Ohio, Michigan, and Pennsylvania. 
We are a~ked to follow these other decisions. We have not, how
ever. found it nece sn.ry to attempt to decide between these con
flicting rulings of State courts nor to pass upon the proposition 
sug(Y'ested by the contestee that in any event the legislature 
derives its power to fix the time, place, and manner of holding elec
tions for Senators and Representatives from the Federal Consti
tution and can not be controlled by the State constitution in the 
exercise of that power. 

Th e important questions we have not passed upon for the rea
son that in the view we take of t he evidence in the case the result 
would not be affected no matter which way we might decide them. 
The Dortch law applied to only 13 civil districts out of a total of 
lG in the Eighth Congressional district. Should we hold the law 
unconstitutional and throw out the returns from the 13 districts, 
:Mr. Sims would still have a majority. Mr. Davis says we should 
let the vote stand as returned. but add to his count other votes 
which were not cast nor offered to be cast. 

The evidence shows 1,061 names of persons said to have been 
prevented by the Dortch law from voting for him, because, being 
unable to read, they could not mark their ballots. Twenty only 
of them were upon the witness stand. As to the other tRn hun
dred and forty-one. we had only the evidence of third partie that 
they were Republicans and that they could not read, and there
fore could not vote, and that in the opinion o~ the witnesses they 
would have voted for contestant. But as to most of them, at 
lea t many of them. there was no evidence of registration or of 
tax payment or of qualification to vote1.mder any law. We there
fore declined to count such unvoted votes. 

Then there were nineteen hundred and twenty additional votes 
of perwns estimated by the witnesses as having desired to vote 
for contestant. Their names were not given; it was not shown 
that they were qualified to vote at all; and we have not been will
ing to accept that character of testimony in this case- testimony 
in regard to persons who did not attempt to vote and of whom we 
have no very satisf,4ctory evidence that they would have voted, or 
that if they had voted they would have voted for the contestant. 

Therefore in the view we have taken the sitting Member is in 
any event entitled to his seat. 

Unle s some gentleman desires to ask some question or to make 
some remarks on this matter, I will ask a vote on th'e resolution, 
first asking unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD as part of 
my remarks the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ftom Pennsylvania [Mr. Q.Ll[
STRD] asks unanimous consent to print as part of his remarks the 
re1>ort of the committee. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

From such data as were in ita possession the board a.llowed Mr. Davis 316 votes. 
The official returns, subsequently reeeived,!lhowed him entitled to 1!17. In 
the voting precinct known as Pickwick, in .l:1.al"din County, the returns gave 
Mr. Davis 18 votes. There is some conflict of testimony concerning this pre
cinct, but we find that he was entitled to 23 >otes, a gain of 5. 

In the two precincts of ibley and Walnut Grove, in Hardin Countv, the 
election officers failed to hold any election. It is claimed that the Republicans 
are in considerable majority in these prooincts,and that bythelailure of the 
Democratic officials to hold elections the contestant was deprived of votes 
which he would otherwise have received. It appears, however, that under 
the law of Tennessee, a voter may >ote in any one of e:everal precincts in the 
same civil district. and it is in evidence that there were three other voting 
~laces in that particular cinl district in which the residents of Sibley and 
Walnut Grove might have voted. We are not fully satisfied with the reason 
given for failure to hold elections in these precincts. It is perhaps not unfair 
to presume that the real reason was a desire to prevent or reduce the Repub
li<'an vote by subjecting these peop"le to the inconvenien~e of journeyin~. to 
other precincts at distant points. But us we are not ad vi ed whether a11 or 
any of the •ot.ers in theseprecints d:d vote in any of the three other precincts 
in which they were lawfully entitled to vote, we are unable to say to what 
extent, if at all, failure to hold elections in Sibley and Walnut Grove affected 
the votes of the respective parties to this contest. ' 

Contestant charges that the returns in Henry County were opened before 
the meeting of the election board. The fact appears to be that the chairman, 
upon receipt of the returns, opened them, compiled the vote on a pronerly 
prepared sheet, and upon the meeting of the full bos.rd submitted the 'Same 
to them, when the returns were compa~ with the tally sheet and certified. 
There is no evidence of any dishonesty in this practice or that the returns as 
certified were not correct. 

Certain other trifling irregularities may have occurred, but all of them to
gether do not change the result exce:pt to give the contestant 6 additional 
votes, as stated, thus reducing the maJority of the contestee to 970, at which 
it mnst remain, so far as votes actually cast are concerned. 

But contestant claims that a large number of vote not cast nor offered to 
be cast, should be counted as if actually east for him, because, he alleges, 
the per ons who would otherwise ha>e cast th~m were prevented from vot
ing by the operation of the "Dortch law," which he holds to be unconstitu
tional. 'fhe so-called' Dortch law" {named after the person who originally 
devised or introduced the system) now comprises principal act passed in 
ltiOO and a number of suppl<>mental act-9 of various later dates. It does not 
apply to the whole State, but requires that in certain specified portions there 
shall be UE:ed an official ballot, which may be described as one variety of the 
Austr.Llian form. 

This ballot contains no :party emblems, devices, designations, nor party 
columns. There is no proVISion for voting a stro.i~ht party ticket by mark
ing in a circle or square or in any other manner. The law requi1·es that "the 
na.mes of all candidates for the same office shall be printed together and ar
ranged alphabetically according to the initials of their surnames. irrespective 
of party· but the order in which the title of the va1·ious offices to be filled 
shall be arranged upon each separate t!cket or ballot shall be left to the will 
of the officer or officers charged with the printin&" of £aid ticket." 

The ballot used in this particular election was m this form: · 
No.-

[Perforated here.] 
Governor 

Vote for one.. 
"H. T. CAMPBELL 
R.S.CHEVES 
J. B. FRAZIER 

Railroad Commissioner of the State of Tennessee 
Vote for ona 

J. J. ELLIOTT 
J. N. McKENZIE 

.Representative in Congres3 
Vote for one. 
F.M.DAVIS 
T. w.srns 
State Senator 
Vote for one. 

M. BRODERICK 
R.P. COLE 

Represeniative in General Assembly 
Vote for one. 

R.A.OWENS 
The report is as follows: 1 Representative in General Assembly from Carroll, Henry, and Weakley 
The CommitU-e on Elections No.2 to which was referred the contested C-ounties 

election case of F. M. Davis v. T. W. Sims, from the Eighth Congressional 
wtrict of Tenne SE"e, respectfully presents the following report: J 

The o.Rposing Congres>~ional candidates in the Eighth COngressional dis-

Vote for one. 
F. P. FONVILLE 

trict of 'Iennes. ee at the No-vember election in mBwere T. W. Sims, Demo- [On back of ballot.] 
crat, and F. M. Davis. Republican. Th.e district is composed of ten counties, 1 . . ~+ . , . 
and the vote retw-ned in each was as follows, viz: 1 OffiCial ballot for Fm:;., distr~ct, Henry County, Tenn. ElectiOn, Tuesday, 

1 November 4,1902. 
Sims(Dem- Davis (R& WM. A. CARTER, 

County. I ocrat). pnhlican). C. P. HUDSON, s. H . CALDWELL/ --------------------:----1---- Commissioners of Election. 

Henry _ ------ --·-- ----------------- -·--------·--···- ----
Benton ____ --------- -----·- ---- --------------------------

1, 7'24 
84Q 

498 The form used in the Presidential election in 1900, as appears from the m evidence, was in this form: 600 Perry ______ --------------- _____ ---·-_-------------- ______ _ 
Carroll ____ --------------------------- ---------------- __ _ 1,196 

Mil 
848 
609 

1,679 Electors for William J. Bryan candidate for President 
686 and Adlai E. Stevenson candidate for Vice President Decatur _ ---·- _ ----- _ -------------------- _ -------------

Henderson ---------------------------- _ ---------------
Chester--------------------------------------_-----------
Madi -on.------------------------·------------_- -·-- --··--
}IcNairy ---- ___ .- .. ---- -- .. ·- ----. --·-·------ ------------
Hardin------ --- __ ------------------------------------·---

Total ------------------------------- ---·· -- ---~----

1,217 
008 
799 

9,293 

1, 41)3 
517 
338 

1,117 
1,132 

8,317 

Mr. Sims, having an appa.rentmajoritrof 9}'6, was awarded th~ certificate, 
duly sworn in, and nowoccupioo a seat m this House. Mr. DaVIS, however, 
contests the election and claims to be -entitled to the seat. 

When the canvassing board met, the official returns from Perry Co~ty, 
or at least the original poll books and tally sheets, had not been rece1vea. 

VOTE FOR TWELVE 
W. H. CARROLL 
W. W. CRAIG 
E. E. ESLICK 
W. S. FAULKNER 
JAMES B . .FRAZIER 
J. J. LYNCH 
M. H. MEEKS 
A.B. NElL 
THOMAS C. RYE 
JOHN W. STAPLES 
BAXTER TAYLOR 
R. B. WILLIAMS 
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Electors for Wharton Barker candidate for President and 
Ignatius Donnelly candidate for Vice President 

VOTE FOR TWELVE 
S. S. BOND 
H.T.CHILDS 
J. S. LEACH 
A.L. MIMS 

. L. MOORE 
E.M.NOLEN 
H. G. ROBERTS 
W. C. ROBERTSON" 
C. B. ROGAN 
A. M. Sl\IITH 
R . M. TANKSLEY 
A. B. WHITE 

Electors for William McKinley candidate for President 
and Theodore Roosevelt candidate for Vice-President 

VOTE FOR TWELVE 
E. S. ASHCRAFT 
F . M.DAVIS 
J. H. EARLY 
C.R.EVANS 
A. A. HORNSBY 
H. L. MAXWELL 
B. C. MIDDLETON 
J . R. PENLAND 
WILLIAM RANDOLPH 
D. W. STARNES 
S. L. VAUGHN 
T.A. WRIGHT 

Electors for John G. Woolley candidate for President and 
Henry B. Metcalf candidate for Vice-President 

VOTE FOR TWELVE 
GEORGE W. ARMISTEAD 
T.P.HOL~ 
JOS. HOPWOOD 
W.B.JONES 
L.B.LAMB 
W. H. McKNIGHT 
A. D. REYNOLDS 
J. W. SCOTT 
L. B. SEARLE 
J. M. SMITHSON 
S.TINKER 
J. F. TUR~TER 

Electors for Eugene V. Debs candidate for President and 
Job Harriman candida to for Vice President 

VOTE FOR TWELVE 
L. H. GIBSON 
J.T.HINES 
H . KLEISER 
W. G. MARKLAND 
H. MARTIN 
W. M. McCAUL 
E. D. MORGAN 
R.N. MORRIS 
W. G. PENNINGTON 
J OHN RAY 
T. J . ROWLAND 
J . E. VOSS 

Representative in Congress 
VOTE FOR ONE 

LEE BROCK 
JOHN W . GAINES 
JOHN HEASTON 

Governcr 
VOTE FOR ONE 

R. S. CHEVES 
JOHN E. McCALL 
BENTON McMILLIN 
H. J. MULLRNS 
C. H. STOCKELL 

Railroad Commissioner of the State of Tennessee 
VOTE FOR ONE 

THOMAS L. CATE 
THOMAS L. WILLIAMS 

State Senators 
VOTE FOR TWO 

JOSEPH W. BYRNS 
M.M. KLINE 
JOH..."N' THOMPSON 

Representatives in General Assembly 
VOTE FOR SEVE~ 

E. D. BRANTLEY 
MILLARD F. CAMPBELL 
0. C. CUNNINGHAM 
JESSE W. DOZIER 
M.P. ESTES 
CHARLES P. FAHEY 
R. C. FIELDS 
HARRY A.LUCK 
J. R. VE~ABLE 
W. W . WILKERSON 
J. MINNICK WILLIAMS 

R epr esentative in General Assembly from Davidson Robertson 
and Cheatham Counties 

VOTE FOR ONE 
CHARLES L. COBBS 

[On back of ballot.] 
OFFICIAL BA..LLOT 

12TH WARD, 
NASHVILLE, 

Davidson County, Tennessee. 
ELECTION 

Tuesday, November 6,1900. 
R. B. CARMACK, 
JOS. B. BABE, 
LEE BROCK, 

Commissioners of Registration. 

The voter having received a ballot is to go into the voting compartment 
and "prepar e his ballot by marking in the appropriate margin or place a 
cross ( x) opposite the name of the candidate of his choice for each office to 
be filled, or by filling in the name of the candidate of his choice in the blank 
!!!pace provided therefor and making a cross (X) opposite thereto." 

He may not have in advance a specimen ballot, and until he receive the 
official ballot, just before going into the booth, can not &ven know the order 
in which there pective offices will be grouped thereon. But he may with 
his ballot receive a printed card of instructions, of which the following is a 
sample: 

"O.f!icial ca1·d of instructions prepared by commissioners of 1·egistration of 
election. 

"This card is intended to assist and instruct voters how to prepare their 
ballots. 

'·1. Having received from the registrar at your polling place an official 
ballot, present it with your certificate of registration to the assistant regis
trar, who will number the stub of the ballot and put the same number on 
yoru· certificate of registration; then go to one of the shelves or compart
ments and prepare your ballot by placing a cross mark (thus X) before or 
after the line in which the name of your choice appears. 

"2. You are not allowed to vote any ticket. except the official ballot. 
' 3. If you spoil yoiD" ballot in trying to mark it correctly, t•eturn it to the 

registrars and get another; you will be allowed to get but three ballots. 
You o.re not allowed to take or remove any ballot from the polling place but 
must depo it the ballot a received, or return the same to the regiStrars, as 
above provided, in case you have spoiled the same. 

"4. If you are unable to mark your ballot, by reason of blindness or other 
physical disability, ask the officer holding the election to assist you. 

.. 5. Before leaving the voting shelf fold yoru· ballot without displaying the 
marks thereon, but so that the words 'Official ballot for,' etc., printed on 
the back of the ballot, and the numbered stub shall be J.>lainly visible; then 
present to the officers of election your certificate of regiStration, your poll
tax receipt, and yoru· marked ballot. 

"6. It lS your duty to mark and deposit your ballot without undue delay 
and quit the polling place as soon as von have voted. If other persons are 
ready to vote when you get your ballot, you will be allowed only five min
utes in which to mark it, but if no other voters are waiting you will be allowed 
ten minutes. 

"7. You mu t not allow any person to see your ballot, or to take the same 
from you, or remove the same from the polling place, nor to place any mark 
on the same other than a.s hereon instructed, it being a misdemeanor to 
do so.' 

If" by reason of blindness or other physical disability he is unable to mark 
his ballot," the voter may receive the assistance of the officer holding the 
electi0n in marking the same; but unless so blind or otherwh;e physically 
disabled he can be a.s~isted only in the following way: 

•· The registrar shall upon demand of any voter made at the time his bal
lot is handed to him, give to such voter a correct statement of the order in 
which tne title of the various offices to be filled stand upon the particular 
ballot fru·nished to such >oter." 

It is expressly provided that "a. Yoter who shall, except a. herein otherwise 
provided, allow his ballot to be seen by any other perEon * * * or any 
person who ~hall * * * aid, or attempt to aid, any voter by mean of any 
mechanical device. or any other means whatever, in marking his ballot, shall 
be punished by a fine of not less than SlO nor more than $IUD," and election 
officers are to cause the arrest of any person so violating this provision, and 
the offender is to be "treated as one caught in the very act of committing a. 
misdemeanor." 

It is :J:leged by contestant in his notice of contest that these statutory pro
visions ·• are highly partisan; were passed1 together with their amendments, 
with partisan motives and in an intolerant parti:;an spirit." 

We do not see, however, that we have anything to do with that. This 
House can hardly be expected to preserve the balance of partisanship in State 
le~"!.atures, nor can the motives of Stat.e legislators be considered in deter
mming Congressional elections, provided the statutes enacted by them were 
within their constitutional authority. 

But contestant contends that no person who can not read can vote the of
ficial ballot: that by the Dortch law an additional qualification is thus im
po ed, and that it violates Article I of the State constitution of Tennessee, 
which declares" that elections shall be free and equal, and the right of suf
frage as hereinafter declared shall never be denied to any person entitled 
thereto, except upon a conviction by a jru-oy of some infamous crime previ
ously ascertained and declared by law and judgment thereon by a court of 
competent jruisdiction." 

And section 1 of .Article IV, which is as follows: 
' Every male person of the age of 21 years being a citizen of the United 

States and a resident of this State for twelve months, and of the county 
wherein he may offer his vote for six months next preceding the dav of elec
tion, shall be entitled to vote for members of the general assembly and other 
civil officers of the county or district in which he resides; and there shall be 
no qualifications attached to the right of suffrage, except that each voter hall 
give to the judges of election where he offers to vote satisfactory evidence 
that he has paid the poll taxes asse ed against him for such preceding period 
as the legis!attu·esha.llpre cribe, and at such time as may be prescribed by law, 
without which his vote can not be r .:!Ceived; and all male citizens of the State 
shall ba subject to the payment of poll taxes and to the performance of mili
tary duty within such ages as may be prescribed by law. The general as
sembly shall have power to enact laws requiring voters to vote in the election 
precincts in which they may reside, and laws to secure the freedom of elec
tions and the purity of the ballot box." 

Some seventy witnesses in this case, some of whom were white and some 

~~~<~{Tsd~;,~r;;:a~~~~~{: ~:~ t~~fe~~~~~~~·£~h~~~~t~ ~~~~e~~~ 
self frankly admits that a person unable to read can not Yote "as well as a 
man who can read and write; but he can possibly vote some ballots under the 
law. and they do it." It must be manifest to anyone that the persous, un
able to read, who can successfully mark all the candidates of a particular 
party, especially in a Presidential year, must be very few, if any. 
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The supreme conrt of Tennessee, however, in Cook 11. State (90 Tenn.,~. 

sustained an indictment and conviction for "a] ding electors in marking thell' 
rel,ots. instructing them how to vote, .. etc., and eXJ?ressly decla.red that this 
law does not violate .Article IV of the State constrtution. This rugn~ was 
followed by the Elections Committee and the House in Thrasher u. l!ill.loe in 
the Fifty-third Congress, th~ minority, however, expressly declaring its 
opinion that the act was unconsti tutional. 

The Tenne.sst\e court does not appear to have considered the constitutional 
requirement that "elections shall he free a.nd equal.'' This provision, found 
in many tate constitutions, m!lllt have been inttmded to have some mooning 
and effect. Unlike the min from h~ven, the Dortch law does not fall upon 
the jll t and the unjust alike, or, to be more accurate., it does not fall upon all 
of the jURt nor upon all of the unjnst. It does not apply to the whole State 
nor to the whole of this Congr donal district. It applies only in spots. 

In the Eighth Congressional district there are 16M civil districts. The 
Dortch law avplied in 13 of them and practically required the voter to be 
able to read m order properly to mark his ballot. In the other district8 a 
vot.er m;ght use a printed ballot or wriw his ballot on a sheet of wrapping 
paper. if be desired. or have somebody else write it for him, and carry it in his 
Vt':'l't pocket for a week or six weeks, and vote it. freely upon election day and 
have it counted. provided, of course. he was duly regiStered and had pa1d his 
taxes. With such varying conditions in different pa.rtsof the same Congres
sional <W trict, are elections "free and equal?" 

The supr~me court of Tennessee further su.statned this law in Moore v. 
Sharp tm; Tenn., 491). 

The constitution of Kentucky, like that of Tennessee, contains a provision 
that all elections shall be ''free and equal." The l~gisla.ture prescribed a 
f, rnn of baJ.lot li.Ild required each voter to retire to a compartment and there, 
unaided and alone, indicate bv ma.rkson his ballot the varionscandld:a.tes for 
the :>everal -o.ftic~es for whom be wishtm to vote. The supreme <'Ou:rt of that 
State, in Rogers v. Jacob, Mayor. ~tc. (88 Ky., 50'2), n.nanim.onsly decla.red 
that provision of the statute unconstitutional. Mr. Chief Justice Lewis, who 
deliveJ'f'd the opinion, saying (p . W ): 

•· A statute requiring votes to be given by ba.llot need not, any more than 
the mode of voting viva voce, operate unequally or so as to deprtve any per
son entitled of the privllege of suffrage. and if the one we are considering <·on
fii<-t.q with that cl~~o~ of the Con. .... "titutio.n, or denies the .\)rivil~ of free suf
frag-e, which really exists independent of that section, it ts simply on account 
of defect or vice of some particular pro"Vislon not indispensabwto tbegellill'al 
or succ·e&<ifu.l operation of the la.w. And the only question about which we 
have any diffi•·ulty is in regard to section 9. that. by requiring each V<lter to 
:r.-tire to a compartment and ~re, alone and unaided, indl<:.ate by a mark on 
his ballot tbe various G&Ddidates for numerous offices, be wishes to vote for, 
pra(~ically operates to deprive those unable to read or write of a free and in
telligible choice and. in fn.ct, makes free suffrage as to them a matter of 
chance or accident. 

"And thus. while the tnterests and rights of many may be involved and 
should not be denied or jeopardized by nullifying the entire statute already 
in operation, if it is in oth~r respeets v&lid. we ha~ no right t~ sanction any 
law or a part of a law "'that take~ from a single human being tn.~ constitutional 
nghts. It is. however, ~rmi.: ~-.ible and often important to limit the opern
tlon of, disregard. or strike from a statute one or more provisions that con
flict with the Constitution rather than allow them to vitiate the whole; and 
in accordance with.. or at le&it in analogy to., that rule. section 9 must be held 
inoperative to the extent it. in tbt manner mentioned. deprives illiterate 
J>HrROns of the opportunity and means of freely and intelligibly votin~. for 
they have the right to avail "themselves of whatever t•easonable 8J.d and mfor
mation may be n~ry to enable them to cast their ballots understand
ingly and ean not be legally deprived of it." 

The State of Virginia had a similar provision in its constitution requiring 
freedom and equ l1ty of elections. The leg.slature p ed a law providing a 
ballot. much like thl:) Dortch-law ballot. except that it provided that-

"At th(> request of any elecmr in the voting booth who may be physically 
or educationally unable to vote. the said special constable may render him 
a.ssistan<'.t.- by reading the ~m and offices on the ballot and pr~inting out to 
h im the name .or names hemn.y wish to strike out, or otherwise aid him in 
pl'tlparing his ballot. •• 

In passing upon that statute, in Pearson v. SuperYisors, etc. (91 Va., 322), 
the supreme court of that tate said (I>. 3.:l0): 

"It will not be dis~uttld-
"Fi.rRt. That the r1ght of suffrage is derived from the constitution of the 

State, and to it we look for the qualification of voters and the limitations and 
rest1-ir.tions upon the right of votmg. In other wo1·ds, to ascertain who may 
or may not vote. 

"8econd. That the legisk'l.tnre can not prescribe any qualification in addi
tlon to th~ found in the constitution, and a.ny attempt to do so openly or 
covertly, dirertly or indirectly. is void. 

"Third. That there is no educational quaJ.ification prescribed by onr con
stitutwn. and a person otherwise quali.fi~d to vote, no matter how ignorant 
be may he. is entJtled to vote. 

"Fourth. That th~ sole function of the legislature, with respect; to the -ex
ercire of the right o!suifrage, is to provide the mode in wh.ich those entitled 
to vote m-ay do so and have their votes counted, and to guard .against im
proptr, illegal, or fraudulent voting. 

"Fifth. That to t.b~ end the legil latnre may adopt and enforce reasonable 
rules and reg-ulations to seeure t he one a.nd prevent tbe other 

" ixth. But if undercover of a law to regulate voting a provision1s intro
duced into the law which virtu11.lly establishe::~ a teH of the qualification of 
the voter, additional to those prescribed in the constitution. such provision 
of tbe law transcends the power of the legislature and is null and void." 

And again !p. ~l: 
•• It is obvious that one who, either from physical or intellectual blindness, 

ts unable to read, is wholly incapable of voting by ballot without a.ssists.nce 
from some quarter." 

The ct urt 'ustainPd the statute in that case by construmg the word 
"may" to mea.n ·•mugt." thus making it absolutely ·the duty of the sworn 
spHCi&l constable not only to pomt out tbe names &lid offi.t-.es on the ballot, as 
pro• ided i::J the Tennessee statute. but also to do what ts pos1ti\""ely prohib
ited by the Dortch law, 'Viz, .. otherwise aid h.;:m in preparing hi" ballot." 

A Michigan statute. providing an official baJlot a d r~uir.ng it to be 
markt\d by the voter in the booth. contained no provision e1tber forbidd ng 
or &llowinJ! him to have assistance. lts constitutionality was challenged in 
Common Council v . Rush. 2 Mich.,~ .and the supreme court of that State, 
after referring to the Kentucky case, said (p. 541 ): 

"It is contended that under the act in question the result is the same, be
cause no one li: pernritted to accompany the voter to the booth to a.ssist him. 
It is to be regretted that the legiJ latnre did {l()t expressly provide for fur
nishing ballots to this class of voters. We must .therefore carefully examme 
the act to ascertain if it leaves no way tor such voters to obtain ballots. It 
is clear that if voters are linn ted to the use of tickets provided in the booths 
then ome voters are disfranchised by the very terms of the la. w. But we do 
not think that the 1aw necessarily bears that construction. There is no ex
press prohibition against assisting such a person in the preparation of his 

. 
ticket, nor against his obtaining a ticket outside the polling place faT that 
purpose, nor against assisting to a booth or the polls one phys1cally unable 
to go alone. Such a. case is not within the mischief aimed at, and we ho~d 
that under this Law such a voter is entitled to l'eceive al:isist.ance in the prep
aration of his ticket, and to receive and have his ticket prepared outside the 
po~ p1aces. This, we think, is in accord with that maxim of interpreta 
tion that a thing which is within the spirit of a statute is within the statute, 
although not within the letter, and a thing within the letter is not within 
the statute unless within the intention." 

In other words, in order to sustain the statute, the Michigan court con
strued into it a very liberal provision providing for such assistance to the 
voter as, under the Dortch law, would render the voter and the person assist
ing him subject to tine and imprisonment. 

1n Capen v. Foster (12 Pick., 00} the supreme court of Massachusetts 
marked the distinguish.ing line bmween laws which took away or abridged 
the right of suffrage and those which may lawfully be enact-ed to r~te 
its exercise, and held, substantially, that in order to bt>long to the 1atter 
class, such laws must be reasonable, uniform, and impartial. and must be 
calculated to facilitate and secure, rather than to subvert or impede, the ex
erdStl of the right to vote. This proposition was flustained by the suprema 
court of Ohio in Monroe et al. v . Collins (17 Ohio, GG5J, in which cast> a tatute 
of that State was declared unconstitutional a.nd void because, although en
titled "An act supplementary to the act entitled 'An act to preserve the 
purity of elections.·" it imposed upon certain classe of _persons conditions 
not imposed upon others to enabw them to exercise the nght to vote. 

TOO supreme court of Pennsylvania in a very rececnt case held. in an opin
ion by Chief Justice 1\litchell, as reported in the Philadelphia Press of Feb-
ruary l6,l!JO.l, that- . 

"The constitution confers the right of suffra~e on every citizen pos~e -in:3 
tbequalifiea.tionsna:med in that iru.tru:ment. 1t is an individual right and 
each elector is entitled to express his own individual will in his own way. 
His right can not be denied. qualified, or restrict.ed. The constitut~on itself 
regulates the times and, in a general way. the method, to wit, by ballot with 
certain specified directions as to receiving and recording it. Beyond this the 
legislature has the power to regulate the details of place, time. manner. etc. 
in the geneJ•al interest for the due and orderly exerc:ise of the franchise by 
all electors alilre. Anything beyond this is not regnlation, bnt 1l.llcone.titu
tional restriction. 

"It is never to be overlooked, therefore, that the req_uirement of the nse 
of an official ba.llot is a questionable exercise of legi<>Ja.trve power, and even 
in the most favorable VIew treads closely on the border of a ~aid interfer
ence with the indiYidua1 elP.Ctor Every doubt , tbt>rPfore, in the construc
tion of the statute must be r esolved in favor of the elecror. 

•• Every elector, as already said. bas the ri~~t to express his individual 
will in his own way a.nd for his own r<' asons. wnich are not open to q ne!rtiun, 
however unsound or unimportant others may deem them. And the rights 
of e .ectors a.eting together as a party are equa.lly beyond question. The elec
tors th.emse.lves are the only tribunal to decide whether tne principles. plat
form. aim, or method o~ reaching the desired object are broad enou l!h, per
manent enough, or important enough to be the ba.siq of unit.ed &t•tion as a 
party, and, if they so decide, courts must recognize and treat them accord
mgly." 

We have stated contestant's contention very fully and the authorities bear
ing thereon in .conflict Wlth the Ttm:ne ' dec· ·ons. 

"'But the contestee. while not admitting tba.t the Dortch law is in viol&tion 
of sny"provision of the Sta:oo consti tntion. con tends that..even if it were it would 
still be valid because of the provision of sectiop 4, Al"ticlel of thl:' Constitution 
of the United S-r-ates, that in the absent:e of action by Congress "tht' times, 
places, and manner of holding elec~ons for ena.ton; and Re-presentatives 
shall be prescribed in~ St.ate by the legislature thereof." He contends 
that in thP -exerclSe of the powers thusconferloed uy t.h.6 Federal Constituton 
the legislature can not be controll d by the constitution of the State, and in 
support of this proposition cites Balawin v. Trowbridge 2 Bru-t.~ Donnelly v. 
Wa.'hbu:rn, 1 Ells., 4-%. and .McCrary Law of Elel't.ons. lll!l-ll2. 

Th are difficnlt and important constitutional questions raised by con-
testant and contestee, reRpeutively, but in the view we t..'l.ke of this case it is 
not necessary to decide wheth~r we oug-ht t.o follow the Tennessee decisions, 
or tho"El of the other State!' named, nor \"fbether in any event the con_-.;titu
tion of TenneR<>oo can control the legt.<;latur<> of that 8tate in the exerciEe of 
a power conferred by the Federal Constitution, or, to put it dlffereutly, 
whetherthe Federal Constitu oncancouferupon a State legislature a power 
to act in conflict with the StatR eonRti 1tion, under whkh .alo~ the State 
legislature derives its right to exist at a.ll. With due respect to eon~tant 
and hiR able counsel. we ' 'an not find that tb~ deci<Uon of tht:lse difficult ques
tions would affect the re.<Ullt in tbiq pa.rtiMllar case, and. treating them as 
academic, prefer to expr no opinion thereon. 

What would be the effect of holding the Dortch law unconstitutiona.l? 
The eleetion was held under it in only 13 civil districts out of a total of 168 
in the Congressional di-.trict. If we throw out entirely the returns from 
these 13 di. tricts, the contestee will still have a. majority . Th~ contestant 
in..<Usts. however, that in the evP.nt of holding the law unconstitutional the 
vote already counted should tand,presumably upon the theory that per~ons 
who voted under the Dortch law would also have been entitled to vote under 
the laws in force at th(> tim of its tnactment and which it, if constitutional, 
must be held to ha~ r<>pealed. He allio conttmd that we mu.<>t add to his 
total a large number of unvoted votes which he-a:· rts would have been cast 
bad the Dnrtr·.h law not been enacted. He claim.s that it has been proT"ed. 
that 1.061 perRons nam(>d in tbe t&·timony would have voted for him had they 
b~en entitled to vntR under the Dortch law, thusgiving him a ma.joricy of 1)5~ 
and that 1 . .920 persons "estimated." but not named in the proof . Rhould 
also be treated as having 'V"Oted for him, thus increasing his majority to 
2,UIJ5. 

Just twenty persons who were actually called to the stand testified that 
t hey would have voted for contestant had not the Dortch law prevented. and 
as to one of tbem the testimony does not show that he was regisr.ered or had 
paid a tax 'SO as to be qualified to vote under any law As to all the other 
persons claimed. the eviden1~ is .purcly 'hear-;ay and very unreliable. 

As to twelve of them., •·ontestn.nt's claim that they &hall be considered as 
having :voted for hun rests ooleJy upon the te>~timony of J . H . Falls (the first 
witness called tio prove names of this class), of which the part bearing upon 
this question is as follows: 

"5. Q. Can a perso~ who can notrea.d vote underthe provisions of the said 
Dortch 1awf-A. No.sll'. 

"6. Q. What effect does the Dortch law have np<m the Republican voters 
of the Fourth eivil district of Hardin County\'-A. It has a b.g effect to keep 
them from voting. 

"7. Q. How many do you know. of your own l'"D.owledge, in said Fourth 
district who are disfranchised under the proV'isiousof th:is la.w'?-A. Tu;elve 
that 1 klww of 

"8. Q. Will yon please give the names of those whom you know to be dis
franchisedJ-A. Buck House, old man Ras Whit~. 

"9. Q . How long have yonlivedin thisdistric~A. I have lived in this dis
trict all my life. 
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"10. Q. How old are you?-A. I am 53 years old. • 
"U. Q. Have you a list of persons who did not attend the November elec

tio:l b~cause the ssm:l _v;as held under the provisions of the Dortch law?-A. 
Yes, siT ; I bave got a list of them. 

" 12. Q. Ple~se give the names of the parties contained on your list; and are 
they Republicans or Democrats?-A. Marion Cole, Wiley Cherry, Bud Cam:{>
bell, Henry Doran, Tom Ellison, Ike Kendall, Ike Rhone, B. F. Ri.nks. Ulis 
LoWl·y, Buck Hou...c:e, John White, and old man Ras White. They are all Re
publicans. 

"13. Q. Do the above-named parties all live in the Fourth district of Hardin 
County?-A. Yes; every one of them. 

"Cross-examined: 
"1. Q. Where did you get the list of names that you have just read?-A. I 

got them all over there at my store. 
"2. Q. When did you make up said list?-A. I do not recollect whether it 

was before Christmas or since Christmas. 
"3. Q. How came yon to make up said list? What was it made for?-A. 

Abernathy come along there one day and asked me if I knowed how many 
around there that had not voted, and I told him there was a good many. He 
told me to write them down; that he would be back a certain day and I could 
hand them to him. 

"4. Q. Did Mr. Abernathy tell you what he wanted with the names?-A. I 
believe he did tell me. I do not exactly remember; it was about the election 
some way- or another, 

"5. Q. How do you know that the names you have given are men who can 
not vote under the Dortch law?-A. I do not know. I did not ask them, about 
that. 

"6. Q. Then you just mean that they did not vote in the last November 
election, and do not know whether they could vote under the Dortch law or 
not. Is that correct?-A. I do not know whether all of them could or not. 
Them two old men told me they could not vote because they could not make 
their mark straight. 

"7. Q. As a. matter of fact, most of those that you have named did vote in 
the last August election, in 1902, did they not?-A. I do not know whether they 
did or not; I did not even ask them that. 

"Further this deponent saitb not." 
The witness practically contradicted every statement be made save that 

the twelve were all Republicans. Not one of the twelve was called to tes
tify whether be was or was not a Republican, or had registered and paid 
taxes, or had or had not voted, or was prevented by the Dortch law from 
voting, or whether, if able to vote, he would have voted for contestant. 

The substantial part of the testimony of the next witness, L. K. Freeman, 
is as follows: 

"5. Q. What kind of a qualification doessaidlawputupon the voters where 
the same is in operation, if any?-A. It is necessary for the voter to be able to 
read and write, both. 

"6. Q. How has thislawoparated upon the Republican party in the elections 
of the Fourth district of Hardin County, and how did it operate in the elec
tion of November 4, 1902?-A. It disfranchises a great number of the voters. 

"7. Q. Give your best estimate of the number of Republicans disfranchised 
in the Jrourth district of Hardin County, in said November election, by the 
provisions of said law.-A. From 75 to 100 voters. 

"8 Q. Have you gone over and made a list of the names of the Republicans 
disfranchised by the Dortch law in said election of November 4,1902, in said 
district· and if so will yon give the names of those whom you know to be 
unable to vote under the provisions of said law?-A. Yes; I have made a list 
to the best of my knowledge a.nd recollection. The names are as follows: 
Sam Broyles, Wes Bailey,Lute Bailey, Andy Bailey,Josh Bailey,Bill Cherry, 
Newt Campbell, Marion Cole, Bud Campbell.,. Lige Dixon, Henry Doran, 
Mose Davis, Henry Dillahunt, A. C. Duckwortn, George Graham, Ned Gra
ham, Pete Gillis, Tom Graham, Fred Guinn, Gus Houston, Pate Hopson, Jack 
Hunt, Bob Hunt, Bob Hardeman, Lewis Hassell, John Hassell, Ben Higgins, 
G. 0. Hunt, Bill Hunt, Bud Hunt, Chub Hunt, Cresar Kendall, George King, 
Bill Kyle, Jim Lutts, Jerry McDougal, Jim McKinney, John Pollard, Sid Pol
lard, Frank Pollard, Tom Patton, Green Patton, W. A. Palmer, Otis Pointer, 
Jerry Sevier, Elias Stephens, Jim Stephens, Joe Sanderson, Mose Shull, Sam 
Tall, Dave Winters, Bishop White, Elias Williams, Joe Young, Louis Hassell, 
Bob Honse, Buck Honse, John Hinton, Dez Johnson, Ernest Johnson, Ike 
Kendall, Bob Johnson, Ras White. Ike Lynch, Bill Wolf, Will Fitzgerald, 
Adam Ellison, Sam Bundy, Char lie Ermin, Press Martin, Andrew Mack, Jonas 
Ross. 

"9. Q. Will you please file said list as Exhibit A to this, your deposition, 
making it a part of the same?-A. I herewith file the same, marked "Exhibit 
A." 

"10. Q. Was the parties whose names yon have given otherwise qualified 
voters in said November election for all Stateandcountyofficers, barring the 
provisions of the Dortch law?-A. I think they we1·e." 

In his cross-examination this passage occurs: 
"14. Q. How many of the persons named by you in answer to question 8 

in chief that can not read?-A. I could not say just how many. 
"15. Q. Had the persons whose names you give in answer to question 8 in 

chief pa1d their poll taxes for the y-ear 1901 before the November election, 
1902?-A. I could not say whether all of them had or not, but I know some of 
them bad. 

"16. Q. How many of them had registered for voting?-A .. 1 do not know." 
Even among these vague statements there is nota single assertion that any 

one of the seventy-two persons named desired, even if qualified, to vote for 
contestant. 

S. J. Creevy produced a list of 315 names, concerning which be testified as 
follows: 

"27. Q. I will ask you t.o state if you have briefly made a list of voters in 
this city and civil diStrict who are unable to read?-A. Yes, sir; I made that 
yesterday. 

"28. Q. How many names does this list prepared by you contain?-A. If I 
made no mistake in the count it is 345. 

"29. Q. Do you think those persons appearing: from this list are able to vote 
under what is known as the Dortch law?-A. I ao not. 

"30. Q. If those persons ap:pearing upon said list could vote, what ticket 
would they vote?-A. My opimon is they would vote the Republican ticket." 

Fro::n his cross-examination the following is taken: 
"8. Q. You have stated that there were 750 Republican votes in the city of 

Jackson, and of this number you estimated about 345 were unable to read. 
Now state w bather the remaining !05 votes are able to vote under the Dortch 
law.-A. I think they are. 

"9. Q. Then how do yon account for the fact that Hon. F. M. Davis, candi
date for Congress, received only 23 votes in this city at the last November 
election?-A. I account for it by the Republican voters not having their poll 
taxes and by general indifference as to the result of the election. 

"10. Q. What was the cause of tb~t indifference?-A. To some extent dis
satisfaction existing in the Republican party in the county, and being what 
we term an off year, accounts for some of it. · 

"11. Q. What dissatisfaction do you speak of existing in the Republican 

party?-:-A· DissatisfactiOJ?. as to the county organization, as to who would be 
re~~gmzed a~ county chall'man and members of the executive committee. 

12. Q. Is 1t not a fact that there were two factions-one headed by H. C. 
Worsham and the ot~er b~aded l?Y F. R. Bray-and th~t the majority of the 
col<?re~ voters were Identified With the Worsham factwn?-A. I can't Sa.y a 
maJOl'lty. '-!-'hey were nearly equally divided from the strength exhibited in 
the convention. ::u. Q .. ~chfactiol!-bad the lal;'ger followin~?-A. Both factions claimed it. 

~5. D1d e1t~er faction champiOn Mr. DaVIs's candidacy?-A. The Bray 
facti9n recogmzed Mr. Davis a.s the regular nominee and entitled to the Re
publican support. 

"16. Q. Wha~ was the at~ tude of the Worsham faction toward Mr. D~vis?-
A. Apparently 1t was hostile. 

"17 Q. Did this apparent hostility serve to keep the members of the 
'\Yorsham faction from voting for Mr. Davis?-A. I am of the opinion that it 
did. 

"18. Q. Of the 345 voters in the city of Jackson whom you say are unable 
to read, what per cent of these can be instructed or coached before election 
so as to be able to vote under the Dortch law?-A. My opinion not over 5 per 
cent. 

. "1~. Q. Is it necessary to pay poll tax in order to vote in the Fifteenth civil 
distnct?-A. If you are not exempt by age or infirmity, it is. 

"20. Q. Are r.ou able to state what per cent of the persons whose names 
appea.r on Exhibit A pay their poll taxes?-A. I estimate 75 per cent of them 
are over age. 

"21. Q. Can you say of y-our own knowledge what percent of the remainder 
pay their poll taxes?-A. I can not. 

"22. Q. Fromyourpersonal knowledge, then, it may betbatnoneoravery 
few of them?-A. It may be; yes, sir. I am not informed. 

Upon the mer.e exp~·ession of opi_¢on by ~he witness that "they would all 
vote the Republican ticket" and Without eVIdence of registration or tax pay
mentswe.a.re asked to add 3!5 to9ontestant's vote. The evidence concerning 
the remamder of the names clarmed as proved by contestant is of the same 
class, except that in some instances there was evidence tending to show re"'-
istration and payment of taxes. .. 

Upon this cbancter of testimony we are asked to treat 1,061 named per
son.<~ as if they bad voted for contestant. As already shown, 20 only of them 
have testified. As to the other 1,041, the evidence is even less satisfactory 
than that which was rejected in the Forty-third Congress in Bell v. Snyder 
(Smith's digest, 247), in which case the committee said: 

"L. Bloomer, supervisor at that precinct, in his deposition, page 164, states 
that the 20 persons whose names are given by him l:iad certificates of regis
tration, and that he saw all of them registered except two, and that t:hey 
would have voted for contestant if they had been allowed to vote; that they 
presented their certificates of registration and offered to vote; then made 
affidavit and offered to vote. He says that he did not read all the tickets 
but to the best of his knowledge the parties would have voted for Bell a~ 
all the Reform tickets were alike. ' 

"The committee regard the fact of these 20 persons having been registered 
as voters as sufficiently proven, but the proof as to the fact that all or them 
offered to vote for contestant or that they intended to or would have voted 
for contestant is insufficient. 

In the case in hand 1,00 of the persons named did not even offer to vote. 
As to many of them we have no evidence of their registration or payment of 
taxes, and as to none of them have we any save hearsay evidence that they 
desired to vote at all or would in any event have voted for contestant. 

. The additional1,92\)oclaimed by contestant r~st upo~ evidence .even more 
flimsy-the mere estrmates of Witnesses of which a fall' sample IS found in 
the testimony ofT. J. Sawner, herE' given in toto: 

"1. Q. What is your age, place of residence, and what position do you hold 
in the county?-A. I am 4.6 years old; reside at Savannah, Tenn., and am 
sheriff of Hardin County. 

"2. Q. What experience have you had in the politics of Hardin County, 
and h?W ~ny times. ~ave you canvassed the county?-A. I have bad some 
e.x:pel'l~nce m the politic.s of the county. I have canvassed the county some
thing like half a dozen times, but not thoroughly, though, every time. 

"3. Q. How many times have you been sheriff of Hardin County, and what 
other offices have you held?-A. I have been sheriff tb..ree times, and was con
stable of the fourth district before I was elected sheriff. 

"4. Q. Are the elections of the fourth civil district of Hardin County held 
under the provisions of the Dortch law, and what kind of qualifications does 
it place upon the voters?-A. They are held under the Dortch law, and a man 
is required to read and has to be a good marker. 

"5. Q. Is it possible for a person who can not read to vote the Dortch 
ticket?-A. It is not, unless he has assistance. 

"6. Q. What effect has the application of the Dortch law bad upon theRe
publican vote of Hardin County? I mean bow much has it diminished their 
vote?-A. I believe it has diminished their vote something like 500. 

"7. Q. In your best judgment, how many Republicans are there in the 
Fourth civil district of Hardin County who can not vote under the Dortch 
law?-A. I believe there is 100. 

"8. Q. What effort was there made by the leading Republicans of Hardin 
County in the campaign in 1902 to poll their full strength for their ticket?
A. They made as strong an effort as possible under the circumstances. 

"9. Q. I will ask you if there were men selected and put into each ciVI1 
district of the county Reveral days before the election for the purpose of 
canvassing each Republican voter in order to get him out to the November 
election, 1902?-A. That is my understandin"'. 

"10. q. I will ask you if the Re:J?ublicans felt very buoyant and hopeful of 
success m the Congressional election of November, 1902?-A. They did. 

"11. Q. Have you made a list of the Republicans whom you 1."'D.ow to be dis
franchised under the operation of the Dortch law in the fourth civil district 
of HardinCounty?-A. No; I have not. 

"Further this deponent saith not.." 
Upon this it is demanded that 100 votes be added to contestant's count, and 

upon similar testimony a total of 1,920. No names are given, no evidence of 
registration or payment of taxes nor of intention or desire upon the part of 
the unknown persons to vote for contestant. Such evidence is wholly inad
missible for any purpose. There have been cases in which persons proved 
to have been qualified, desiring, intending, and attempting to vote, l:a.ve bad 
their votes counted, notwithstanding that they were not received by the 
election officers; but there is no precedent for adding to the count the votes 
of persons not shown to have attempted or desired or been qualified to vote 
for any candidate under any law. 

.A careful study and analysis of all the evidence in this case and of the 
printed briefs, supplemented by exhaustive oral arguments of ab:e counsel, 
convinces us that, no matter what view may be taken of the Dortch law, the 
result of the election is not changed. Your committee therefore r~ollllDends 
the adoption of the following resolutions: 

"Resolved, That F. M. Davis was not elected to membership in the Honse 
of Representatives of the United States in the Fifty-eighth Congress, and is 
not entitled to a seat therein. 
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"ResoZt,ed, That T. W. Sims was elected to membership in the House of 

Representat1ves of the United States in the Fifty-eighth Congress, and is en
titled to a seat therein." 

M. E. OLMSTED, Chairman. 
J. M. MILLER. 
F. D. CURRIER. 
JOHN W. DWIGHT. 
C.L. WEEMS. 
J. FRED C. TALBOTT. 
JOHN A. SULLIVAN. 
A.M. BYRD. 

The resolution presented by Mr. OLMSTED was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. OLMSTED, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 

DIPLOMATIC .li."D CONSULAR A.PPROPRI.A.TIO~ BILL. 

Mr. HITT. I now call up the conference report on the diplo
matic and consular appropriation bill, which, in accordance with 
the wish of gentlemen who objected to the consideration of the 
matter yesterday, has been printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have the report 
or the statement read? 

Mr. HITT. I ask unanimous consent that the statement, in
stead of the report proper, be read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
[The report of the conference committee will be found on page 

2760.] 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
The managers on the part of the House of Represent& tives make the fol

lowing statement of the result of the conference with the managers on the 
part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11287) making_appropria.tion for 
the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscallear ending June 00, 1005. 

The amount appropriated by the bill as it passe the House was $1,995,800.69. 
The increases added by the Senate amounted to $77,300, so that the bill as it 
passed the Senate appropriated $2,073,100.69. 
buildings at Seoul, Korea; ~.000 for the cost of cablegrams, etc., for consular 
reports, and $36,000 to proVide for thirty clerks at the principal consulates. 

The House receded from its disagreement to the provision for $1,000 addi
tional salary for the minister to Roumania, Servia, and Greece; S5,<XXl addi
tional for the charges d'affaires ad interim; for the secretaries of legation at 
Denmark and Portugal, at $1,800 each; for an increase of $1,<XXl to the consul 
at LourenQo Marquez, Africa; to the creation of consulates at Chungking 
and Hangchow, China, at $3,000 each; to increases of $500 each in the consul's 
salary at Odessa, Russia; Budapest, Austria-Hungary; Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, 
Mexico, and Rouen, France; to the provision fixing a salary of $1.,500 instead 
of fees (about the same amount) at the consul.<J.tes at Moncton, New Bruns
wick; Port au Prince, Haiti, and Turks Island, West Indies. 

The clerk-hire allowance at Monterey, Mexico, was increased $600. The 
titles of the consular posts at LourenQo Marquez, Ti~tsin, Chefoo, Fuchau, 
and Hank ow were made "consuls," instead of ''consuls-general,'' as provided 
by the Senate amendments. 

The net decrease in conference from the bill as it passed the Senate is 
$53,000, making the amount of the bill as now reported $2,020,100.69. 

R. R.HITT, 
R. ADAMS, Jr., 

Managers o-n the pa1-t of the House. 

DIPLOMATIC, 1905. 

Amount of House bill_-····-----------------·----------.----------· $1,995,800.69 
Increase by Senate-------···--------------------------------------- 77,300.00 

Amount as passed Senate-------·-···-----··-------------··-· 2,073,100.69 

Decrease in conference, namely: 
Legation buildings at SeoUl, Korea ----- ---·· --···· --···· ----· 

. Cost of cablegrams, etc., consular reports------------------·· 
Consuls-iteneral ~~nsferred to consuls' Echedule)--------··· 
Clerks (ilU) at prmc1pal consulates ---------- --·-·· _ -·-·· _ ..... 

Total decrease _____ -···.--··-·_ ..... _______ ·-·-------·--------

Increase in conference, namely: 

g>:r~ai~~:~~~~~~-~~~~~-~~~-~-~~!.~~~~~~~~~=::::: 
Total increase _ ----- _ ----· ---- ~--- _ ----~- ------ ----· ----------

Net decrease in conference--------·;--···-----·------·-----------· 

00,000.00 
2,(XX).00 

16,000.00 
36,GOO.OO 

84,000.00 

16,00').00 
15, <XX), 00 

31,000.00 
53,000.00 

Amount as agreed to in conference-------------------·----- ...•. - 2,020, 100.69 
Mr. HITT. I move the adoption of the report. 
The report was adopted. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. BoUTELL 
in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
12684) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipula
tions with vaTious Indian tribes for the fiscal year -ending June 
30 1905, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STE
PHExs] desire to occupy more time now? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I did not get through 
with my remarks yesterday, but owing to the fact that there is 
such a pressure for time on this side of the House I will ask unani
mous consent to continue my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I reserve the remainder of my hour. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I yiel(1 to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 

HERMANN] one hour. 
Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, for the first time in our hlll

tory the great Pacific Northwest has aspired to inaugurate an ex
position in aid of industrial progress and in commemoration of the 
famous journey of Lewis and Clark in 1805-6-an event great in 
the history of our nation and greater still to the people of that sec
tion whose liberality, public spirit, and patriotism have deter
mined to undertake such an enterprise in the great valley of the 
Columbia, at Portland city, Oreg., in 1905. As un evidence of the 
good faith, and as a guaranty of the success of such an exposition, 
nearly $1,000,000 is already provided by the State and city named, 
while in addition to this the States of California, Washington, 
Idaho, Utah, Montana, North Dakota, .1\iinnesota, and Missouri, 
through their several legislatures, have made separate appropria
tions for liberal aid and encouragement. It will therefore be a 
success. But since the whole American people are so materially 
interested in the value to the nation of such an exposition of 
American and Oriental industries and equally sharers in the 
patriotic spirit which the commemoration of such a remarkable 
period must inspire, the nation is asked to extend its official 
sanction, patronage, and aid. The Senate has already acted and 
now we ask the consideration of this House. 

We appreciate the responsibility we assume in thus inviting 
and soliciting Governmental recognition and have estimated the 
full meaning of such a course. Only because the event to be cele
brated is one of the most memorable in our country's history, and 
because of the matelial benefits to follow to all our people by hav
ing such an observance at the particular time and particular place 
on the Pacific Ocean, fronting, as it does, America's future mar
ket, with more than one-half the world's population, do we ask the 
consideration of Congress. The President of the United States, 
in his recent message, has already recommended suck aid by Con
gress, and, in referring to the acquisition of the Oregon country, 
has suggested much for American thought when he says that it 
made ''ready the way for our ascendency in the commerce of the 
greatest of oceans." 

THE FOUR GREATEST EVE..WS. 

As an illustrious event and worthy of a great nation's most lib
eral observance, it ranks fourth in American history among the 
greatest events in the territorial and industrial progress of our 
country. Three of these have been spendidly recognized and 
aided by the American Congress. Shall the fourth and last of 
these be not also substantially, if not so liberally, provided for? 
And what are these four greatest events, in their order, to which 
we attach importance in our country? They are the discovery of 
this continent, om· birth as a nation, the cession of the vast empire 
between the Mississippi and the Rocky Mountains, and, lastly, the 
acquisition on the Pacific of that immense domain from the sum
mit of the Rockies to what was then the Spanish country, on the 
line of the forty-second parallel of north latitude, and which made 
us a nation from ocean to ocean and gave us for the first time a 
hold on the shore line of the Pacific Ocean. It would indeed be a 
bold stretch of the imagination to conceive of any single result 
in the future ages of territorial aggrandizement surpassing in 
importance or more worthy of remembrance than either of those 
mentioned. 

The World's Columbian Exposition a.t Chicago in 1892 was the 
commemoration of the four hundredth anniversary of the dis
covery of America by Columbus. It equaled if it did not excel 
in magnificence, in representation of the world powers, and in its 
collection of exhibits of the hand and brain of man any exposi
tion that had ever preceded it in this or any other land. It was 
indeed the spectacle of the nations. Our Government contributed 
from the National Treasury$5,384,737, while many millions were 
contributed by States and Ten-itories and from other som·ces. This 
was only a fitting memorial of the great disco-very of a new world, 
as it was also a tribute of all the nations to the memory of the 
daring, patient, and persevering navigator, to whose skill, confi
dence, and constancy the end was wrought, as it was no less a 
reminder of that other magnificent personage-Queen Isabella of 
Spain-who pledged her jewels and the revenues of the Kingdom 
of Castile, and thus money was raised and the ships fitted out, 
without which the New World perhaps had remained undiscov
ered for an indefinite period later. 

The exposition at Philadelphia in 1876, though earlier, was an
other great exposition of our nation~s industrial advance. It was 
also the centennial anniversary of the immortal Declaration of 
Independence and the establishment of a republic-the first Re
public in the western world. It reminded us of the nation's 
builders-of Washington, of Hamilton, of Jefferson, and their 
illustrious compeers. Here, too, was an exhibit, as at the great 
Columbian jubilee at Chicago. of American development in the 
arts and sciences, and of the mines, the fisheries, the forests and 
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fields of the nation. The Government contributed liberally in aid 
of this most successful undertaking, both in money, loans, and 
exhibits. Passing by the intervening and lesser expositions of 
New Orlean . Louisville, Cincinnati. Atlanta, Nashville Omaha, 
Buffalo. Charleston, and the foreign expo itions at London, Eng
land Vienna in Austria, Sidney in New South Wales, ~:1elbourne 
in Australia. Berlin in Germany, Barcelona and Madrid in Spain, 
Brn els in Belgium, Bergen in Norway, and the three great ex
positions in Paris, all of which our country liberally aided, to that 
of Paris, in 1890, with 1,722.504 alone I reach that in our own na
tion which is to commemorate the third great event in our coun
try' advancement, and which Congress has munificently aided
the St. Louis Exposition of 1904. 

The appropriation made by Congress for this equals 6.478.000. 
If the money contribution is large. so is the subject of the Loui
siana purchase. which it aids to commemorate, one of large con
ception. No le"S a celebration would be commensurate with such 
an august event. As it has in the past, so it will forever figure 
as a mighty factor in the destinies of this nation. It may be said, 
too, if the appropriati·m is large. so is the country large which 
now makes it. To that purchase it is indebted for a domain 
within one-fourth as large as the original area of onr nation to 
which it wa attached. Compared with the Old World powers. it 
exceeds in area Great Britain Germany, France. Spain, Portugal, 
and Italv-aD combined. Within that purchase there have been 
formed. ~in whole and in part, twelve States of the Union, and all 
of the Indian Territory, with part of Oklahoma. It gave and 
made safe to us the control of one of the greatest rivers of the 
earth. 

It removed the presence of rival foreign nations whose adjacent 
territory occasioned t:onstant vexation and constant menace. It 
gave us a tanding for the fust time among the great powers. 
Never before. since time began, was so vast an empire acquired 
by peaceful methods, and never before was snch a conquest, even 
when obtained by war. held unbroken by the conqueror that se
cured it. Let it also be remembered that this was the begimring 
of territorial expansion by this Republic under the Constitution. 
It was Napoleon. with his keen foresight and knowledge of events, 
who. when he bad concluded the negotiation for the cession, said 
with much feeling: 

This acce ·on of territory strengthens forever the power of the United 
StAte . and I have just given to England a. maritime rival that will sooner or 
later humble her pride. 

l\larbois, Napoleon's negotiator, in commenting on the magni
tude of the prize, in after years, said: 

In,. ... ;tead of the cess1on of a. town and its inconsiderable territory.., a. vast 
portion of Amt>J'ica was in ome sort offered to the Uni .d States. They 
only ru ked for the mere rtght of navign.ting the llil;sis.<ti.vpi and their sov-
ertihmty w boat to be extended over the largest rivers of the world. 

Of the illu trious Jefferson. the master mind, and of his two 
diplomatic repre entatives at Paris, it can well be conceded that 
they achieved. if not the greatest, one of the greatest of peaceful 
trh:i.mphs in the world' history, of which an historian has said 
th · tit •· Tanked in hi torical importance next to the Declar~tion 
of Independence and to the adoption of the Constitution." Liv
ingston. after signing hi name to the precious treaty. arose. and 
shaking bands with Monroe and with Marbois, with marked emo
tion, said: 

We ha.ve lived long, but this is the noblest work of on.r lives. 
Congre s made no mistake in its generous appropriation for the 

centennial celebration of such a glorious incident in our country's 
annals. 

The Lewis and Clark exploration. which marks the fourth great 
stride in the march of American progre , i worthy of our coun
try s kindest consideration. The cession of which it form a most 
important element of title, and which gave us our first o.utlet to 
the Pacific. is un.like any which has preeeded or followed 1t. The 
di.·covery by Captain Gray of the Columbia River in 1792 laid 
our original claim to the Oregon country. This claim, however, 
w eriously questioned. Spain asserted a right, based upon 
prior discovery and even upon occupancy. 

OLAIM' TO OREGON COUNTRY. 

The voyages of the p nisb navigator Maldonado in 1528, of San 
Juan de ~'uca in 1 !'192, with many others. and e~'Pecially those under 
Galiano and V old as late as 1192, e.xtendt>d as far north as the 
forty-seventh degree of north latitude. Ont> of our negotiator , 
Mr. Calhoun. in our controversy "ith Great Britain as to our claim 
admitted Spain's superior right when in his famous argument he 
said of the Spaniards: " They discovered and explored not only 
the entire co st of what is now the Oregon territory, but still 
farther north," and he contended that these were · · facts too wdl 
established to be controvel'ted at this day.'' He further referred 
to what he insisted was the" incontestable claim to the discov
ery of the mouth of the river (Colombia) by Heceta," and be 
made a strong point against t he British claim when in his reply 
to the English negotiator he reminded him of his own fatal ad-

mission that H eceta, the Spaniard , was the first discoverer of the 
Columbia as far back as August 15, 1775. 

Not alone the Spanish, but the British claims troubled our early 
statesmen. The British put in evidence the memorable expedi
tion of Sir Alexander MacKenzie, which came overland. starting 
October 10, 1792, and crossing the Rocky Mountains, following 
partly down the Fraser River, and thence westward to the Pacific 
Ocean, reaching there July 22, 1793. Evidence of Captain Cook's 
voyages was submitted, in which it was shown that he had pro
ceeded as far north as Alaska in 1776. Captain Mears was not for
gotten. Then was shown the explorations by sea of Vancouver, 
in 1790, and in that year also it was claimed that Spain, by the 
N ootka convention, acknowledged to Great Britain at least a right 
of joint occupancy. 

SE'l"l'LEME1l.'T THE REST TITLE. 

We therefore can not rely on Gray's discovery alone for our 
claim. It was that which followed which forms our strongest 
claim, for it is not the mere sailing in and out of a river for the first 
time which constitutes the sole basis of title. That entrance must 
be followed up by occupancy and possession. As a matter of fact, 
De Soto wa~ the first discoverer of the :Mississippi River. and after 
his death his party followed down the stream from the point of 
discovery to its entrance into the Gulf. July 18, 1543; and if this 
alone were sufficient, Spain and not France could have had a 
superior claim to the country. While La Salle's di covery was 
not until 1682, his act was followed promptly by French coloni
zation and exploration, and governmental authority was extended 
over the country in the name of France. 

The discovery of Gray was not followed np by exploration or 
other act on the part of our countrymen until thirteen years after, 
when Lewis and Clark entered the country at the headwater of 
the Columbia and. like La Salle on the Miss:il sippi, followed the 
river to its entrance into the ocean. This expedition was further 
like that of La Salle in so much as it was under governmental 
authority, and further. that it was followed up a ft>w years later 
by the occupation of Astor, near the month of the river. and other 
American occupancy and settlement, including the re' inqnish
ment of Spain ·a rights in 1819 and the declaration in Congress 
in 1820 of our claim to the country. 

THE REAL DI COVERERS. 

Had the English or the Spanish. for instance, foUowed Gray's 
discovery by occupa-tion and settlement before Lewis and Clark, 
it wonld have defeated our claim. Therefore. it is jm;t to say 
that Lewis and Clark were the greater discoverers of the oun
try, and a better title is based on that than on Gray's mere 
entrance in the Columbia in 1792. They con tructed habitations, 
lived in the country during the winter of 1 0:>-6. pun~ued ian~ -
tigations. and procured valuable data as to the native population, 
the climate. the natural resources. the navigable waterways. and, 
especially, the character of the entrance of the Columbia River 
into the ocean. The journey of the e intrepid explorers and 
thosewho accompanied them marked an era in t he long history 
of explorations. and they gave to the world the fir, t authentic 
and detailt>d information as to this new world on the Pacific. 
Even the nations which first explored the bore of this great ocean 
in the north west knew for the first time the opportunities they 
had neglected. 

Jefferson. the originator, the patron, and adviser of the expedi
tion. was delighted witb the results achieved. although years be
fore commencing with John Ledyard at Paris he was urgent for 
the same explor< tion. and even on a more extended scale, and 
which as a matter of fact was commenced hut failed in its fli'st 
part. His fertile brain at once exerted itRelf for the utilization 
of the advantage dli closed in Lewis and Clark 's report. He was 
quick to perceive the future part this natlon was to play in the 
affairs of the world, especially with the Orient. now since we were 
to extend our territorial limits from ocean to O<.·ean. He also 
knew that we derived no claim to this country by rea. on of the 
Louisiana purcha e. He instructed l'r1r.l\1adi on to say to Monroe 
and Pinckney July 30. 1807. in referring to the treaty of the Lou
isiamJ. purchase, not to make this claim. as it coald ··have little 
other effect than as an offensive intimation to Spain that our 
claims extend to the Pacific.'' 

Marbois, Napoleon's negotiator, in referring to the Louisiana 
purcha e. said: ··The shore of the western ocean wer certainly 
not included in the cession, but the United States are already 
there." 

This statement was written in his History of Louisiana after 
Lewis and Clark's explora.tinn of the country. Mc.M ter, in 1 ·a 
History of the People of tbe United States, says: 

Never a.t any time did Oregon form part of Loui,-iana. Mar bois denied it. 
J efferson denied it. There is not a fragment of evidE>nc in its behalf. 

Jll:FVERSON li'AVOR.ED OCCUPANCY. 

J effer son wisely r easoned that we must maintain our claim to 
t he country by occupancy, and to this end he con-esponded with 
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John Jacob Astor shortly after the return of Lewis and Clark, 
and he promised him that "every reasonable patronage and facil
ity in the power of the Executive will be afforded.'' He believed 
that trade would invite settlement and he expressed the hope that 
"the whole of the Indian trade would pass into the hands of our 
own citizens." 

He was already familiar with the large and rich traffic then 
carried on from southern California to Bering Sea by the ships 
from several nations, including our own, in the fur trade. The 
first ac1mal settlement after Lewis and Clark was that in the 
spring of 1810, when some traders arrived in the Columbia River 
on the ship Albatross, Captain Smith, of Boston, and these people 
cleared and fenced the land on which they located, and were the 
first to cultivate the soil. Following Jefferson's assurances of 
patronage, Astor's party reached the Colm;nbia th~ next ye.ar, a?-d 
making a location near the mouth, named 1tAstona.. Their ship, 
the Tonquin, arrived safely around Cape Horn from New York, 
and though the war of 1812, the capture of Astoria, and the 
treachery and dissension in the Astor company destroyed that en
terprise, yet the American spirit of colonization and exploitation 
was now awakened, and other ventures by our countrymen 
quickly followed after the close of the war and the relinquish
ment of the Astoria post. 

JOINT OCCUPATION 

The Northwest Fur Company, a British-Canadian association, 
however occupied the Astoria site, and this power continu~d 
until merged into the more famous Hudson Bay Company, m 
1823. This powerful monopoly thereafter dominated the country 
from the Rocky Mountains to the Spanish boundary, and exerted 
a controlling influence on the trade with the natives until the 
American settlers had arrived in such numbers as to challenge 
and arrest this influence and control in the assertion of the supe
rior American claim to all that country. In 1818 the British 
and Americans entered into a treaty of joint occupancy, whereby 
it was agreed'' that any country that may be claimed by either on 
the northwest coast of America, westward of the Stony Moun
tains * * * should be free and open for the term of ten years 
to the vessels and subjects of the two powers." This was a prac
tical admission of both parties of the uncertain title of either to 
the whole country, and was an element of trouble to our coun
try in later years, when we claimed an exclusive right as far north 
as 54 o 40' north latitude. 

The British Government, by this clever advantage on the part 
of its diplomats, gained more than it could have acquired ~:md~r 
any principles of international law. It was a Representative :m 
Comrress from Virginia, Dr. Floyd, who in 1820-21 first invoked 
the ~id of Congress for the military occupation of the country 
and for the establishment of civil government. He moved for 
the appointment of a select committee to investigate and report. 
He introduced later a bill having the same object in view, and in 
addition providing for land grants to settlers. This bill passed 
the House, but met with defeat in the Senate. At this early period 
Thomas H. Benton, of Missomi, became active in the Senate for 
the same recognition of our right to the Oregon country. Presi
dent Monroe in his message to Congress urged the establishment 
of a military post at the mouth of the Columbia River, and Presi
dent John Quincy Adams was earnest in his assertion of the 
American claim. 

OUR RIGHTS ASSERTED. 

How these early statesmen felt upon this question can best be 
gleaned from a speech delivered by a Massachusetts Representa
tive, wherein he said: 

All we reach the Rocky Mountains we would be unwise did we not pass 
the narrow space which separates the mountains from the ocean to secure 
advantages far greater than the existing ad-vantages of all the country be
tween the Mississippi and ~e ~ountains. Sir, om: national bound!!-l'Y is the 
Pacific Ocean. The swelling tide of our population must and will roll on 
until that mighty ocean limits our ~erritorial empire. The~, with two <?Ceall!> 
washing our shores, the commere1al wealth of the world 1s ours, and Imagi
nation can hardly conceive the grea.tness, the grandeur, and the power that 
await us. 

In 1827 the treaty of joint occupancy was renewed so far that 
it was continued until either party should give notice to the other 
of its termination. Each year thereafter our people became bet
ter informed as to the value and extent of the country, but for a 
long interval both parties seemed to be waiting for the other to 
move, until in January, 1839, Senator Linn, of Missouri, pre3ented 
to the United States Senate petitions from American residents in 
the far-off Oregon country asking for protection and also reciting 
the advantages of the country. In December of that year the 
same Senator introduced a resolution claiming an indisputable 
right to the whole region, declaring that it would never be aban
doned and requesting the President to notify the British Govern
ment 'of the termination of the joint occupancy after twelve 
months' notice, and further providing for 640 acres of land to each 
inhabitant over 18 years of age after five years' residence and cul
tivation. Other petitions and other bills were later introduced by 

this same long-tried and constant friend of the American pioneers. 
In 1843 he died, but not until in the same year he had the supreme 
satisfaction of securing the passage of his last bill through the 
Senate. This was at once understood by the thousands who con
templated going to the Oregon country as an assm·ance that legis
lation would soon extend the jmisdiction and laws of the United 
States over the entire domain in dispute. 

EMIGRATION ENCOURAGED. 

A widespread feeling throughout the nation expressed itself in 
favor of our Glaims, and in the mass meetings and conventions 
held there were heard the murmurs of the sound soon to become 
so general among the people of '' Fifty-four forty or fight.'' Large 
bodies of emigrants, encouraged by the promising outlook, com
menced their long journey to the Pacific. Six months were con
sumed by the weary caravans across the wide and seemingly 
never-ending plains and over the lofty mountain summits, until 
near the close of the year the march, beset with so many p91ils, 
adventures, and sufferings, ended upon the ebbing tides of the 
great Pacific. From Congress there came increased assurances 
that the nation would stand by and protect its distant home seek
ers. Senator Benton, in speaking to the Linn bill, said: 

We must give inducements also, and our inducement must be lands and 
protection. * * * The Senator from Ohio was treadin~ in the tracks of 
Jefferson-perhaRs without having read his recommendatiOn-when he pro
posed in his speech of yesterday to plant 56,000 settlers with their 56,000 rifles 
on the banks of the Oregon. 

And he said: 
Emigration is the only thing which can save the country from the British, 

acting through their powerful agent, the Hudson Bay Company. 

President Van Buren and President Tyler both urged the policy 
of placing gardsons along the route for the protection of the emi
gTation. The Wilkes expedition by sea and the Fremont expe
dition by land were the first effective services by governmental 
auth01ity since Lewis and Clark. 

The official information furnished the A.medcan people by these 
journeys, like that by the Virginia explorers, was specially valued 
because of its accuracy and detail. In 1843 there assembled at a 
point in the State of Missouri people from many parts of the 
Union-all intent upon undertaking the long journey. The as
semblage started in the month of May and was the largest move
ment yet seen. It was in this emigration the first wagons were 
successfully hauled across the American continent to reach the 
Columbia River and the settlements, and gave proof to the world 
that overland emigration, with this degree of comfort, was prac
ticable. The settlements thus far were composed of a mixed pop
ulation of English, Americans, French Canadians, and half-breed 
Indians. There were some still living in the country who had 
seen Captain Gray in his ship, the Columbia, in 1792, and later 
Lewis and Clark and the builders of American Astoria, and some 
of the then settlers had been members of these last explorations. 
The first thought, so natural to the American element, was that 
of civil government. 

THE PIONEER GOVER~. 

Repeated petitio~ to Congress for protection were in vain, and 
the necessity for some code of laws for the safety of life and prop
erty became each day more indispensable. Disappointed and dis
couraged with the slow action of our Government, these people 
at last determined to protect themselves and to provide a local 
government, and to this end, on May 2, 1843, a meeting of the few 
settlers was held pursuant to previous notice given. Here, then, 
was to be decided for the first time by popular vote whether civil 
government by the people and for the people should be secured 
for the great empire west of the Rocky Mountains. The British 
Hudson Bay Company had many adherents among the settlers, 
who had once been in its service and who remained friendly to its 
jurisdiction and control, and they opposed any authority which 
might conflict with it. The assemblage was held in an open field 
not far from the present capital city of the State, at a place known 
as Champoeg-an Indian word, signifying " the place of the 
camp." The vote was on the adoption of the report of a commit
tee for a temporary government of the people and was declared 
to be lost. This result was unexpected. Amid great excitement 
a division was demanded. 

Upon a division those who favored the report ranged on the 
right, while those opposed filed to the left. The result of the 
count showed 52 for the motion and 50 against. A majority 
of 2 had won the day. A shout of triumph on the part of the 
A.medcans greeted the happy announcement, and thus was laid 
the primitive foundation for civil government from which three 
States and parts of two others have been formed. A code of 
laws·was prepared, which, being submitted to another assem
blage of the settlers on July 4 of the same year, was adopted. At 
the same time executive officers were elected, and on this day tae 
first popular government for the Oregon country went into effect. 
In 1845 the organic law was remodeled, and George Abernethy 
was later on elected the executive of the provisional government. 



28[2 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. MARon 4 

The example of this little republic on the far-away Pacific cnt 
off from all the world and without the recognition or support of 
any other government, was a theme of wide discussion throuO'h
out the nation, and it did more to hasten the final declaration 
against Great Britain for a definite acknowledgment of our rights 
than any event which had preceded it. 

Better than all, this infant confederacy of American pioneers was 
at once successful, harmonious, and prosperous. They were soon 
confronted with an Indian war, directly occasioned by the massacre 
of Doctor Whitman and his missionary associates. The incoming 
emigration was threatened with annihilation. and even a general 
attack on the settlements was for a while feared. Troops were 
1·aised and a disciplined body of men was immediately pnt in the 
field and marched to the enemy's country and there, at a distant 
point, in a winter campaign, they met the hostiles in several en
gagements and severely punished them. The murderous Indians, 
who were at the massacre, were surrendered up, tl"ied by a jury, 
convicted, and by a court sentenced to death, and executed under 
the forms of law. This vigorous action of the new government 
gained for it not oilly the fear and respect of the Indians, but 
likewise a necessary regard for the settlers themselves. These 
stirring scenes among the pioneers only increased the popular 
feeling at home and accelerated action at Washington City. The 
Presidential campaign of 1844. in which the Oregon -qnestion. was 
paramount, resulted in the ~lection of President Polk~ He made 
known his views officially in his inaugural address, wherein he 
said: 

It wl11 become mr. duty to assert and maintain by all constitutional means 
the right of the Umted States to that portion of our territory which lies be
yond the Rooky Mountain~. Our title is clear and unquestiotlll.ble and already 
our people are preparing to perfect that title by occupying it with their wives 
and children. 

TERRITORIAL GOV1ffiNliE.I\"T. 

At last the long-drawn struggle was ended in the treaty between 
the two nations by which the forty-ninth degree of north latitude 
was recognized as our northern boundary June 15, 1846. Terri
torial government was extended over the country August 14, 184.8, 
and General Joseph Lane, of Indiana, a. distinguished general of 
the Mexican war, became the first Territorial governor. He was 
six months in reaching his post of duty, and there at Oregon City 
on lfarch B, 1849, he unfurled the flag 'Of our Union for the first 
time over all the domain west of the Rocky Mountains and north 
of the Spanish possessions, and proclaimed the authority and the 
protection of the laws of the United States. The little republic 
of the provisional government, which had so heroically, so ably, 
and so faithfully served ita mission, gracefully and gladly yielded 
np its authority to the greater power and retired from a further 
place in history, but not from the grateful memory which will 
ever regard it as the " Crowning glory of the American pionoor" 
and as a. monument of the fidelity of the true citizen to law and 
order. 

AREA Al\'D RESOURCES. 

And what is the area of this peaceful conquest? It is four times 
larger than all the New England States. Greater than combined 
New York Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and Maryla.nd. 
It exceeds the combined area of the German Empire, Switzerland, 
Denmark, Belgium, and the Netherlands. And what has been 
the development and industrial advancement and the productive 
wealth of this country, which ~mly fifty-five years ago was in its 
infancy? The gold and silver alone since mined in that country 
aggregates the enormous sum of $125,979,918. The census of 1900 
shows for that year $175.000.000 in manufactures, 3,106,.000 in 
live stock, 41,737.683 bushels of wheat, and 15,490,132 bushels 
of oats, about 40.000,000 pounds of wool, and over 21,000,000 
pounds of hops, with over 3,000,000 tons of hay. In hops Oregon 
and Washington produce more than half that of the whole 
nation. 

There has been paid in the Treasury from that eonntry a grand 
total of $54:, 69,057, proceeds from customs, revenue taxes, and 
land sales. The total of all classes of property is now approxi
mately $2,000,000,000. Individual bank deposits in the national, 
foreign, and private banks in the three States of Oregon, Wash
ington, and Idaho show about $120,000,000, the deposita for the 
national banks alone equaling in last year nearly $60.000,000. It 
has a. foreign commerce equaling $60.000,000. Less than one year 
ago a ship cleared from Portland, Oreg., with 87,276 barrels of 
flour and 500 tons of wheat. This beats the record. Three years 
ago another ship cleared from Puget Sound carrying a single 
cargo of 360,000 bushels of wheat, while last year Oregon and 
Wa hington alone shipped to the world's markets about one
seventh of all the wheat of our entire nation. The trade in lum
ber ranks high. In a recent year there was shipped from Oregon 
and 'Vashington 3,500,000,000 feet of merchantable lumber to the 
leading markets, one contract being for the Philippines, embracing 
11,0 0,000 feet, and itcan besaidthatthestandingtimberin these 
two States equals one-fourth that for the entire nation. 

WITHOUT LEWIS AND OLA.RK NO PACIFIO COA..ST PO SESSIONS. 

Nor do om obligations to Lewis and Clark and to the foresight 
of Thomas Jefferson and to our early state men and pioneers eni 
with the Oregon country. Let us rememuer that without this 
there would have been no inducement for the acquisition of the 
Mexican possessions. embracing what is now the great State at 
California, with Nevada. Utah, and parts of Colorado and Wyo
ming, with the splendid Territorie of New Mexico and ArizonL 
Here alone is an area of 523.802 square miles, not including the 
Gadsden purchase of 23.175.000 acres later. Had we not already' 
secured the Oregon country, our nation wonld never have san&
tioned the military operations in the Mexican territory in 184&, 
following the war, and these po sessions would not now be our 
We can proceed still further and say that Alaslra would not ha 
been thought of for American purchase, nor would Hawaii, nor 
the Philippines, and the other isla.nd posse sions in the Pacific. 
The guns of Dewey may have sounded in Manila Bay and the 
Spanish fleet may have been vanquished, but without the Oreg 
country the Paris treaty would never have included for the 
United States any of Spain's territory on that ocean. 

Thus do we trace the ten"itorial progress of our nation from the 
exploration of Lewis and Clark, with the wealth, resources, an • 
capabilities based on their discovery, until we have become a 
world power and the wonder of history. 

The future is already upon us, and the last wish of old Tom 
Benton, that he might live to behold the meeting of the Occident 
and the Orient at the month of the Columbia, has been more than. 
realized. We have. indeed, already entered upon the prophesiee 
of Humboldt and Seward, who both fifty years ago C{)uld forese& 
the Pacific Ocean as the IJlace of battle for the commercial sn-. 
premacy of the world. 

PAODriC COAST A. OOlDrfERCIA.L ADVANTAGE. 

That battle is now on. One of its elements of advantage is~ 
close intimacy with the consuming or importing nations. Th~ 
means an. a.cqnaintance with the varieties and the qualities and 
prices of the import products, as well as a close intermingling 
with the peoples who are chiefly consumers of the products of th4 
selling or exporting nations. To this end an exposition is an ob-
ject lesson and an introduction, and the trade which immediately 
follows is worth more to the nation a hundredfold than it co ts. 
So well attested is this that we know of single exhibitors who 
paid as high as $100,000 as their contribution to the Philadelphi& 
Exposition, knowing. as they did, that this was an investment well 
made for their own commercial benefit. 
. With the United States the necessity is tn increased market. 
for the future. We sell to the world's markets $1'i8,B9S,451 
more than we buy. This balance of trade, which comes to us m 
the gold of the world, exceeds the annual yield of all the gold an 
silver mines of the earth. But how long can this continue? Sue 
a tremendous drain upon the earnings of the buying countries of 
the western nations has compelled them to con ult their own. 
safety while it is yet time. Germany is imitating the produo
tion of our leading exports to that country so closely as to reduce 
in a marked degree our sales in some commoditi~ . while England. 
is importing our improved machinery, laying aside and abandon
ing as obsolete its own antiquated and costly machinerv, and w 
even importing the skilled Americans to supervise it. ~lore than 
this, that nation is now agitated as never before as to the nee 
sity for imposing such duties upon many of our products heretG
fore free as will lessen our exportation. Other nations are likewise 
asking themselves: Howmuchgreaterand mor( far-reaching shall 
this Ame1"ican invasion into our industrial field extend? As a 
prudent nation we may apply to onr trade conditions the m..a.x:im: 
" In time of peace prepare for war." 

THE FUTURE YARKET. 

With our present productive energy, stimulated by constant!)' 
increasing facilities and with cheaper transportation, we shall in
crease our enormous surplus, and therefore more than ever we 
shall ask the question: ''Where shall we secure the market 
place?" We have expanded our area and our productive ca.pacity1 

and now we must expand the market place. We must do th:i!f 
before our competitors shall reach that place. We should ado~ 
every proper element conducive to this end. In om· rch we 

.lect Asia and Oceania as the objective points. And why7 
Tho e countries produce the articles of which we produce the 
least, and of which even now we import an amount equaling one
half of our imports from all the world! For all time this import 
mu t continue and increase. On the other hand. the products in 
which tho countries produce the least and will perhaps buy the 
most are those in which we above all nations excel. Th e prod
ucts form a large proportion of our surplus. Indeed, of this very 
surplus those nations already buy of us goods to the extent iD. 
value of 8100,000.000 annually, while our purchases last year ol. 
their tropical pradr:.cts a.moun ed to $400,000,000, or nearly on&
half our total imports from all nations. In fact, our nation con-
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sumes more of such products than any other nation. It will, 
1 

WY.STERN INFLIJENUE m>ox ASIA. 

therefore, be- natural~ as it will be to their interest to favor a Perh-aps India is the fairest sam"{}le of the effects of civilization 
traffic with S11Ch a nation·. To extend our sales to such a market upon increased wants, improved tastes; with increased imports. 
the energy and the caJ!ital of our countrymen are straining at· every It was not until 1858 that the British Government acquired full 
point. control in India.. TheiL post-offices, railways, wagon roads, 

THE ORIENT AMERICA's PRIZE. bridges, telegraph lines~ and the other advant.ages of a civilized 
Great ocean fleets are already engaged in the oriental trade and commercial age followed. The imports have since grown. 

from and. to the Pacific. Cable lines communicate between the fmm_ about 75,000,000 to $264 000,000 at present, and the ex
two shores and with the intermediate stations on our island pos- ports since then are from $13a,OOO,OOO to $403,000 000 at present. 
sessions. Everyyear American enterprise and American capital Here the population is about one-fifth that of the earth, while 
show increased gains in our commerce. While in ten years past the area exceeds one-half that of the· United States. And it is 
our imports from all countries increased 10 per cent, those from further shown to be true in this case that the nation which. is 
Asia and Oceania increased 50 per cent. Our sales increased in closest in contact deriwsthe greatest advantage. The British as 
the ten years from $40,000.000 to $115,000,000, or an increase of a result have-64 per cent of the-imports of India, while but 2 per 
180 per cent, as against 50 per cent increa.seof total exports to all cent are from the United States; and yet 50 percent of India's 
nations. The advantage of our positiun on the Pacific shores is foreign purchases are of articles of which we are the greatest 
apparent. We own a greater coast line on this ocean than any . producers on earth. 
other country. Upon that shore we face more than one-half the As showing the refati'Ve progress between India, which is open 
ea1'th'.s-pop$tion and one-third the earth's area. Weare nearer to the world's commerce- and stimulated bywestern influence. 
that area than are our competitors. While our European rivals compare with China, which has so long existed under a policy of 
have three oceans to cross to reach those countries, we have but exclusion with the-world, even nowmany of her ports remain
one. In our commerce. with_ Europe we must cross the Atlantic ing closed to foreign commerce, and-note that India is a buyer of 
and then compete with our Eurol!Ban rival in his own market, the world s products to the extent of 80 per cent per capita of her 
while in the Asiatic market we meet him orr equal terms. To population, while China is a buyer of but 50 per-cent per capita, 
reach there we have convenient way stations in the great ocean, India has a total foreign commerce of $.2 per capita, while China 
such as Hawaii, Wake ISland, Guam, and the Philippines. To has a.foreign: commerce ofbnt-80 centsl_Jer capita. Our increas
the American shipper these are of · inestimable advantage in case ing commerce with China, however, is one of the honefulsigns~ 
of war, of shipwreck, of fnel or food shortage, of reP.air, or for Only recently two additional ports heretofore close<Lwere opened 
communication by the cable lines. These places are like so many to our coiD.IIl.Bl:Ce. This market should enlist our. earnest and 
stepping-stones across the wide expanse. liberal attention:-. The Chinese. are- by nature among the most in-

LEWIS .AND CLARK.. EXPOSITION AE Am·. du.stri.ons of, people. While their wage-earnings are the lowest 
The Lewis and Clark Exposition, when held on the same ocean on_ earl~ they are yet·free with. their earnings. If we shall in

facing the Orient and connected as now with a. large fleet of steam- fuse- them with ol11" western.. energy and modern methods they will 
ers from the Pacific ports, will greatly tend to induce the Asiatics increase-their productiYe capacity and. earnings and. they will be
to visit us and to view our resom·ces and productions and to in- come generous customers of our country: Should. we in time 
troduce to us not only themselves but their own products at our ~cure their-trade oro~y $4 ~r capita, th.atrwonld equal. the com
exposition. I lay down the fundamental proposition.. that the bined annual sales of·this nation nowto all the world. Now their 
more you introduce to these people our modern improvements, trade with nB is brrt 5 cents per capita. Their trade with. the Brit
om: we stem ideas, our tastes, and our methods, with om: induce- ish is· mnck larger.. than with. us. Our exports to China are bnt 
ments for commercial exchange, the more.. they will cultivate such half -those of the. Bri:t:iBh. 
tastes and comforts and conveniences, and demand our products EXPosmoNS· STIMULA.TE co.IDIERcE. 
for their market plac.esA It has another effect. It encourages in- We sell to the people-of the United Kingdom prodncts awroxi-
dustrial development, and this exer.cises the ability to purchase. mating in value to $13 per capita., and may w& net hope in time 
Japan. is, perhaps, the best illustration. It has.done more to adopt and with more-favorable conditions in.China-'s,commerce and in
European progress than either of the other oriental countries. in dustlies that our trade there may reach the $4:. per capita? This 
the-same time. Her ports are open to all the world. Irerstudents is one otthe trade problems: We have extended..our.- territoryto 
are in our universities, in our workshops and agricultural and within 600 miles of:thegates.of China, and her. treaty ports are not 
mechanical colleges, and. in our. military, naval, and scientific remote-from our metropolis in .theOrient. AsHongkong inrela ... 
schools. tion to China is- a.... commercial aid to the British, why should 

They are studying our professions and our arts and literature. Manila not likewise be to our own country? This review merely 
They return and communicate their newly acquired thoughts and reminds us of our place in the race for the commercial supremacy 
skill and experience to their countrymen~ They invite and wel- of the Ea.ci:frc and the prnbability·of succeeding by maintaining 
come people of the western.nations to visit their country and to our high standard as a public-spirited.,. liberal. and progressive 
enter into commercial relations with them. This- change has all people. As a great and a rich: nation. we can afford to patronize 
been within fifty years past. Before that no foreigner was al- an. expDsition such as that-which is:'i;trcelebrate the-acquisition of 
lowed to enter their country, and no Japanese was allowed to arreml!ire after-the few people_ in that di.stantregion.. have done 
leave. Their foreign commerce ancl industrial development were- so muGh themselves toward empha.sizing an: event, of snch far
at a low ebb. Since then their acquaintance and commingling reaching benefits for all the United States and whic~ at th&aame 
with the western nations have prndnced a...marvelous imP.rove- time, on the shores of that great ocean..secured to us by the efforts 
ment in their social and· political status, and: especially in their of. the illustrious Jeiferson.. and the heroic men who in sacrifice 
commercial progress. They rank now among the nations almost and suffering explored a continent to possess, is to strengthen an 
seventh with their mercantile fleet, in which order a;Iso their influence which aids, encourages and de-velops the commerce and 
navy ranks among the navies of the world. They produce and trade-of our country at home and with all the world. 
sell more and they consume and buy more. They have verified To our foothold on these shores we base our start in the battle 
the tmth that as a nation increases its producing capacity it in- for the commercial supremacy of the Pacific and perhaps, even. 
creases its consuming: capacity and ability. They are now for the later, for the whole world. Without the exploration of Lewis and 
first time buying ..more from na than they selL to us. Clark, which gave us first . the coast-line on.. that ocean, other: 

TRA»KFOLLows CLOSER RELA.TIDNs. nations would stand to-day where we. now do and other flags 
While in the ten years past the Chinese increased their imports would float in triumph over all that· domain, extending· from_ the 

50 per cent, th&Japanes&increased th~irs over 200 per cent. mountains to the sea. Is there no meaning..inthisl 
To-day they stand high among comm.erciaJ.nations. They have PORTLAND THE APPROPRIATK ELA..CK FOR CELEBRATION. 

been the wonder of. histocy, and have won the title of the '' Yan- It is proper such an event should be celebrated the-re in.. the 
kees of the-East.'' great Columbia River Valley and at,the beautiful city of Portland, 

The Hawaiian Islands afford another illustration oi Western on the Willamette River. There and near this favored spot-were 
contact. In 1897 we-sold them our products, valued at $4,690,075. laid. many of the scenes in the cunquest of the Northwest, un
Under American control our sales increased in 1903 to $10,840,472. rivaled in history, and there in full view standout in majestic form 
So great was the Westemstimulus u:pontheirproducingcapacity the lofty, snow-cap_ped Mount Hood and the companion mounts 
and their ability to export that their sales increased from $13,- not far away, aJl bearing in their historic names the memories 
68'7 ,799 in 1897 to $26,242,869 in 1903. Their producing capacity of more than a century ago. An easy conveyance soon transports 
is now twenty times greaterthan it was at the time of our reci- us to the camp of Lewis and Clark, made famous-for all time aa 
procity treaty with them in 1876. the winter sojourn of those intrepid men, and where they laid the 

And so, too, with the Philippine Islands, which in 1897, before enduring_foundation for American empire on the Pacific. Here 
American. occnpancy, only purchased .from us $94:,597 in surplus and near here came the weary caravans, the forerunn-ers of the 
products. In 1903 they purchased of the same products over peaceful conquest·aftef thaclose of'the long_ and patient ov&land 
$4,000,000 in value. In 1897 we bonght from them only $4,383,740 journey by horse and by ox: tea~rror half a year in travel, and to 
of their products, while iiL1903 their sales. to us had increased to others the end of the long sea journey around Cape Horn. At 
$11,372,584. Vancouver, on the Columbia River-arrhour's trayel from Port-
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land-will be seen the locality of the old fort of the Hudson Bay 
Company, where the benevolent-and yet dignified and determined 
old governor, Doctor McLoughlen, ruled all that country of the 
old Oregon for nearly a quarter of a century. 

Not far away is the memorable site where in the open field the 
few American pioneers established and proclaimed civil govern
ment by the people. It is right and proper, then, that such mem
ories should excite within us emotions of the deepest character. 
Here, too, such an exposition will be an educator to the West and 
to the East-and to that farther east in the Orient. Such an expo
sition will come to the States of the Pacific 2,000 miles nearer than 
any other great exposition ever before aided by our nation. It 
will be an event of itself. Distance and expense prevented many 
of our people in the past from visiting any such an exposition 
before. If it be asked, "Will the exposition pay?" it can be 
said that no exposition was ever held in our country that did not 
pay back to the people a thousand times more than it ever cost. 
It repays its cost in money, in patriotic inspiration, in stimulus to 
material development, in industrial competition, in improved 
methods: modern ideas, and invention. The first of our great 
national-aided expositions was that at Philadelphia in 1876. Its 
effect was to change much of the taste of the American people. 
It revolutionized many industrial operations and created new 
thoughts in man. 

EXPOSITIONS EDUCATE .AND IMPROVE. 

It put millions of our people, especially in the great labor field, 
on an easier road. The factories, the fields, the forests, and the 
mines received a stimulus. It shed a new light upon the bread
winner and the toiler. It gave to the whole nation a strong lift 
in its tremendous strides in the industrial march. Greater still 
was the effect of the Chicago Exposition in 1893. And so will the 
influence be which will permeate from the St. Louis Exposition 
every remote part of the earth. While it educates and pleases 
and honors and enriches our own countrymen, it also educates 
the foreign visitor, the exhibitor, the buyer, and the seller from 
the world's great market places. A nation's exposition is ana
tion's object lesson. It is the common meeting place for the in
terchange of progressive ideas and for the exhibit of the finished 
product of the brain and hand of man, whereby the nation and 
the world may improve, that the human burden may be lightened 
and all mankind bettered thereby. Its influence is notforto-day, 
nor is it confined to any one locality. It is the mission of a useful 
thought to have neither a boundary of time nor of place. There 
never was an exposition that did not leave some part of the world 
better and wiser than before, and there is no expenditure by a 
government which inures so bountifully to the people as the ex
position which it aids, patronizes, and encourages. Let us then 
do ourselves honor and the whole country a benefit in a fitting 
observance by our nation of the centenary anniversary of the 
fourth greatest occurrence in our country's annals. [Loud ap
plause.] 

:Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. STANLEY] one hour. . 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, statistics for the year 1902 
show that twenty-Bix States within the United States produced 
in that year 821,823,963 pounds of tobacco upon a little over 
1,000,000 acres of land, this product being distributed in the vari
ous States as follows: 

Acreage, production, and value of tobacco in the United States in 1~. 

Yield Produc- Price I Total State. Acreage. per acre. tion. per value. pound. 

Acres. Pounds. Pounds. 
I 

Cents.' 
New Hampshire.-----_----- 131 1,650 216,150 16 $34,584 
Vermont ______ -------------- 191 1,800 343,800 14 48,132 
Massachusetts-------------- 4,755 1,560 7,417,800 15 1,112,670 
Connecticut--- ------------- 12 725 1, 712 21,785,200 16 3,485,632 
New York------------------ s;OO> 1 250 10,050, (XX) s · 804,!XXJ 
Pennsylvania __ --·---------- 17,269 1:275 2'2, 017' 975 6 1,321,078 

~~v~~~= = ===== :::::::::::: 34,081 625 21, ilXl, 625 6 1,278,038 
182,359 750 136, 769,2..10 7 9,573,848 

North Carolina _____________ 219,263 650 142,520,950 7 9,976,466 
South Carolina------------- 34,912 734 25 625 408 7 1, 793,779 

?l~~?i~a:: ::::::::::::::::::: 2050 670 1:373:500 19 280,965 
3:079 520 1,601,080 00 480,324 

r~rlii~==:::::::::::::::: 
648 400 259,ro:l 24: 62,208 
175 500 87 500 18 15,750 
89 375 3J:375 20 6,675 

Texas ___ ·------------------- 269 650 174,850 22 38,41l7 
Arkansas------------------- 1, ill) 640 899,200 12 107,004 
Tennessee··---------------- 59,800 650 38,889,500 6 2,333,37'0 

r~t~~~=============~ 
4,676 635 2,969,260 7 207,848 

322,194. 800 257 755 200 6 15, 46.5, 312 
62,949 885 55:709:865 7 3,899,691 

Michigan------------------- 302 765 231,000 8 18,48~ 

Bi?n~~:::: ::::::::::::::::: '1,41l9 835 6.~,615 7 436,563 
1,311 650 852,150 7 59 650 

Wisconsin------------------ 48,422 1,340 64,885,480 7 4,541:984 
Missouri_------------------- 2,140 850 1,819,!XXJ 11 200,090 

Unit-ed States-------- 1,000,7341 797.3 821, 823,963 7 57,563,510 

In the recent hearings before the Committee on Ways and 
Means it was demonstrated that the maximum amount of tobacco 
which can be cultivated by any one man is 3 acres. With 3 acres 
of tobacco to the man there are to-day as actual manual laborers 
not counting the owners of land, an army of 350,000 men whos~ 
daily bread depends upon their toil in this crop. 

Making the usual estimate of five persons to the adult male, we 
have to-day 1,700,000 men, women, and children whose lives and 
who~e living depend upon the price _of this product.. To carefully 
consider and to mere carefully act m a matter so VItally affecting 
an army larger than was ever assembled under any banner since 
the days of Xerxes is worthy the earnest attention of this the 
greatest deliberative body on earth. 

I would that this Congress were better acquainted with this 
frugal and industrious master of the small domain of a cabin and 
3 acres of land. Yon have for years and years carefully and 
justly guarded the homestead of the West. As old as your stat
utes are the provisions which exempt even from the creditor's de
mand that same homestead; and why? Because it is to the com
mon interest of all that every man between the oceans, if such a 
thing be possible, shall be the absolute owner of his own home. 

The smallest farmers in the world are the growers of tobacco. 
There is no other crop that requires the same amount of manual 
labor to the acre, the same amount of care and attention, or which, 
under ordinary conditions. will produce the same returns in dol
lars and cents per acre. Until a short time ago these men made 
upon this land from fifty to three hundred dollars an acre. It 
was the ambition of the tobacco tenant to see his little patrimony 
grow. Receiving one-half of his product for his toil, the other 
half went to the owner of the land, the man who provided him 
with teams and tools and barns. It was the hope of this toiler 
and those he loved to become the sole owner of 10 or 12 acres 
of land, a pair of mules, and a cabin; and it is the purpose of this 
Government, it is the humanity and the wisdom of the nation, 
that your most careful and gentle protection shall be thrown 
around the honest tiller of the soil, whose brightest hopes are 
clustered about a cottage and a few acres of land. 

This was no idle life led by these humble toilers. From early 
in February, when he burns his beds, until the January of the 
next year his entire time was consumed in the cultivation of this 
little handful of tobacco. Your machinery has made one man 
capable of cultivating 50 acres in corn, a few men a domain in 
hay or wheat; but you have not, nor can you, advance·one step in 
the production of tobacco by improvements in the mechanical arts. 
These plants must be drawn from the bed by hand, put in a hill 
made by hand; each leaf must be carefully guarded and pro
tected by hand; the worms and insects that destroy it must be 
removed by hand; by the hand alone it is cut and garnered. That 
is the reason why one man can only cultivate the small amount 
of 3 acres. 

There is another thing that is worthy of your attention, you 
who would alleviate the condition of the tobacco growers in 
twenty-six States of this Union. In the midst of labor broils, in 
the midst of war between employer and employee, in the midst of 
lockouts and of strikes, in a hundred years there has been no fric
tion, there has been no strife, no jar between the landlord and his 
tenant in any of those twenty-six States. Three hundred thou
S3.nd men for fifty years have tilled the soil in peace; 300,000 men 
have for half a century lived as neighbors and friends with those 
for whom they toiled, and 300,000 men have had as their sole 
ambition and highest desire to add to the column of home lovers 
and home seekers in this land. 

In the hour of his affliction, in the time of want, the landlord 
has b~en the friend and the protector of his tenant. On the fer
tile pla.ins of Kentucky and Tennessee during all this long era the 
little patches of tobacco on hill and dale have furnished to the 
tumultuous scenes of conflicting toil one quiet haven. Hope and 
peace and plenty cast their mingled delights around him. Here 
in the midst of confusion and lockouts on every hand was labor's 
very Eden. 

It was at this time, Mr. Chairman, that James B. Duke, travel
ing from the East to his home in Virginia, looked through a car 
window and, seeing one of the great tanks of the Standard Oil 
Company, turned to a gentleman beside him in that car and said, 
pointing to the great tank of the Standard Oil Company, '' That 
is what I am going to do with the tobacco business of America." 
Fired by the example of Rockefeller, determined to hold in his 
single hand a power unknown to princes or to kings, he founded 
what is known as the ''American Tobacco Company.'' The history 
of that American Tobacco Company, of that trust, for rapid in· 
crease, for multiplied and decisive victories, has no peer or paral
lel in the commercial history of the world. 

Let us see. You will remember that a short time ago every 
schoolboy had a photograph, tinted and painted, taken from 
packages of cigarettes. It marked the first battle of the Ameri
can Tobacco Company. At that time Allen & Ginter, the Mc
Kinney Tobacco Company, Goodwin & Co., and W. S. Kimball 
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were engaged in the business of manufacturing cigarettes. Ac
cording to the sworn statement of Mr. Duke, Allen & Ginter, 
the McKinney Tobacco Company, Goodwin & Co., and W. S. 
Kimball & Co. were formed into a single gigantic combination, 
with a capital stock of $44,990,000. Duke's competitors received 
$20.000,000 in ·Cash for their good will 'Ullder the sale. 

That ended competition in the making of cigarettes in the 
United States. 'Then it was this company started upon its course 
of worse than medieval war. It was net competitiun. It was 
uncompromising battle; it was destruction. They chose as their 
trade-mark a u battle-ax," .a weapon which has within it all the 
cleaving power of the saber and all the crushing weight of the 
mace, and with that "battle-ax " they determined to ruthlessly 
destroy all the manufacturers of smoking and of plug tobacco 
within the confines of the United States. 

Liggett & Meirerwere first selectea for sla11ghter. At that 
time this great firm, with a capital of over $15,000,000, with good 
will worth twice that sum, sold'' Star" tobacco t hroughout the 
whole United States. The production of that article was simply 
enormous. lt had been made for a generation. It was hoped 
by Liggett & MeireT that the quality of their goods and the char
acter of their _patronage would .Protect them from the enslaught 
af the American Tobacco Conq>any. At it they went. Every 
fence, every wall, every show window, every post and telegraph 
pole gleamed with the insignia of war of the American Tobacco 
Company, and you could see the "' battle-ax'' wherever yon 
might turn. Down went the cost of plug tobacco, down to the 
cost of production, then absolutely below the value of the simple 
tobacco in that plug. Down it went. 

Within a few months, according to the statement of .James B. 
Duke himself, he was out of pocket on that one deal the enormous 
sum of $4,000,000 cash. Liggett & Meirer crumbled and went to 
the wall, and within less than twelve months on that single deal 
the American Tobacco Company cleared $12,000,000. Then it 
was that their opponents fell like wheat before the sickle. Finzer 
Brothers, Louisville~ Finffs & Durhoffer, Louisville; Harry W eis
senger, Louisville; P. S. Sorg & Co., Middletown, Ohio; Wilson 
& ~McCauley, Middletown, Ohio; Lorillard & Co., New Jersey; 
Buchanan & Lyall, New Jersey; Bagley Tobacco Works, Toledo, 
Ohio; Daniel Scotten .& Co.~ Detroit; Liggett &.Meirer, Drum
mond & Co., Butler & Co., of St. Louis; and last of all, the Dur
ham Company went to the wall or were swallowed in the insatiate 
maw of this all-devouring trust. And remember each one of 
these great companies had a capital stock of between two and fif
teen million dollars. Within less than forty-eight months after 
that war was inaugurated they were the only makers of plug to
bacco in the world this side of the Atlantic Ocean. 

At that time 15,000,000 pounds of tobacco were every year be
ing made into snuff. The snuff manufacturers of this country 
had a combined capital of $17,000,000. Having captmed the cig
arettes., having captured the plug tobacco, having captured the 
smoking tobacco, they turned their attention to the makers of 
snuff, and in the first smoke of conflict, within a few months, 
Ivery, Owen & Co., of Lynchburg; Gail & Ax, Baltimore; Gar
rett & Oo., Philad~lphia; Stewart, Ralph & Co~, Philadelphia; 
Held & Co., New Jersey; Lorillard & Co., New Jersey; Bruton 
& Condy, Nashville, Tenn., and Blackwell & Co. were in the 
ruins. There were left in the United States only the manufac
turers of a single kind of tobacco. 

Cheap leaf and lugs were made into a long twist by taking a 
small hand of tobacco in this way [illustrating], just three or four 
leaves bound together and roughly formed, in the shape of a cigar 
and packed between cotton-seed oil or linseed oil in a cask, the oil 
being used to keep one of these lon,g strings from sticking to the 
other. It was the chea.pest tobacco known to the markets. This 
tobacco was sold in Mexico, in Central America, and on the coasts 
of Africa. It was manufactured by Hernshein Brothers, New Or
leans; W. S. Mathews & Sons and Dortch & Co., Louisville, Ky. 
They, too, met the common fate of all. This trade is entirely 
gene; the American Company to-day controlsit absolutely. The 
result of this company's operations may well fill conservative 
men with amazement. This greedy and aspiring organization 
to-day is absolute master, with the partial exception of the cigar 
trade, of a business whose retail sales amount to the enormous 
sum of $500,000,000 annually. 

It deeply -concerns men who are not interested in the tobacco 
business. It is a startling illustration of the wrecking power of 
su.ch an illegal and law-defying combination. It is high time for 
this nation to act when in a few months one slngle company can 
capture or control an army of independent dealers, constituting 
a business whose gross receipts reach the princely sum of $500,-
000,000 per annum. 

Were they satisfied with the conquest of a continent? Were 
they content? Ah, no! In its inception it was intended to be the 
conqueror of the world. The next step taken by these people 

was to. capture the markets of ihe British Government. They 
moved on the Old World. At that time in England the principal 
handl~rs and buyers of tobacce weTe composed of seventeen dif
ferent firms. You will remember that in order to ship tobacco 
into Great Britain you must pay an initial tax of 72 cents. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And you had to stem it, too, did 
you not? 

Mr. STANLEY. And you had to stem it. It must be stemmed 
and a tax of 72 cents must be paid. Now, in order to handle this 
product, which paid an import duty of 72 cents a ponndalone be
fore landing it in your warehQuse, required an enormous amount 
of money. These seventeen purchasers and importers of tobacco 
had a qapitalstock of$75,000,000; and yet when itwa~ known that 
James J3. Duke &·Co., commonly called the "Amencan Tobacco 
Company," had invaded the territory of Great Britain, that an
nouncement was followed first by a panic and then by rage. They 
carried it to the extent of a propaganda. Hostility to t1ris Amer
ican invasion was almost preached in the pulpit. 

The common people took it up; no shop, no retailer who was 
known to handle the American Tobacco Company's products 
could eommand the trade of his friends. T.heir product was bov
cotted in ~veTy city, in every crossroaa, and in every hamlet. 
Undismayed by the tremendous and stubborn opposition of the 
British Empire, they captured the great firm of Ogaen & Co., 
perh-aps the wealthiest of all the importeTs of tobacco in the 
world. The Im-perial Company, to hold the ground that it had 
gained, actually offered to divide among the dealers not handling 
the American Tobacco Company s product the sum of $500,000 in 
six months. 

They agreed to divide among these same dealers one-fifth of 
the entire profits of a business with a capital stock of $75.,000,000. 
The American com-pany, not to be outdone, offered to dealers 
handling their goods within the confines of Great Britain the 
staggering sum of $1,000,000 a yeaT for four successive years and 
all the profits of the American Tobacco Coliii>any in Great Brit
ain for the same period. That brought ihe Imperial company to 
their knees, and then they more than -surrendered. They be
trayed the interests of the people who had trusted them. They 
were conquered and then prostituted by this company. Under 
the terms of the agreement between the American company and 
the hnperial company, the Imperial company, of Great Britain, 
now itself a trust, was to have absolute· control of the markets 
in Great Britain. The American company was to have abso
lute control of 'the markets of the world. Here -axe the terms 
of that abject surrender and. shameless betrayal of the people's 
interests: 

As a....matter of fact, the treaty of peace was as.follows: The Im-perial pur· 
chased Ogden'£ at Mr. Duke's own valuation. and ga. ve the Amerlcans a. large, 
though not .a-controlling, int erest in their company. It was also a..,ooreed that 
the Imperia.lshould have the trade of Great Britain and Ireland itself. It 
was likewise arrang.ed that the American company, in w.Jrich, of course, the 
British had no interest . should t•ema:in in undisputed possession of the United 
States, Cuba, and the Pbilippines. To deal with the out.<ti.de trade the British
American Tobacco Company was formed, with both English and American 
directors, but with the America.ns in control In other words, the Imperial 
su:rren.dexed the entire foreign market -to the control of the Americans and 
gave them an interest in its own business as the price of the peace. 

Where in all this world will this tobacco thus exCluded· from 
the markets of South .Africa, North and South America, and the 
British Isles :tina a market? Weare doubly barred from the ports 
of the Continent of Europe. Inl903 we exported to Italy 37,536,-
942 pounds of American tobacco; to France, 31,557,215 pounds-; to 
Spain, 28,792,693ponnds. In 1902, to the Unit ed Kingdom, 98,727,-
979 pounds, and in 1901, to Austria, 273,937 pounds. 

Notwithstanding this enormous demand, not one onnce of this 
tobacco was bmded or received·in any of the five European coun
tries named-, except Great Britain, by any private individual. 
· In all the countries named, save Great Britain alone, the gov-. 
ernment has an absolute mono.Poly of this proanct, and the im
portation of tobacco in any form, by any-person or company not 
duly authorized by the government, is _positively forbidden., and 
these 1·estrictions are enforced with tireless and merciless exaat
ness by powerful beneficiaries of-this business. 

In each of these countries the governments, through the-ir agents, 
known as" Regie contractors," buy for their respective govern
ments such tobacco -as in their opinion will satisfy the mar~et 
therein. This tobacco is the property of the government to wJ:rich 
it is consigned, is manufactured a~d sold by the duly authonzed 
agents and officials of these vanons gov.ernm~ts, and all the 
profits derived therefrom go as reven11e directly into the .coffers 
of the state. · 

The enormous profits derived from the government ~onopolies 
in this product are clearly illustrated from the follovr:mg table,. 
giving the number of pounds exported fr?m the Umted States 
and the revenues derived therefrom. The Import duty of Great 
Britain amounts practically to a Government monopoly, and for 
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that reason I have placed this in the category of governmental 
monopqlies. 

Country. 

~~1t~~~~ i~: :~~~: ~: ~~~: ~~~~::: :~:: ~::::: ~~ ~ 
Austria, UJ01 ____ ------------------.-------------------

Exported 
from the 
United 
States. 

Po1.Lnds. 
37,536,942 
31.557,215 
28,792,693 
98,7?:/,979 

?:/3,937 

Revenue 
from tobacco 

monopoly. 

$40, 509, 256 
82 635 652 
25;809;soo 
60, 335, 6!!5 
44,675,450 

1---------1---------
Total_--------_-····---------------------------- 196,888,766 253,965,933 

An examination of the foregoing table demonstrates that to
bacco under these oppressive tmde restrictions pays into the treas
uries of five European countries annually the sum of $253,965,933. 

The tobacco imported into these countries comes almost entirely 
from America, in which event we are confronted with this sur
prising state of affairs: One hundred and ninety-six million eight 
hundred and eighty-eight thousand seven hundred and sixty-six 
pounds of tobacco, purchased at from 3 to 4 cents per pound, un
der the manipulations of mo:t:opolies and import duties in GrEat 
Britain and Europe, are made to pay into the treasuries of these 
governments a revenue of $253,965,933, or an average of $1.29 per 
pound. 

:1fr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where does the gentleman take 
his statistics from? 

Mr. STANLEY. The most of them are estimates made by the 
Census Department, in the Bureau of Labor and Commerce. 
Now, this last deal with the Imperial company encompassed the 
absolute dominion of the entire tobacco crop of the world. There 
are in this country, as you who raise tobacco know, contractors 
called" Regie contractors," and they are well named, with that 
naked Latin ablative. They are buyers from the king, commis
sioned by the crowned beads whom they represent. They are 
the only living men who can ship one ounce of tobacco into these 
countries. They have absolute dominion and control of that 
product. 

Now, the American Tobacco Company and the Imperial Tobacco 
Company called into its councils the official buyers of France, 
Italy, the Netherlands, Spain, and Portugal, and they said to 
them: "We have it within our power to say that no two men 
shall ever bid upon the same tobacco plant anywhere in the 
world." They said to the buyer from Spain,;, Where have you 
been buying tobacco?" "Why, in Robinson County, Tenn." 
They said to the buyer from Italy, "Where have you been buy-
ng your tobacco?" "In Graves County, Ky." "How many 

acres of toba~co can your Government consume in a year?" So 
many hundred acres. " We will give you dominion over that, 
and no other one of us will go into that territory." And so these 
men, these imperial agents. these buyers for kings, and still more 
powerful than the kings and the princes, the Imperial Tobacco and 
American Tobacco companies, looked out from their lofty height 
and parceled out your country, sir, and mine, to he henceforth 
the home alone for vassals and for slaves. [Applause.] 

You can go anywhere to-day in Kentucky or Tennessee, and, I 
presume, into other States, and where you find upon a bundle of 
tobacco the hated seal of the Kings of Spain or Italy there is no 
other buyer in the world who will dare to touch that tobacco. In 
my town, the greatest leaf-tobacco market in the world, these 
buyers have commissioned one single man, one single soul--think 
of it!-to buy 100,000,000 pounds of tobacco, if need be. He has 
his instructions. A load of tobacco comes up and he says, .''Send 
it to that warehouse over yonder." Another load drives up and 
he says, "Send it over yonder." There are a dozen different de~ 
positories for tobacco in my town, each one once owned and con
w-olled by freemen, and to-day one man sorts it all. He gives to 
Spain her portion, to Italy her portion, to "the Imperial company 
its portion. to the American company its portion, and the saddest 
thing of all is that there is no portion for the hundred thousand 
hor;ny-handed wretches who brought this product to its perfect 
frmtwn. 
~he Am~rican tobacco is to-day burdened not only in the coun

tries mentioned; there is in all th~ civilized wo!ld practically no 
open port for thiS productof the soil-produced msuch quantities 
and at such an infinite cost of time and labor by the hardy gons 
of Kentucky and Tennessee, since from this dark-tob2.cco district 
lying within the boundaries of these two States comes almost 
the entire supply of export tobacco. ' 

The following letter from Mr. 0. P. Austin, of the Depart
ment of Commerce and Labor, vividly and succinctly tells the 
status of tobacco and its multiplied burdens in the marts of the 
world. 

Ron. A. 0. STANLEY, 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE .AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF S l'ATISriCS, 

Washington, March!, 190/,. 

The Pm-tland, Washington, D. C. 
Sm: In further reply to the inquiries which yon left with ns on the 23d 

ultimo in regard to tobacco I give you now the following information as to 
duties imposed by foreign countries on leaf tobacco, monopoly revenues, ek..: 

IMPORT DUTY IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

Austria-Hungary: Private importation. forbidden. 
Bel~um: . 

Tobacco, unmanufactured-a 
Stripped------···------ --------------francs per 100 kilograms b... 75 
Other. ____ ---------------------------------- •......•.... ---- .. do.... 55 

(Franc equals $0.193.) 
Denmark: 

Tobacco-
Leaves and stalks_-----_----- .......... _ ...... Skillings per pund.. 5 
Additional wa1; cei;J.times. ------------------ ....... ----- ___ .. do.... 2 

(Crown equals 48 skillings or $0.286.) 
France: 

Tobacco-
Unmanufactured, i::lleaves or stalks-

For the Regie (monopoly) ___ ... _--·--------_-----------.----·. Free. 
For private account. ____ ---- _____ ·-------- .•.. _----- ____ Prohibited 

Manufadured-
For the Regie __________ ••..• : ••••.. ---- ~ - --- ----------------- --- Free 
For private account.--------------. : ..•. ---- •••.•• ------ Prohibited 

(Franc equals $0.193.) 
Germany: , 

Tobacco unmanufactured ______ _________ marks per 100 kilogramsb__ 85 
Manufactured, stalks and ribs ----------------------------------do.... 85 

(Mark equals $0.238.) 
Italy: 

Tobacco, unmanufactured-----·------------------------------- Prohibited. 
Netherlands: 

Unstemmed, in leaves or rolls ___________ fl.orins per 100 kilograms b__ 0. 70 
Stemmed, in leaves or rolls .. ___ ----------- --- --------------- ____ do.... 1. 50 

(Florin equals $0.402.) 
Portugal: 

Tob:1eco, unmanufactured---- .. _ .... ··-···--------._ ......•... Prohibited. 
Russia: 

Tobacco, unmanufactured __________ ----------------rubles per pood __ 34:.65 
(Ruble equals $D.5l5.) 

Spain: 
Tob!lcco, unmanufactured--------.----·.---------- ...• ---- ____ Prohibited. 

Sweden: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured ____________________ crown per kilogram b.. 1 

(Crown equals $0.268.) 
Norway: 

. Tobacco, unmanufactured .•.•. ----------. ____ crown per kilogram b._ 2. 25 
(Crown equals $0.268.) 

Switzerland: 
Tobaceo, unmanufactured _______________ francs per 100 kilogramsb __ 2:5 

~~~ts-;;i--i·oiiS::~:~=== ======== ==== ====== ::::::::::::::::::::::: ==~~==== ~8 
(Franc equals $0.193.) 

Tur~~h~cco ________ -------- ________ ---- ____ __ : ________ -------------- Prohibited. 
United Kingdom: . 

Tobacco, unmanufactured-
Conta~~ng 10 per cent moistru·e ____________ shillings per pound.. 3 
Contammg less tl::a.n 10 per cent moisture ______ --- --- ______ do____ it 14~ 

South African Customs Union: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured but stemmed_-----_ ... _----------- .do.__ _ 2l!! 
Tobacco, unmanufactured, unstemmed --- --------- ••••••.•.... do____ 2 

(Pound equals 20 shillings, or $4.8605.) 

MONOPOLY REVENUES. 

France; Gross receipts from tobacco rates in 1903,428,164,000 francs. Cost not 
published. 

Italy: q.ross receipts from tobacco rates in 1903, 209,8!l2,518 francs. Cost not 
publiShed. 

Sp..'l.in: Gross receipts from tobacco rates in 1903,133,730,000 pesetas. Peseta 
equals 0.193. 

Portu~al: Sta~tics not published. . 
Austna: Receipts from to_bacco rate~!D 1001, 220.076,107 crowns; expenditures, 

187.~,318 crowns; net mcome, 32,1<>1,.89 crowns. T otal state r evenue in 
1001, 1,017,056,000, about 3.2 per cent of revenue being therefore deriYed 
from tobacco. Crown equals $0.203. · 

Turkey: Statistics not published. 
United Kingdom, 1002: Duties paid on tobacco imported, £12,39S,1G8. 

Very respectfully, 
0. P. AUSTIN, Chief of Bu,-eatt. 

That the fall in the price of American export tobacco is due 
entirely to the causes stated can be more than established· it is 
capable of demonstration. ' 

Even a casual examination of the condition of the export trade 
for the last eleven years shows that the contention of the trusts 
that the disastrous conditions now prevailing in the tobacco mar: 
ket are due to overproduction, are entirely without foundation. 

I have before me a statement of the amount and value of all 
tobacco shipped since.tbe year 1892 to every country in the world. 
These cold figures certainly and absolutely refute this favorite 
sophistry of monopoly that a fair price can not be obtained be
cause there is an overproduction of this article. 

a Foreign unmanufactured tobacco subject to excise duty of 15 francs per 
100 kilograms. 

bl kilogram equals 2.2016 pounds avoirdupois. 
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Table showing amount of unmanufactured leaf tobacco ezported from June 30, 1892, to 1902. 

Countries. 1892. 1893. 1894. 1895. 

Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pound$. 

t~;~~-!Wfr~leira-iSianiiS:: ------f77s· ----··s:cro· 1~:~~ ----·45;582· 
Belgium ________________________ 15,957,831 ll,975,133 17,327,262 24,602,773 
Denmark....................... 225,328 103, 0>2 207,617 242,005 
France------- ------------- ----- 39,69'2,650 39,399,405 38,253,334: 31,943,161 
Germany ...................... " 45,343,477 52,977,915 4{;,649,172 51,311,070 
Gibraltar-------------.......... 563,758 637,866 1,092, 596 1, 586,140 
Italy ............................ 30,096,355 27,473,115 24,484,406 24,542,652 
Malta, Gozo, etc ................ ------ __________________ ------------ ------------
Netherlands------------------- 12,728,481 13,528,560 15,335,069 17,765,213 
Portugal----------------------- 200,610 2,657,256 1,331,080 5,091 
Russia. on Baltic and White 

1896. 

Pounds. 
459,837 
14, Td.> 

23,505,518 
116,493 

33, 7~2,243 
53,693,132 
1,429,618 

32,218,201 
45,111 

19,148,254 
274,271 

1897. 

Pounds. 
127,4i5 

2,962 
25 892 119 

' 72:805 
23,762,881 
64,304,001 

937,486 
27,472,628 

35650 
26,489, E55 

82,004 

1898. 

Pounds. 

""""""4,"020" 
15 062 753 

'242:816 
22,016,203 
53,787,518 
1, 713,727 

23,432,941 

1899. 

Pounds. 
4i8,410 

7,320 
17,248,480 

289,779 
23,656,1TI 
44,216,962 

407,310 
27,397,587 

10,02.1 
21' 170, &-1:3 
1,258,996 

1900. 

Pounds. 
124,735 

1,795 
17,122,797 

113,621 
38,584,488 
52 525 167 

'598:885 
38,372,301 

33G,6ii5 
19,932,942 

288,433 

1901. 

Pounds. 
273,937 
43,486 

18,950,320 
22,810 

37,751, 056 
45,421, 823 

216, 'il2 
42,030,464 

612,635 
20 486 826 

'550:961 

2817 

1902. 

Pounds. 
248,000 

2620 
!.6,478:225 

412,563 
31,822,:al 
45,735,544 

169,425 
29, 948,766 

60,790 
17,724,812 

81,853 

Seas-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 960 ------------ 6,800 2,200 8,'i20 

:~~~~-~-~~~~-~-~~=========== -22;oo2;s1s· -i2."6ii:si(> ·oo;nsi;iis· ·26;~2;432· -2i;27.i;i65- ·19;364;500· --6;897:oos· ===:======== 13,7r~:m ·1s;056;9i5- --ii;M2;342 
Sweden and Norway---------- 1,629, 755 317,668 393,632 351,493 923,522 1,260, 705 677,837 726,354 2,272,022 1,241,331 1,136, 703 
Switterland ____________________ ------------ ------------------------ ------------------------ ---------·-- 200 ------------ ------------ 3,371 ------------
TurkevinEurope ------------------------------------------------- ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ 9,659 
UnitedKingdom _______________ 5a,S30,373 60,421,354 71,935,879 89,618,817 79,063,780 89,664,950 88,366,200 85,lm5,232 121,793,251 93,011,808 98,727,!n'9 
Bermuda _______________________ ------------------------ 100 --··-------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ 13,573 2,720 1,915 
British Honduras----··-------- 18,625 ' 42,775 15,535 5,508 17,965 34,220 71,004 58,641 95,990 1ffi, 959 116,942 
Dominion of Canada: 

Nova Scotia, New Bruns-
wick, etc ................ . 

Quebec, Ontario, Mani-toba, etc ________________ __ 
British Columbia---------

Newfoundland and Labrador. 
Central American States: 

Costa Rica ...... -----------
Gun.temala. ----------------
Honduras------------------
Nicaragua ......... _____ .. __ 
Salvador-------------------

Mexico -------------------------
Miquelon1 Langley, etc ---- .... 
West Indies: 

512,785 389,422 447,788 506,884 392,931 345,910 

6, 314,151 10,174,812 11,625, 300 11,320, !)54 10,074,651 14,504,792 
29,172 34 286 33,287 22,069 40,165 67,775 

-212 ~~ -331 ~lli ~~ ~0 
25,118 
35,939 
4,865 

16,969 
2 750 

725:919 
16,720 

51,090 
21,200 
4,100 

32,719 
1,000 

845 925 
3:900 

56,150 
500 

8,375 
38,477 

135 200 
'500 

7,!J15 
35,678 
5,730 

1,968,685 
1,000 

145,880 
13,642 
27,269 
9,452 

82,920 
325 

14,660 
6,610 

232 
1,458,871 

1,520 

24{;, 74{; 363,226 195,796 251,867 

6, 501' 652 12,147,346 9, 373,700 10,037' 068 
35,041 57,300 112,754 49,178 

336,206 lll,599 273,395 224,007 

1m.~ ~~ w.~ 1~180 

~·~ -----·3;915· ------s:soo· 1~:~ 
4;815 26,000 17,499 39,698 

153,155 

11,412,236 
60,174 

266,639 

88,452 
1,300 
2,281 

14,007 
1225 

2,677:510 
1,700 

British--------------------- 968,313 1,399,015 1,278,868 1,303,910 1,433,547 1,310,541 1,424,907 1,142,954 1,283,ffi1 1,115,622 1,182,660 

g~~sli·::::::::::::::::: :::: 1~:~ ----m;s24· ----i50,'239- -----88,'478" ----i22;749- ----ii8,'9i5. 1~:: 1&3;~~ 123,~~ u~;~ -----136:983 
Dutch----··---------------- 49,434: 48,592 54,508 35,985 179,010 53,292 78,804 115,872 128,291 87,022 39,004 
French--------------------- 653,714 706,310 447,685 4i6,229 528,460 487,917 452,500 533,360 949224,.~ ' 400,806 376,m4: 
Haiti-------------- --------- 897,519 969,089 1,005,507 94{;,909 797,212 749,991 1,039,307 811,692 i1\A.I 879,!Yi6 850,653 

~~~~~~~c~iiigo:::::::::::: -----~~~:~. :::::::::::::::::::::::: ------2;52ii :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ------~~~- --------250· ---------iio 
Argentina...................... 301,325 231,868 89,610 21,839 108,368 67,790 236,146 357·,071 261,984 252,947 93,313 
Brazil ...... -------------------- 9, 70! 82,223 69,237 3,065 55,563 18,302 44,904 41,566 22,453 44,696 17,440 
Chile--------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1,245 ------------ 872 350 5,008 ------------ ------------
Colombia....................... 548,632 335,600 ll,365 21,840 22,ZD 18,393 56,029 4ti, 789 89,606 102,533 272,834 
Ecuador ..... ..... .......................... ------------ 2,<Xl0 ---·--·----- 1,200 700 ........................ ------------ ------------ .......... .. 
Guiana-

British------- ----···------- 785,475 528,283 511,875 585,218 697,277 485,468 621,139 517,748 483,301 
Dutch...................... 114,131 156,999 1~,670 112,498 125,830 118,171 146,893 127,519 116,861 
FI·ench..................... 57,063 42,067 4ti,545 18,360 42,010 38,070 49,367 59,794 59,291 

505,0 

1~:m . 
591,687 
123,480 
70,707 

Peru ____________________________ -----·------------------------------------------ ............ ------·----· ............ ------------ 7,605 
Uruguay....................... 241,716 107,375 158,703 482,546 215,469 232,976 188,772 188,540 195,457 -·--1.53;889" ...... 15;432 
Venezuela...................... 38,653 115,720 120,385 192,339 119,871 219,330 118,719 133,4.S2 ZD,:ro 86,472 21,831 
Chinese Empire ................ ------------ 1,360 19,390 9,692 10,980 110,800 226,266 486,188 459,489 272,237 r.9,594 
Eastlndies-British........... 15,495 4,500 40,840 7,621 ------------ 82,343 9,814 32,318 20,037 17,150 96,438 
Hong kong------ ...... ---------- ....... ----- ------------ ...... ------ ...... - ----- 1, 656 12,448 ZD .................. ------ 12,528 53,188 
Japan--------------------------........................ 11,087 73,512 237,0ll 861,677 2, 751,246 24,198,819 3,104:,472 2,249, 706 4:,618,433 

~~~."A8iatic::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: ------1;645· :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: ------~~·-~~ 
British Australasia ...... _..... 2, 170, 5v"l 1, 384,203 1, 352,676 1, !r>.A, 715 2, 093,300 1, 607,331 2, 246,127 2, 701,384 3, 'i65, 957 4, 825, ID 4, 949, 62o 

~:~~ll~-~~~~~-:::::::::::::: ----·ii;758' --------005- ""'"""'"9if --------516- :::::::::::: ========:::: --------200- f;~ ------------ ------------ ------------
~~RU'E~rf!~~::::::::::::: --i;oi7,'995- --i~048:63s· --u~i6;053· --i~022:214· ----938;839· --1;749,'586- --i,-504;393· --2~808~222- --~:~:~- ==~:~;i~= ---~~~:~ 
Canary Islands---------------- 473,081 511,261 662,448 650,961 577,200 828,548 276,022 518,0TI 687,279 3'29,213 656 729 
FrenchAfrica_________________ 90.1,648 634:,927 316,315 309,88~ 158,176 528,185 785,078 4-19,553 598, 80'2 425,519 407:841 
German Africa ................ ------------------------------------ ............ ----------------------- --- ---------------------- 1,600 6,730 
Liberia------------------------ 38,595 17,780 48,780 3,250 5,216 4,595 5,~ 3,655 11,655 ----·is:2io· 60,340 
Portuguese Africa------------ 10,881 962 300 1,000 7,530 37,430 34,960 36,900 lll,558 9,600 91,281 

trr~~~~~~~~~~~~ ::::~~~~~~~: ;;;;;;;;~~; ::::::~~~= :::::~~~= ~=~~=~~~:~:~ :::::~:~: ::::::::~;: ::::::~~~: :::::~;~~: :::::f:~S: :::::::~:~ 
TotaL .................... 240,716,150 248,367,258 268,791,312 293,805,855 287,700,301 305,978,~ 1252,258,902 j2i2,421,295 334,604,210 006,900,931 291,369,700 

Table showing value of unmanufactured leqJ tobacco expo1-ted from June SO, 18~, to 190!. 

Countries. 1892. 1893. 1894. 1895. 

t~~~~~dn:£d.~ira-iBland5:: -------$330- -------$350- i:irJ --·--s4;62i' 
Belgium........................ 1,538,266 1,170,599 1,685,144 2,~,300 
Denmark....................... 20,470 10,565 20,767 23 685 
France------------------------- 2,681, 731 2, e59,513 3,024,688 2,901;098 
Germany................... .... 3,827,996 4,465,886 3, 767,617 3,862,971 
Gibraltar....................... 42,222 46,666 71,164 118,899 
Italy--------------------------·- 2,370,283 2,:ro,9n 2,067,877 2,283,908 
Malta, Gozo,etc -------- .............. ______ ............ ____________ . ·---- ..... . 
Netherlands-----------------·- 801,899 1,063, 294 1,028,215 1,081,203 
Portugal....................... 18,760 225,043 118,34:6 500 
Russia on Baltic and White 

189(). 

$4.{),324 
613 

2,2M,176 
11,699 

2,614,605 
3,968, 284 

93,903 
2,874,473 

7,355 
1,107,534 

21,394 

18!n'. 

$9,800 
471 

2,283,179 
7,237 

1,832, 003 
4,574, 725 

59,044 
2,632, 700 

2,852 
1,506,131 

5,894 

1898. 

------ '$634' 
1,226,991 

20,635 
1, 724,682 
4,140,!l00 

113,4.-70 
2,620,882 

1899. 

$54060 
'962 

1,521,8i9 
26635 

1,918:624 
3,808, 748 

26,876 
3,287,34:3 

302 
1,512,306 

118,443 

1!rn. 

$12,688 
189 

1,4:67, 748 
11,037 

2, 999,118 
4,911,382 

44,24.9 
3, 665,692 

14,853 
1,302,841 

29,085 

1901. 

$28,000 
3,730 

1, 701,732 
1, 389 

3,002,819 
3,831,579 

19,631 
4,457, 976 

29,730 
1,497,861 

38,~ 

1002. 

$24,~ 

1,488,386 
46,910 

2,654,924 
4,189,979 

10,841 
3,118,123 

4,200 
1,265,291 

6,365 

~!~~~~~~~~~~~~==::::::::: ==i;i~:;~= ===~i~:~= =i~.=~i= =i~.=~~= ====~:i~= ====i~:~= -·--29-,.;- ===~======== 661.m ----~~:- -----008-: 
Sw~denandNorway .......... 200,715 29,325 52,76'J 32,069 84,653 136,566 42,953 80,087 201,695 117,813 121:603 

~~~~t~¥o<fE~~~:~:~=~~~==== ==~~~~~= ==~:i~:i~;~ ==;:~i.=~= ::~~~;~i~= ::~:~.=~i= ==~:~~.=~~= '"8,'572;~- ==i:~:~= =iri:~~i:ili= '"8,'800;:- ---~:~f~ 
XXXV!II-177 . I 
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Table shO'I.Ding 'Value of unmanufactured leaf tobacco ea:ported from June 80, 18!Jt, to 190S-Continned. 

Countries. 1892. 1893. 

B€'rn1uda. .......•••.••••••••••••••••..••..•••••••.•..•.• 
British Honduras-------------- $1,397 $3,603 
Dom nion • f l 'a.nada: 

Nova. Scotia, New Bruns-
wick. etc ...... ___ ... ------ 44,120 89.761 

l&K. 1895. 

{6,861 73,802 

1896. 1897. 1898. 1899. 

60,488 89,938 BS,!l97 27.268 

1!ro. 

$1, 032 
8;4.08 

31,600 

100L 

$425 
10,247 

8!, 009 

1902. 

20,{88 
Quebec, Ontario, Ma.ni-

toba.etc --·- -------------- 1,252,594 1,505,933 1,057, 781 1,003,629 1,012,167 1,478,318 
B ritish Columbia----- ----- 7,414 8,045 7,274 4,832 8,461 9,965 

631,019 
9,655 

24,9'.-ll 

l,rol,5!18 
12.149 
6,&12 

002 633 
17 lMl 
16,318 

1,142.828 
15,970 
19, 279 Newfoundland and Labrador. 81.917 17,800 43,064 15,116 26,b02 18,1M 

Central American States: 
Costa Ri ·a----------------- 2,001 
Guatemala................. 5,048 
Honduras.................. 5i9 
Nicaragua .•••••.••••••. --- - 2. <lli 
!:;alvador ----------------··· 240 

Mexico---------- -------------- 82,~ 
Miquelon, Langley, etc_______ 2,3H.l. 
We t Indies: 

6,334 
2,779 

424 
6. 0\m 

lOS 
ll6,053 

470 

6, 791 
60 

1, 004 
s.~ 

17,588 
55 

964 
8, 74,') 

628 
156,778 

us 

18,885 
2,00 
2,5.)9 
1,254 

ll,953 
« 

1,887 
751 
35 

109, Ui2 
r.9 

14,251 22,505 20,156 
2.m2 472 --·--·-·m- -····---427" 

880 2, 846 2, 2.':15 

u.~ 
lt2 
St7 

1,621 
7G5 

195, 17 
212 

Bri U.h ------------------·-- '16,183 128,422 120,ffi1 ll8,156 182,930 113,555 131,392 no. 14 ll5, 584 105,788 106.84.0 

&!~·:::::::::::::::::::: 1}~ ---·--9:n;;- -----12;898- ------7:~- ------9:764- ------9~003- 1l:~ ~:~1 9. ~ n.~"Xf -----·ia:7U2 
Dutch---------------------· 7,4ll8 7,6:"12 8.129 4,7-rl ~3.408 7,004 12.148 15.ti46 17. 2i1 11.5.10 4.on 
French--------------------- 63.1~ 56.394 38,300 87,996 4.3.51:10 37,193 35,4S2 «,ti:-r7 3l.<l-'ll 3:\,t:.S ro.Rta 
Haiti --- -----·-············- 99, !Ji..S ll0,3U 112,774 105,542 92,101 83,6'93 116,732 84,562 85, 1l&! 8l,IS55 7H,OOi 
Pnrt.o Rico----------------- 1,00 ------------ --------------------- --- ------------ ----------- --------------------- --- 11)5 --------- •• ••••••• 
Santo Domingo •••••.•••.•. --------- -- ------------------------- 295 -------- -- -- --------- -- - ••• • • •••••• •• •...• -------- •• 35 ···24 

Arg ntina ...................... 18,385 ll,9i3 5,133 1,705 6,900 5,020 · i2."AA-4 24.673 23.~ 18, 1<27 6, 731 
Bru.zil -----····················- 886 7,981 7,5SO 286 6,420 1,733 1>,006 6,45-1 8,(00 6,250 2,453 
Chit ---···········-··········- -------·-- -- ····-------- -····--- --- - •••••••••••• 210 ------ ----- 11!0 50 ll.'\7 -····----·-- •••••••••••• 
Colombia. .•••.•••••••••.•••••.•. 65,001 43,107 1, 089 2,525 2,U5 2,405 8,057 6,llJ9 13,107 15,07 39.042 
Ecuador •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•. ······-···-- 00 •••••••••••• 1..9() 81 •••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••• -·····---··· •••••••••••• 
Guiana: 

British..................... 64.279 «.,493 41., 785 45.~ 60,966 85,210 !7,917 40.476 42,tS42 40, 6:i9 61 ,4JI9 
Dut.ch .•••••.•.•••.•.••••••• 9,t55 13, 70.3 10,976 9,3."">5 9,167 8,315 ll,R5S 10.o'11 \l.:W~ ll.410 U,t\1{6 
French..................... 6,411 !,31!8 4,768 1,885 5, 998 3,i50 4,520 5.417 6, 179 5,5."15 7,623 

t;~~~y-::::::::::::::::::::::: -----if803- ------8~256 ----·i2:222· -····sfi5i- ---··oo:62f -----Ifi:44c> -····15:if4- ·----i5:ros· 14.~ -----i2.-~~- ·-··-··z:a:i 
Venezuela . ..................... 7,516 19,9i0 19, 006 23,017 17, 973 ~.547 15, ffi3 l!l.l)4{) 29,711 li).!r.tl 4,5b1 
Chine. e Empire._ .•• •••••••••• •••••••. .. .. 175 1.009 1,055 600 6, 952 18, 116 85. 1'\19 4-4.4':3 24.~~ 27, 1'42 
Ea!ttlnrli~s--British........... 1,553 500 4,820 1,143 8.~ 2,407 o,600 2. 5 2.~ 16.7~ 
Hougkong ••...•••••••••••••••••••••••••..••••••••••••..••.•••••...• --····-- --- -----·--280- 1,600 25 ••••••••.••••••••• ------ l, 7~ 6, j, 4 
J apan .•.••••••••••••••••••••••. •••••••••••• •••••••••••• 8ro 7,840 12.948 55.1~ 197,006 2,414,482 B22.3G2 228,240 50iUl 5 

~~~:A"8i-;{ti<i~ :::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: ::::::::::::1:::::::::::: ::::::::::: --------592· :::::::::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: ______ ~~: ~ 
Bri tisll Austra~asia. •••••••••••• 314,723 214,244 218,818 268,079 1 286,213 Z53,807 ~.309 874.299 646,809 700,834 Wl,l27 

=:~~::-~~::::::::::::: ~~~~~~ ~:~~ ~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~ :::::::::::: :::::::::::: ~~~~~~~~~~~ -·----. -~~- ::::::::~~= ~ =====~==: ::: :::::: = ~i~ 
BritiRh Afric·a............. ..... 88.675 100,MS 114.223 93,197 82,298 148,985 148.022 200,542 24l.iiUI 324.,-442 IDJ.8i5 
Canary IP.lands................. 38,5.''15 4,7,115 69,795 65,225 45,940 61. 1lCS6 04. 3(14: 62.M!l 62,\-l'j'U Bll.~ Ofi.iti.q 
Fren<.:bAfric-~. ••••••••••••••••• _ 84,210 6l,&X> W,914 &J,litO 13,171 38,500 75. 617 U, &'6 6ti.7:~ 40.otl 00,1\91) 
Gt~rman Africa •••••••••.•••••• ---·---- -----·-····-- --- ······------ ••••••••....••••••••••.. -·-····- ---- ------------........ ... . ~:2 ······- ----- r. '5 
Liberia·----------·----··-······ 8,313 ·1,627 ,,ll9 268 420 355 427 Sll 875 1. 0..~ 6.t1:·1:1 

~¥rt~~~;7:_~~~~:::::: ::::::::~~: ••••••--:~- :::::::::~: ::::::::~: :::::::~~: ::::::~~~: ••n••~:~. ::::::~:~~: ::::::~~~= ••••-•~:~. :::::::~=~=~ 
ttl ~1~:~ t;r~~: :::::::::::::: 1 :::::::::::: , ::::::::::: --------i75- ------2.-659-

1
:::::::::::: ------~~- ---------~- --------~- - ______ ~~~- 1 :::::::::::: ______ ---~~~ 

Total. •••••••••••••••••••• 20,1113.24.'i 22,292,704 22,939,356 25,622,'r.6 24:,405,245 2-1,518.567 21,924,337 25,170,771 j 29.163,0!\6 27 . ~':'5,466 ! 26. 1,64:1 

From the foregoing tables it will be readily seen that in the last 
eleven years there have been exported annually on an average 
28~.us:um~ pounds of tohacco. In 1902 we exported 291.921,711 
pounds of tobacco, or only 9,838,602 more than the average for 
eleven years. 

The sma.i.le t export in these eleven years-1892-240.716,150 
pounds, hrought an average of 8.4 cents per pound. We continued 
to export in ever-inereasing quantitje to these countries for eight 
success1ve years. and in l ~00 we exported 334,604,210 pounds of 
tobacco, an increru e of nearly 100.000.000 over 1892, and yet thiA 
enormous increa e could not keep pace with th ever-increasing 
demand. and in 1 S-lOO this unprecedented shipment brought an 
average of ~-7 cents per pound. an increa e of three-tenths of a 
cent oveT t.he first price mentioned eio-ht year. prior. 

A careful study of the British markets is still more interesting 
anrl instructive. In lH9~ we !'>.hipped to Great Britain n3.29H.350 
poundA of toha.cco. The demand in this market continued to 
grow. and in HJOO we shipped to Great Britain alone 121,793,257 
pounds of tobacco. 

In 1892 thi~ tobacco averaged 9.7 cents per pound; in 1900, 8.9 
cents per pound. 

Here "e have an increase in production of 226 per cent. and a 
corresponding decline in price of only eight-tenths of a cent per 
pound. 

Nor is there now, in the good yfl.ar of 1904, any such overpro
duetion as would warrant, even in part. this destruction of prices, 
formerly commanded by thi. dark tobacco. 

Mr. E. A. Jonas, a gentleman theoretica.lly and personally 
thoroughly familiar with conditions in EW"ope and America.. in a 
recent editorial in the Henderson (Ky.) Journal, sums up the 
situation as follows; 

THl} TOBACCO TTUATION. 

It seems t.o be the general opinion among tobacco merchants R?d broke~s 
tn Great Britain tha.t the present stagnant and de}lressed condition of their 

market i~ due, primarily, to two causes, so far-reachmg tn their cope as to 
effectually dwarf all other comddera.tions bearing ou pl'i<'-t~M. Opinions diner 
a to which of the t o i.-. more d.iret•tly re. pon 'Jble: but theru I!' lirtle ur no 
dispute as to this, that the eonge.<>tino or to<' and tbt> drt•ad of tht> opo•r 
tions. actual or potential. of the Impertal Tolnuwo ('ompao are1;be prinr·tval 
cnnses of the <1epres.-don. This 1-H-omg admitte-d. let Ub. as uc·~· · tully ~ w y 
be, place oofore our readers a t;DIDIDary of the poffition ft·ow tbt< tt.ati .. t1cal 
point of view pure a.nd simple; a :ummary, that l!\, and a com}larbon with 
conditions as they have ex:ist d in fo1·mt~r yoors. takm~ only tb figures as 
reported by the British Board of Tradt~ and lib~rally est1matmg the optJra
ti<?ns now in course of completion at various points in thew tern-strip dis
trict. 

For the ports of Belfast. Br1Stol, and Leith no oflic1a.l ta.temen are avail
able, either as to stocks or ~ommmptwn. but it is fa.Ir to a snlJI that th~ir 
relative pogjtion has not vru'1.ed to any wark1:0d extent dnrinl! the pa~ fi'W 
yPai , and that they would not ma.teriRII:v afftwt the total. . Rri~<t,,] ' t~ ·t<>c'k 
and coru nmption have probably iw~rt>..a..wd on account of the prlffitln e in that 
t:ity of the large factol'1.e14 of Wills and of other firms rn the lwpt~ria.J C'om
pany. and con,ersely it &ffims lik~ly that the [1'1rt of Lertb ib on the wane. 
Be!fast, the center of activity of Thoma.s Gallaher. m"y be left to take care 
of it..elf. 

It appears, then, that on the lstof February, 1904, the tota.J <~took ot west
ern trips in the ports of Liver1>ool, London. and Gla.>igow wa 611,4-f~o"> hogs
heads. a.nd that on the corresponding date a y .. ar a~o the t1.1ck Rtood at 
70.fi~ hogsheads, ;;bowing a declmt> in twelvt:~ month. .. of ln.IIH.''I bogHheads. 
Oill'mg the same ~r1od the cuwmmption h8.l inc·rp:u;ed from :r.. iai) hugs
heads, in 1002, to Rl,i'1119. tn 1911:-t. a ~rowtb of 3.7il4 hOJ."-lwad:-. or npw-a.rd of :w 
a month. E.~ma.ting a corn r-va.tively a..., IW\V tlt' tht- c·on. umption of the 
ports not repnrtinl(, Wtl ha.ve- a.n indic•at~:~d y~·~~dy con~<mnptwn of we: t rn 
~trips of fully !11i.l.Wl hogslleads N.nd probably lDO'e It i. ouly fn.ir to note 
that the I?reva..iling low prit•e hu.ve tu orue extent<'ontribnt.l'd to swell the 
c:.oru mnption, lmt on the other hand it mu.~t he r·t>mf'm her d that i hM ht't~n 
increas~n~ 8teadilv tor many ye1~r , and. mor over. tt.a.t the li:~Wn (:om p~:~ti
tion exiRtmg in the Br1t1Rb marktits c·ompel.R tbf' ma nut'ac-n:iJ•t>n< t.o e ·.bew 
inferior snl.»~titute and rely all but exclu.~rvli\lV on the we: tern :-;ta.ple. 

The nota hie shrinkage ln ltt.ockfl i of course, lar •l'ly due to tb C"Oncerted 
efforts of stammers last Reason. but this yt>ar wh~n no ·uc·b (:tmc·t~rt exiRts, 
thP-re will be a further reduction, in spite c ,f the fn<:t that the crop to be mo.r
keted is Larger . Tbe Late delivery i partly r ~on'lihiE> for thi . bnt not alto
gether, tht< a.patby 'l! stammers Oeuig, in our opinion. ta.r mor active as a 
restraining infinenc·e. 

By way of indit:ating the outlook for both handlers and growers of t.o 
bac<'o ln thi vicinity we have collated the following table of the probable 
make ot' strips. We do not claim authority for it. and advance it only as 
tentative and as, at a.ll events. conservative. 
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Henderson ..•..• ---------------------.----- .....• ------------ ...• ---- ••.•.• 
Providence. ____ ..... -------------.-----------------------------------------
Madisonville.----------------------------.----------- •. :..------------------
Nebo .. ___ .....•......••....•••• ------------------------ ---· ------ ...• ----·· 
Hopkinsville-----------····---- •... ---·-···--····-------···-------------··· 
Wickliffe .......••...•• --------- ••.... ---------------------···--------------
Sebree ..... ___ . _____ .. ---- •....•................ ---------- •....... -...•. ----
Princeton and Fredonia ................. --········------------------------
Clarksville and district ----- .... ------------ ...• ----.----- ------ -------··· 
Owensboro. ___ .---------------------- ••..... ----- ••........ ------···----··· 

~]~I~~::~~-=::::::·.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Robards .... ------------.---------------------------·-··--------------------
Morganfield, Niagara, Dalton, etc---------------------------------------

S,(XX) 
1,200 
1,500 

800 
450 

. 500 
1,500 
1,000 
!,000 
'I',<XX> 

500 
500 
300 
750 

Total._-----_-------·-----------------·.------------------------------ 26,000 
Allow, if you please, five thousand more to cover any places omitted and 

any increase in the output at the points named. Admitting, then, a possible 
export of 00,000 hogsheads of western strips and taking into account an in
creased consumption of not less than 200 hogsheads a month for the ensuing 
yearhit will be seen that British stocks will fall off from eight to tan thousand 
hogs. eads by February 1, 1905. 

We submit there is nothing in the statistical position of the market, taken 
by itself, to justify or eTen to explain the reluctance of the buyer in Great 
Britain. We can understand that the buyer in these markets should be wary 
and distrustful of the futnrej his recent experience has been bitter enough 
to excuse any amount of hesitation. But the British buyer is in other case; 
he has had things his own way, and he has a stock of unusual variety and 
quality to select from, at prices, taking quality into consideration, that we 
do not remember a precedent for. 

And now there is talk, and more than talk, of a curtailment of the crop. 
Dollar wheat is an attractive, a persuasive, advocate. May not the future 
hold some surprise in store? 

Overproduction alone will never account for a decline in price. 
The world's power to absorb and consume has far outstripped 
supply in this and all other products of the soil. Were it not 
for this great and cheering truth, the steam thrasher, the cotton 
gin, and the self-binder would have been not the prime factors 
in the farmers' and planters' increased wealth and power, but 
the certain and ominous harbingers of ruined prices and deso
lated fields. 

This ever-increasing demand of a wealthy, happier, and more 
civilized people for all the necessaries of life and their willing
ness to pay therefor a constantly increasing price, the demand 
and the price far outstripping the corresponding increase in pro
duction, is illustrated in almost every product of field and farm. 

In 1896 there were grown in the United States 252 234,540 
bushels of potatoes, and they were sold at an average of 28.6 cents 
per bushel. In 1902 we increased this production over 30,000,000 
bushels, and yet we see 284,632,787 bushels sell at an average of 
4 7.1 cents per bushel. 

In 1895 there were grown in the United States 467,102,947bush
els of wheat, and it brought in the markets of the world an aver
age of 50.9 cents per bushel. In 1902 the production of wheat 
had increased nearly 200,0CO,OOO of bushels, reaching 670,063,208 
bushels, and yet the increase in price outstripped the surprising 
increase of production, and it sold at 63 cents per bushel. 

Corn tells the same story. In 1894, 1,212,770,052 bushels of 
corn brought on the average 19.4 cents per bushel. In 1902 the 
production of corn had more than doubled, and in the face of all 
the fine theories of monopolies and trusts, 2,523,648,312 bushels of 
corn sold for more than double the price commanded for less than 
half that amount in 1804; this colossal product of American soil 
and American energy sold for 40.3 cents per bushel. 

There is another infallible test for the real cause of a decline in 
price. Whenever this result is brought about by overproduction 
and overproduction alone the effect is the same upon the raw mate
rial and the finished product. Whenever this country grows more 
corn than it can export or consume, the price of corn must of 
course decline, but with the fall in th.e price of corn will come a 
corresponding cheapening of hominy and meal. When there is 
too much wheat grown here for our own and foreign &:lmand, 
when all the hungry mouths are fed and grain is still left in this 
country's garners, the price of wheat must fall, but with it in
fallibly must topple the price of bran and flour. 

Now, the price of tobacco in the natural leaf is cut in half, but 
the price of plug and smoking tobacco, snuff, and cigars declines 
never a cent. The plain truth is, the same sinister power which 
has destroyed the natural leaf in the hands of the tenant and the 
farmer has, by its untold resources and unrestrained powers, main
tained at its original cost to the consumer the finished product in 
all its forms. Overproduction is a blind force moving in a sin
gle direction. It never lowers the price of any staple in one form, 
and keeps it absolutely fixed in another. 

The America~ Tobacco Company, and the American Tobacco 
Company alone, has a direct and pecuniary interest in destroying 
the price of the 1·aw material and maintaining fixed and immov
able the cost of the manufactured product. To this one merci
less and all-powerful commercial despot these wretched producera 
of tobacco justly attribute all their woes. 

Itisheartrendingtocontemplatetheutterwantandabsolutedes
titution to which tobacco tenants of Kentucky and Tennessee have 
been reduced by this ruthless combine, which to-day is the abso
lute and unquestioned master of the tobacco market of the world. 

This is no idle dream, nor-flower of rhetoi-ic. 
'Tis true, 'tis pity, 
And pity 'tis, 'tis true. 

I have before me letters from the most substantial and reliable 
bminess men in this section, men thoroughly and personally ac
quainted with this lamentable state of affairs. These men at one 
time were foremost among those who controlled the export tobacco 
market of the world, the heads of firms who at one time bought 
from one to ten million pounds of tobacco a year, and who paid a 
fair prico for it. 

Here are letters from Messrs. E. M. Flack and Henry Barrett; 
from :Messrs. R. H. Soaper and James E. Rankin, the heads of the 
great firms of R. H. Soaper and of John H. Barrett & Co. The last 
two firms have been in business in the city of Henderson for more 
than fifty years, and until the good year 1903 they never closed 
their doors. Now the bats and the owls are building in their 
magnificent warehouses. 

Let us see what they say the laborer is making to-day; who 
is cultivating tobacco since it is absolutely in the dominion of 
this merciless trust. I have not the time to read these letters in 
full, but I will insert their careful observations in the RECORD. 

:Mr. Rankin, who has been purchasing tobacco for thirty years, 
estimates that a man can cultivate from 3 to 4 acres. He gives 
us the price paid last year for this crop, and states the number of 
days' hard work absolutely necessary to prepare the tobacco for 
the market, and the price which these various tenants received for 
their part of the tobacco thus grown does not a-verage $50. :Mr. 
R. H. Soaper, with a ripe experience of over fifty years, the suc
cessor of the firm of William Soaper & Co.-thef?e two firms to
gether have been purchasing tobacco in Henderson and elsewhere 
for three-quarters of a century-thoroughly agrees with Mr. Ran· 
kin in his careful calculations. 

The wage received by a. hundred thousand men, according to 
the authentic observation of these gentlemen, is about 19 cent3 a 
day. Messrs. Henry Barrett and E. M. Flack, both men of thor
ough knowledge and extended experience, make it a little more; 
but it is a fact, taking the highest and most favorable estimates, 
that there are to-day not less than 90,000 men in Kentucky and 
Tennessee who have received, under the manipulation of this 
trust, for the product of their toil less than 30 cents a day. Did 
you ever think that is less than the meager pittance of the peons 
of Mexico? Talk no longer to me of China's darkness and of 
Japan emerging from its ignorance! 

I hold in my hand estimates made by Levasseur, the greatest 
authority, perhaps, in the world! and there is not to-day in the 
jungles of India, nor in the pest-haunted, fever-cursed, poverty
ridden cities of the Orient, in China or Japan, or among the serfs 
of Russia, any class of wretches in the guise of man who have 
been reduced to the absolute level of want and ruin that to-day 
faces the sons of the men who have incarnadined every field of 
battle for my country's freedom from the River Raisin to New 
Orleans. [Applause on the Democratic side.] In theUnitedStates 
in 1190 a day laborer received 43 cents a day. We thought it was 
strange that one hundred and twenty years ago a man should be 
paid only 43 cents a day. I have not the time to read all the fig
ures, but the grower of tobacco at this good hour receives less for 
his toil than has ever been paid to any day laborer in one hundred 
and twenty years of my country's history. 

What are we asking? I am ashamed to say it! Only a little 
relief for the wretch who has toiled through heat and cold and 
rain and shine to bring to its fruition a few leaves of tobacco; · 
poor, helpless victim of James B. Duke, his minions and his dupes, 
all alike fired by the exam pie of Rockefeller and inspired by the 
whispers of the devil. They have at last mastered the markets 
of the world, until to-day there is not a manufacturer of tobacco 
on earth save one to whom he can sell. There is not a foreign 
port which he may enter. Nay, more; there lies in the Queen's 
warehouses in Great Britain 140,000 hogsheads of tobacco, worth 
$3,000,000, and those companies have agreed that, since it is the 
property of independent buyers, they will not touch it. It will lie 
there for a little while longer, to be eaten up by storage charges 
or confiscated by those successful freebooters and bandits. 

This poor man can not sell a leaf of his tobacco anywhere on 
the green earth, not in Germany, the Nether lands, Portugal, 
France, Spain, Austria, Italy, or South Africa, except it must go 
to one purchaser; and now we ask-what? We ask that he take 
with his own hard hands the stem from a few leaves of tobacco 
that he himself has grown, and with his own hands wind them 
into a small twist, and start barefooted down the road to find a 
pumhaser for it. 

That is all he asks, and will my country say that he shall not 
do it? And why? Because the Commissioner of Internal Reve
nue says it will cost this Government 8750,000 a year! Seven 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars to save from serfdom a mil
lion of human beings! Ah, we have the cheapest slave market 
to-day in the United States that the world has ever seen. Mr. 
Yerkes, Commissioner of Internal Revenue-and this country 
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has seldom had an abler one-says that it will cost the revenues another purchaser. We propose to stand by our homes; we pt(}c 
of this country $750.000 per annum to allow the farmer to twist pose to-stand by our cabins; we propose to stay in that lana that 
and sell the nakeQ. leaf. Hel"~ is a statement of February 25, we so devoutly lave, and, with the just aid of Congress, to battle 
1904, before the W-ays and Means Committee: with this mighty combination that has destroyed the most princely 

It is very difficult, Mr. Chairman for tne to say exactly what amouut of fortunes in the United States. 
tax the Government would lose by the enactment of thesecond section~ even Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman remembers, of 
after as thorough examination as I could make by co~7espondence witn th.e course, that we are not asking that this privilege of the grower 
collectorg throughout the United ta.tes, and by examining all the Tecords to shall apply to machine tW1B· t, but Slm. ply to hand twist-frnaer which we have access and trying to rPacb an accurate s tement as to the 
amount of tax annually l'ecm·edoy the Go•ernmenttb1·ough the 6 cents per twist, yon might say. We do not ask that this privilege shall 
pound levied on the twisted tobacco as distinguished from other form~ of 1 t toba c preparod by machinery at "11 we would mTY't'"lY manufacture<i tobacco. But I do notbelievetheGovernmentreceivesto-day app Y ° C 0 "' ..,. : ~J:' 
more than $7110,000 or $'750,WJ per year as the result of the tax upon twisted allow these growers to employ their bands, which would othe-r
mnnnfa.cturea tobacco. You h ve some of these twists here to-day. Mr. wise be iclle, in preparing this tobacco--
FLAcK had some. A M.EMBKR. Without licorice. 

This brave tenant and hisha.rd-pressedlandlordarestillsternly Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; withoutlicoriceoranything 
anit stubbornly battling with the trus -. They tand in the midst else but the pure leaf tobacco. 
of poverty and universal ruin and disaster, still unwilling to sur- Mr. STANLEY. All that these farmers ask. as I have said, is 
render to their mercile s master. Princely fortunes. ola and es- with their own hands to take the leaf tobacco and pull out the 
tabli bed firms. names almo t omnipotent in themercantile world, large stem from the center and then to take a half dozen of those 
all have been shattered and blown to the winds. The anathema leaves and with their own hands, without anything else, make it 
of the law, State and national, this trust successfully defies. In into this twist, and then take it and sell it to anybody who will 
the face of it all these loyal. determined, patriotic farmers of buy it. That is all. .At present, as I have said, they are .restricted 
Kentuch.""Y and Tenn~ see. in the face of pitiless penury ,£till stand to a single 'Purchaser; there is absolutely no competition. 
by their ruined homes. Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Whyisitnecessacyfor'them'tobave 

There is O!te relief and only one-the producer of tobacco must the privilege of putting this tobacco into tb.e twist? 
find a market not controlled by the trust. That market you can Mr. STANLE_Y. 1 am glad th1it my coTie3.ooue has as~ed that 
open by the repe..'ll of tbis tax. The only objection which has been question. Take a leaf of tobacco, and it is subject absolutely to 
or can be a signed is this pititalloss of :revenue. In the face of the the elements. In a. damp day it is limp as a rag; on a dry day 
fa ts and conditions that confront you, this is no objection at all. the force of the wind will crush it into powder. Taken at just 

.Make tobacco in the twist 6 cents chea-per, by the l'emoval of the right stage and made by hand into a twist this tobacco grows 
this onerous tax, and it will find a market. better with age; it can be handled in small quantities, and is not 

The:re are 7.000,000 negroes in the South who pre-fer the natma'l destroyed by snob handling .as is nece sary to market it. 
leaf to tobacco in any other form. That tobacco is given to those All that the farmer asks is the privilege of putting his product 
negroes in the form of a ration by the owners of southern planta- into a marketable ·shape. What would yon think if this Go-vern
tiona. Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi the other aay told me that ment would say that after you had cut down your ·cornstalks 
it was the custom to allow so many pounds of tobacco with every you could not take the co-rn from 'the stalk in order to dispose of 
ration, so mncb meat and so mueh bacon, and so much meal and so it without paying a tax of '6 cents a ·bushel? Wha;t would you 
much tobacco. Now, the southern planter and the plantation think of a law which required that you must sell the wheat, with 
darky alike would prefer a handmade, 'homemade twist. l the straw and chaff along with it? All that we ask is the right 
lmow that in the sad honrs for Kentucky and Tennessee we can to put our own p1·odnctwith our own .hanCls in such a shape as to 
look to the sons of the orange and the eve-rgreen for relief. They market it. 
will not fail us in a response characteristic of that brave and If this legislation be granted, we shall find a :purchaser for this 
·generous land. product. Clar~ & Son, of Nashville. are among the largest t?-

It is argued. Mr. Chairman, that if this taxsbould be talren from bacco aealers m the cotmtry. I have a letter from them this 
tobacco in this form that the sale of the twist wou1d, to a certain morning which says: "Repeal that 6-cent tax on 1 af tobacco
·extent, supe1·sede the demand for tobacco in other for:ms_. and in not the twist-just 'make the leaf 'free and in a short time we hall 
that way more materially decl"ease the revenues of the Govern- be able to ~ell 10,000 hogsheads of _yonr tobacco." And it will be 
ment. I hope that this Is true, and more than true. "'Tis a remembered that the repeal of ·the restrictions on the leaf will not 
consummation devoutly to be wished." Have you ever con- -affect the •revennes one ·ce-nt. 
sidered the full meaning of this argument? It is simply this: Men This measure will help us to com bat t'he trusts. The operation 
making something like 30 cents for a. day of thirteen hours' of the trusts has aestroyed aompeti ·on and has materially af
ceaseless toil, in the onltivation of tobacco, will after this long day fected the valne of the product. It is impossible for u.s to get to
is done sit in a corner of a cabin, and laboring bravely on, with day tobacco ~hat is not~~ed with all kinds of foul .and un~h?le
the aid of wife and chi'ldren, form these loose leaves of the .plant some ingredients. ThiS 18 the natural effect of no competition. 
into a simple twist, and then they will take it to the nearest People must bny the products controlled by the trusts or not buy 
country store and trade it for coffee or sugar or meat, and the at alL 
mercbant will sell it to the ;next customer in teaa of a plug maae Let me say that to-day there is but one spot·on -earth wher~'the 
by James 13. Duke & Co., and in that way the Government will tobacco interest is flourishing at all. and that is the State of my 
lose the chance to take from this '· o'er-labour'd wight" the sum distinguished .friend who pays me the honor of li tening to me 
of 6 cents. now the gentleman from Oonnecticttt [Mr. H£LL] z.. and the reason 

Is there a .man upon either side of this Chamber wbo will tell is th~y have not captured the cigar business yet. m a little while 
me in honesty and candor that he is the friend of the toiler, that the united cigar store will do the work, and then the now pros
he believes in the restriction of the worst ·trn.st ever formed, and :perous growers of Sumatra leaf must join the •· innumerable cara.
then have the temerity to claim that this Government should van '-the ruined victims of this .giant trn.st-only · little while 
continue this old cruel war tax, eating as it does the bread from and the head of the small Connecticut farmer shall fall from the 
the mouths of this overbmdened and starving tenantry of the block. -
South? Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman ·kindly state 

Mr. ,Chairman, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue makes a what additional value will be given to the tobacco by permitting 
report, and at my_-requ~st he takes this inCTeased dema?-d for the the grower to stem it? 
twist unde-r consideration. and even then says that if the tax Mr. STANLEY. It can not be marketed nnless it is stemmed. 
should be ta:ken from twisted tobacco entirely, not a vesti.~e of it 'Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. England buys it stemmed. 
left, my estimate of 2,000.000 is absolute~y too liberal;.t~at the Mr. STANLEY. Allow me to add, sir, that there is no reas?IJ 
revenues would not be lowered even to thiS extent, and 1t 1s ?nlY .given why this tobacco should not be sold by the grower of 1t, 
a question of taxation. Here is his :report in full on the subJ~c~: I -ex-eept that to remove this ~may cut do~ the internal !eye-

But leaving the question of revenue aside for the Pt:esent. ru:td I ay 1t 1s nue. But, sir. I can not believe that a million or ~wo n?lli<?D. 
onlya.guess-andithinkMr.STANL.E'i'showedagl·eatsptritoffa.Irnessbefor,e dollars of ·internal revenue will be taken into coD.Slderation m 
the committee in the tatement 'that he read, when he stated that the man- I . . h h . · f 1· · f b 1 te tar ti. 
mum lo to the ·Government could not be over $2.001.000. I think he was comparison Wlt t e justice o re revmg rom a so u s va on, 
very conservative in his statement. Bnt I doubt if it would reach that. I do 1 upon a wage of le s than 20 cents a day, more than a hundred 
not think the difference of price would be so great as to lead every man to thousand men I have the fao before me 'to support what I say. 
buy the hand-twisted a.rtiole-th.e tobacco twisted by the farmeT-as I do not · f h S th f th· t · t d tob to tobaCC(f 
think they could make it look as neat and as attractive as the manufactured The negroes o t e ou pl'e er lS W1S e. aoco 
twist. in any other form. If we conld stem and twist om: own tobacco, 

If Con!n'ess refuses this relief, what is to be done with "this to- we could effectually defy the trus~s: We could go mto Al~bama, 
baoco? It is not an article of home consumption. They can not Mis issi'ppi, Georgia. Texas. LomSiana. Arkansas. and wrth the 
make it into clothing. It will not suffioe as food. It must be sold, I twist tobacco prepared by our elves.c<?uld outsell any other foTIIl 
and it oan be sold bnt for one purpose onlf. ?f to~acco in tbe world. because this 1S the best and purest form 

There is only one purchaser here, and that pmchaser refuses l m which tobacco was ever made.. . 
to .'Pay one-half of what is necessary to p-roduce it. We .must find And who would be hurt by this change of the law? Without 
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doing harm anywhere, this measure will be a measure of salva
tion to my people. I can not believe that in the face of these 
fact and these figures we are going to continue to refuse this 
much-needed relief. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The white laborers on the farm 
chew this old long green, do they n-ot? . 

Mr. STANLEY. Yes; and ever body else who can get it. Why, 
railroad men come through my town--

Mr. G A.INES of Tennessee. It is not confined to the colored 
people at all. 

1\Ir. STANLEY. Not at alL Railroad men come through my 
town, and somebody gives them a twist of this tobacco, which is 
against the law, and they will not chew any other. I went into 
the banking office of the Ohio Valley Banking and Trust Com
pany the other day, owned by some of the wealthiest citizens in 
western Kentucky, and on their counter they had a box of this 
nahu-alleaf tobacco cut np ready fm· the pipe. 

It is the finest smoking tobacco in the world. The best e-vidence 
of it is this: N"mety per cent of all the tobacco that England gets 
comes right from Tennessee and Kentucky, and England gets 72 
cents a pound duty from it, three or four thousand per cent more 
than the value of the tobacco. Can you import poor silks or 
woolen goods and pay three or four thousand per cent of their 
value in importation duties? Certainly not. When. you pay such 
import duties as that, you are bound to buy the very best article 
you can get; and when Engl:md pays 72 cents a pound duty on 
her tobacco she is going to buy the best tobacco she can find, and 
.smoking tobacco is principally in that form in Great Britain-
" pipe tobacco," as they call it in the trade. This tobacco, if freed 
from this terrible impost duty, will in a few years become the 
pipe tobacco of the South, and who will be hurt? 

As it is, all the profit in this business goes to a few monopolies. 
The repeal of this tax will, as you see, distribute some of this 
profit among the people. 

The distribution of wealth to-day is a more serious question 
than the creation of wealth- This conntry will create wealth. 
Its energy, its courage, its tireless ambition, the fire and the force 
in the American laborer that will make him, if need be, turn day 
into night, make it as impossible to stop the creation of wealth as 
it would be to stop a pot from boiling with a hot fire under it. 
The thing is to distn"bute the wealth. 

Another thing that I want to ask the American Congxessisthls: 
What is going to become of 120,000 men who last year received 
from 19 to 30 cents a day in a land which you say is prosperous? 
This business is destroyed. These men will be thrown entirely 
out of employment. They must leave their homes. They must 
become outlaws or they must become homeless tramps and vaga
bonds on the face of the earth. There is no worlr for them on. the 
farm. If they do not cultivate tobacco, there will be :five times 
as many men upon these farms as a"I"e necessary to cultivate them 
in wheat or corn. or oats or hay. 

Did yon ever think that we are surrounded by a current mov
ing on like time, all unconsciously to us as long as we are em
ployed, as long as we have some fixed business to hold us? But the 
minute yon are out of employment, the minute money is gone and 
friends departed, and you start down the road, there is a blind 
force that will carry you in a certain direction, and that force is 
carrying the p-opulation of the United States with tragic and ter
rible power toward the great cities. These men thus rendered 
homeless. will be caught in the drift. Into the great teeming 
havens of the homeless, into the dives, into the cities they and 
those they love must go unless there is some relief. 

The richest farming section-outside perhaps of Kentucky and 
Tennesseee-in the world is Iowa, Indiana, lliinois, and Ohio. 
That country is fertile of field, seamed by railroads, with rural 
free deliveries, schools, and churches everywhere; and yet one
half of the towns and villages in those great States are to-day ab
solutely shrinking in population. The President of the United 
States wisely and well uses this language in his message: 

It is unhealthy an-d undesirable !01· the cities to grow at the expense of the 
country; and rural free delivery is not only _o. good thing in itself, but good 
becau....c:e it is one of the causes whicll check this unwholesome tendency toward 
urban concentration of our population. 

Tbere are to-day in the United States 161 cities which have a 
population of nearly one-half of the entire total population of the 
United States. Sixty-nine out of these 161 cities in the last twenty 
years have increased in population from 100 to 5,000 per cent. 
One-third of the entire population of this country to-day is con
fined to seven States, and in thnse seven States 70 per cent of the 
people live in cities. The increase of urban population has been 
greater than the entire increase of population for the whole United 
States. Ah, the harm. of the city is not the cityitself. The harm 
of the city is the slum. A man of wealth can live as well and as 
healthily and as happily in a large city as he can in the country. 
It is in the alleys, into the darkened rooms, into the overcrowded 

tenement, where babies dwell like blind fish in caves, and oph
thalmia eats out their eyes-it is there that the harm is found. 

Into the great city of Chicago, that seething maelstrom of wreck 
and ruin for the poor and the homeless, the population of all the 
l\fiddle West is irresistibly drawn. A short time ago a commit
tee of Chicago's most conservative citizens made an investigation 
of the tenement conditions in that city. I read from that report, 
as made by Mr. Robert Hunter: 

Within the last few years there have been marvelous industrial, commer
cial, and a.,<7Tar:ian revolutions. through which populations have been redis
tributed upon the earth; country di tricts have been depopulated; small 
factories have given way to large on~ country and snlmrban stores hare 
succumbed to the department and mail-order stores; the millions have 
thronged into the cities which were not prepared for their coming. 

Here is their report of the conditions existing in those sections 
of a great city from which I would save a poor, but still honest 
and healthy people. 

Speaking of the effects of overc1·owding, Mr. Hunter says: 
Keeping children up and out of doors until midnight in warm weather~ 

because rooms are almost unendurable, making cleanliness of house a.na 
street difficult, filling the air with unwholesome emanations and foul odors 
of every kind; producing a state of nervous tension; interfering with the 
separateness of home lif~ leading to a promiscuous :mixing of all ages and 
sexes in a single room, thus breaking down the barriers of modes~ and con
ducing to the cOITuption of the young, and oecasionany to revolting crime. 

And again: 
High death rates; pitiful increase in infant mortality; terrible suffering 

among little children; scrofula. and congenital diseases; ophtha.l.m:ia, due to 
dark; ill->entilated overcrowded rooJllS) sheer exhaustion and inability to 
work; encouragement of infectious diseases, reducing physical stamina, and 
thus producing consumption and diseases arising from geneTaldebility, were 
some of the evils of orercrowding. 

And yet, in the face of this report, which in its cold, calm re
cital of the horrors of the slums of Chicago, freezes the heart, we 
are face to face with this lamentable fact: 

The density of population per oore in the Polish qua.rter in Chicago is three 
tim-es tha.t of the most crowded portion of Tokyo, Calcutta, and many other 
Asiatic cities. On the other ha.Jld, Chicago's densest quarters are not as 
thickly populated as those of New York. 

It is no wonder then that to-day in Chicago, in the West, and 
in New York, in the East, anarchy sits in an unwholesome dive, 
and whets her knife and lights her torch- There within those 
cities gxowls the coming contest when, through the red haze of 
universal disorder, you shall see the battle to the death between 
labor and capital, each at the other's throat. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] The salvation of this country depends upon 
the humble tiller of the soil, who loves his little home, whose 
children are reared beneath a parent:s love, among surroundings 
as pure as God's sunshine and His dew. 

I tell yon that the man behind the plow in peace is the hero be
hind the gun in war. [Applausa] You can not afford to drive 
100,000 men into the· sinks and alleys of the cities; you can not af
ford to take the farmer~s ·daughter," Sweet floweret of the rural 
shade," and see her" By love's simplicity betrayed, and guileless 
trust, until she, all soiled, is laid low in the dust." Yon can not 
afford to take the farmer's stalwart son from the cottage or the 
cabin. This home-loving, God-fearing~patriotic youth shall not, 
all ruined and desperate, be hurled into the city's slums to choose 
between the dive and the cell. It is for the humble homes that I 
appeal. I appeal not only for the tobacco growers of my conn try, 
in the name of a broad-er humanity I speak, in the name of the 
welfare of the race, the min. and expatriation of a hundred thou
sand farmers is but one of a vast number of similar causes that 
is driving us headlong toward the shoals of anarchy and min. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield thirty minutes to the gen
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, my remarks will be addressed 
to a resolution that I will ask the Clerk to read. The resolution 
has been reported favorably by the Committee on InteiState and 
Foreign Commerce, and I expect it will be up for a vote and final 
passage very soon-

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is hereby, 

requested to investigate the causes of the low prices of beef ca.ttle in the 
United States since July 1, 1~, and the unusually large margins between 
the prices of beef cattle and the selling prices of fresh beef, and whether the 
said conditions have resulted in whole or in pa.rtfrom any contract, combi
nation, in the fonn of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, in restraint of com
merce among the several States and Territories or with foreign countries; 
also whether the ssi-d prices have been controlled in whole or in part by any 
corporation, joint stock company, or corporate combination engage-d in com
merce among the several States or with foreign nations; and if so, to investi
gate the orga.nization, capitalization, profits, conduct., and m.a.nagement of 
the business of such corporations, co:r:npanies..., ~nd. corporate combinat-ions, 
and to make early report of his findings accoraing to law. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the resolution, 
as is disclosed by the reading, is to direct the Secretary of Com
merce and Labor to investigate the causes of the wide disparity 
between the prices of live beef cattle and dressed beef that have 
been prevailing now for some months; and if it shall be found 
upon such investigation that these causes, in whole or iri part, are 
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controlled or directed by any combination or conspiracy in re
'straint of commerce, to give authority to the Department to 
thereupon investigate thoroughly such corporation or combina
tion, if any, engaged in such business, both as to their capitaliza
tion, their profits, and then· method of doing business, and to 
·report thereon according to law. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow 
me--

Mr. MARTIN. If it is a brief question. 
Mr. THAYER. I am fully in sympathy with the purpose, and 

I want to ask the gentleman this: Is it not the duty already of 
the Secretary to attend to it without any direction of thfu House? 

Mr. MARTIN. The law upon the subject is embodied in the 
act of February, 1903, creating the Department, and it provides 
that either House of Congress may at its pleasure request or di
rect special investigations by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor upon important subjects. Undoubtedly the Secretary 
could pro~eed along any line of investigation without special in
struction, but the law specifically provides for this kind of instruc
tion. It seems to me eminently proper that Congress should put 
behind the Secretary, in ordering an investigation of an important 
matter of this kind, the power and prestige of a direct resolution. 

I may say on that subject that I make no reflection upon the 
efficient Secretary of Commerce and Labor. I have every reason to 
think he is heartily in sympathy with the purpose of this resolu
tion. The Department is new and in its organizing stage. It is 
very proper in the interests of the country that Congress, or either 
House of Congress, should anticipate the action and direct the 
attention of the Secretary to such matters as may seem best to 
be investigated. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MARTIN. If it is a very brief one, as my time jg limited. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why has not the Attorney-Gen

eral of the United States taken the $500,000 that Congress gave him 
and gone and looked into this matter, and put these people in the 
penitentiary already? 

Mr. MARTIN. The Attorney-General of the United States has 
been the most efficient Attorney-General in the prosecution of our 
antitrust law we have ever had since its passage. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why has he been derelict in his 
duty in carrying out the antitl·ust law in this matter? 

Mr. MARTIN. TheAttorney-Generalofthe United States needs 
no defense at my hands. nor at the hands of any Member upon the 
floor of this House. . He jg every inch a lawyer, and jg most vigorous 
in the prosecution of these matters. He hasrev~talized t~e Sherman 
antitrust law. The speech of Mr. Knox at Pittsburg m 1902, and 
his two communications to the Houses of Congress during the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, when action on antitrust legislation was 
up for consideration, to my mind illuminates this entire subject 
more ably than it has been presented by any living man. He 
presents a most excellent illustration of the great truth, that 
when a citizen of this Republic is called to the service of the peo
ple he brings and lays unstinted upon the altar of his country 
not only his native ability and character, but also the special 
skill that he may have acquired through a long professional career. 

So in no sense am I reflecting upon the Attorney-General. On 
the other hand, I am seeking, if I can, to give into his hands an 
additional weapon, with which he can prosecute hfu most impor
tant labors. This Department of Commerce and Labor is the 
only Department outside of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
which can make original investigations upon industrial questions, 
and has for that purpose the power to subpcena witnesses and 
force the production of documentary evidence. In that way it 
may be able not only to enlighten this House and the Congress, 
but to inform the Administration and the country generally, and 
place in the hands of the Attorney-General effectual assistance in 
dealing with this important question. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, may I ask 
the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will make it as brief as I 

can. 
Mr. MARTIN. And make your questions as few as possible, 

because I can not yield much time. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of :Massachusetts. I will ask the gentleman 

if he has made some preliminary investigation himself and as a 
result of that investigation he believes the price of cattle is so 
low and the price of dressed beef relatively so high as to require 
the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor to lay 
-aside other matters upon which he may be now investigating and 
make this the principal subject for investigation? 

Mr. MARTIN. I have investigated the subject and I believe 
the reasons emt, otherwise I would not be addressing the House 
upon the subject. Now, I will ask gentlemen to put no further 

questions at present. A little later, if I find I have the time for 
that purpose, I will be most happy to yield. 

The conditions concerning the live-beef and the fresh-beef 
market for 1903 have been very unusual. The years 1901, 1902, 
and 1903 were, perhaps, taking them all in all, the most prosper
ous years in the history of this country. Up until the beginning 
of 1903 the producers of beef cattle of all kinds generally shared 
liberally in the profits which have been enjoyed by every man 
throughout the length and breadth of the land who labors with 
his head or his hands in the production of anything of utility or 
beauty. At the beginning of 1903 there was a sudden <h·op in 
the price of beef, affecting at first both live beef cattle and dressed 
beef. From July 1, 190:3, the period to which attention is es
pecially directed by this resolution, the prices of live beef cattle 
continued to decline, but the prices of dressed beef systematically 
advanced, and the greatest disparity between the two emting at 
any time within a period of five years was reached in the month 
of August last, and in the month of December last the lowest 
price of beef cattle for more than five years prevailed throughout 
the markets generally. These unusual conditions I believe can 
not be accounted for fulJy or satisfactorily by natural causes. 

The laboring man is as able to buy hli3 beef to-day as a year ago 
or two years ago. There is as much home demand for beef as 
there ever was. I will say, in passing, the retail price to the con
sumer of beef jg as high as at any time in two or three years, with 
perhaps a brief period about the time the beef-trust prosecution 
was initiated. Our export demand was the largest in 1903 ever 
known in our history. We exported more beef products that year 
than ever before. It will be difficult, therefore, to account for 
this decline on natural causes. Every other food product, bread
stuffs, wheat, corn, and oats, have all systematically advanced 
right along over this period in sympathy with the general con
dition of prosperity in which we are living. Now, the western 
stockmen and stock feeders and stock growers everywhere-and it 
reaches all over our country-have been very solicitous to ascer
tain what is the real reason for this unusual condition. I have in
vestigated far enough to satisfy myself that it is practically the 
unanimous conclusion of the men engaged in this business that 
the real seat of the difficulty jg to be found in the manner in which 
the business jg conducted in the large stock yards of the country. 

In the city of Chicago is the largest meat market in the world. 
In Kansas City, St. Joseph, Sioux City, South Omaha, and East 
St. Louis are the remaining chief centers for the beef products of 
the Mississippi and Missouri valleys. A condition of things has 
come about so that all of the business in all of those markets is prac
tically in the hands of seven great concerns. A stock grower from 
the West goes into one of those markets, whichever one he chooses, 
and practically comes before the same purchasers to be found if 
he went into any other market. The conclusion of the western 
stockman and farmer and beef producer of this country is that 
competition has practically disappeared from the great beef mar
kets of the United States, and when he takes his beef cattle for 
sale he will encounter simply a certain definite number of bid
ders and perhaps many less bids than there are buyers. 

·The western stockman is a man very slow to think that there is 
anything of unfairness in the dealings of other men with him. He 
has been slow to come to the conclusion that he has not received 
a fair deal. The western stockman partakes something of that 
generous, wide-expanding sph·it of the boundless plains and table
lands over which he moves as the undisputed autocrat of all out
doors. He is a good exemplification of the motto" Live and let 
live," and yet the western stockman is forced to the conclusion, 
which he announces unhesitatingly, that the great beef markets 
of the country are being manipulated against him, and that com
petition is no longer to be found when he takes his cattle to market. 

There was a meeting of the National Live Stock Association in 
Portland, Oreg., last January,and Mr. Springer, president of that 
association, in his address, recounting the great decline in the beef
cattle trade, said: 

I regret to say that the year last past has witnessed so many failures among 
honest, hard-working, patient, and uncomplaining stockmen in the United 
States. Without apparent reason prices be~an to dropl.!'nd they have gone 
from bad to worse until we see the cattle kings in the .t1ereford and Short
horn world forced into bankruptcy, their hard-earned fortunes dissipated, and 
their careers blighted. Will some one kindly givens a positive reason for 
this loss of hundreds of millions of live-stock values? It must be conceded 
that the consumption of meat was never so great, or the retail prices never 
so high. It must be admitted that we still have a growing foreign demand, 
rather than a. closing of markets against our meat products. It is patent to 
all that American labor is to-day receiving the hignest average wages ever 
enj9yed in this Union. 

Finally, it must be conceded that we have a general prosperitythroughou 
the Union and only the Wall street grumblers and the army of sycophantic 
sufferers hanging on the fringe of respectability, who coddle their pee-wee 
brains that they can buck the" tiger, on the stock market, and lose, as they 
a.lwavs do-it IS only these gamblers who have honestly "bit the dust," 
financially speakingJiuring the past year. We can account for all their bad 
breaks and losses . .tSut why the producer of meat, who feeds the world, 
should be singled out for financial destruction is altogether another proposi
tion. Here is where the great combine called the "packing kings, comes in. 
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We all concede they have ma.d& colossal fortune& We: know they have 

converted the old neigh bo:rhood_sln.ughterhouse, with its odors and nuisances 
into g~ntic abattoirs, where the by-productsa.re all saved andeTeryounce of 
the anunal is turned to a. profit. We producers have paid for the hundreds 
of millions now representedcbythe ' big four," so called. We commend their 
success, bu..t we protest against the gigantic monopoly they ha. ve forced on 
the people of the whole country"-both producers and consumers. We protest 
agamst the withdrawal of open competition in. each and all of the great mar
k£lts of this country in. the agreement made every-day between the· buyer& 
of these houses. 

That convention passed a unanimous resolution encouraging 
the establishment of indepenaent packing houses, and members 
of the association, who came from almost every State in the Union, 
became large su.bscnoers to a company of this character in the 
hope of restoring competition. I have a letter from Mr. C. F. 
Martin, secretary of this independent company, now being formed, 
which I will publish with my remarks. 

Now, I have here some data I have selected, which I expect to 
insert in the RECORD, being in the main opinions of stockmen as 
published in numerous newspapers· and scattered through the 
Middle West. They all locate the trouble in the same place. I 
will read only enough, in hastily passing, to show the trend of 
public opinion upon this subject. 

The West Texas Stockman of September 1, 1903·, quotes Mr. 
A. B. Robertson, on~ of the leading cattlemen of west Texas, as 
saying~ 

I am firmly convinced that the packing int.erests of the countrv are con
trolling themarketsstrictlyin their own interest. I do not believe the pack
ers are operating as one big firm, but through a community-of-interest pro
cedure they are enabled to take advantage of the situation. When cattle 
are plentiful they agree on a low pricet and when they fail to show up in large 
numbers a small ra.is.e is made m pncesto stimulate shipments, and when 
they mate1ialize there invariably follows a sharp decline. 

The fuller statement of this gentleman. will be. published with 
my remarks. 

The Kansas City J'onrnal of Augm;t 12, 1903, publishes an article 
which I will attach, and which I now read in part: 

E. W. W ell.ington, a cattle raiser of Ellsworth, Kans., said yesterday at the 
Baltimore Hote1 that there is no competition in buying cattle. No buye-r 
ca.n be found who will go above the- price set by any other buyer. The cattle 
are never lost sight of after they have once been bidden upon, and if they 
are shi_p_:pe4 to another market they bring mnchthe same price that he was 
offered in the first market. He has to take the first price. There is no dif
ference in the markets.l and the added cost of freight and yardage is a I?en
alty for not having sola. at the first offer. 

Here is a clipping sent m~ from a Chicago paper., from a mar
ket report, as. late as February 6,_ 1904, in which the reporter says: 

Packers were openly accused of rigging the cattle market yesterday. Sus
picion of collusion between the big buyin~ interestswas rife. A sharp con
traction in receipts met no response in pr1ces, and disgust permeated selling 
circles. "If killers desire to avoid im:peachmen~" said one cattleman, "they 
must adopt di:fferent tactics." That they are in combination. has been. pal
pable both in cattle and hog divisions. With only8,000 cattle on Wednesday 
and an equal number Thnisday, an advance was logical, as 40,000 cattle ar
rived on. the same days last week. 

Ordinary business policy should have prompted them to pay a. moderate 
a.dya,nce on this week's light run, and, unleES the :rllarket had been influenced 
by an understanding, it-would have occurred. Instead of adopting this pol
icy they bought a few cattle Wednesday at a slight advance and then "laid 
out-l" causing a break. On Wednesday, by mutual agreement~ they refused 
to ao anything until late in tha day, when they bid ruinously low prices. 
Shippers. are not all dummies and some of these days the country will wake 
up and demand satisfaction. 

In an interview in the Washington Times of February 1, 1904, 
Mr. Wilson, Secretary of Agriculture, is reported as saying: 

Either the farmer is not getting enough for his beef or the consumer is 
pAying too much. 

Fat cattle are not so dea.r as they were a fewyea.rs ago, and there are good 
reasons why they should not be. But there are no very ErOOd reasons why 
the consumer should pay as much for his beefsteak as he pa1d a few years ago. 

The margin between those prices-what the fa.rmerreceives and what the 
retailer pays-is much greater than it should be. When beef wasatitshi6'h.
est two or three years ago, it was clearly BJ>parent that there was a scarcity 
in the material of which beef is made; the corn crop had been very short, and 
consequently beef became very dear. 

The retailers put their prices up. Now their prices are about- the same, 
a.lthough cattle on the hoof a.re perhaps $1.50 per hundred less than they were 
at that time. 

I have talked with the Secretary of Agriculture upon this sub
ject. I hold in my hand a letter from him dated December 28, 
1903, in which he says: 

Just what influence the packers have on the present low price I can not 
well say. I think they have some influence. Cattle in the market are much 
cheaper, while meafs to the consumer are little, if any, cheaper. 

In another letter from Secretary Wilson, which I shall also 
make a part of my remarks, referring to my resolution, he says: 

I_have your letter of the 5th instant, inclosing a co_py o~ your resolution 
caJ1ing upon the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to look mto the prices of 
beef. It seems to cover the ground completeiy. 

As you all know r in the month of May, 1902T the Attorney
General initiated proceedings against the: so-called "beef trust." 
Seven corporations were made defendants in that proceeding and 
some other pa.rli.es. In the bill of complaint it is charged'that 
these seven corporations control60 per cent of the meat business 
of the country; that they agree in advance not to bid ao-ainst each 
other when maTting purchases of Uve stock, and by this means 

compel the owners to s.ell the same at lese: prices than they would 
receive if such bidding were competitive; that upon certain days, 
when the market is. dull~ they run prices up inordinately in order 
to induce large shipments and when the shipments arrive- they 
lower the bids and obtain th-e stock at sacrifice prices. It is also 
alleged in this proceeding that they agree as to what p1"ices beef 
should be sold at as a dressed. product, and follow out that agree
ment. The allegations of this bill of complaint are practically 
that these seven packing houses have a monopoly, controlling one 
of the great food products of the people. 

Now, these defendants demurred to that bill, which we as law
yers lmow is, in legal effect, at least, equivalent to a confession of 
the facts. My own judgment is that if the allegations were not 
true these great concerns would have hastened, in view of the pub
lic sentiment on the subject, to have denied the facts and shown 
their falsity, 

That case is now upon. appeal before the Supreme- Court of the 
United States. It shows what were the conditions at that time. 
I think, as I proceed to develop the facts that l have found, that 
you will be able to agree- with me that the conditions at the pl·es
ent time, so far as the rights or the producer and the consumer 
are concerned, are even worse than they were at the time the in
junction was- placed on the so-called " beef trust.'' The reason 
for that~ in my~udgment, is that these great corporation~ are ad
vised that they are not technicallyviolating the injunction by 
the methods they are now following. 

I think there is every indication that shortly after this inj1Ille
tion was put on they changed their methods, and instead, from 
that time onrof agreeing, combining, and conspiring in. advance, 
they actually, perhaps without any express understanding, have 
their reiJresentatives meet in the beef marls every day, and when 
one man makes a bid upon a lot of beef it seems to be tacitly, if 
not expressly, understood that nobody else bids against him. It 
is alleged also by men. close in toliCh with this business that in ad
dition to not bidding againstone-another,asamatterof fact, very 
often at least, at the close of the day's business they divide-up the 
large purchases between themselves, each sharing in the result of 
the day's business. Now, it may be that that is or is not a viola
tion of the p.articular injunction order which has been placed 
against these concerDE. It is,. in my opinion, a flagrant violation 
of the Sherman antitrust law, and if those facts can be shown to 
exist upon this thorough investigation, I think means ~an be de
vised under the law that we now have to. enforce the provisions 
of the law that are now being violated. 

I notice that the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRA.KER] very 
recently in trod need a bill in the Senate proposing to remove the for
feiture clause in the Sherman antitrust law. Instead of reiilDving 
it, it should be intensifiedr if possible. It may be that we will have 
to resort. to more severe. measures in the enforcement of the law 
than the Attorney-General has yet proceeded upon. [Applause.] 
There- is a most excellent provision in this law now that will au,. 
thorize the forfeiture of any property that has been taken or ob
tained in. violation of this antitrust legislation, to take it and for
feit it to the Government as we take and forfeit the property of 
any man or corporation who illicitly and improperly imports 
goods from. another country against . the provisions of the law. 
Instead of repealing that provision, unless conditions change and 
right themselves along natural lines, the Administration mayftnd 
it necessary to enforce most vigorously the terms of that most 
excellent provision. 

Going home one year ago I fell in with a man engaged in the 
live-stock commission businesS: in one of these large markets of 
the Centra.l West. He is a. gentleman with whom I am acquainted. 
He told me of his experience in taking some very fine cattle to 
South Omaha. He took :first one carload. They gave him a fine 
price for his carload, and he made it known that he had five or 
six other carloads, and they induced him to send them to the 
market, promising they would give a good price. He sent the 
additional carloads there within two or three days of the time o:t 
the selling of the first. The-y offered him a very insignificant and 
inferior price for the same grade of cattle. He put them back in 
his cars, shipped them to the Chicago market, seeking better prices. 
When he reached the Chicago Union Stock Yards he found that the 
history of his efforts in South Omaha had preceded him. His cars 
were numbered and tabulated and he received when he reached 
the Chicago market precisely the same bid to a dollar and a cent 
that he received in Sonth Omaha, and only one bid from any
body. His only alternative was to sell the cattle or lose the 
freight, if conditions did not changer He held on during the 
day, and toward night some independent buyers for export trade 
from the State of Indiana came UIJOn the scene and gave him a 
better price for his goods. 

When I commenced this investigation, I wrote him for his fur
ther lmowie<4,a-e of the situation. I have a letter from him here 
and I will publish such po~tion of the letter as I consider proper, 
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without divulging his name. In that letter he definitely states 
that he would fear to disclose the facts with which he has be
come familiar in the past nine years. He Eays without equivoca
tion that there is a beef trust and that they now are dividing at 
the close of. a day's business the results of the day's purchases. 
His letter is dated January 20, 1904:: 

The combining of packers has been of long standing. It is hard for your
self or a committee to get facts pertaining to their methods. 

The yards are controlled by the packers. Should I or anyone else be in
sb''UJnental in exposing their methods of dividing up their purchases every 
evening after business hours. you can understand how a'l.Sy it would be to 
shove said informer to a poor location in their yards and ruin his business 
and in ma.ny other ways handicap the firm. I have been up against those 
fellows and on tho plank for nine years and say truthfully that I am afraid 
of them, knowing that they would ruin my business which I have been years 
builaing up. Now, Mr. MARTIN, you will please excuse me for refraining to 
enlighten you upon anything I might know in relation to the methods of the 
real beef trust. 

One of my constituents living in a neighboring town was here 
a few days ago. He told me that on his way to Washington he 
met a western stockman who had very recently taken an en~ire 
train load of cattle to the Chicago market. He received but one 
bid in all that market for his train load. He accepted .the bid 
and sold his cattle, although very unsatisfactorily. His curiosity 
was aroused, and he remained to watch his cattle, and he stated 
that at the close of that day's business this train load of cattle was 
separated into seven parts and divided between seven institutions. 

.Mr. Chairman, I shall give the House the benefit of such data 
as I have been able to collect pointing toward where the difficulty 
is probably located in connection with this business, and I shall 
publish with my remarks certain tables that I have prepared. 
The data from which they are compiled has been furnished to me 
in most of its parts by the Bureau of Statistics of the Department 
of Commerce and Labor. Some of the data has been contributsd 
by the Agricultural Department. · The first table contains a com
parison of the prices of beef steers, good to extra quality, in the 
Chicago market on the 1st day of each month for 1901, 1902.and 1903. 
A parallel column contains the prevailing prices of good to extra 
fresh beef in the city of Boston upon the same. days for these 
three years. Boston is taken because statistics are more available 
for that market and it being the chief beef export market of the 
United States; but the difference between the prices in Chicago 
and the prices in Boston, of course, is always simply a matter of 
freight, so that the tables are stationary and uniform. 

In other parallel columns upon the same sheet will be found the 
actual diffuence per hundred pounds between beef steers, good 
to extra, and fresh beef on the same day, and in corresponding 
columns the percentage of difference. 

Table 2 cont1ins the number of beef cattle sold in the Chicago 
stock yards dtuing the same three years, 1901, 1902, and 1903, by 
months, and in another table on the same sheet there is shown 
the gross number of beef cattle sold per year during 1901, 1902, 
and 1903 in the Chicago market and in the other four markets of 
the Western States to which I have n~ferred. 

On examination of this table it will be found that there is no 
overproduction in these articles. The increase in the business in 
1903 was very slight over the business of 1902; the business, in 
fact, was not so great as in 1902, and the increase was very slight 
over 1901. There is no overproduction to account for this condi
tion. 

Table 3 contains the number of beef cattle sold in the Chicago 
markets in the last six mo-:::~.ths of each year for the fourteen 
years-1890 to 1903. The object of this table is to show that there 
was no overproduction in beef cattle. 

Our population constantly increases at the rate of about a. mil
lion and a half per year and there is not more than a correspond
ing increase in the amount of beef cattle sold in the markets. 

Tab!e 4: contains the e~timates of the Department of Agricul
tm·e as to the number of cattle of all kinds in the United States 
for the years 1901, Hl02, and 1903, the production being practically 
stationary for those three years. 

Table 5 shows in detail the beef exporting business for these 
same three years by mo~ths. 

Table 6 is a compilation or summary showing that our expol"t 
market for 1903 was the largest in those three years and, inci
dentally. as I ha\e said, the largest in the history of the country. 

Table 7 contains for these same months (taking the 1st day of 
each month) the prices for the past three years of breadstuffs in 
the markets of the United States-wheat, corn, and oats~and I 
may say during those three years, while the retail p1ice of beef 
has remained practically st.ationary, the price of every other food 
product has advanced uniformly dming the same period. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will yield ten minutes more of my time to 

the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MARTIN]. 
Mr. MARTIN. Taking the fore part of 1901 and comparing it 

with the last six months of 1903, wheat has advanced practically 
8 per cent in value in the markets, corn practically 10 per cent, 
oats 30 per cent. Meat alone-not dressed, but live meat-is the 

only important commodity of American industry that for some 
unaccountable reason, without reference to natural causes, has 
gone down seriously during this period, at the rate of about 15 
per steer, considering the cattle business of the entire country. 

Now, taking Table 1, some very interesting comparisons can be 
made. It will be found that, beginning with the 1st of July last, 
there was a systematic decline in the price of live meat until in 
December it touched the lowest point in five years. Beginning 
at the sa.me time there was a rise in the price of dressed beef. 
And I must say in passing that the prices I quote are wholesale 
prices. 

An investigation along the line of retail prices, in my opinion 
and in the opinion of the Secret.ary of Agriculture as expressed in 
some interviews, will show even a greater disparity. And I will 
say, too, that my tables aremadeupsimply upon" good to extra" 
quality of beef. As every stockman or dealer knows, a slump in 
the beef market strikes most calamitously the lowest grades, while 
the best grades hold up their p1ices longer, so that my estimates, 
I believe frankly, are beneath the real facts in this matter. 
Still what do these estimates disclose? They show that on the 1st 
day of August, 1903, the price of" good to extra" beef steers was 
S5.17t per hundred, the price of "good to extra" dressed beef 
$3.37-! a hundred, a difference of $3.20. Now, if you look back in 
these tables to a date when these concerns were selling the same 
quality of beef at the same price, you will find that on the 1st day 
of February, 1902-eighteen months previous-they were selling 
this same g1·ade of dressed beef to the wholesale trade at .37t, the 
same as on the 1st day of August, 1903. At that time they were 
paying $6.50 for the same grade of steers. They were getting 
them for $5.17t in August, 190~, making an increased profit of 
$1.32t per hundred, or $13.25per steer over the profits in February, 
1902. 

Two hundred and ninety-three thousand and one beef steers were 
sold in the Chicago market in the month of August last, and if this 
same ratio continued during the month it means a difference in 
profitforthatmonth upon those steers of $3,882,263, or$149,317 per 
day increased profit for the month of August, 1903, over February, 
1902, when they were selling at precisely the same price. Now, 
you see the magnitude of this business in Chicago alone. You 
see at a glance that this beef combine could afford to pay a daily 
fine of $·5,000 each perday,or $35,000for seven concerns, and then 
have left at the close of each day's business over $100,000 increased 
profit by reason of manipulating the prices of that market, if they 
were manipulating it. 

Comparing the average price of steers and fresh beef for the 
first six months of 1901 with the last Eix months of 1903, it will be 
seen from the table that there was an average increased profit for 
the latter period over the former of 64! cents per hundred, or $6.45 
per steer on '' good to extra '' grade. There were sold in Chicago 
the bst six months of 1903 1,840,584 steers. Upon this b"sis the 
increased profits on these steers over the prices prevailing the first 
six months of 1901 would be about $12,000,000, or $2,000,000 per 
month and ~76,000 per day. 

The beef-trustprosecution was begun in May, 1902. Conditions 
had become intolerable at that time. And yet a comparison of the 
ave::.·age prices for the first six months of 1902 with the last six 
months of 1903 will show that the latter period was even worse 
from the standpoint of the beef producer. The average margin 
of profit to the pa:-:king companies was 0.3H per hundred greater 
for the six months, making 85,889,858 on 1,840,G84 steers. This 
would represent $981,111 per month, or $~7,512 per day, greater 
profits on the business in Chicago alone than prevailed under the 
extreme conditions that brought on the official prosecution in 
1~02. 

Eight million two hundred and eighteen thousand seven hun
dred and sixty-two cattle were marketed in Chicago, Kansas City, 
Omaha, St. Louis, and St. Joseph in 1903. Considering our gen
eral prosperity and comparing with other years, my estimate is 
that they sold for $1 per hundred or $10 per steer less than they 
would have broug·ht had there been f1·ee, open, and actual com
petition. This would make the loss to stock growers and feeders 
on the year's business in those markets alone $82,187,620. Men 
familiar with the subject place the loss much higher, as will be 
seen by reference to articles and letters which will be published 
with my remarks. 

The stock g1·owers of the country are entitled to know that the 
cards will not be stacked against them. They ask nothing more. 
They will take care of themselves in an open field. 

Now, gentlemen, I do not profess to be in any sense an anti
trust crank. I am not among those who go into political hysteria 
every time a trust is named. On the other hand, my experience 
of a professional kind has brought me into close touch with some 
of the men who are managing the great industries of this country. 

They are among our most brainy, loyal, and patriotic citizens. 
There are good trusts and bad trusts. From the standpoint of 
the people, I think that the bad trust is the rule and the good 
trust the exception. There are good corporations and bad cor-
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porations. From the same standpoint, considering all corpora
tions, great and small, I believe that the good corporation is the 
rule and the bad corporation the exception. 

I realize that we are living in an industrial age. I realize that 
in the development of the great industries of the countryit is but 
natural that we should have laid aside some of the old. simpler 
methods of commerce and of manufacture and should have taken 
on new and other implements. We have ceased to be afraid of 
anything in this country simply because it is large. In union 
there is strength. 

The big corporation has sprung into being as inevitably and as 
logically as the steam engine or the cotton gin, and I believe that 
we are just as likely to abandon the use of corporate power and 
corporate methods in carrying on the machinery of industry in 
this country as we are to return to the old days of the stage 
coach and the pony express and throw aside the magnificent Pull
man train and the great arteries of commerce that now carry on 
business across the country. The big corporation has come to 
stay. The practical proposition in some instances has been, and 
in some instances still is, will it allow the rest of us to stay also? 
I believe that there is practically a monopoly at the present time 
in one of the great food products of the country. I think it very 
pertinently requires the attention of this new Department and 
its Secretary-the Department that we have created for that spe
cial purpose. 

It is not an unsolvable problem by any means. A disclosure of 
the facts half wins the battle. These great concerns, corporate in 
their character-these great companies are the creations of the law, 
either State or Federal. They can be controlled by law; they can 
be limited, if necessary, in the amount of their capital; they can 
be allowed to engage in interstate commerce only upon certain 
prescribed conditions; and every great company and every great 
industry now engages in interstate commerce in this day of quick 
rail ti·ansportation. No great concern, no great industry, now is 
confined in its operations to one State. 

I think, gentlemen, that these questions will be solved. I be
lieve that this question requires immediate, honest attention. The 
great trust, when it is doing a legitimate business, is entitled to 
the same consideration and protection that any individual in car
rying on his business is entitled to. President Roosevelt put the 
question exactly right when he said in one of his speeches: 

We are not the friend of the rich man nor of the poor man as such; we are 
the friend of the honest man, be he rich or poor. 

A race of men, Mr. Chairman, who have given the world its 
beot and practically only example and model of constitutional 
government; a race of men who held together this great Union 
during the dismembering strife of the civil war; a race of men 
who have witnessed the assassination of three_ of then· beloved 
Presidents without political disorder will not be baffled in ?heir 
efforts to understand and regulate industrial agencies of their own 
creation. _ 

I indict the beef combine, so called, of serious offenses against 
the order and rights of civilized society. No monarchical gov
ernment for any great length of time has permitted a monopoly 
to exist in any of the great staple food products of -the country. 
This indictment is made, it is true, upon ex parte examination. 
Under our system of jurisprudence practically all indictments 
are drawn upon ex parte evidence. Fortunately, we have a 
means now recently created whereby an examination may be 
made under full power into this whole subject, and if the result 
of that examination shall be to disclose that our modern vernacu
lar is entirely in error when it says so often that we have a beef 
combine or a beef trust, I shall be the fil'st to a-cknowledge that 
disclosure and make it as public as I now make this indictment; 
but if, as I verily believe, an investigation will show the truth of 
this charge, then an outraged public sentiment will demand that 
no longer shall there be a monopoly in any of the great food 
staples of the people. [Applause.] And they will require such 
administrative and legislative measures as may be necessary to 
determine once and forever that no longer shall the food of the 
people be used as a means of feeding the insatial:Xe greed of a few 
men who, while engaged in a legitimate business, are engaged in 
it in an illegitimate way. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield forty-five minutes to the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. BuRKE]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Before my colleague proceeds, I would like the 
privilege of extending my remarks in the RECORD. -

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman desire further 
time? I will give the gentleman teri minutes further if he de
sires it. 

Mr. MARTIN. If the gentleman has time, I should simply give 
a little data. I think. however, I have covered the subject fairly 
well, and I will inti·oduce my data in the RECORD. I am obliged 
to the gentleman for offering me further time, but I know gentle
men on this side of the House, Mr. Chairman, are greatly driven 
for time, and if the gentleman has ten minutes over there that he 

could give I know a friend over here on this side of the House 
who would be glad to get it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If -the gentleman would use it 
along the same line of remarks as the gentleman has followed in 
the last thirty minutes I would be glad to yield the time. 

Mr. MARTIN. I feel sure that he would use it as well or 
better. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will say to the gentleman that he 
will get every vote on this side of the House in support of the 
proposition that he has been advocating. 

APPENDIX. 
THE NEW P .A.CKING-HOUSE PROPOSITION. 

[West Texas Stockman, September 1, 1903.] 
A. B. Robertson, of this. city, one of the leading cattlemen of west Texas, 

says: "I am firmly convinced that the packing interests of the country are 
controlling the markets strictly in their own interest. Range cows are sell
ing to-day at from $4-to $5less per head than they did one year ago, and north
western steers are bringing from $12 to $20 less than one year ago_ There has 
been no falling off in the consumption of beef and no reduction in the price 
to the consumer. Now, when there is a fluctuation of from $1 to $2 per head 
per week in · the value of the same class of cattle, it is clear to the Ill3.n of 
average understanding that something is radically wrong. These fluctuations 
are occurring, and to my mind the packers are thoroughlv masters of the 
situation. • 

"I do not believe the packers are operating as one big firm, but through a 
community of interest procedure they are enabled totake every advantage of 
the situation. When cattle are plentiful they agree on a low price, and when 
they fail to show up in large numbers, a small raise is made in prices to stim
ulate shi:Pments, and when they materialize there invariably follows a sharp 
decline. 

'All this comes out of the producer and at a time when it is costing more 
to produce cattle than ever before. -

"There is but one way to remedy the situation, and that is through the 
building of independent packing houses. Not packing houses formed under 
cooperative schemes, but backed by ample cap1tal to meet any and all forms 
of competition. I think there is no relief in sight so long as we have few 
markets and these markets dominated by a few men." -

THEY MAKE PRICES. 

[Kansas City Journal, August 12, 1903.] 
Alleged elimination of competition in the stock market is given as the 

cause of theunprecedentedhe.rd times among cattlemen which are predicted 
to occur before January 1 next. It is claimed by prominent cattlemen in the 
city yesterday that there h:tS been for several years a combination among 
the packing houses of the United States to absolutely control the price of 
stock and keep it at a figm·e low beyond any reasonable excuse when com
pared with the cost of the packing-house product to the consumer. 

"Four men in Chicago every afternoon set the price of live stock and 
packing-house products for the next day, and that price is law to the buyers 
mall of the stock yards of the country," s:J.id a cattle raiser from the South
west yesterday. "This is known to all stock raisers in the country. It is a 
condition which they have seen come upon them and have been unable to 
prevent. The present year is worse, if poss\ble, than any former year, for 
the combi.n8.tion of the packing houses is st1 ;nger. There is no reasomible 
relation between the zt-cent steers and the 15--cent meat. The di..fference is 
the profit of the packing house, which in part should go to the cs.ttlera.isers." 

E. W. Wellington, a cattle raisar of Ellsworth, Kans., said yesterday at 
the Baltimore Ifotel that there is no prosperity in sight for the cattle raiser. 
"There is no competition in buying cattle," sa.io he. "No buyer can ba found 
who will go above the price set by any other buyer. The cattle ara never 
lost sight of after they have once been bidden upon, and if they are shipped 
to another market they bring much the same price that was offered in the 
first market. We have to take the first price. There is no difference in 
the markets, and the added cost of freight and yardage is a penalty for not 
having sold at the first offer." 

A meeting of cattlemen is being arranged for in Ka.nsas City for this week, 
about which little can be learned. The object of the assembling is to devise 
some way of squaring accounts with the packing houses. 

.A. B.A..NJU:R'S VIEW. 

From a banker at We bar City, Kans.: 
"I have been watching with interest the movement on the part of the 

National Live Stock Association to organize an independent packing com
pany, and believe that it is the only way to meet the combine and to force 
them to pay just prices and to be satisfied with reasonable profits. 

"UndertheJlresent circumstances it is working a great hardship on a great 
many classes. In fact, I believe that there is no one but who is affected to a 
greater or less extent. The laborer is forced to pa.y exorbitant prices for 
his meat. The feeder is forced to handle the stock without any margin of 
profit and sometimes at a loss, This is putting the whole business of feeding 
under the 'ban,' and a great many feeders are dropping out of the business, 
saying that' there is nothing in 1t.' This in turn IS working a hardship on 
the banks, as it cuts off their 'cattle loans,' which has always been a profit
able source of income. 

STOCKMEN ARE SAID TO BE OUT liiLLIONS. 

[Inter Ocean, Chicago, October 16, 1903.] 
Farmers and stockmen of the West have been robbed of millions of dollars 

within the past six weeks by the meat trust, and consumers in the East and 
South have been robbed of still further millions by the same hands, is the 
charge made by stockmen. The big packers have, they say, by their ap-ee
ments to refrain from bidding on stock at the stock yards, beaten prices aown 
almost to the breaking point, and at the same time have raised the prices on 
dressed meats to Eastern consumers until they are far above what they were 
one year ago, when the meat trust is supposed to have been formed. For 
beef steers the packers are paying 25 per cent less than last year, while the 
consumers are paying for meat the same as when cattle were selling for $8.50 
to $9 per hundred. 

Conservative live-stock men claim the stockmen of Nebraska, Iowa, and 
other Western States have lost more than $100,<XXI,OOO during the past three 
months by the manipulation of the markets by the packers, and that hun
dreds of cattlemen are on the verge of ruin. 

"The packers' trust is overreaching itself in attempting to arbitrarily 
regulate the price of live stock," said one commission man to-day. " They 
do such things successfully for a while, but there is a general agJ:eement that 
they will pay for it in the long run. When the live-stock men start their new 
packing company they will receive enthuslll.stic support from western stock 
raisers.'' 
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Tim. INDEPENDENT P.A.C:Kn"G COMPANY, 
Denver; Cola., Janua;rg B.'!, 1904. 

Hon. EBEN W. MARTIN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR Sm: Your fa-vol' of December 31, addressed to Hon. John W. 
Springer, has just been referred to me. 

Thera is no question. in my mind, as well a.s a. majority-of those-who a.re 
interested in growin~ and feeding live stock, th.a.t the prices of cattle, sheep, 
and swine at the varwus markets of this country are manipulated by a com
bination of packers. No.1 beef, for instance, a little over eighteen months 
ago was selling on the Chicago market for from eight and one-half to nine 
dollars per hundred pounds, and hogs and sheep in proportion. The decline 
dw'ing this time has amounted to more than. ~ for every. beef animal 
weighing a thousand pounds, and sheep and swine have suffered accord
ingly; but the price of the dressed product has remained the same. 

There is no reasonable excuse for· such a decline in the price of live stock 
when the home and foreign demand is· as grea.t as if not greater than ever and 
laboring people are at work and. are prosl!et:ous. We have learned to our 
satisfaction that a. representative of each of the leading packer& meet in 
Chicago every afternoon and fix the price of: the live stock and dressed nrod
uct for the next da-y, and I believe that evidence of this character· can be 
produced should it be required. One thing is certain, there is absolutely no 
competition at the market between these people, each and every·one of them 
offering for live stock the same figures and selling. to the public at" th-e sa..me 
figures. 

The loss to the stock growers of the country by this manipulation. during 
the past eighteen months amounted to more than $750,000.000. 

I herewith inclose you copy of: a prospectus which has been issued: by the 
Independent Packing Company, an organization endeavoring to establish 
independent ~lants in order w overcome this evil. 

Very truly,. yo~, 

Hon. E:B&-.q W . !I.A.RTIN, 

C.. F. MARTIN, Secretary, 

D.ERAB.T:M:EI\"1'. O.li' AGRtOUL'l'URl!ly. 
OFFICE OF THE SECRET.A.RY, 

Washington, D. a., December f B, 190S. 

House of Representatives. 
D:TllR MR. M.A.B.TIN: Your- favor regarding the price o.f bee! received. 

Some time ago, when beef was at its ~hest, r think I gave an.inter:v:iew to 
somebody in which I said that the preVIous short corn crop was the cause of 
it, and also the great demand for meats by workingmen, w.ho were all busy 
getting good wages and using meats freely. A year ago a great deal of the 
corn in the corn belt was soft and people went to feeding, both farmers and 
speculators, and a great many cattle were fed, which may have had some
thing to do with the lower price of meats at the present time. Just what in
fluence the packers have on the present low price I can not well say. I think 
they have some influence. Cattle- in the market are mnch cheaper, while 
meats to the consumer are little, if any, cheaper. 

I do not know where yon conld find a copy of that statement I made, but 
l have stated the substance of it. 

Very respectfully, J.ums WILSON, Secretary. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE. SECRETARY, 

Wa.shington, D. C., Februa1116, mar;_ 
liOn. EBEN W. MARTIN., 

Bouse of Representative$. 
DEAR Sm: rh.a.ve your letter of the 5th instant, inclosing a copy of your 

resolution calling upon the Seore.tary- of Commerce and Labor· to look into 
the prices of beef. In seems to cover the ground completely. 

Let me call your attention to one fact that I have got possessiorrof; Since 
189o there has been a. marked growth in the exportation of beef from Argen
tina to Great Britain. In that year the export' was 5,610. 640 pounds of fresh 
beef. This has gone on increasing grad'uall'y until in 1903 the eXIJort was 
129 047 632 pounds. Cured beef in 1600 was 1,306 288-pounds; in. l90'~ the export 
~ ri~en to 5,~>,004 pounds. &mor..s of fresh mutton in 00 amounted to 
25 o"i9.L1lo pounds; in 1:.:.03 they h.:1.a risen to 106,4.00.240 pounds. Now inl003 
the United St tes sent to Great B1·ita.in 257,3:~,000 pounds of fresh beef, so 
you see that the .Argentina p eople hal'e increased their exports ineig.ht years 
from. a verv small runount to subst.antially halt the amount we are sending. 
Another point of interesil tha.t Imight.call:youra.ttention to is tha.ttha value 
of Amer1can beef sent to Great Brimin m 190'2 was 10 cents· per pound. 
The value of Argentina. beef sent to G.rea.t Britain the same year was 8 cents 
per pound. So you see they are quite a competing factor, and undoubtedly 
that has something to do with lower price of beef. 

Very tl.'Uly, yours,. 
JAMES WILSON, 8ecretanJ. 

T .ABLE 1.-Mean. prices of goad ta e.'l:.tTa steers in Chicago and af good to extra 
fresh beef (western sides) in Bostun., and the differen.ee between. these prices 
on the 1.8t of each. month for the years 1901, 19<m., and 1903. 

Year and month. 

. 

Mean price per 100 Difference in priceper 
pounds on the Istof 100 j)ounds of steers 
each month. and fresh beef. 

Good to ex
Good to ex- tra fresh 
tra steers beef 

in Chicago ('\Y'este~ 
· Sldes) m 

Boston. 

ft62t 
7~ 75 
7.50 . 
'l.~ 
8.00 
7.'1.5.. 

7.71 

8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8. S'!t 
8.25 
8.25 

8.15· 

Actual. Percent. 

SI.92l 
2.10 
1.95 
1.97t 
2.40 
2.00 

2.06 

~m 2: 
2. 
2' • .0 
2.00 I' 
2.00 

2.14., 

T.A.BLB L-Mean prices of good to extra, steers in Chicago, etc:-Cantinned. 

. Mean. price .F-:o 100 Difference in price pet 
: pounds on t.ne 1st o:ll 100 .J>Ounds of steen 

ea.ch month. and fresh beef. 

Year and month. Goodtoex
Goodto ~- trb!!fsh 
.tra. s);eers (western Actual. Per C6nt. 
m Chicago. sides) in 

Boston. 

1902. 
$2.~ · January-_-------------------··-- $6.12t $8.25 84.7 

February----~--~--------- 6.50 8.37t- l.S?f ' 2S.8 
March __ ----------·-----------_ 6:50 8. 75 2.25 34.6 
Ap:cil ----------~--------- 6.62t 9.J2t 2..50 37.7 
May ------------ --~-- --------- 6.82t 9-.50 2;67t 39.2 
June.--------------------------- 7.10 10.00 2.90 40.8 

Average for 6 months ___ 6.61 9.00 2.38 35.9 

July--------------------------- . 7.65- 10.50 2.85 37.3 
Angust ---------------------- 7.72!- 10.25 2.52t 32.7 
S~tember -------------- 7.65. 10.50 2.85. 37. 3 
Oc ober - ----- ----------------- 'Z.67f . 9.50 1.82t 23. 8 November ____ __________________ . 

7.37t 9.50 2.12!- 28. 8 
December·---------~------ 6.40 8.50 2.10: 32. 8 

A vera.ge for 6 months ---- 7.41 9.79 2.38 32. 1 

1903. 
January_--------------~--~- 5.62! 7.50 1.87l 33. 3 

~~~!.::::::::::::: ::::::::: 5. S'!i 7.00 L62t 00. 2 
5~22t 6. 75 t.52i 29. 2 

t~;~:::::: :.:=:::~:.::=::~::::: 5.,~ 6:50 Ll5 21. 5 
5.37 7.50 2.12!- 39. 5 

June _______ ---_-------------- 5.22f 7.25 2.02t 38. 8 

Average for 6 months ___ 5.36 7.08 1. 72 3"2 

.fuly- ---------------------------- 5.20 7. 75· 2.55 4_g 
August---------------- ____ ------ 5.1'?:1 8.37t 3.20 61. 8 
September-----------------·-··- 5.37t 8.00 2:62t 48. 8 
October -------------------- . 5.42! . 8.12t 2.7~- 49. 8 
November -----~-------------- 5.00 7.7G 2.45 46. 2 
December----·---------------·-- 5.(t) T.75 2.70 53. 5 

Average for 6 months---- 5.25t 7.96 2.70 51. 5 

TABLE 2.-Nu.mber-ofcattle tna1·keted·in Chicago, 1901, 190/Z, and 190$. 

Month. 

Jan.ua.r.y -----~· ------------ ----·- -----

~~~~_:.:::.:::::::::::::.:::::::::::::::: 
ApriL ____ ---------------·--------------------
May--------------···-------·----------------
June ------------------------ ____ --·- -·-----
July-----~----------~---------------· 
August _________ ------------- __ ---- ____ ------
September ---- -·---- -------- ·--- -------- ___ _ October ___________________ ------ _____ ----
November _______ ----- ____________ --------
December ______ --------------------------

TotaL ___ ---------------------------

lOOL 

2o"2',«5 
ro5,4fi7 
201,m 
252,458 
253,25! 
225,4.33 
282,784 
275,181 
298,009 
297,896 
237,687 
2{9,368 

3,037,396 

1902. 

275.180 
200,lr29 
233,560 
211,769 
186,901 
20-!,813 
216,063 
228,450 
291,04.0 
300,396 
253,292 
300,766 

2,941,537 

1903. 

275,388 
238,456 
264,00 
279,721 
231,265 
003,041 
282,01.2 
293,001 
341 371 
~:763 
302,031 
283,399 

3,432,479 

No :figures a.re available showing the number, weight, and value of cattle 
marketed ~ the United States for the a.bove years. The on~yftgures col 
looted by thlS Bureau of cattle marketed are those for the leading live-stock 
markets in the Central West. For thesfrthe following figures have been re
:gortedf-orthecombinedreceiptsatthemMketsofChicago,K8Jl.Sa.SCity,Omaha 
St. Louis; and. St. Joseph: C .... ttle-1001, 7,167,625.; 1902, 8,6«:,679; 1003, 8,213,762. 

TA..BLE 3.-Kumber of cattle mm·keted in Chicago during tl!e last six months of 
each year, 18{)() to 190S. 

July to December-

1891L ---------~----
1891..-----~------1892 ____________________ _ 

1893_ -----------------------
1.89! __ --~---- - ----~-
1.895.------.----------· 
l.S!JS_ -------- --·-- ·------ ---

Number. July to Decembel"-

1,878, 722 1897------------------------

i:~~~ i~~=~~=~:========== 
1,64.3, 521 lOO(L ____ ------------------
1,498,320 1002 ________________ _ 
1,473,533 1 1001 ______________________ _ 

1.365,500 1903 ____________________ _ 

Nu1p.ber. 

1.380,5U 
1 255 lK'.iO 
1:326:().)7 
1,4.1}0,822 
1,63!, 9"..5 
1,599,001 
1,84D,584 

TABLE 4.-l\'"umber and -calue of milch cows and catUe in the United States in. 
1901, 1901, and 1903. 

1 

Milch cows. Other cattle. ~ Total. 

Year. Number. Value. Number~ Value. Number. , Value. 

190L-- 16, 833; 657 $505,003,077 45,500,21: 0061 6«, 62,333, 8i0 $1,411, 73'1,080 
1002--- 16,696,802 4.'38.100,324 «, 'l2T, 79i 839,!20, 61,424,599, 1,327,2."56,397 
1903' ---- 17,105,221 516,711, 9lt 44.659,206 82-1,054., 61, 76-1,433, 1,340,766,836 
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TAJJLE 5.-Exports of cattle and beef products from the United States, by TABLE 5.-Exports of cattle and beef products, etc.-Continued. 

months, during the calendar years 1901, 1902, and 1903. 

I Article 1901. 1902. 1003. 
Article 100L 1902. 1903. and 

and 
Quantity: 

month. Quantity. Value. Quantity. Value. Quantity. Value. 
month. Quantity. Value. Quantity. Value. Value. 

TALLOW-
CATTLE. Cont'd 

Nunwer. Dollars. Nunwer. Dollars. Nuntber. Dollars. Number. Dollars. Number. Dollars. Nuntber. Dollars. 
January---- 34,046 3,015,807 26,330 2,315,117 30,106 2, 784:,394 August ..••. 3,302,167 167 655 712,695 4.5,8TI 8,84:3,734 439,00! 
February __ 3'2, 796 2,968,50i 23,238 1, 986,094: 28,949 2,612, 999 September . 4,017 458 2ro,7TI 2,219,852 147,637 8,198,676 408,581. 
March-- -·-- 33,492 3,001, 958 25,564 2,103,566 25 741 2,327,336 October ____ 2,491,386 137,003 965,822 61,3:53 7,117,599 362,371 
~ril _______ 37,84.2 3,220, 742 ZJ,295 1, 748,565 36;570 2,941,369 November _ 3,666,161 204,808 1,634,096 100, 758 7,64.{),043 365 804: 

y -------- «328 3,597,677 00,815 2,119,149 51 555 3,411,125 December .. 4,693,361 254,429 2,927,184: 173,870 6,54£,923 320:500 June ________ 41:623 3,286, 724 33,179 2,114,929 61:560 3,857,164 
July·------- 42,437 3,155,237 28,907 1, 919,397 62,690 3,887,050 Total fol! 
August.---· 46,126 3,211,522 32,0« 2,033,936 50,454 2,817,000 year ____ 51,84:8,009 2,698,692 21,365,465 1,330,604 63, 537, 84:0 3,320,080 
September . 35,030 2,671,521 24,441 1,600,470 41,341 2,874-,028 
October- --- 41,342 3,008,351 29,705 2,233,356 48,904 3,411, 712 

DEP.A.BTME:KT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, November _ 34,274 2, 774,84:7 26,108 1,949,070 35,755 2,958,082 
December .. 31,254: 2,693,314 Zl,49'2 2,082,320 43,338 3,84:3,193 BUREAU OF STATISTICS, January ~0, 1904. 

- 0 . P. AUSTIN, Chief of Bureau. 
Total for TABLE 6.-Sttmmary of exports of cattle and beef products, 1901, 1902, and 1903. 

year ••.. 454:,590 36,606,204 327,118 24,301,969 519,963 ·37, 725,452 

BEEF, 1901. 1902. 1903. 
CANNED. 

January ___ 3, 795,823 370,220 6,518,887 638,561 6,823,476 688,221 Cattle._--·-- · ----------- _____ pounds .. 454, 590, ()()() 327,118,000 519, 963,000 
February __ 3,048,8« 299,633 4,893,585 489,297 5,510,354 561,632 

~:~: l~~e~-~:~:::::::::::: :::::~~:::: 53,Zl9,582 81,362,981 66,738,931 
March •••••• 6,984, 704 679,061 4, 720,867 465,284: 5,024:,400 503,574: 31)4:,42], 731 242,015,093 293,401,84:3 
April ••••••• 3,822,290 369 003 9,624,54.3 960 335 5,404,329 557,753 Beef, salted, etc _.-------·-·· •••• do •.•. 51, 7G1,505 45,975,930 57,663,892 
May -------- 3,762,063 365:347 6,816,385 693:503 5,947,020 594,807 Beef, other cured---· -· · ________ do .. .. 767,007 1,223,067 490,654 
June ..••.••. 2,550,009 245,851 4, 795,522 494,783 3,604,313 368,250 Tallow ---·-- -- ---------- ________ do ..•. 51, 848,309 21, 365, «>5 63, 537' 84:0 ' 
July-------- 3,287,861 SID, 752 3, 767,523 394,892 3,136,733 326,741 
August ..••. 3,482,519 335,004 3,356,!192 373,139 4,912,096 515,669 Total for yea.r ••••••• ------ •••••• 968, 628, 134 719' 060, 506 1, 003, 699' 160 
September. 3, 778,211 376,648 7,528, 964 800,84:8 5 499 426 550,478 
October ---- 6,495,2« 657 ()()4. 9,941,528 1,053,394 7:477:488 796,074 
November_ 5,200,994 420:401 9,296,160 95.3,918 6,09:1,606 639,054 TABLE 7.-Wholesale monthly prices of breadstuffs in United States markets 
December •• 7,001,200 694,558 10,102,025 1,().16,500 7,005,660 747,8:..){) for yea1·s 1901, 1902, and lfJO:J. 

Total for 
Yea.r and month. Wbea.tNo.2, Corn No.2, Oats No.2. yea.r ---- 53,239,582 5,233, 782 81,362,981 8,384:,454 66,738,931 6,850,079 red winter. mixed. 

BEEF, 
FRESH. 1001. Cents. Cents. Cents. 

January ---- 26,124,704 2,391,488 21,971,692 2,C88,280 23.251,552 2,153, 979 January -----· ----- --···· -------- -·-· · - 80 45!- it February _----------·----··---·-·------ 79 48 February __ 27,286,651 2,465,823 18,866,384: 1,864,809 23,247,595 2,150,347 
March -------------- ---·--------- --·--- 79t 48l March------ 31,139,966 2, 735,437 ZJ, 982,833 2,272, 759 ZJ,448,400 2,1&1,192 
ApriL_-- -- -----_ ••••• -----·-------·---- 77t- 48t- 00t ApriL ______ 33,277,711 2, 998,264 2'~. 747,266 2,331,500 23,947.915 2 259 356 
May ___ .•• _---·-------····-----------·-- 82i 56 32 

May-------- 33,780,647 3,009, 718 25,008,813 2,682,850 25,416,616 2:384:139 
June _ ----- ....... --···- •••••• ---·-- ---- 8l 49 32t June ________ 33,804,602 3,159,052 20,240,035 2,26!}, 727 26,21:15,755 2,363, 967 

July-------- 33,773,001 3,070,846 20,369,129 2,286,358 27,279,053 2,391,910 Average for 6 months ___________ 80 49! 001 August _____ 29,734,432 2, 737,877 17,698,624 2,0'28,073 23,873,110 2,095,473 
September. 27 456 495 2,501, 747 15,186,727 1,613,851 24, G24, 184: 2,002,50"2 

July---------------·-·-----· •••••• ·-··-- 73t 49i 32t October---- 27:'i61:822 2,496,601 19,342,121 1,988,289 26,119,982 2,380,3'i0 
November_ 25,107,889 2,1m,508 15,397,099 1,550,054 21,374,258 1,917,55:} August ____ ---------- •••••• ······------ 74! 59i 38 
December •. 25,173,511 2,396,516 21,20!,370 2,003, 718 24,533,363 2,210,084 September_---_ •.•••• --···· •••• -------- 75 62! 3Rt 

October __ ---- ___ .•• -------------- __ ---- 73! 62i 38! --------
November---- ------------·-·---------· sot 66r «i Total for 

yea.r ---- 354, 421, 731 32,294,877 242,015,093 25,028,304 293,401,84:3 26,692,858 December ---- ----·----···----- ------- . 84t 69t 51! 

BEEF, 
Average for 6 months ___________ 77 61~1 40f 

SALTED OR 1902. PICKLED. 

~~b~~y: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 87t 'i1 52 
January ____ 3,599,020 212,245 3,001,893 200,461 4,518,448 344,857 90t 69 49 
February __ 3,623,262 20'J, 710 2,926,0«3 183,747 4, 769,093 340,31M l'tlarch __ --- ·- _____ ••.••. ___ ------------ 86t 69 60} 
March------ 4,593,'i20 246,TI3 s,m1,596 315,424 5, 745,889 410,079 tta;~~: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~i 67t 47 
tfaril. ------ 4,330,165 241,668 4,454,122 288 5.'36 4,926,457 338,209 88i 70}- 48i-

ay -------- 5,222,588 318,198 3, 787,0'20 264:104 4,885, 722 319,020 June_ .. ---·--- ···-----·---------------- 87Q- 69l 45t June ________ 3,527,0i0 203,822 2,346,370 176,006 3, 746,728 229,307 
87tl July -------- 3,5.54,274 205,749 2,933,247 221,739 5,222,913 310,476 Average for 6 months_---------- 69t 48! 

August _____ 3,579,949 208 562 4,063,556 307,686 6,586,315 378,615 I 
September_ 5,152,565 soo:2'm 4,878,955 370,646 4,295,030 242,644 July---------·----------------------·--· ~~ I 

~l 
55t 

October ____ 5,884,349 351,166 4,977,002 375,1'72 5,365,205 312,695 August __ -----·---------- -------------- ••l' 64 63 
November. 4, 773,004 283,606 3,808,261 291,248 3, 938,083 218,582 ~~~~:~~::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: 70-i 68 34t 
December •. 3,921,539 247,307 3,54:7, 862 266,314 3, 664:,009 216,863 74 69t 33 

---- November _--····----------·----------- 77t 65 34 
Total for December _ -·-- ____ ------ __ ---- --·- ---- 79t ().! 36 

year ____ 51,761,505 3,035,025 45,975,900 3,261,163 57,663,892 3,661, 741 
1-· - Average for 6 months ••• -------- 78} 66i ==-- 42_! BEEF, . 

OTHER 1903. 
CURED. 

January • ----·-------·· --·······- •••••• 79! 59 33t 
J anuary- --- 114,617 11,496 947 107 30,074 3,311 February •••••• ---------·----·--- • •••• . 83 61} ~ 
February __ 76,832 7,912 3,313 336 86,000 8,5RO March ___ _ -------···---·---------------- 82i 58 4B! 
March------ 45,810 4,552 3,713 47G 14,600 1, 400 April._. __ --··_--- ________ ----.---.- •••• 80 59 ~ 

April.----·- ZJ,ZJS 2,389 50,198 3425 100 11 May_ ---------------··------------------ 8lt 52t 38 
May ••••..•. 87,410 6,= 331,187 36:167 15,697 1,59 June . --·-- ---------- -·--· ---·---------- 85t 58 40 
June ____ -- -- 8,763 18,684 1, 700 164,536 15,35S Average for 6 months-----·----- 82 581 il July-------- 47,492 2,819 245,532 28,070 20,858 6ro 
August-- --- 195,642 15,071 9,962 1,187 68 12 

-
September. 90,984: 6,245 412,706 27,327 33,284 1,978 July--·-·-----·-------·----------------- 83 57 1 4?~ 
October ____ 303 40 42,720 4,577 86,495 5,088 August.- -------------·----------------- 85i ~l 38 
November. 51,355 4,331 17,927 2,124 15 405 1,54:2 September ___ ·-------.----------·----·- 87t 38! 
December .. 24,558 2,020 86,178 8,643 Zl:557 1,925 October ___ _ ---------·--------··-------- 84t 52t 41 

November .------_ ••.•• ---------------- 86 wtl 41t 
Tott~.l for December-----·---···--------·--------- 90 51 40f 

yea.r --- - 767,007 64,467 1,223,087 114,~ 490,654 41,436 Average for 6 months ___________ 86 54-tl ro.; 
TALLOW. . I 

January ____ 6,400,001 326 700 2,320,167 131,00> 2,842,527 
1\Ir. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to what I have 

February __ 5, 729,827 293:532 2,543,573 156,671 2,472,64.0 i~·W I risen to talk about, I want briefly to refer and supplement what 
March- ·---- 5,914,630 298,680 2,251, 712 138,418 2,651,488 153:2821 the gentleman from New York, the chairman of the Committee 
Apl'il ••••.• • 4,519,211 229,462 2,ffi7,958 132,556 2,481,61!) 148, 9&1 on Indian Affairs, has said with reference to the Indian appro-
May- --· ---- 3 894 355 195,658 1,421,618 88,476 3,187,~ m·m priation bill which is now before this committee for considera-June ____ ____ 3:sos:7oo 168,220 1,387,241 90,971 4,349,631 
July --- -----1 3,912,956 201,774 9'22,547 59,918 7,205,137 392:099 tion. As was stated by the chairman, the bill has had most care-

- . 
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ful consideration by the committee, every line and every item of 
the bill having been considered, discussed, criticised, and scruti
nized by the whole committee in a series of meetings covering 
some two or three weeks of time. 

I wish to say, Mr. Chah·man, as was stated by the chairman, 
that the estimates made by the Department have not been ex
ceeded except in an amount of something like $178,000, and the 
items making this increase were all recommended by the Depart
ment by either a special communication or by the head of the 
Bureau appearing before the committee in person. I also want 
to say that the increases over the estimates are all upon the item 
of schools. We have reduced the estimates of the Department in 
other respects, but have incTeased a little the appropriations for 
schools. I want particularly to emphasize this fact and to call 
attention to the item in the bill, which is $3,571,198, that we ap
propriate for the support of the schools and the education of the 
Indians. Out of $7 610,000 appropriated by the bill considerably 
more than half of it is for education. 

I want also to say, Mr. Chairman, as was stated by the gentle
man from Texas yesterday, that since the early history of this 
counh·y we have appropriated and expended for the civilization, 
support, and education of the Indians of this country over 
$700,000,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what has prompted me to ask the indul
gence of this committee at this particular time grows out of the 
fact that recently this House passed a bill-namely, H. R. 10418-
in relation to the ratification and amendment of a tl'eaty made with 
the Rosebud Indians in South Dakota, by which the Indians pro
pose to cede to the Government 416,000 acres of land.. The bill I 
refer to was introduced in the House by myself. It was consid
ered by the Committee on Indian Affairs, as the Indian appropria
tion bill was considered, in se'Veral hea1'ings, and was considered 
and discussed fully in the committee, because the bill proposes 
what will become, if it s~ould be enacted into law, a new policy 
in relation to dealing with the Indians in regard to extinguishing 
their title for lands which they may have in their reservations 
for which they have no use. In other words, if this bill should 
finally become a law, it will be the pioneer bill for subsequent legis
lation that may be proposed to be enacted upon this subject. Mr. 

· Chairman, the bill was unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, was taken up and considered in this House 
without any opposition appeai'ing from any source, and passed, 
and went to the Senate. 

In the Outlook of February 27, 1904, there appeared an article 
entitled " Indian lands and fair play." 

It will be found on page 498 of the Outlook of Saturday, F'eb
nmry 27, 1904. I am not going to take the time, Mr. Chairman, 
to read that article. It was written by a gentleman of consider
able reputation, one George Kennan. I believe it is well known 
that something like fifteen or twenty years ago Mr. Kennan went 
to Russia, and that he contributed a number of articles upon the 
subject of" The Russian exile system"· that attracted some at
tention, and at that time made him a reputation. I also under
stand, Mr. Chairman, that the nature of his writings were such 
that he was invited out of Russia and has not been permitted to 
return to that country. 

Since his return to the United States he has occasionally been 
heard from in articles condemning some policy proposed by some 
Department of the Government, and has invariably taken a posi
tion '' a gin the Government,'' and I understand he has very re
cently departed for Japan. And if he makes good his reputation 
of being against the country within which he may be at the time, 
I presume his writings will be against Japan, and we can there
fore expect his early return to the United States by the iJ?.vitation 
of the aforesaid country, as he was invited. to leave Russia. 

In any event, as I have said, Mr. Kennan is a man of some .rep
utation and may have been thoroughly posted upon the subJects 
that he has heretofore written upon, but any man familiar with 
H. R. 10418 and the Indian question generally will say that when 
he wrote the article published in the Outlook, to which I have 
alluded, he demonstrated that he did not k:D.ow anything about 
the Sllbject. Upon that article the Outlook comments editorially 
as follows: 

Mr. Kennan on another page, gives a dispassionate and striking account 
of the latest attempt to rob the Indian wards of the nation. While this rob
bery was undoubtedly instigated and planned in South Dakota, unfortunately 
Congress and the Interior Department were made-although per haps uncon
sciously-accomplices before the fact. We may, perhaps, venturet?say that 
this piece of gross injustice to the Indians was brought to the attention of the 
President through the instrumentality of the Outlook, and owing to its per
sonal indignation at the mean ba.rgain the swindle has been blocked. 

It is fair, on the one hand, to say that the Secretary of the Int~rior and 
the Indian Commissioner are person..'l.lly not in the slightest degree mvolved 
in the proposed corrupt sale, but that they have yielde~ po the_politica:l pres
sure which is so constantly brought to bear upon admliDStrative offimals by 
members of the legislative branch of the Government. 

Th~n it goes on (I will quote the whole article) and says further: 
But, on the other hand, it should be remembered that the Indian Commis

siC'ner and the Secretary of the Interior are put in their respective places to 

do exactly th.e things they have not done in this ·case, to advise with regard 
to legislation as experts and to block, in so far as they can, legislation which 
is either dishonorable or unwise, as it may touch their own Departments, etc. 

I do not wish to comment specially upon that last paragraph 
which I have read, hut I do not think any man in the House of 
Representatives will say that it is the duty or the province of any 
Department to interfere with legislation that Congress might con
clude to enact into law simply because the Department might 
deem it unwise and undesirable. 

The editorial concludes as follows: 
For them to plead, as in this case they have done, that they approved bills 

regardin~ the Indians which they deemed not only to be unwise, but 111ljnst, 
and poSSlbly even dishonest, because of political pressure, is like saying that 
nobody is to blame for the explosion of the boiler because the metal was not 
strong enough to resist a steam pressm·e which the boiler had been expressly 
manufactured to resist. 

Following that article, the Indian Rights Association , an or
ganization, I believe, existing in Philadelphia, a self-appointed 
guardian of the 1'ights of the Indian, supported, I presume, largely 
by the contributions of people who may be actuated by senti
mental motives, and who are ready to believe that the poor In
dian is being robbed and is being outraged by the white man and 
by the General Government, issued a pamphlet signed by :Mr. 
Phillip C. Garrett, president of the Indian Rights Association, 
dated Philadephia, February 29, 1904, and headed "'Another Cen
tury of Dishonor." I will only read the first paragraph of this 
pamphlet, which is as follows: 

We appeal for justice on behalf. of the Rosebud Indians of South Dakota, 
and insist that the Government, in taking their land without their consent 
in the capacity of guardian and under the guise of the law, shall not confis
cate three-fourths of its value, but should provide that the Indian owners 
receive reasonable compensation therefor. 

Now, 1\Ir. Chairman, one word in relation to the inconsistency 
of this Indian Rights Association. I find that about ten years ago 
a treaty was entered into between the Lower Bru16 Indians and 
the Rosebud Indians in South Dakota by which the Lower Brule 
Indians, or a portion of them, were to move onto the Rosebud 
Reservation. It was mutually agreed to by the Indians. It was 
desired and recommended by the Department, but the Indian 
Rights Association protested and opposed that proposition on the 
ground that the land south of the White River, this particular 
reservation, was practically valueless, and yet in the pamphlet 
which they have now sent to many if not all the Members of the 
House they are trying to make it appear that this land is very val
uable and that we are taking it away from the Indians at a price 
that is unreasonable and unfair. 

Mr. Chairman, just a word as to why it was necessary to adopt 
a new policy in relation to extinguishing Indian title or right of 
occupancy in reservation lands that were no longer of any use to 
the Indians, and why it was that the treaty, made with the Rose
bud Indians for the cession of tha.t portion of their reservation 
located in Gregory County, was not ratified by Congress. 

Heretofore it has been the policy to enter into a treaty with 
Indians, the Government stipulating and agreeing to pay in cash 
a certain price for the land to the Indians. Upon the ratification 
of a treaty, the land became a part of the public domain, and was 
disposed of under the homestead laws. It appeared that in many 
of these treaties a price was paid that was in excess of what the 
land was actually worth and that instead of the Indians being 
mistreated it was the Government that was being imposed upon, 
and it was declared by those in this House who are its leaders 
that hereafter no Indian reservations could be opened to settlement 
except on some plan by which the Government would not be ob
ligated to pay the Indian for his right therein, but upon some 
terms by which the land would be disposed of by the Government 
and the proceeds paid to the Indians. . In the language of our 
present distinguished Speaker, on the floor of the House in the 
Fifty-sixth Congress," When white man pays his money, Indian 
gets his money." 

It was for the reasons stated that it became necessary to adopt 
the plan proposed in House bill No. 10418, and what the Indian 
Rights AEsociation is condemning, and these other theorists and 
doch'inaires, is that it is not good faith, first, because it violates 
treaty stipulations heretofore made with the Indians and, sec
ondly, the terms of the bill are not fair and just to the Indians. 

In 1901 a treaty was made with the Rosebud Indians, signed by 
more than three-fourths of the male adult Indians, by which they 
agreed to cede to the United States 416,000 acres oftheil' reserva7 
tion, being that portion located in Gregory County. The United 
States in that treaty stipulated to pay to the Indians $2.50 an acre 
for that land, or. in round numbers, $1,040,000. When that treaty 
came to the House of Representatives it met with the opposition 
which I have just stated, and it becamenecessary,as I say, to find 
some other way by which the Indians might dispose of this land 
and the lands could become a part of the public domain and be 
occupied, settled upon, cultivated, and improved and made useful 
instead of lying there of no value to the Indians, without being 
used by anybody, unless it might be by some trespasser. 
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In the me-antime the Supreme Court of the United States. in which they -occupied at a oost of $5.28, which was expended for 

the case of Lone Wolf again t Hitchcock, decided Jan nary 2~ 1903, beads. . 
a case where the ronditions, so far as the provisions of former Mr. Chairman, we are told that the Indians own the 1and.. I 
treaties were concerned, were exactly identical. Article 12 of the shall incorporate in my _gpeech and put in the RECORD everal de
treaty with the Kiowa and Comanche Indians was exactly the cisions from the Supreme Court of the United States, which dem
salile as 'art' cle 12 with the Sioux Indians in the treaty of 1868 onstra.te beyond any question that all the Indian has in the reser
a.nd reaffirmed in the treaty of i889 by which it was expressly vation is a mere right of occupancy~ and that he has no title and 
provided that the Indians in the fu:tnre would not be depri'ved of that the fee is in he Governme. t. and that it and it alone can ex
any of their reservation lands except upon the consent and ap- tingnish the Indian right of occupancy, upon such terms as Con
proYal of thTee-quarters of the male adults. The Supr~me Coru.'t, gress may determine. 
in 'the -ca. e just refen-ed to, Congress having amended a treaty At this point I desire to refer to tbe case "'f Lone Wolf v. Hitch
which had been made with the Indiaru;, took up that question a.nd cock, heretofore cited. A portion of said opinion I will append 
decided it squarely, and perhaps for the first time in the histol·y to my remarks and print in the R.!i:COliD. 
of the Government. They decided that Congress had the abso- I want to call particular attention to the language used in this 
lute right to legislate with the Indians and for the Indians as opini{)n in relation to the Indian right of occupancy being as sa
the Congress in its judgment might see fit, regardless of any treaty cred. as the right of the fee in the United States, and, refening to 
conditions or treaty stipulations that might have been entered several decisions where it was so decided, the court say that in 
into in the past, and that decision became the law and furnished none of these cases was there a oontroversy between Indians and 
an opportunity to enact legi lation such as the present Rosebud the Government, but the questions con idered had :relation to the 
bill does provide, if it is enacted, and we therefore proceeded to nature of the property rights of the Indian, concerning the char
amend that treaty so that as the lands were disposed of the money octei· and extent of such rights as re pected States or individuals. 
should go into the Treasury and be paid out to the Indians. I desire to refer to thecasesof JohnSon v. Mcintosh. ' Wheaton, 

The Indian Rights Association, that are protesting against this 543, decided in 1 23; United State v. Cook 19 Wallace. 5. l, de
bill, and others who have been heard from in opposition to the cided in 187-3; Buttz v. Nol"thern Pacific Railroad1 119 U.S. 55.; 
same.donotsayorma'keanyreferencetothefactthat .atreatyem- Beecher v.. Wetherby, 95 U.S., 517~ and I will .append and print 
bodying substantially the provisions of this bill as it is .at present, in the RECORD extracts from these decisions and also an extra~t 
except that the price of 'tlie land was 50 cents an acre 'lower, was from an .opinion by Attorney-General Cushing, 8 Opinions At
submltted to the Rosebud Indians last August, and the t>rice of torney-General. 25.5., and I would emphasize one portion of this 
$2.50 an acre was .raised to $2. 75, and that forty-eight more than a opinion and commend it to some of the Ea.:; tern States that are so 
majority of the Indians oonsented and approved of the same. So inclined to be sentiment.al on the ln<iian question and f :&rful that 
that, while not three-quarters. as the treaty provides, forty-eight he will not be ,justly treated. The language is as follows: 
mm·e than a majority have said that they desired and were willing Finally of the older St&tes of the Union, who had -expe ed or killed 
to sel the land upon the terms proposed, and for $2.. t5 -per acre, off most ot our Indians or reduced them to a conilition ot hopeless pupilage, 

h th "-h --:11 ·· if t~ bill" b 1 · "3 00 had now come to be extremely sensiti""e to the all aed wrongs of the same w er as epnce L.Uey \~.u l'eceive · ,ue ecomes-a awlS i1 • nature-'tha:tis, policy iu imitation ,of olll'S-towhich the younger Sta .. es of 
per acre. the Routh were now-subjecting their Indians. 

Now. just a word as to the policy which we have been 13nrsuing From the opinions cited, and especially the decision in the Lone 
so far as the Indian is concerned and his right to the reservations Wolf case., it is emonstr.ated clearly that the Indian is a ward of 
whlch they occupy. In the Fifty-sixth Congress there was a gen- the nation and that th8 United State can legislate as the legis
tleman, a Member of the House, distinguished for long years of lative branch m y see fit for his best inter ts. 
Eervice, a man who w sin every respect .statesman. a man who It has been claimed that this particular bHl is a robbery, and it 
had made a. tudy of the subject of the 13ublic domain1 and on has been so deno:m.ina;ted. I want to say that it provides that the 
February 4, 11l0l, he spoke the words which I will now 'read. 1 land hall be opened to settlement and what is disposed of during 
want to say that l indorse what the .gentleman said, and tha.t I tllefirstsixmonth .shall be paid for at the rate of 3 per 3Cre. ln 
belie'9'e the law absolutely snstams the theocy whi~h he there sets this tract there re 4:)2 tracts th t have 1r ady been selected by 
forth. I qnot~, Mr. Chairman, :from Ron. Galusha A. Grow, of the Indians as allotments. ln othtrr words. the Indians have gone 
Pennsylvania, as fo'llows: first :nd selected a their allotment one-fifth of the tract; and 

Mr. GROw. :r. Speakc:!l.~I _agree in ;pa.rt mtll the remarks maae lry the the Indians are ju t lik-e white men-tbey have naturally ... elected 
,gentleman frOln Georg'ia.t.ru.r. MADDOX]. But-thelandthatthelnfu&ncl.aims ·t~- be~ ...._ . ~~ "'h • Id b tnr l. So th :t th ..~16 000 
as his o<vn has no property value unless it is eultivated. The basi of the •1W ~ " ... :acu:.. "- a" W{)U e na a a e "' · 
tree-homestead la.w that ))8SSe(l Congress was that the wild, un.cultiva"ted l'es epresents only font-fifths of the tract that is located in 
lands of the wilderness beronged to the man who3e industry made it valuable -Gregot-y Conn~, .a part of this reservation. On the north the 
to civilization by his labor. His title to ownership in such land is sealed in d · · · d h ,. f :1 -+ f th t Si 
the sweat of his 'face as it moistened the .soil be.lilled. What right ,ca.n 'these n 18 JOlD.e Y W a~.~ was ormer1y a pat 11 o e grea oux 
lnclians o:r Indians anywhere have to 1a.nd without cul ·va.tion? &un:ning Rese:l'\"a:tion.. wberP land is now open to settlementand can be had, 
over lands with a bow and ru:row ortishlngrod doesnotgivea mana title to if man will go there and live on it for five years, for ncthing; 
land uncultivated 11.nd unimproved. ....d "f h te h 1" 50 t It · - · d 

I am opposed to the whole p ::>licy of the Government that treats 'the lndian a.u l e 'COmilltt s, e pays on.:y cen S .an acre. lS JOme 
s the owner m fee of uncul 'vated land. How can he have more than a pos- on the smrth by land in Nebraska. asse ed at between 1 .and 

session title simply by ma'k:ing moccasin tracks over rt, with his bow and $1.25 an acre. On the west is an Indian reservation extending 170 
ll.l'l'ow. The Indian has no more ·righ't than .a wbi te "man 'tb the soil baoo.u...c:e miles. 
h tra.m]>S over it. li he ha. , the ~ents -of the Hndson Ba.y ·Coml)a.ny are And l m"I·n:t.-m· that"t''T'-en· 'h'Te T\ut the pn"ce o·t 3 -an ac e, as we 
just as much entitled to the great wilaerness of the Nol"thwest. They trav- "" ut. wll n t' ow 

ersed it with sbotgnn and fil:>hing rod a~d all the i:nrplements of a hunter's do in that bill, it is not only fair and just, but it is more r. 
life S.ea'J"ly as the Indian, or a.t the same time. Ch · · y · d t than th Ia d · rth ~~da d 

Why should the Government maka a treaty With the Indian to buy his au;man .. m m JU gmen: ' ~ e n ~ wo 11\r ;y, an 
!and to which he has only posse ·onary title? 'rhe old policy was'toma.ke certamly as much .a man ought to be reqmred to pay who goes 
an arrangement for him to leave his present occnpancy and to find a new there and is :required to comply with the pr visions of the home
home. ~tis ~ell enougb tb.at. 'the 'Gover:nment should make 1>t1ch arrange- stead law. as he will have to do under the terms of this bill I 
ment Wlth h1m. He lea es 'his old huntm.g ~o'tmd and finds another. All . . 'u . . . , . · 
the attachments he sever is the gta.ves ofhls a.nce tors. But immigrating · mamtain, ..w.r. Chanm.an. that the only que tion to be determmed 
'J)eOple do tha.t all over 'the 'Yorld. The sons bo:rn in New England to-day go is the price of the land, and that that is one entirely of judgment, 
:forth a.nd find ~ew 'homes lD the West, .and stop un1y when they reach the and that in looking out for the intere ts of the Indian if we s e 
!Shn'r of the mtgh"ty ocean. . 

This Government's -policy inflicts a ~ong on the Trea.stlry"<>f the United to a.t that he gets as much as he would bave gotten under the 
Sta.~es m treating tJ?e 1nq.ian as o~g in fee land which n~t*e'r be ,nor :tJ:le treaty which he made we certainly can not be accused of ha vin.g 

htte man ha. any JUSt title to Without they a.'{>ply la.bo~ to lt lll cultivation. mistr ted him . It is the J. udgment of every man familia.r with 
The Government should return to the old policy practlced for 'fifty yeal'S, X ! • : • • 

paying the Indian tribes for moVing from one p1acew another if his land is the oonw.ti:ons m th lt section of the countrythat the land will be 
wanted for settl ment. No matter what the Government pays for his con- disposed of under the provisions and terms of this bill and that 
sen to move. it is better than expelling him by sho't and shell. 'But until he "twill be 'n!:l"d f d th t th Indi ·u · ' :'1... 
a.cquirestheexclusiverighttothesoilbycultivationheha nopropertyright 1 ~1 or, an a . e ans W1 _r~ve as mucu 
'to sell to anybody. The ea.r1;h's. ~rface, created by the Almigh~y f<?r the money as they would ha'9'e l"ecerved under the ongmil treaty, and 
sup~ort of t_he. race, 'l?eco~es illd:iVldnal property only by the .applicatiOn of probably more. 
man labor ln Its cultivatlon. Mr. Chairman, I want to xefer to a treaty made with the Siowt 

Mr. Chairman, the theory that the Indian absolutely owns these Indians in 18f.8 and I want to read some <>f the provision . In 
eserr.a.tions is nothing but a the.ory, and the sooner that Congr~s article 11 of this agreement it appears that we paid the Indians a 
;ppr ciates that this is the case the better legislation. in my consideration, and here are some of the things that the Indians 

jud ment, we can have or the best int.erests of the Indians. I .agreed to do: 
find that in the earlier treaties made with the Indians it was They agreed to witb<h·aw all opposition to the construction rot 
llever thought that the Indian owned the lands. He had a sort railroads now being built on the plains. " Second, that they will 
~f aboriginal tenure, s ·tis termed--a mere right of :eccupancy. permit the peaceful construction of any railroad in ~g over 

1 have been told that :in iPennsslvania, the State where the their reservation as herein defined." " That they will not attack 
Indian Rights Association makes ~ts home, there was a treaty any persons .at home<lttraveling,nor molest ordistm·banywagon 
-entered into with the Indians in the early lristory of that State by trains, coaches, mules, 01" ~attle belonging to the people of the 
which the Indians ceded and snrrenda-ed quite a portion of lands United States or to persons friendly therewith.,-, "They will 
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nover clpture or carry off from settlements white women orchil
dren; tney will never kill or scalp white men, nor attempt to do 
them harm." 

By article 2 of the tTeaty of 1877 it is provided: '' They also con
sent and agree to the free navigation of the Missouri River." 

Now, to sa.y at this time because some years ago the United 
States, in order to control these then outlaws and savages-call 
them by any name you may-confined them within certain limits, 
which were called 'reservations," that we gave them the lands 
seems to me absurd. Will anybody for a moment contend that 
that action was a conv~yance for a consideration to the Indians of 
the fee in the land? I certainly think not, and, as I said before, I 
have cited some authorities showing that the reservation title, if 
you want to so term it, is of no greater value than the aboriginal 
tenure. Yet it is contended that these lands now belong to the 
Indians and that they should be disposed of not only for what 
they are worth in theirpresentalmostvalueless, useltlss condition, 
but that they shall be sold so that the Indian will get what they 
are worth after they have been cultivated and improved and 
made valuable by the white man. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, followingthelanguageofthe distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow], from whom I have 
quoted, thatthevalue in this land should gotothe man that gives· 
it value. The Indians of this country have never contributed or 
done anything that has been recognized by which they have given 
any value to the lands of this country. These Indians have the 
right to take: Heads of families, 320 acres of land; children over 
18 years of age and unmarried, 160 acres of land, and children un
der 18 years of age, 80 acres of land. 

Heads of families who desire to live on their allotments are en
titled to the following: Fifty dollars in lien of a house, two mares 
and one colt, two cows with calves, one farm wagon, one set 
double harness, one plow, one hoe, one ax. 

I cite this simply to show how generously the Indian has and is 
being treated by the Government, and I have no hesitancy in say
ing that after having taken allotments as they have in the tract 
affected by the proposed bill, the land left, which is of no value 
as it is now, should be made a part of the public domain, and 
upon terms not only fair to the Indian, but.upon terms fall: and 
just to the man who may go there to make hiS home and cultivate 
it. The man who goes into that section of the country goes in 
there with a handicap of one-fifth of the land nontaxable for 
twenty-five years, and he has got to pay his proportionate increase 
of the expenses of that community for all that time. 

These 452 Indian allotments are practically without value at 
. present, whereas if the adjoining lands are settled upon and im
proved it will make them valuable, and they can also be rented so as 
to give the allottees a benefit; and this is a consideration of consid
erable importance to the Indians having the aforesaid allotments. 

I wish to emphasize that in disposing of this land it is not pro
posed to sell anything more than the right to make a homestead 
entry which is quite different from what it would be if a person 
could

1
buy the land outright. Under the provisions of the home

stead law the purchaser will be limited to 160 acres and will have 
to reside upon and cultivate the land, in accordance with the pro
visions of said law. 

That the Department has always considered $2.50 an acre, or 
1,040,000, a fair and just price for the land, I wish to read the 

following reports. 
Commissioner Jones, in his report to the Secretary of the Inte

rior on the original treaty, November 23. 1901. in which he rec
ommended that the same be transmitted to Congress with the 
request for favorable action, among other things said, referring 
to the report of the inspector who made the agreement: 

The inspector states that the land in Gregory County is without doubt 
1.he best and most desirable portion of the Rosebud Reservation, and that 
although the allotments embrace much of the choicest land1 yet a great deal 
cf good land remains unallotted. The whole tract, he says, IS excellent graz
ing land. and the greater portion is also good agricultural land, upon which 
excellent crops can be raised when there is sUfficien~ rain~all duri~g t.he 
growing season. He says he regards the com:pensatwp. stip~ated ;rn the 
agreement as very reasonable and at the same time a fair and JUSt pnce for 
the lands. * * * . 

In conclusion the inspector states that he regards the com:Qen...~tion and 
manner of payment provided in the agreement as just and fau·, both to the 
Indians and to the United States; that the manner of payment was the best, 
both for the Indians and for the Government, that the Indians would accept; 
that the stock cattle and the five annual cash payments will be of great bene
fit to the Indians in giving them a good start toward their self-support. He 
heartily recommends the approval and ratification of the agreement. 

The Commissioner further said: 
The compensation a!P'eed upon for. the land ceded, amoun~g to ab<;mt 

$2.50 per acre, is, in the Judgment of this office and from the best mforma tion 
obtainable, fair and reasonable. 

The Secretary of the Interior, under date of December 6, 1901, 
in transmitting the treaty to the Senate, stated: 

This agreement bas been carefully considered by the Commissioner of In
dian Affairs, and as it seems fair and reasonable and the terms the best that 
could be obtained I have the honor to recommend that it receive favorable 
p.ction by the Con~ess. 

A gentleman of high standing, and a man who has been among 
the Indians for thirty years or more, and who was at first opposed 
to House bill No. 10418, after having it explained wrote me a 
letter, from which I quote as follows: 

PHILA.DELPl'lll, p A., February n, 1904. 
However. the material questions are: Is the proposed bill (H. R. 10U8) on 

the whole beneficial, and are its terms the best which can be got? On the 
whole, I an wer "Yes," changing my opinion on these points, as you will per
ceive. I base this change of opinion-

First, upon the fact, to which.you draw my attention and which I had 
o>erlooked1 ~hat the proposed bill assures the presence on the purchased 
land of a wnite farming population under the homestead laws instead of the 
purchase of the land in large grazing tracts by capitalists; and, 

Second, upon the fact that, upon reflection, I think the prompt sale of the 
land more probable than when I wrote you. 

I shall abstain, therefore, from any public criticism of the bill unless new 
considerations present themselns to my mind and seem to demand it, in 
which case I shall again put myself in communication with you. 

I also wish to read two letters from one Frank Mullen, who has 
lived upon the Rosebud Reservation for twenty-four years, and 
is therefore familiar with the conditions upon said reservation, 
and is known to be a friend of the Indians, which letters are as 
follows: 

ROSEBUD AGE....'\CY1 S.DAK., January f9, 1904. 
Hon. CHARLES H. BURKE, WO-$hington, D. C. 

DEAR Sm~ Will you kindly send me a copy of the new bill introduced by 
you in the House of Representati>es for the opening of the unallotted lands 
m Gregory County. 

We hope your splendid efforts for the bill will be successful this session, 
and that the Indians will get the money they have been expecting from the 
sale for the last two years, and a payment of account, this fall. 

We have almost daily inquiries in reference to the bill, and I would con
sider it a favor if you wouldkeepmeadvisedof its progress, so that I can keep 
our people informed through our little paper. 

I understand there have been some protests sent from here to the Com• 
mittee on Indian Affairs. If this is so, they are unauthorized by any council 
of Indians, from which they probably purport to emanate, and represent 
only a small minority of the Indians. The general sentiment is in favor of 
the bill. as outlined in the press dispatches, and the main question of the In
dian i!':. "When do we get the money, and how much?" 

Yours, truly, FRANK MULLEN. 

ROSEBUD, S. DAK., February B, 190/,, 
Ron. CHARLES H. BURKE, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR Sm: Referring to your letter of January 27, I would say that I 
have been perfectly familiar with the lands in Gregory County for the last 
twenty-four years, and have no hesitancy in sa yin~ that the price established 
in your bill now before the House of Representatives is fair and rea onablo, 
and in my judgment all that the land as a whole is worth. Your bill exactly 
embodies my suggestion to Colonel McLaug~ when here last~ to increaso 
the _price named in the original agreement to~ per acre, in oraer that the 
Indians would realize the aggregate amount of $1,000,040, as therein provided. 
This, in my judgment, your bill will more than accomplish; in fact I consider 
it the best proposition for the Indians which bas been before the House. 

You are undoubtedly aware of the cause of opposition here, and I am free 
to say that, in my opinion. there would not have been any opposition to 
amount to anything to Colonel McLaughlin's last agreement had the Indians 
not been persistently told that by holding out they would surely obtain S5 
per acre. 

As a business proposition, I consider the Indians gain by the sale of the 
land, as it is of absolutely no benefit to the large majority, and that those 
whose allotments are in Gregory County gain more than any of the others 
by the increased value of their allotments. 

Very truly, yours, FRANK MULL~. 

As to the benefits that the Indians will receive from the sale of 
this land and the amount of money they will receive per capita, 
Inspector McLaughlin, who negotiated the treaty with these In· 
dians, in one of the councils said to the Indians: 

The census rolls show 4:,917 persons belonging to this f).g_ency, which would 
give an annual per capita allowance of $00.50; that iE, $il).50 once a year to 
each man, woman. and child for a period of five years, aggregating $152.50 
that ea~h man, woman, and child would receive in the five years. 

At the expiration of five years, when this per capita payment would end, 
the matured increase derived from your stock cattle would then be market
able and continue to furnish a large number of beef cattle annually there
after, which would place you upon an independent footing, and with proper 
care of your cattle would msure you a regular annual income. * * * Then 
the stock cattle, which, if properly cared for, will bring about a great dea.l of 
prosperity among you people. And in the third place, the cash payment for 
five years, which would enable you to take care of your families without any 
suffering until you begin to -receiv;e returns from the marketable cattle, the 
increase of the cattle that will be lSSUed to you. 

The Indians will have the benefit of the roads, of the courts, and 
the benefits of a county and State government without contribut
ing a cent therefor, their lands being nontaxable for twenty-five 
years, as before stated, while the settler who takes a homestead 
and acquires title to the same must do his share in paying these 
expenses. 

Talk about robbery and that these Sioux Indians are not being 
fairly treated. Under the treaties of 1868, 1877, and 1889 they 
have drawn from the ~1.'easury of the United States the sum of 
$55,265,735.34. · This is the amount obtained by about 20,000 In
dians. Now, if you should contribute that amount of money to a 
similar number of white people and let them understand that they 
.are going to be clothed and fed and educated and that they are 
going to have houses provided for them, the effect would be that 
you would simply make paupers of them. As soon as this Gov-
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emmentcomes to a realization that this is not a. qt1estion of senti
ment but a question. of practical business. the liidiana will com
mence t.o make some progress similar to that which has already 
been accomplished by what [ COil!Uder an advanced policy. 

Unde1· the present administration of Indian affairs the idea of 
eeJ.f.8Upport is encouraged. Lf the Indian is able to work-if he 
is alile·llodied-the Indian Office says to him: •· 11 you want to 
eat you mn$t work.•· They provide payment for the serrices of 
the lnd:iun in bnilding roads, <lit.ches. fences. et.c .. and pay him 
money in lien of rations. In othE>r words, they give him to un· 
derstand th11,t he must help himself. 

J want t-0 pot in the Ri-:00Rr1. that it may receive the special 
attention of the Honse. the ~0t'8 amount of the several items to 
which I have niferred. It will be found very int!erestil;ig reading. 
For instance. nnder artir.lt1 LO of the treaty of Ui68 there is pro
vided tor" IndiallS roaming." $q.4M.4-00. 

1n order that it may appear jnst wba-t this item mesma. I will 
t'E'ltt'I the pro•.'li-;on of artit-le 10 of the treaty anthorizing and re
quiring payments to be ma:de. lt is as follows: 

and in tidditlon ro the clmJung borein named. tbt> BUm ot 110 for eaob _pel"
Sl)n ,,ntitl"<I to tho u.mell,1&1 eft'e,u of lhJs tn::i.ty llhiLll be anoually apl)ro
pruued tor 111,er,od or tuirty yt'.urs wbUa 1111eb penoll>l rocun and bunt. t.nd 
,:i.,1 for ooeb Jl"l'SOD who ,-np~ l.o l'a.nnlng. to l>e a.'-00 by thf' Rot•n,tary of 
the lnterlor 10 t!Je purcb&AA <'If such &rt,cl~ aq Crom ti:me to time theoondi• 
tfon and necessities of the Indians may lnclicate to be proper. 
;Jp;,.'<Jl}r1at,c,m for Siou:r under m<,bu o/ l8IJII, b"17, and JIJ89, to and (nclud-

t>l!l 1901.. 
Article 7, treaty t8n8. edncatlou -·-··· ·---······ ·· --··········-·· 12,ll'O,CW.OO 
Artiole 6, U"lll4ty l~ -d~ ·······················-···-······--· 114,M.OO 
Anidi' Ill. trt-aty ]MIid. clothmg __ -·-- - ·-······ ·-···········--- 4. IHL61KJ. 00 
Artlcl" 10, tr<-atv l!ll;ti., lndJ1&tll! roaming •• ·-·--··-····-·--··- 6.4-14.Ul.OO 
Art.clM! ti &nd t.'l tn,aty '"'""- runpioy888 -··-·-··---·-··-·--- 1,W,, !JCJ.00 
Art\l'lv lll trf!Rty IISl)li, OOW1' and O<fln .••• ·-···· ·--·-· ·--·-·- --·--- b».II00.00 
Arti,·le 111. miaty l!Still AJ"ticle ;,. llg'l"eement um. subsistence imd 

cn,1 7.H,,tfoo __ ·-··· . ·--·-. --·-- -···-- ---·--··-··········-······ 88, 122.firo.00 
Article 1,. creaty 1868. presente-··------···---··-·-········· 1.ono.10 

49.~.tm. 00 
t'octjon 17, D,d; 11\'!!1. pertDJUJeDt fund····--·--··--·-·····--· 8.101.IU\,OO 
~ .... t ou 7, aut I"'-~'· ~lt•'f'I! --- ·· ------···················-·-··--· H.!Kf) 00 
~<tton 17. htto('ftt.q tA 1\llottoos...-•• ·-·-··········-----·--·-· l.l!,4.~.l!lr>.34 
lliecellnoeoua tor thirty years_···- •••••• ___ --·-•••••.••• ·-- l. 4M.lll0. tO 

Tot.al ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• --·-·---·-···-·--········· Iii>.~ TJS..134 
lLuwa t. l!Ol. 

Mr. Chairman, 1 regret very much.that I have been limit.eel in 
time :is I have been. I wanted oo bring t.o the attention of the 
Bouse a num her of matters ,vhich under the circumstances 1 shall 
he oompelloo to pnt into the REOORD. I commend them t.o Mem· 
hers of this Hou_,;e. 

l think the tiwe has come. as I before stated, when we should 
l~-islate not only for the JJU1l)(l(l8 of taking from the Indians the 
lanrl.B which tbt>y do not require. which were set aside for them 
ori~ally for hunting and tishlng. but also 11dopt a.different policy 
in other rE>.spects. as we are already doiug to some extent. in ap
prni,riatin~ mtmeyfor the supl)()Tt and maint,enance of the Indians. 

Why. Mr. Chairman, to give the Indian all the money that can 
pi'l!'sihly be realized from some mnd m which he may have wme 
wt.er~t iii not for hi.I' benefit. He simply squanders the mouey 
which be tbns rt'()ei't"es: it does bim no good. esoept in a few in· 
stauc•e.q. Yon will gt1nerally find r.hat the opposition ~llayed t.o 
lcgisht-tion wbkb is !or the interest of the lnrua.ns 0010es from 
snmehody inrer~ted in hxving the lnruans obtain just as much 
m•mey a.s (J<•><sihle. bec·ause the person is desirous of the lndiml 
~ttiug 11.S much money as possible in order that he mgy get it 
from him. 

To this hill there nevn wonld have been any opposition to speak 
of on the part of the Indians had it not bt>en for the agitation of 
cert:ain whlte men rPitiding npon or adjacent to the reservation. 
who bad a selfitlh int.erPBt in the reservation remaining in its pres
ent trtat.e. p<1&>ibly to ~hie tbt'Ul to ranga their cattle free over 
the l&ud11 and he pernlitte<I to <:ontinne trespastdng. 

l.n com,lw.ion. Mr. Chairman. l maintain that the 8ll1'plns land 
of an lndian re.'ffll'vation. for which tbt- Indian bas no fnrtber use. 
l11 o,,t th., property of the ltJ,lians, at least t.o oo grf"fl,ter ~nt 
than it belongs w the whole people. and J maintlWI that the most 
that the I ad an bao ill a tnt1re ~ht of nse origimilly a.coorded him 
for the pnrpose of buntiug and fishing. and that be should he 
obligtid. upou 1111(·h OOTl1l8 all a.re just 1tnd fair. to surrender it, that 
it may ht-t:atne a pa.rt 0-f tbp pnhlfo domain and be oonv~rt~ into 
horuf'.q and fanns and OC(-nµjed hy people wbo will contribute to 
the diwelopmeut and mate-rial advan,,ement of the oountry. and 
1 therefore suhmit that thPre i11 no justification for the opposition 
thilt has developed against the Rosebud hill, &nd that it is a 
mf>,8,l!w·e t~t proposes t.11 generously pay the Indians for their 
right t.o t.be land!!. a:nd 1 therefore hope that it may be enacted into 
law. r Appla.nse. l 

Mr. Cha1nnan. l desire to extend my remarks in the R'EOORD 
&lld ap1iend t10me authorities bearing upon the nbject of Indian 
t>tles. &Gd will ask to ha.ve the same printed. 

APPENDIX. 
lntheoaseof'B'let.cherw. Peck (8 Cr&ooh.1>"/'),decided bytheSU'l)l'eme Court 

af the United States in 11!10, refenillg to tbe grant ot lands within an Indian 
resen-at!on. the court said: 

··The 1'C8eT""atiou fDr the use of the lndhms appears to be a tem))Offlry ar
t'a!li'emOllt. !IUl!peDding for a ti.me th!) settleme tof lhecocmtl'y re&o1rved." 

In the c-ot Joh neon u. Mclntootb 111 Wh'*ton, M;IJ. dttcidod In lis:3, Lt was 
decided tlmt t,be fee to all ID<IIAn le.ode Is in tbl' Oovertllllent and OU<y be 
granted subject t.o tbe tnuwent asufructnary rlicht or I.be ahurl~ occu
pauta. and this doctrine is followed In the ca..e of Onit.ed Su.u-s c,. Cook (Ii 
W&Jl., 5911, decided In trrd. In which~ cert&in Ind.!ana cat and di"J)OS(ld of 
certain tim her from an Indian resen-at1on. and the O,o.-l!Mllnaut bronght !'uit 
to rucover from the pnrc.ha.-e1·. Cook . lh• ..-&.'tie or tbe tfm 11"1'. tb.- tb<'<.lry ~ 
iog that the telling of the tlmb,,rwv..• an mjlll'Y to tbi,revonlonot the On!ted 
btate,., Tbe qnestlou being llQU&rely prel!CWIA!d as t() wbotber the fee was it, 
the Government, the con:rt s11St:aUWd Ibis vtew. Chief Jt1Btice Waite thia 
statlD,¥ the doc:tnnoc.-onslderoa appH,,.ble, ~ follows: 

"Tbe right of the India.mt iD tbe land from whlcli I.be lop were taktm-waa 
that of OOCUll&IK"J alone. They bad no polr'er of alll'll&t1on, except to tho 
United SmtcS. The fee waa in the Unit.a States. linbjtl<-"I oruy ID fhla right 
of OCCllpancy. This Is the title by which other lodian,, bold tbl'ir lands. It 
was ao 48t.-ided by this court. as ~rly as ~i In J uhllM>n u. McintO'\h. Tbe 
&athorlty or tbat ca• bas n0ver ~ doo bt<!d. 'l'be ngbt of the lndlallt> to 
thtlir occU]lllllCY Is as 1111cred All that or the l:nlted Statt'll to tbf' ree. but rt is 
only a rili:bt of OC<.'11Jl&ncy. The ~on. u-ben abflndoued by thl' Indians, 
auach!!t 1tliell to tut! r.-e without t'urtber grat!L.. • • • 

In Buttz 11. Northero Pacttle Railrood 11 Ill C. S., Ml. the rallroo.d ooml)!llly 
olaimed nnder the cnmt oollveyll>r; <·arta!o 1100tions alonl{_ th~ line or its Jll'O
,lectkd route, wbicb at tbedate of tbe~nt Wal! within &Jl Indian r~a:ion, 
and the Indian title not ertln&'WllhNI -tor 8<'IIXI& )'<'8.l'l< latecr. th .. oourt M.id; 

"The land tn controveny a.ud otber lands in Dalm1a. throuib which tho 
Nonhero Pacific Railroad Wll8 to beooMtntcted. wuewlthin wb"t 111 known 
811 • Iudia.n eount:ry • At tbe time the -M-l of Ju}I t, IN.(. WM (111""8d tho 
title or the Indian tri1- Wll9 not ext:ln~"OiN>NI But ui.1 Ca.·t did not pre
vent libe grllllt of ~ trom OJ)Onldtlf; t.o p,'8l' the fee 01 the land t,, the 
oompa.nv The Ind.la.ria bad merely II ri¥ht <>f oc,"tlp,oncy-a riJb1 to Wit> the 
land subject to the domiDlon and control of thl' Gu~erm:neot. Tbe gra11t 
oonvey .. .d the fet' 1<nbJe«:t fl> t.b.lio ~bt or oocupancy. The railroad company 
took tht> property wifb tm!< iJJCIUD bl'ilUne .. 

In tbe ca.,;e or °'13ee<:bP1' v W<1tborl.oy 19:; O. :!., 6171, the qne!ltioo preABnuid 
"'"" wbe-ther Of' not the State t.oolr ttt.i. at1der the 111·hnol {mlllt for l&ods 
within an India.o resen-ation. or wbatber tbe tltJ,. l'l'JD8.1Ded lo the Unit,,d 
States subject to be otht-rwlE,e, dh<pt"'4'd or by f'oroe arnrnr,ment with the 
Ind,an.1- The dP-Obdon nf the oonr1 wu that tbe li~le or 1be 151 ate attacbl'd, 
notwitl111tandintr the right ot o,,capa.ney. and rha1 an an.•mpr by the t'nited 
S1atn to sell the echool 1!8Ctlona for the beoeJh of the lnd:wut wu void. and 
the oonrt 8&ld: 

"Tbe rigbt wtnob tbe lndl&ns held wu only that of 0<..-cupaocy, Tbe fee 
wa.~ In the Ullfted Htatea. eubJert. to that rtgbt. and ,·()old t~ t.n<o,;f~rred hy 
them woonevertbevchma Thegno.nt.o,e. ltiatTll"':,_ wouldtakt'only th••llflked 
f...,and c.-oula uo1 dfBtnrb tbe00t·o(Jllucy of t.h1' lodiau!l: t!m1oooupancycould 
only b,, l'DterttlNKI wiib ar dt>tenniJJed by tbP Untt~ ~r.t"6. • • • 

"Tbt< rfgbt of the Onft«I !'\tat• to di,cp<-uf ibc foip rd the ln.nd,. oocnpi-4 
by them (Iod11,Jlil1 ha!< atwayP hAAn l"<'JMj'nii,ed by tbit<o,,nrt h-•ltll tilt' fm1nda
t10n or th" Oo'v..rnm•oi. I.t ..,..,ec,rull'd in J,>hnenn o. Melllt<,e_b 111 Wboai,,n, 
6411•. In l!Ql3. and lo Onit,,d States" Cook (l!I Wall,. :,011. In l,<;l! Othar ,,_ 
ootween tbose p&rlod& hln•e affirmed the mme dortrlne. Clarie ti. t-mitb 118 
Petmi1. lilt 1 8ee al,,o Jai-to.on v. Rud,,Qn ,!I Jobn>'Ou. :mi: ,-.ed,.r et al "· 
Guµpy (8Wlsooosin. 61121, IIOpinfone A~rney,0.-nenu. pp.~~ In Olrlt>-d 
StuteR v. Cook 119 Wa~i:;~· th .. Uuit.d "t&tes m&1nu&lr,ed rep:evtn for t!Jn. 
ber cat a.nd sold by In on land rft<ffl'Ved to tb .. m. tbt- oonrl ohse~ 
tba.t the tee was In the OnJt.ed St~a.nd only a nicbt of 00<·0µ,,ocy In the 
I.ndlans: tb.o.t this was the title by wbiob other ln<llw llt>lrl tbetr land. and 
tbat the 11utborlty or Johnson"· l!ldntONI bad nev.-r 1-n doul,·.,,1 • • • 

"In the t.'Onmootion or l{raWllllpptlf<f!d to emhtat~ lanl\ .. In theoccupa· 
tion ot In<il.am! questlOIUI have arli,en whl'tber <'on~ lmendoo to tran,,ler 
the fee or otherwble. but tbt' l)OWer of tbl' Cn1too t--tta~ to Oll<lre KUrb tnllts
fer baa in 1lO irurtaD('lll 1>-t,n deoled In tlJ,. pl'-nt ,,a.,. tbere OllD hardly be 
fl doubt that 0ntlg'reu Intended to vest in tbe s~ate tb• ,,. t,. -1:100 lu 1u 
every towtlflbip. l'tlbja<l'l. It l, trne. as i.n all oth,.,- C8JM"' of gnwv- n! _rnb11o 
lan<lll. to the ex:1st.tJ1¥ OOt'Up&llCy of th• Induuuo ...., lo11(r u tba1 o-~ney 
sbvuld oontlnnto. The ~l:llr part o! t.he Rtatf' WIIUI. 11ct tlu• run ... nr th,. ,,om
paci., oocvpied by diffarent trll-. and the rrant at .....moo,, In othe• pcmions 
would be ot oomlJl'ratlvely little value. t'onri-t1.0dnnm..cll\' P1)'81'to,d tlu.t 
11t nu dh,t&nt da,1. the State would be settJ,-d by whit• l""'ll .,; &ad th., "811ll· 
barbvoDSoondltion of the [nd!an tri1,e,. woofa l!'l'"e p1- to the blirbt-r rfv. 
lliz&tioo of our race: &nd It contemplatf<d by hs \)ftne[ar,cun- to rarr:r ont rn 
tbi<t State. ae In otbPT States. '114 aor181lt and hoool'f'd policy• of doTOtin(r 
the central eection i.n ev&J"I' t,owmlblp tor the education o! the J)tinl)le." (See 
aJ;,o Cooper o. Rohen& It! Bow. till. J 

Att(>TUey.0.nen.1 Oruminir 18 0µ10.11. Atty. <leu..l!!ir.l. In the Porm,e City 
- In relation to .vbetber the •"t or 0ongT8!18 a.l'pro,,ed A U.'11>1~ 6, 1!!411. af
fected certain l&llds wlth1o an Indian Nll!tervatJon. aAAd the fullowtng 
langoage: 

,l-Tbere wae a 11me when the trne relation of tbe Ind'&ns to the United 
Sllltllll wu oot s6 clearly -n as it now bs Wf' hav" beeo accui<tomed to 
make trelltle& with th"m as I! the'J were lndeJ)'<1.1dent ot ns: tbKt "'Ill' ILl1 
6rl"()r We dealt ,ritb their 1JM tv ·tri 1- as nomin&I rua.tlolll!: lhAI lf'd to 
..tra,14re mill<,onc-eptlons. We had spoken or their laud.-s." if a b&ndtol of 
ll:lvaires .vbo bo.ppened to be within the g1!0jft11.phtc&l Limit,, or oountry la~ 
enough for so empire, could be deetn"d Its pMprlfltors In .-trtnf' 4f anv Mlle 
of ll&tnr&I Mgbl or of l)Ot'<!tjve law We had ~·t,,d their u-<11med Mgh~, 
tJ,at 11', bad 1 .. tt thll!ll to tbPlr -~~ quasi lnd~ndBUuo. lu•lrad .,f by roree 
,,ompelllllK them ,., enter Into 800'.le approprtaui 111.,.., in th .. "'~·w orlD',n:ta
tion. aod tbllll t.hev bad ~rtsh..(I or too much HhertY, Ptnally. wp o1 the 
old"" 6tatet< of the "Union. wbu bad !Uli811Nl or lrilW ,,tr mrl<'t or our India.us 
or rf'dured tbem to a oondition of b<Jflf'1- 1111:ptlaK"- lt~d now ,-ome to be ex· 
tremoly s:eW11tlve to tbf' a.ll~ wrong,, of the Mme nature: that la. policy In 
1m11 .. t100 nr oo:r,,. to which the youuger Ste.tea ot the South were now anb
jootin6 t.boir lnd\aus. 

-Th,. t1la.boratc, lnvestt:ratlon of tbe sa bjec:t wblcb ensaed cle&ri>d olf &Il 
tb..,... errorg, aud <tillUtllORion ended with tb,• f!T1!8,I CIU""l' ot tb" CbflJ'Offtl Na
tion 11 "l'b .. State of Geo,rg:ia (6 Peters.I>. and-Won,ester u. The State of G.-or· 
l(:ia 16 PE-ters. ,WI) 

•• It II' the nutvenaJ doctl'ine of public law tbAt tho lndi&n&Ar& the domes
ttc sn bjecta ot the particular Enrope:i.n•Americao 11tat.tt 10 whkb they hap
pen to he. (Cherokee Nation "· The Stat.I> of <rolTfa. a Peters. l. l It L-. a 
do-.,tri:oe of our pnblk law eqoally tundamt'lltal that the- Indians do not hold 
a re,p tn the la0ds-0f tlkJJ- abongrnaJ oooul)8tion. but only a usnfrnct, the ree 
bell)J( In the Ooltfld States or,1.in ..ome case!!. tn the N'l"era.l States. (Johnson 
u. llfrloto&h.. 8 Wbmt.ou, 64:!.: rlet-0b~r 11. F8<-.k. 6 Orancb, 119.) 

"Wbell the United $tate8 made this g-rant to the State of Wl.<>coll61n the 
tee ot all the land wu In the United Sta~ subject, In reepect. of a part, to 
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theoccul>ancy of the Menomonees. That usufructuary occupation was capa
ble ofbemg extinguished by the United States, and by them alone, and until 
its extinction the entire original title remamed between them and the 
Indians. * * * 

"In the case of Mitchell v. The United States that was one of the points 
and it was expressly held by the court as the established public law of 
Americ::L that the Government owns the original fee of the soil, and may 
grant the same while the lands remain in the possession of the Indians. (9 
Peter, lli.) 

''The same doctrine is reaffirmed in the case of The United States v. Fer-
nandez;. (10 Peters, 003.) . 

"There is no room whatever to question the law of these decisions. They 
are in strict conformity with prinmple and precedent." 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to state what I under
stand to be the Indian title to the lands which have been referred 
to, because I am fearful that an erroneous impression may have 
been left upon the minds of some Members by the statements of 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. BURKE]. 

The Supreme Court more than seventy-five years ago declared 
that the right of the Indian was a right of occupancy, a 1ight of 
use, a right which was perpetual, and could be interfered with 
or changed only upon the assent of the Indians. The Supreme 
Court recently have modified that decision to the extent of saying 
that the Congress of the United States occupied the position of a 
guardian for the Indians, a guardian that could act without ask
ing the assent of any court, a guardian supreme in its powers, 
but whose powers must be exercised solely for the benefit of the 
ward. In other words, the Supreme Court now hold that while 
the title of the Indians is a title simply of use and occupancy for 
their benefit, Congress can dispose of that title if it sees best, if 
in its wisdom it thinks it is for the benefit of the Indians so do, 
but can do that only for the benefit of the Indians and for no 
other purpose. 

.M:r. BURKE. Will the gentleman permit one observation? 
:Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 
Mr. BURKE. I desire to call the gentleman's attention to the 

fact that in the case of Lone Wolf v. Hitchcock, decided January 
2, 1903, after quoting article 12 of the treaty, Mr. Justice White, 
who delivered the opinion of the court, said in part: 

The appellants base their right to relief on the proposition that by the ef
fect of the article just quoted the confederated tl-ibes of Kiowas, Comanches, 
and Apaches were vested with an interest in the lands held in common within 
the reservation, which interest could not be divested by Congress in any 
other mode than that specified in the said twelfth article, and that as a result 
of the said stipulation the interest of the Indians in the common lands fell 
within the protection of the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, and such interest, indirectly at least, came under the control 
of the judicial branch of the Government. Weare unable to yield our assent 
totllis view. 

The contention in effect ignores the status of the contracting Indians and 
the relation of dependency they bore and continue to bear toward the Gov
ernment of the United States. To uphold the claim would be to adjudge that 
the ~ndiroct operation of the treaty was to materially limit and qualify the 
co trolling authority of Congress in respect to the care and protection of the 
Indians, and to deprive Congress, in a possible emergency when the necessity 
might be urgent for a partition and disposal of the tribal lands, of all power 
to act if the assent of the IndiaD.3 could not be obtained. 

Now, it is true that in decisions of this court the Indian right of occupancy 
of b•iballands, whether declared in a treaty or otherwise created, has been 
stated to be sacred, or, as sometimes expresse~J. as sacred as the fee of the 
United States in the same lands. (Johnson v. mcintosh (1823), 8 Wheat., 543, 
574; Cherokee Nation v. Georgia (1831);, 5 Pet.J., 48; Worcester v. Georgia 
(1832), 6 Pet. 515, 581· United .states v. vook <IBm), 19 Wall., 591, 592; Leaven
worth, etc., R. E. Co. v. Umted States (187o), 92 U. S., 733, 755; Beecher v. 
Wetherby (1877), 95 U.S., 525.) 

But in none of these cases was there involved a controversy between Indians 
and the Government respecting the power of Con~ress to administer the 
pro)lerty of the Indians. The questions considered m the cases referred to, 
which ruther directly or indirectly bad relation to the nature of the property 
rights of the Indians, concerned the character and extent of such rights as 
respected States or individuals. In o:1e of the cited cases it was clearly 
pointed out that Congress possessed a paramount power over the property of 
the Indians, by reason of its exercise of guardianship over their interests, 
and that such authority might be implied, even though opposed to the strict 
letter of a treaty with the Indians. Thm:, in Beecher v. Wetherby (95 U. S., 
525), discussing tha claim that there had been a prior reservation of land by 
treaty to tho use of a certain triba of Indians, the court said (p. 525 ): 

"But the rig1lt which the Indians held was only that of occupancy. The 
fee was in the United States, subject to that ri~ht, and could be transferred 
by them whenever they chose. The grantee, 1t is true, would take only the 
naked fe~, and could not disturb the occupancy of the Indians; that occupancy 
could only be interfered with or determined by the United States. It is to be 
pres-umed that in this matter the United States would be governed by such 
considerations of justice as would control a Christian people in their h·eat
ment of an i~norant and dependent race. Be that as it may, the propriety 
or justice of their action toward the Indians with respect to their lands is a 
que.'3tion of governmental policy, and is not a !lllLtter open to dLcocnssion in a 
cont·oversy between third parties, neither of whom derives title from the 
Indians." 

Plenar~ authority over the tribal relations of the Indians has been exer
cised by Congre£s from the beginning, and the power has always been deemed 
o. political one, not subject to be controlled by the judicial department of the 
Government. Until the year 1871 the policy was pursued of dealing with the 
Indian tribes by means of treaties, and, of course, a moral obligation rested 
upon Congress to act in good faith in performing the stipulations entered 
into on its behalf. But, as treaties made with foreign nations (Chinese ex
clusion cases, 100 U. 8 ., 581, 600), the legislative power might pass laws in con
flict with treaties m2.de with the Indians. (Thomas v. Gay, 169 U.S. 254., 270; 
~a1·d _v. Ra<?e Ho!·se, 163 U. S., 504, 5ll; Spalding v. Chandler, 160 U.S., 3i).!, 
405; Missour1, Kansas and Tex:as Rwy. Co. v. Roberts, 152 U. S., ll!, ll7; The 
Che,·okee Tob&cco,ll Wall., 616.) 

T11e power exists to a.brogate the proti.sions of an Indian treaty, though 
pr~umably such power will be exercised only when circumstances arise 

which will not only justify the Government in disregarding the stipulations 
of the treaty, but :nr&y demand, in the interest of the conntl·y and the Indians 
.themselves, that it should do so. When, therefore, treaties were entered into 
between the United States and a tribe of Indians\ it was never doubted that 
the power to abrogate existed in Congress,_ and tnat in a contingency such 
power might be availed of from considerations of governmental policy, -par
ticularly if consistent with perfect good faith toward the Indians. In United 
States v. X:agama (1885) (ll8 U. S.,375), speaking of the Indians, the court said 
(p. 382): 

"After an experience of a hundred years of the treaty-making system of 
government Congress has determined upon a new departure-to govern them 
by acts of Congress. This is seen in the act of March 3, 1871, embodied in sec
tion 0079 of the Revised Statutes: 'No Indian nation or tribe within the ter
ritory of the United States shall be acknowledged or recognized as an inde
pendent nation, tl·ibe~.or power with whom the United States may contra.ct 
by treaty· but no obrlgation of any treaty lawfully made and ratified with 
any such indian nation or tribe prior to March 3,18i1, shall be hereby invali
dated or impaired.'" 

In upholding the validity of an act of Congress which conferred jurisdic
tion upon the courts of the United States for certain crimes committed on an 
Indian reservation within a State1 the court said (p. 383): 

"It seems to us that this is Within the competency of Congress. These 
Indian tl·ibes are the wards of the nation. They are communities dependent 
on the United States; dependent largely for their daily food; dependent for 
their political ri~hts. They owe no allegiance to the States, and receive from 
them no protection. Because of the local ill feeling, the people of the States 
where they are found are often their deadliest enemies. From their very 
weakness and helplessness, so largely due to the course of dealing of the 
Fede1·al Government with them and the treaties in which it has been prom
ised, there arises the duty of protection, and with it the power. This has al
ways been recognized by the Executive and by Congress and by this court, 
whenever the question has arisen. 

* * * * • * * "The power of the General Government over these remnants of a race 
once powerful, now weak and diminished in numbers, is necessary to their 
protection, as well as to the safety of those amon~ whom they dwell. It must 
exist in that government, because it never has ensted anywhere else, because 
the theater of its exercise is within the geo!n'a.phical limits of the United 
States, because it has never been denied, and ilecanse it alone can enforce its 
laws on all the tribes." 

That Indians who had not been fully emancipated from the control and 
protection of the United States are subject, at least so far as the tribal lands 
were concerned, to be controlled by direct le~_islation of Congress is also de
clared in Choctaw Nation v. United States (ll9 U.S., 1, Zl') and Stephens v. 
Choctaw Nation (174: U.S. 445, 4S3). * * * 

We must presume that COngress acted in perfect good faith in the dealings 
with the Indians of which complaint is made, and that the legislative branch 
of the Government exercised its best judgment in the premises. In any 
event, as Congress possessed full power in the matter, the judiciary can not 
question or inquire into the motives which prompted the enactment of this 
legislation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It has never been decided that Congress 
could divest this title without compensating these Indians for the 
perpetual right of occupancy that they have. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; and what I wish to emphasize is 
the fact that the Supreme Court never has so held, and that it is 
not the intention cf Congress and it is not the intention of any 
Indian Committee or anybody else, so far as I know, to dispose of 
any right of the Indians except for their benefit. 

Mr. DALZELL. Congress is the last judge of what is for their 
benefit. 

1\Ir. SHERMAN. Congress is the supreme judge. 
Mr. BURKE. I do not want to be misunderstood. I have 

maintained and do declare that in my best judgment this bill does 
provide what is fair and just and right as a compensation for the 
Indians from any standpoint. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood the gentleman's position. How 
much time have I. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has nine
teen minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield that nineteen minutes to the gentle
man from Iowa [Mr. HEDGE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEDGE] is 
recognized for nineteen minutes. 

Mr. HEDGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in a sense to a question of 
personal privilege. Dming my brief and quiet sojourn here I have 
been the recipient. of constant favor from many Members· of this 
House without distinction of party or religion. This kindness, so 
grateful to my feelings, has from the first day of the extra session 
of this Congress presented itself in a new and interesting form. 
In addition to the usual inquh-y after my health or the nature of 
the p1ivate legislation which I maybe suspected of a desire to pro
mote, these friends, assuming an air of affectionate solicitude too 
good to be true, have been daily insisting on my enriching then
intelligence with my views of the Iowa idea, until at last I am, 
like the unjust judge, from pure weariness compelled, so far as in 
my limited measure I may, to satisfy their importunate morning 
thirst in this regard. 

Furthermore, my sense of loyalty to my constituents and neigh
bors, as well as of duty to these teasing associates whose travel in 
their own country seems never to have extended west of the 
Alleghenies, who have never gazed upon the star of empire, have 
no notion of its present position or memory of its triumphant 
coursel impels me to offer what help I may to their understand
ings by a hint or suggestion or two of the quality of the men o~er 
whose homes and fields of industry that star has so reasonably 
fixed its abiding place. 
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Of course I have been made aware of the ''idea" that myinquis

itoi·s a e driving at. The active and healthy minds of the people 
of Iowa are and always have been prolific and capacious of ideas
moral political. social, and industrial; great ideas, vital, helpful, 
and inspiring to themselves, to their Commonwealth, and to their 
country-and it seems a strange irony of fortune that of all the 
ideas whoRe original conception might be attributed to the Iowa 
mind the one least fit for the prefix of the definite article should 
awaken the widest interest and provoke the most general animad
T"ersion, an idea which, following the dictionary, is rather ;, a 
general conception or notion formed by generalization " than 
'·a rational conception," or ' the complete conception of an object 
when thought of in its necessary elements or constituents." 

The offspring of a confused or half-attentive mind, of headlong 
impulse, rather than of long-headed thinking, it bas changed its 
shape like the cloud which, now looking like a weasel and now very 
like a whaleJ perplexed the wit of old Polonius. First it expre ed 
itself or exposed itself in a purpose to modify any schedules of the 
tariff which might afford a shelter to monopoly. By this protest 
of virtue above suspicion, we found ourselves regarded as beyond 
susnicion by the Iowa Democracy. Mere words of honest intent, 
but· which meant nothing and could mean nothing, as I shall at
tempt to show. It was hailed by them (anything to hail is a god
send to an Iowa Democrat) as a confession that the tariff is the 
mother of trusts and the grandmother of monopoly. De Quincey 
says that the progress of the sinner in wrongdoing is inevitable; 
that if he commits murder, he will, if unchecked by force, neces
s:nily proceed to robbery, forgery, and perjury, and througa the 
catalogue of crime until at last he finds himself guilty of Sabbath 
breaking and disobedience to parents [Laughter.] 

This course of the sinner finds it counterpart (in reverse) in 
that of the reformer, or at least illustrates the course of the Iowa 
tariff reformer. He denounces a public policy which, working 
for the general advantage of all the people, does not cut off alleged 
evil doers from its benefits. Next, seeming not to see how to strike 
or when to strike, he demands general and immediate revision-a 
sort of daily house cleaning-ignoring the Scripture story that 
that day only was blessed and sanctified which let well enough 
alone, and now at last raises his arm to strike at the inte1·est of 
his own supporters and own people in behalf of reciprocity with 
Canada. 

I shall not deny that there are people in Iowa who regard revi
sion, partial, total. by reciprocity with Canada, by what one of 
them, an editor, calls ''.the broadestcommercialreciprocity,' or by 
open ·free trade, as a veritable pillar of cloud leading to Canaan. 
Mr. Lincoln said you could fool all of the people part of the time, 
part of the people all the time, but you couldn't fool all of the 
people all the time. There are a few of this second class who are 
making some noise in Iowa. We have some of the descendants 
of Jeshurun there, who have waxed fat and kick. Wehavethose 
who, in their fullness, deny the fountain, who deny the influence 
of a public policy to hinder or to advance the fortunes of the 
people, or. to use the language of my friend and colleague from 
the Second district, ascribe all their prosperity to gravitation. 

Their philosophy is not so profound as that of an unsuccessful 
candidate for the Presidency who taught the people forty years 
ago. He was a Daniel too, Daniel Pratt, the Great American 
Traveler. I had the advantage of hearing him many times and of 
contributing to his campaign fund whenev-er the hat went round. 
That Daniel, with great solemnity and convincing power, main
tained that the great forces of nature are gravitation and perspi
ration. [Laughter.] 

If that Daniel had lived till now. he would have added revision 
and reciprocity. [Laughter.] He might not have come to judg
ment, but would certainly have gone to the St. Louis convention. 
[Laughter.] 

We have certain business men governed by the same motives 
that actuate the millers of Minneapolis; e. g., the Tri-City Reci
procity League. 

I was honored with a duplicate copy of the letter read and ap
proved by my colleague [Mr. WADE] the other day-a league 
"composed of manufactm·ers of the city of Moline, lli.; Rock 
Island, Ill.'· and Davenport, Jow~." . . · 

Here is a partial list of members: Barnard & Leas Manufactur
ing Company, Bettendorf Axle Company, Bettendorf Metal Wheal 
Company, H. W. Cooper, Davenport Foundry and Machine Com
pany, Deere & Co., Deere & Mansm· Company, The Fuller Manu
facturing Company, S. A. Mager Manufacturing Company, Mo
line Elevator Company, Moline Plow Company, Moline Pump 
Company, Moline Scale Company, Moline Tool Company, :Moline 
Wagon Company, Red Jacket Manufacturing Company, Rock 
Island Iron Works, The Root-VanDervoort Engineering Company, 
Sylvan Steel Works, Sternberg Manufactu1·ing Company, Union 
Malleable Iron Company, Wilson-Moline Buggy Company, Wil
liams, White & Co. 
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The signer, Mr. French, is a man of great intelligence and of 
high character-a man of affaii·s. The wonder that he is and al
ways has been a Democrat disappears when we learn that in his 
boyhood he was at school under the influence of that leader of 
the minority whose personality commands the respect of the 
whole Honse, and whose seductive sophistry ·might deceive the 
very elect. It is interesting to know that the hand we see so often 
here raised to threaten or command did years ago bend the twig 
now grown into a great but twisted tree, in whose upper branches 
flighty things may lodge. [Laughter.] 

I ought not to intimate that there is any flightiness in this ad
vocacy of reciprocity with Canada.by the league or its secretary. 
There is no altruistic sentimentalism in their policy. This league 
is not an eleemosynary institution. Canada is not a manufac
turing country. Its people are a rural people, engaged in pro
ducing the same things that are produced by the farmers of Iowa, 
Minnesota, and Michigan. They offer no serious competition in 
any business or enterprise can'ied on by any of the members of 
this league. The harm or hazard of the game proposed is at the 
expense of the farmer of Iowa. These gentlemen propose to 
gamble only with his stakes. 

They do not plan to strengthen the competition against them
selves but to enlarge their own market, though they narrow his. 
The man who makes the plow proposes to reciprocate away the 
rights of the man who drives the plow. This, then, to borrow a 
phrase from the gentleman from Mississippi, is our first" object 
lesson in revision by reciprocity," the great damage of the most 
honest, legitimate, nonmonopolistic industry in the cotmtry, an 
industry which can by no possibility ever come under the control 
of any trust, legitimate or illegitimate. . 

I would commend to the disciples of revision in the Republican 
party the warning of the leader of the Democracy to his fol
lowers: 

The tariff reformer who would do things recklessly or too suddenly would 
run the risk of destroying the very end he had in contemplation by fllTilish
ing object lessons which would not help him, but hurt him, and in conse
quence of which he and those of his opinion might be hurled out of power 
and deprived of the power of doing anything. 

While this Iowa idea, ripened or even gone beyond the state of 
ripeness as it has, into reciprocity, that particular reciprocity 
which would direc:tly and immediately bring damage and dis
aster to the chief industry of Iowa, receives the approval of every 
Democrat in Iowa, and of that very small number whom my 
colleague says have just begun to think, it does not deceive, 
though it may greatly disturb the serenity of thatgreatbodyof the 
people of Iowa who began to think when they began to live. and 
who have by thoughtful labor built up that imperial State. Their 
Americanism has been of no doubtful quality and their Repub
licanism of no uncertain sound. They adhere to the principle 
inherent in the doctrine of protection, ''that from time to time such 
changes should be made in the tariff as become advisable through 
the progress of our industries and their changing relations to the 
commerce of the world," recognizing the further fact that these 
changes must not be made until the need for them outweighs the 
dis advantages: 

We can not afford to become fossilized or to fail to recognize the fact that 
as the needs of the co1mtry change it may be necessary to meet these new 
needs by changing certain fea tm·es of our tariff laws. Still less can we afford 
to fail to recognize tha further fact that these changes must not be made until 
the need for them outweighs the disadvant.'l.ges which may result, and when it 
becomes necessary to make them they should be made with full reco"'nition 
of the need of stability in our economic system and of keeping uncflanged 
the principle of that system, which has now become a settled policy in our 
.national life. We have prospered marvelously at home. As a nation we 
stand in the very forefront in the giant international industrial competition 
of the day. We. can not afford by any freak of folly to forfeit the position to 
which we have thus triumphantly attained. (President Roosevelt at Minne
apolis.) 

Nor do· they suffer confusion of mind concerning the relation 
of the tariff to the trusts. They are ;fully aware that the tariff 
only fixes conditions which tend to ·secure the rewards of intelli
gent industry; that while it widens the field of enterprise and 
multiplies the opportunities for honest endeavor, it can not grant 
its beneficence exclusively to the truly good and withhold it from 
the wicked; that no schedules, revised or otherwise, can be con
trived to shut off from business and industrial activity the selfish, 
the greedy, the avaricious, and place them under the exclusive 
control of patriots, philanthropists, and pharisees. 

They know that a genial climate and propitious season energizes 
and invigorates all vegetable vitality with generous impartiality, 
whether noxious or wholesome; that when com grows weeds 
may grow, or, to fit the figure more closely, when we are blessed 
with a full crop of corn in the ear, with its ensuing honest and 
helpful pig, we must look also for a superfluity of com in the jug. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. HEDGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the RECORD. · 
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:Mr. REPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have time to conclude his remarks.. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would only be too glad to grant 
the request, but the time has been fixed in the Honse and is in the. 
control of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All of my time has beeen allotted. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will say to the gentleman from 

New York that I have previously yielded all of my time. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will not the gentleman consent to yield 

five minutes? • 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield five minutes to the gentle

man. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I thank the gentleman very much; it is very 

generous of the gentleman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized for 

five minutes. 
Mr. HEDGE. I thank the gentleman and the committee. 
It is as practicable to shut off the commerce and work of the 

world from the hands of sinners by a reform or removal of the 
tariff as it would be to shut off the cherishing light of the sun 
from the evil and unthankful and send the rain to fall on the just 
alone by a reform in the Weather Bureau. The Iowa Republican 
notion of the relation of the tariff to the trusts and of the effec
tual way to handle trusts is so clearly set forth in the address 
of my colleague, Mr. WALTER SMITHt chairman of our State con
vention in 1902t- that I take leave to appropriate part of that ad
dress. 

I want to call attention to some of those classes of cases in which the appli
cation of the principles contended for by our Democratic friends would do 
the people no good and the trusts no harm, but, upon the contrary, would 
harm the people and help the trusts. 

If a trust buys its raw material abroad or buys it at home of producers in 
whom it has no interestJ the removal of the tariff on such raw material would 
not hllrl but benefit tne trust. To illustrate, the removal of the tariff on 
cattle, if it had any effect, would help, not hurt, the beef trust, by simply 
enabling it to buy cattle cheaper, to the detriment of the American farmer, 
but would not necessa.rilv in any way relieve the people from oppression, be
cause the chief complallit aaainst the trust evil rests upon the contention 
that the trust can and does 'by its power hold the price of what it sells out 
of due relation to the cost of production. 

When a trust has so far developed its industry as to be able to compete in 
the market places of the world, and when its domestic competitors have not 
so far developed their business as to be able to so compete, a removal of the 
tariff would destroy not the trust, but the competitors of the trust, and thus 
make the monopoly complete. 

Where a trust controls the production of an article here, and the foreign 
production of the same article is controlled by another trust, the removal of 
the tariff would serve not to release our people from the clutches of a trust. 
but to simply transfer them from the clutches of a domestic trust, compelled 
by tariff law to produce its goods here with domestic labor, to the clutches 
of a foreign trust that would produce its ~oods abroad with foreign labor. 

If these three propositions are correct, It appears that the proposed plan is 
on a par with the wiSdom of Democrati<: statesmanship generally, and that 
the Democratic party would, if it had the power, injure, perhaps incidentallf, 
some of the trusts and at the same time fatten others by increasing thror 
already unjust profits, rob the American laboring man of that work which 
is justly hi'5, and bring about another starving time. 

The Republican poticr is far different. It will thorongh..ly test the existing 
laws in the courts, and if it is found that they are in any way deficient will 
cause them to be amended and strengthened so far as Congress has constitu
tion..'IJ ~ower to do so. 

The Republican _party will fearlessly-use every means in its power to reach 
this great evil, and where modifications of the tariff would be useful to that 
end, without serious injury to the laborers of this counti·y, will not hesitate 
to resort thereto. It may as well be understood, however, that the Repub
lican party will neither consent to abandon its cardinal doctrine of protection 
nor to the oppression of the people by the trusts. Its cry is not for commer
cial freedom at the expense of prosperity, but commercial freedom and 
prosperity. 

And at Minneapolis last April President Roosevelt thus ex
pressed his concurrence in these views: 

One point we must steadily keep in mind. The qu~tion of ta~ reyision, 
speaking broadly, stands whOlly apart from the question of dealing With the 
zyusts. No change in tariff duties can have any substantial effect in solving 
the so-c:illed "trust problem.'' 

:Mr. Chairman, it is only seventy years since the white man was 
first permitted to enter and possess the land now named the State 
of Iowa. One who looks back upon its origin and its history is not 
surp1ised that its pioneers, its founders, and its builders produced 
and developed a high type of manhood, and perhaps the truest type 
of American manhood. They spring from the best blood of all 
the older States. Their fathers had bean pioneers and builders 
along the Atlantic coast in Maine and New Hampshire to South 
Carol.illa and Georgia. They brought with them the traditions, 
the habits of life, the modes of thought and of speech, the preju
dices, and perhaps the bigotries of their widely separated places 
of nativity. Their love of their early homes was not weakened, 
but intensified, by their exile. 

But in the intercourse which the very necessities of their new 
life made close and intimatet in the practice of the kindly offices 
of good neighborhood, they inevitably modified, instructed, en
larged, and Americanized each other. Their provincialism ex
panded into patriotism. They came to recognize the community 
of interest of the American people, to revere one flag, one Consti
tution, to behold one destiny. Their first title deeds to their 
homesteads had been signed by the President of the United States. 

The silent, shining river over which they had come was not 

only their inviolate way of necessity to the market of the world, 
but the sign and promise and commandment of a perpetual union, 
and as reenforcements came-the Teuton, the Celt, and the Scan
dinavian-and the line of their composite civilization made its 
westward conquest of the beautiful wilderness there was no es
sential change in their character, for all were of the stalwart races 
of mankind. How3ver various in outward appearance or differ
ent in externals, they were alike in this: They all loved liberty and 
honored usefulness. In their strenuous life dignity of labor was 
not an abstraction-a tinsel phrase to emblazon the banner of 
the demagogue. 

To their understanding there was no dignity in life except in 
labor. The man who did things, who made things, who produced 
things, was the only man who had proved his right to be. Such a 
proposition as that the consumer is as justly entitled to the benefit 
of competition as the producer is to the aid of protection seemed 
of the same quality of wisdom as Sancho Panza's observation that 
large rivers always run by large towns. [Laughter.] For the 
first office of production is to supply consumption, and the only 
purpose of protection is to stimulate the production of supplies 
near to the hand of the consumer. 

Usefulness-the capacity to produce over and above the needs of 
co.nsumptiont to amass wealtht to heap up riches, to add to the 
material resources of the commonwealth-was among them a true 
measure of merit, of worth, of dignity. 

They believe that government is instituted to secure the rights 
of the individual, to protect him in his field of usefulness; that it 
has no other reason to be; that it can not offer or s~er injustice to 
the individual without harm or hazard to all the people and to itself; 
that it can not withhold protection from any American industry 
without harm or hazard to all American industries. I have thus 
only attempted to indicate the Iowa farmers' notion of domestic 
economy and their idea of public policy. With these views they 
became Republican fifty years ago, and during those fifty years 
they have discovered nothing in the history of their country or in 
their own private experience which does not justify their first 
decision and strengthen their attachment to the policy of pl·otec
tion. 

The growth of their State is the sufficient vindication and splen
did monument of the wisdom of that policy. Within the mem
ory of many men still in active life the beautiful wilderness which 
lay solitary and silent between the two great rivers of the conti
nent has been transformed into a hundred Canaans, a great gran
ary and storehouse of the world. 

Speech will always be free in Iowa. Sciolists, empirics, and 
academics may stillt without let or hindrance, string out sound
ing words and jingling phrases and advertise them as "ideas. n 

But the busy farmers of Iowa are not " children to sed to and fro 
and canied about with every wind of doctrine.'' Citizens of a Com
monwealth which covers one-eighteenth of the Louisiana pur
chase shelters and supports one-sixth of the population of that 
magnificent empire, and has so sheltered them that they possess 
one-third of the taxable property of its thirteen great States and 
Territories, and a greater and more evenly distributed per capita 
wealth than is enjoyed by any other State in the Union, to their 
minds the State of Iowa itself is the visible, tangible, authentic 
presentation of the Iowa idea. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance 
of my time to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON.] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I regard this as 
a fitting time and place to present to the Honse a plea on behalf 
of a people without representation on the floor. It is a case that 
appeals to them intimately, and should appeal to the hearts and 
minds of the Representatives in this House. I congratulate the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MARTIN] for introducing in 
the House and in securing a favorable report from the committee 
a resolution which will amount to a legislative direction to the De
partment of Commerce and Labor to investigate the subject of 
the extortionate prices of the beef trust. He has shown to us a 
case whereby by combination a central power fixes the price at 
which they purchase live stock, and control the market in that, 
and we all know the means adopted to fix the price at which they 
sell to the people. 

We ourselves all know that this beef-trust extortion has been 
going on, but I congratulate the gentleman that be in this man
ner is able to percolate his way to the attention of the Depart
ment of Commerce and Labor, which is charged with the duty of 
its correction. It was heralded, at the passage of the bill creating 
this Bureau, on the floor of the House and Senate that the De
partment of Commerce and Labor was to be charged as one of 
its salient points of duty with the investigation of the beef and 
other trusts and their ~xtortions. Openly and notoriously these 
trusts have flourished and grown fat, and now to curb and con
trol them specific Congressional action must be taken. We must 
mandate this Department-marshal it in the way it shall act and 
what trust it shall attack. It must have legisbtive direction to 
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the end for which it was created, and the gentleman has chosen 
the method of a resolution to that effect. Are we to still con
tinue in the old rut of nonrigorous enforcement of antitrust laws? 
Is this what is meant by conservatism? A year ago, under the 
intense stress of an anthracite-coal strike which shook the world, 
. the Republican Members of this House, urged on by the Democ
racy, repealed the tariff temporarily for a year on soft coal, but 
during the cold weather of last January that law of repeal of 
tariff duty lapsed into a tariff tax again, and no voice or word 
from the Republican side has come in favor of a repeal of the 
tariff tax on coal or in favor of reestablishing a restriction that 
will keep the coal trust from its extortion. 

Mr. Chairman, the Indian Territory is without a Representative. 
Its benighted people-600,000 of them-:-have suffered long from 
Congressional neglect in many ways, and aresufferingnow. One 
hundred thousand school children without the facilities for any 
school education. No laws provided for civilized government. 
Yet Congress has passed no provision to call to the attention of 
the Department of Commerce and Labor to perform ita duty and 
relieve these people from a trust equally as exorbitant as the 
beef trust, and it affects them in the form of a coal trust in the 
Territory. That coal trust in Indian Territory is distressing not 
only to the people of that Territory, but to the surrounding coun
try. I refer to the coal trust in the Indian Territory, operated 
along the same lines as the beef trust operates, to which the gen
tleman from South Dakota referred. If we must go through 
Congress in order to appeal to the Department of Commerce, 
whose duty it is to protect our citizens, then I adopt this plan of 
presenting the matter on the floor of the House on behalf of a 
people without a Representative. This trust affects all the people 
who use the coal from the Indian Territory, and in proof of the 
condition which exists I present the statements of gentlemen of 
character, who came from the Indian Territory and Oklahoma 
to testify before the Committee on the Territories in its recent 
hearings upon the subject of granting statehood, and who came 
nere at their own expense. 

Incidentally only they mention the great extortions of the coal 
trust out in the Indian Territory. · Operating upon the same line 
as the beef trust, by a combine, they compel the price to be fixed 
by a central agent! thus destroying all competition. I read the 
statements of these gentlemen: 

STATEMENT OF :MR. DICK T. MORGAN, OF ELRENO, OKLA. 
The trouble is not so much with the railroads aj> it is with a company in 

the Indian Territory which has been formed for the purpose of selling coal. 
They have contra.ctB with all the coal mines to take their entire output at a 
certain price. Consequently, when you go down there you must buy from 
this coal company, and the railroad companies have to pay $4 a. ton to the coal 
companv. It is these sales companies in the Indian Terntory that make the 
coalso nigh. 
STATEMENT OF MR. CHESTER HOWE, OF WASHINGTON, D. C., AND OKLA

HOMA CITY, OKLA. 
Mr. RoBINSON. Are those coal companies combining to rob the people? 
Mr. HoWE. I am informed that it costs those mining companies about 1.25 

per ton, including the labor to mine that· coal, the rent, and the royalty, 
which is only 8 cents per ton. I am further informed that the coal can not 
be obtained at the mine for less than $i a ton. If that is true, they are ask
ing for an enormous profit, and the people of that country are paymg it. 

STATEMENT OF A. G. HAVENS. 
Mr. DOYLE. The press reports are to the effect that a combination of les

sees was made as to firing the price at which it should be sold to the pur
chaser on the car at the mines. 
. Mr. HA YENS. I can state that I know such a combination does exist, for I 

have seen correspondence from people who would make application to pur
chase coal there from one of the companies, and they would send the com
munication back and refer him to this central combination, which contractB 
with the companies for the entire output. They will not sell you a pound of 
coal. You can not buy it of them. Of course there are companies who own 
mines, and perhaps are composed of different individuals; but as an inde
pendent organization there existB a. combination which controls the output 
of all those mines, and to whichlou must go for your prices. They control 
the price of the entire output o all the mines, and there is no competition 
whatever. We are paying throughout the Territory of Oklahoma to-day $8 
a ton for coal that costs them but $1.25 to put on the car. 

The good heart of my good friend Governor Powers, of Maine, 
was touched, and he asked this question: 

Do I understand you can not get prices from any of the companies there 
except from one man? 

Mr. HAVENS. There is one management. One ma.n fixes the price of coal 
for every coal company in that country that can get a. pound of coal ca1Tied 
on the railroad lines. 

Then, .fleet of mind as to the legislative duty of himself and 
every Member of this House, Governor Powers said: · 

I should think there would be a chance for interference of the United States 
authorities there. 

But the Bureau of Commerce and Labor, created for that pur
pose, has not heard of the beef trust, although everyone here has, 
and they have not heard of hundreds of thousands of people in 
the West, around Oklahoma and Indian Territory, who are suffer
ing under the grip of this coal trust. Mr. Havens continues: 

Let me call attention to another thing. The coal mines in the Indian Ter 
ritory are the most extensive and the most valuable in the United States 
outside of Pennsylvania, and what is more, more people will be dependent in 
t·he long future upon the coal product of the Indian 'l'erritory than upon any 

other section except Pennsylvania. As I stated a moment ago, it will em· 
brace 20,000,000 people, reaching up through Kansas and Missouri. Misrouri 
has no coal mines tha.t amount to anything: neither has Arkansas or Tex.a.s 
or Oklahoma, and all these States ara dependent upon the coal mines of 
the Indian Territory. 

STATEMENT OF JUDGE D. L. SLEEPER, OF LAWTON, OKLA.' ... 
Judge SLEEPER. Separate statehood would leave the coal miles in Indian 

Territory. 
Mr. SPALDIKG. What difference would that make? 
Judge SLEEPER. Some of our people imagine they could control the coal 

rates. For instance, we are a hundred miles from the coal fields, and are 
paying ~'7.50 a ton for soft coa.l that we us2d to pay $2.50 per ton for in Ohio. 
If we had statehood we could throw the laws of Oklahoma over them, and 
bring some of them to terms. . 

STATEMIDI'"T OF :MR. HEl\"'RY LASSON, OF ELREXO, OKLA. . 
Mr. LASSON. I am in the milling business and the grain business. I am 

also in the coal business. We are paying enormous J?rices, as l'rlt. Sleeper 
stated a while ago. That is to some extent manipulated by the coal interests 
in Indian Territory, and we have not much of a. way to reach them. We 
have virtually to pay the price. I believe it is the mine operators, not the 
railroads, that are doing most of the harm to us. That is all I have to say in 
the matter. If you haTe any questions to ask me I will be glad to answer. 

Mr. ROBINSO~. They have formed a combine or trust down there to control 
the price of coal at the mines? 

Mr. LASSON. I believe that is it. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Have you not resorted to the antitrust law? 
Mr. LASSON. It is pretty hard to reach them. 

Here is a people 600,000 st1·ong, and this Congress has refused 
to give them a Territorial form of government, and until now it 
has failed to give them a State government. There are 80,000 
Indians, and only 13,000 of them are full bloods, and the others, 
for a hundred years under good educational facilities, have be
come generally, in business tact and ability to take care of them
selves, the equal ofthe white men throughout the cOlmtry. Yet 
there is a Secretary in the President's Cabinet charged with the 
duty of protecting them-the Department of Commerce and 
Labor-that has not heard their appeals nor of the infamies of 
this coal trust, which charges the people there from $7.50 to $3 a 
ton for coal by means of having a central board which fixes the 
price. I thought I would take this means on behalf of the people 
of the Indian Territory to call the matter to the attention of' the 
Department of Commerce and Labor by percolating my way to 
that Department through the CONGRESSIO~A.L RECORD. [Ap-
plause.] -

The CHAffiMAN. If there be no further demand for there
maining time on the part of the minority, the Clerk will begin the 
reading of the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read the following: 
At the Cheyenne River Agency, S.Dak., $1,700. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a typographical error in the para
graph just read. I ask unanimous consent that the word ''seven'' 
be changed to '' six.'' 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the correction will be 
made by the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read asiollows: 
In all, $39,200. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimou.c; consent that the word 

"two," in line 25, be changed to "three." This change is made 
necessary by reason of the amendment changing '' seven '' to 
" eight" in a former pru·agraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the proposed 
amendment will be agreed to . 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For contingencies of-the Indian service, including traveling ~nd incidental 

expenses of Indian agents and of their offices, and of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs; also traveling and incidental expenses of special agents, at $3 
per day when actually employed on duty in the field, exclusive of transpor
tation and sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all other expenses now authorized. by 
la.w, and expenses of going to and going from the seat of government and 
while remaming there under orders and direction of the Commissioner of 
Indian A:ffa.irs, for a period not to exceed twenty days; for pay of employees 
not otherwise provided for, and for pay of the five special agents, at $2,000 
per annum each, $60,00). 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer, by direction of the committee, the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 10, page 6, insert: 
"Provided, That hereafter when it becomes necessary to make snch par 

capita. paymentB to Indians, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the ap · 
prova.l of the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby authorized to require any 
disbursing officer of the Indian Department to file a. special bond in such 
amount as may be necessary to make such payment in one installment, the 
expenses incurred in procuring such special ,bond to be paid by the United 
Stat2s from this appropr.:.ation." 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What is the reason for this amend
ment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been in former bills, but in this case 
it was stricken out in committee, as the gentleman will remem
ber, on the theory that the provision heretofore adopted was a 
permanent statutory provision. Afterwards we discovered that 
such was not the case, and this amendment is now offered to 
remedy the omission. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
For nece ry expenses of transportation of such goods, p:roVtsioD.9, and 

other :l.l'ticles for the \'"a:rious tribes of Indiai13 provided for by this act, in
cluding pa.y and expenses of transportation agents and rent of warehouses, 
$190,000." 

Mr . .MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: 
After the word " dollars1" in line 7, page 8, add: 
"Pmvided, That no portion thereof shall be expended for the location or 

maintenance of an Indian warehouse at any place other than Chicago and 
New York City." 

Mr. Chairman, this does not affect the St. Louis or the San 
Francisco warehouse. 

Mr. LACEY. I reserve a point of 01·der on the amendment. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman can not reserve the point of order. 

I am perfectly willing that the point of 01·der be passed upon. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If the House should agree to certain sec

tions of this bill which come in at a subsequent point, no part of 
this appropriation will be used for any warehouse elsewhere than 
at New York or Chicago. But if the committee should see fit, for 
instance, to strike out the appropriation for San Francisco, then 
it would be necessary, in order to administer properly the affairs 
of the Bureau, to take some portion of this sum to maintain, as 
has been the custom heretofore, the San Francisco warehouse. I 
therefore hope that the gentleman will not insist on the amend
ment; or if he should do so, I hope it will not prevail. 

Mr. MANN. I had a notion, Mr. Chairman, that the commit
tee would have no objection to the amendment. There are now 
only two warehouses supported out of this appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 
Mr. MANN. Those at San Francisco and St. Louis are carried 

in separate items. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Of course; and if they should be agreed to I 

have no objection to this amendment. 
Mr. MANN. Those items will undoubtedly remain in the bill, 

I presume. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I trust so. 
Mr. MANN. As the law now stands, the Secretary of the In

terior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs could locate forty 
warehouses throughout the country. And there are various 
places asking for the location of warehouses. It is a very delicate 
matter for the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner to 
refuse such applications, as the law now stands. The board has 
frequently recommended that there be no additional Indian ware
houses; and unless it is the purpose to create new Indian ware
houses, I can see no objection to this limitation. It does not af
fect anything that now exists. 

' Mr. SHERMAN. My objection, Mr. Chairman, is to limiting 
unnecessarily an administrative office of the Government. The 
Department does not desire to increase warehouses. It has here
tofore reported against certain warehouses which have been 
specifically appropriated for in this bill. In my judgment it is 
not necessary to adopt this amendment in order to limit the num
ber of warehouses. 

I am not overstrenuous about the matter; I think it does not 
mak any material difference, provided the subsequent provision 
for the warehouse at San Francisco, for instance, be adopted; but 
neither the gentleman from illinois nor I can guarantee that that 
will be done. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman in charge of the bill knows per
fectly well that if this House desires to retain the San Francisco 
warehouse that provision will be kept in the bill. As I under
stand, every body admits that the San Francisco warehouse is 
necessary. But let me suggest that the committee leaves out the 
Omaha warehouse. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee has passed upon that, and 
has authorized the introduction of a committee amendment pro
viding for the inse1-tion of that when the proper point in the bill 
is reached. 

Mr. MANN. It has done that? 
1\Ir. SHERMAN. It has. 
Mr. MANN. Suppose that Omaha had remained out; the gen

tleman knows perfectly well that there would have been a tern"ble 
uproar for the location of the Omaha warehouse out of this fund. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No doubt about it at all. 
Mr. MANN. The fund would not be sufficient to maintain all 

of the warehouses. Now, the same uproar may come from some 
other place. We have now the five Indian warehouses-New 
York, St. Louis, Omaha,- San Francisco, and Chicago. I name 
Chicago last because I am modest and because it does most of the 
business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does more than any other, of course. 
Mr. MANN. It does more than all the rest put together. 
.Mr. SHERMAN. Oh,no; butitdoe.smorethananyotherone. 
Mr. MANN. I, of course, will except New York. Now, there 

will be new warehouses constantly demanded. The gentleman 
knows there is no specific appropriation either for New York City 
or Chi ca. go, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, I know that. 
Mr. MANN. St. Louis has a specific appropriation, and so hav-€1 

Omaha and San Francisco. I propose now practically a specific 
appropriation in behalf of Chicago, and I think the gentleman 
ought to take the same view in behalf of New York. We do 
not want the money that is really appropriated for those places 
taken away or give the power to take it away from those places 
and the power to put it in some other unknown place. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no apprehension that any portion of 
this fund will ever be used for any other warehouses than those 
two-

Mr. MANN. Then what is the objection--
Mr. SHERMAN. Unless there is no specific provision for the 

San Francisco warehouse. If there is no specific appropriation 
for the San Francisco warehouse, the San Francisco warehouse 
must be maintained out of this appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. There is a specific appropriation. 
Mr. SHERMAN. There is a specific appropriation suggested, 

but it is susceptible to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from illinois has 

expired. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will take the time in opposition~ then, and 

will yield to the gentleman to ask questions or to make a state
ment. This has been rather informal. I have occupied as much 
of the gentleman's time as he has, and I yield to him. 

Mr. MANN. The only objection, as I understand, is that if the 
San Francisco item be stricken out then there ought to be provi
sion for maintaining it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Correct. 
Mr. MANN. If Congress should decide to strike out the San 

Francisco item, which has been in the bill heretofore, then it will 
have to be maintained. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It never has been in the bill. San Francisco 
always has been maintained out of this general fund. It never 
has had a specific appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. I am not in favor of striking it out myself, and 
I do not know anyone who is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But one man can do that. 
Mr. MANN. I am willing to include San Francisco in the 

amendment, if that will obviate the gentleman's difficulty. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest to the gentleman from illinois 

that he make his amendment read so that no other warehouses 
than those existing at present shall be taken care of ont of this fund. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to do that. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Or if the gentleman will add San Francisco, 

I will not oppose the amendment. 
Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to add San Francisco. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 

to the gentleman from Missouri? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. If you provide for New York and Chicago 

as you do in this provision, on pa.ges 8 and 9, and if you specify 
San Francisco to be included, I should like to know whether that 
would prevent the House from adopting a specific appropriation 
for St. Louis? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. The specific provision which is provided 

for on page 33? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, certainly not. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly not. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. But if you adopt your amendment, there 

would certainly be a contradiction between the two. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 
Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that the amendment 

only t·efers to the $190,000 in that paragraph. 
1\fr. SHERMAN. That no other w&r~house shall be established. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Out of this fund. 
Mr. MANN. Simply out of that 190,000. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If San Francisco is included, I shall not 

object. 
Mr. MANN. San Francisco is now included. 
Mr. CLARK. I want the gentleman to yield to me so that I 

may ask the gentleman from Chicago a question. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to both gentlemen. 
Mr. CLARK. The object of your contention is to knock out 

the St. Louis warehouse? 
Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all. I have no idea that the St. Louis 

warehouse will be knocked out. I think St. Louis as well as 
Chicago is equally interested in this amendment. There are va
rious places, a great many places, where they have been asking 
for these warehouses. It was first recoiD.Inended that there ought 
to be only one or two, but it is very hard for the Department to 
decline these various invitations, and it ought not to be left in 
that indefinite way. I have no doubt that the St. Louis warehouse 
will be continued. 

-
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The CHAffiJ\fAN. The gentleman asks unanimous. COJ?-S~nt to The Clerk read as follows: 

add the words " San Francisco" to the amendment as origmally Wyoming: For general incidental expenses of the Ind.ll\n service m Wy-
reported. The Clerk will now report the amendment as.changed. oming, including traveling expenses of agents, $1,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask to pass over 
Amend by adding,aftertheword ~'dolla:rs,,inline'T,pageS, th~foTiow~g: the part of the bill relating to the Territory. 

"Prot'ided, That no portion thereof shan be expended on thelocation_orma~ Mr. SHERMAN. What is the request of the gentleman? 
tenance of an Indian warehouse at any other places than San Frane1sco, Chi- Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That we pass over that part of the 
ca.go, and St. Louis." bill relating to· the Indian Territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the Chair understands the gentleman Mr. SHERMAN. I second the request o.f the gentleman that 
from Iowa to reserve a point of order? we pass over the provisions relating to the Indian Ten'itory in the 

Mr. LACEY. I do not make the point of order. bill until we have concluded the consideration o.f the rest of the 
The CHAIJl,MAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- bHl, and that wa can return to that. 

ment offered by the gentleman from lllinois. Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to pass 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. over to page 34. " Support of schools." 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. SHERMAN. Page 30 will do it. . 

KICK.A.Poos D"l" KANSAS. Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In line 13, on page 30, we turn off 
For in te.rest on $65,878.77, at 5 per cent per ~nnum. for educational and other on another matter· 

beneficial purposes, per treaty of May 18, 1.85i, $3,293.93. Mr. CURTIS. Page 32 will do. 
t · li Mr. SHERMAN. Well, beginning at the top of page 32, we 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendmen m eu will then pass all the provisions relating to the Indian Territory, 
of that pxovision, covering lines 17 to 22, inclusive. and then we can go back, at the conclusion of the consideration 

The Clerk read as follows: of the bill, and take up the different items under .that. I suggest 
In lieu of lin€s 11 to 22, inclusive, on page l.a, insert the follo.winf we pass over all the items do.wn to ~age 32. 
"Interest on $65,64().94, at 6 per cent per ann~nJ..for educationa and other Mr. ,u· A 1\.Tli.T. Then I hope, Mr. ha;........,an. that the chairman beneficial purposes. per treaty of May 18, 1855, ~17,04. J.U..ll..L.'I..L'I J...<J..U 

"This amount to enable the President of the United States to pay the legal of the committee will ask that the committee rise. 
representatives of one deceased KickaJ!O.O Indian (~tequa), the settlement, of The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the whose-estate is desired under the proVlSlOns of section 2 of the aet of August 
4 1886, such sum as may be the proportion of $100,000 :Qrovided by said tribe request that the committee pass over that part of the bill in rela
f~r education and other beneficial purposes, not exceeding $331.83." (Act of tion to the Indian Territory beginning ori page 28 and going 
August!, 1886,24 Stats., P· 34:. art. 2.} down to page 32. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to know the name of Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
that Indian. . The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is before the Clerk, and he has spelled lt For clerical work and stationery in the office of the United States sru-v~yor-
out. We provide that when~ Indian di~ his proportion sha~ geneml required on surveys within the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, 
be paid to his legal representative, and notice of the death of thiS s. Dak., the sum of $3,200. 
particular Indian with the unpronounceable name reached the Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
committee after the bill had been passed; hence the amendment ment: 
is now offered. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. amendment, which the Clerk will report. ' 
The Clerk read as follows: The Clerk read as follows: 
For support and civilization of Yakimas~and other Indians at said agency, Insert aft-er line 11, on page 33,. the followin&': 

including pay of employees. $3,000. "To maintain at the city of Omah.a, Nebr., m the discretion of the Secrc-
Mr; JONES of Washington. I move to strikeout ~e last word, tary of the Interior, a warehouse for the receipt, storage, :md shipping of 

so that I may have an opport~ity to. 3:sk the chainD.ail. ~f t~e goods for the Indian service, 810.000." 
committee a question about this proVISIOn. My recollection IS 1\fr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, this item--
that the appropriation for this agency heret?fore; has been fr?m Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will pardon me, 
5 000 to $8.000 a year. Five thousand, I think, m the last b~ I wish he would have this item passed without prejudice if it is 

and $8,000 in the preceding bill. Will the chairman state why it the desire of the committee to sit any longer. 
is cut down to $3,000? Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consentr----

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is con-ect. It has been cut Mr. HINSHAW. Just a moment. I prefer to have this item 
down. It was $5,000" last. year. It was found that the amount passed at the same time with similar items in the bill. 
was not expended, :m-d it wa.;; not .ne~essary. There have been Mr. MANN. Well, I have no objection as far as that is con-
considerable reductions made m the m01dental expe~~ but none cerned. 
were made until we had a statement of the expenditures of the Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to pass over with-
various appropriations. of last year, and in no instance have we out prejudice down to line 20 on page 33. 
put the appropriation below the amount that was. actually ex- The CHAffiMAN. The Chair would ask fu·st whether the geu-
pended last year; and that is the case here. tleman from illinois makes the point of order? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I know that the superintendent Mr. MANN. No, sir; I do not make the point of order. I do 
there has been complaining very much the las~ year or two ab~ut not think it is subject to the point of order. 
not having snffident help. I know the duties of the superm- Mr. HINSHAW. I do not think it will take us long to dispose 
tendent- of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where? Mr. MANN. I think it will take some little time, if the com-
Mr. JONES of Washington. At the Ya~a ;Agency. mittee give me the time I desire. I understand they want to get 
Mr. SHER~IAN. This is a change of the ?Jl<?-dental expenses. through the bill as fast as po sible. 

It has nothing to do with the school appropr1~tions~ . The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks nnan-
Mr. JONES of Washington. It has nothmg to do With the imous consent to pass over without prejudice for the time being 

agency. I did not refer entirely to the school. You see, the down to line 20 on page 33. 
agency has been done away with, and he has charge not only of Mr. LIVERNASH. If you pass over that, do I understand it 
the school but also of the other agency eiD:ployees; and he has I will be without prejudice to the items therein, and yon will re
been complaining that he has not had ~Cient assistance along turn to it? 
the line of schools and also along the line of the genei'al work Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
there. . The CHAIRMAN. The items covering the St. Louis and San 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had no such statem~nt as that before us; Francisco warehouses also are to be passed over without preju
but we did have the Commissioner befo:e us m reference to every dice for the time being. Is there objection? [After a pans-e.) 
one of these items. We had them to give us an exact sta~ment The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
of the amount expended under each item last year, and I~ was The Clerk read as follows: 
found that less money had been expended than was appropnated. For pay of one special attorney for the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico, 
Wherever it was so. if the amount reached ·a thousand dollars or $1.500, and for- nee~ary traveling~ ~cid~ntal e~nses of said attorney 
more we reduced the appropriation for the following year; but for the Pueblo Indians of New Me::nco, $500; mall, S:~liOO. 
in no' case was thfi!re any reducti?n made so that it would not be Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Chairman, I offer the foilo.wing amend-
pos~ible to can'Y on the work as 1t had been done ~st year. . ment. 

J\.fr. JONES of Washington. I was rather surprised to see this The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
reduction. in view of what had been done heret~fo!e; but, of amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
course, if the Commissioner recommended to put It m at that, The Clerk read as follows: 
why, all righli. . That the time for opening the unallotted lands to public entry on sai_d 

Mr. SHERMAN. He was consulted about every reduction we Uinta Reservation, as provided by the act of May ZT, 1902, be, and the same: IS 
made. - hereby, extendetl.~.QR.tober 1,1904. 
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Mr. STEPHENS 
amendment. 

of Texas. I believe that is a committee In addition to the names of such Indians as are r egularly enrolled for an-
nuities, some thirty-four hundred applications h~>.ve been filed, making claims 
for approximately lO,OOOindividuals, a nd in many instances each application 
would ha\e to be consider ed from two or more standpoints, as the father of 
a family might make claim as a member of one tribe and the motherasofan
othe:r, and the claims of the minor children would h a.\e to be considered 
from both standpoint . It not infrequently hap~ened that one claimant 
would set up rights through two tribes, and if his claim was found to be 
deficient in one it would still ha\e to considered in connection with the 
other. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a committee amendment and recom
mended by the Department. 

'Pie question was taken, and the amendment was agTeed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I will insert in the RECORD a 

letter from the Secretary of the Interior in reference to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent to insert in the RECORD a. letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows : 
DEP .A..RTMEl\'"T OF THE lNTEruOR, 

Washington, February 6, 1904. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFF .AIRB, 

How;e of Rep1·esentatives. 
Srn: Referring to the following provision contained in the Indian appro

priation act ap~roved March 3, 1903: 
"That the time for opening the unalloted lands to public entry on said 

Uintah Reservation, as _provided by the act of May f!l, 1902, be, and the same 
is hereby, extended to October 1, 1904 "-

I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a report of the 4th instant 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office stating that it will re
quire the whole of the next surveying season to complete the survey of this 
reservation. · 

After the completion of these surveys some 1,600 allotments are to be made. 
This will require at least three or four months, or probably longer, as the act 
of May f!l, 1902, provides that the allotments shall be agricultural land which 
can be irrigated, and if the whole of the next surveying season is required to 
complete the survey the allotments can not be made by the 1st of October, 
19Q.1. I ba ve, therefore, the honor to request that the date for said opening be 
extended for one year from October 1, 1904:. 

Very respectfully,· 
E. A. IIITCHCOCK., Secretary. 

The Brothertown tribe of Indians bas particularly caused an extraordinary 
amount of work. This tribe, at the time of the treaty of Buffalo Creek of 
January 15,1838, which was the foundation for this judgment, consisted of 
about ileO individuals, and there have been filed about 800 applications, in
cluding about 2,500 individuals, who now claim as Brothertown Indians. 
This tribe has bad no relations with the United States for over sixty years, 
and there was, therefore, no information within the office to guide in the 
investigation, and no enrollment of any kind bad been made of the tribe 
since 1839. It will be readily seen that the difficulties arising from the de
termination of the rights of these parties have been very great. 

Another tribe that bas also given special trouble is the St. Regis tribe, of 
New York, which bas never received annuities from the United States, and 
therefore there was no enrollment of the tribe in the records of this office. 
This tribe now numbers some twelve or fifteen hundred individuals, and 
there were a. large number of applications filed by parties claiming as St. 
Regis Indians whose claims have been marked for rejection. 

Considerable difficulty bas also arisen in the consideration of the claims of 
the Stockbridg-e Indians, growing out of the fact that there have been sev
eral divisions m the tribe, portions of them having, at different 'times since 
the treaty of Buffalo Creek of 1838, become citizens of the United States, 
while the rights of such parties have been preserved by various acts of Con-

gress. d ad t 1 'd h ti · · · be In or er to . equa e y cons1 er t e que3 ons ariSmgklt came necessary 
for the special agent of this office in charge of this wor to visit the various 
reservations in New York and Wisconsion to investigate on the ground the 
right of certain individuals and classes of individuals and to fully determine 
the tribal customs which controlled membership in the several tribes, as the 
Department of the Interior had determined that the fund was to be regarded 
as h'ibal, the right to participate in which would be dependent upon mem
bership in the tribe, except in such cases as the rights of those leaving the 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, tribe had been expressly preserved by Mts of Congress. In the courte of 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, this investigation a fixed custom of the St. Regis tribe was found to exist 

Washington, Febnwry 4. 1904. which was unknown to this office and which was at variance with the customs 
The SEORET.ARY OF THE INTERIOR. of the other tribes, which made it necessary for this office to call the matter 

Srn: I am in receipt of departmental letter of the 3d instant ~quiring: as to the attention of the Secretary of the Interior, who, by reason thereof, so 
to the probable time necessary to complete the surveys of the Umta Indian far modified a former ruling bearing upon the distribution of this fund as to 
Reser\ation in view of the opening on October 1, 1904, of the una.llotted lands make it necessary to reexamine a large proportion of the applications filed by 
therein to public entry as provided in the acts of May 2'7, 1902• and March 3• th~~t:e~~a~~~sfacts have developed in the course of the investigation 
1~·ou state that it is the desire of the Department to bring to the attention which have resulted in similar revisions of the decisions of the Secretary of 
of Congress the necessity for the extension of the time for said opening, un- the Interior, w~c~ have also inyolved a. reexaminati?n of a considerable 
less this Office be satisfied that the surveys will be completed in ample time number of applications of the cla~nts of the ~th~r. tnbes. . 
to have the allotments made before October 1,1001. One of these matters :qas relation 1":<> t:qose mdiVIdual Indians who went 

In reply I have the honor to state that owing to the necessary prelimina- out to the New York Indian Reservation m Kansas und~r the term.s of the 
ries,suchastheproposals,awardingand letting of contracts, and 12reparation treaty .of 1838, an~ who attemp~d to settle ~pon the sa.1d reservation, but 
of instructions, the surveyors were not ready to take the field until in August who failed to !ece1ve the pro~c?on of the p-ruted States anq were c~mpelled 
last, leaving but a short season for their operations in the elevated region by stress of circumstances to JOlD other. ~lbes. These .Parties, havmg more 
embracing the reservation. I am informally advised that none of the con-~ fully attempted to carry ou~ the proVlSlons of the sa.ld treaty of ,1838 than 
tracting surveyors have completed their field work, and I am of the opinion th~ <;>ther m.e~bers of the tr1be, were, under ~e literal construction .o~ tho 
that the work m the field, the office work on the plats, and field notes by the I ~rlg?-Dal de_clSlon of the Secretary of the In.teriOr, excluded from pa.rtiCipat
surveyor-general's force, the field inspection, and subsequent office examina - mg m the JUdgment, for the reason that. theY: had become m~mbeors of other 
tion here will reguire the whole of t.be next sur\eying eason, and that the tr~bes, and the general rule had been lrud .down that an In~n who .bad re-
date of said operung should be postponed at least another year. ce1ved. ben!3fi!:5 as a member of anot:qer t1;1be thereby forf.mted ap r!g.hts to v respectfully share m thiS Judgment. When the situation of these particular mdiVIduals 

ery ' w. A. RICHARDS Commissioner. w:as called to~~ attentio~ of the Secretary of .the Interior he so far modified 
• ' . hlS former oprmon as to direct that such parties as should be shown to have 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Cha1rman, I offer the followmg amend- been compelled by force to abandon the reservation and seek shelter with 
ment. r.ome friendly tribe should not thereby forfeit their rights to share in the 

The CHA.ffiMAN. The fr'entleman from New York offers an fund, and in order that these cases_ may be properly investigated it is neces-
• .., . sary that the special agent make a further investigation in the field in regard 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 1 to them. These claimants are widely scattered through Kansas, Missow-i, 
The Clerk read as follows: Oklahoma, and ~di~ Terri.to~l . 
That the Secretary .of !~e Interior is authorized and direcred to. withhold te~ot~~a~:E~f~~~~~~~~ ita;:~=r~~:e~!; t~ tt: ~~~I~~i m:i~ 

from the amount aJ?piopirated by act of Febrn.ary 9~ .1900, to PRY: J.udgment the claims of certain Oneida Indians now residing in Ontario Oanada to 
of the Co~ of~ Claims m favor o! ~he New Yoik Inruans an additional ~!D- share witll the other Oneidas in this judgment. This bas involved a consid
not exc!3e!lmg S5,000 and.to.apply ~~ m. the payment of expensesnecessaty m 

1 

arable amount of labor in investigatin~ the history of these Indians and in 
ascertairung the benefl.Clanes of &ud JUdgment. r 1porting the facts to the Court of Clarms, and also in the matter of the con-

Mr SHERMAN Mr Chairman an appropriation was made , sideration of the various applications of attorneys who have filed contracts 

b ' th t ' . ' t : d t f b t SC) 000 000 I from the Oneida Indians of New York to represent them in defending their 
ett~r an wo years ago o P~Y a JU gmen o a ou :-'• • right3 in the Court of Claims in opposition to the claim of the said Canadian 

obtamed by the New York Indians. There has been a dispute as Indians. IftheCourtofClaimsshouldfinallydeterminethattheseCanadian 
to who were the beneficiaries under that judgment. An investi- I Indi~n~ are ell; titled t~ shf!ore, this will involve a still further investi~tion. 

ti has been made to determine who they were but that in-~ It lS ~posSI_ble to g-1ve m a rS!lso~ble ~~pe of _a le~er all the particulars ga on ' . of the difficulties which have ar1sen m this mvestigat10n, but what bas been 
vestigation has not been concluded, and more money IS needed to stated above, taken in consideration with the fact that more than sixty years 
conclude that investigation and for that purpose the Department j ~av:e ~lapsed since the original rights_ accr~ed,and t~at there wer!3 over 51000 

ks th t thi 't b · 1' d d · th bill d 'th t din 1 mdindools who were members of rune different tribes at the time of the as a s I em e me u e m e an ' WI ou . rea g 1 orig-inal treaty, you will readily understand what these difficulties might be. 
it, I will insert a letter from the Department on the subJeCt, While it is hoped that the full 11.mount of s;J,OOO will not be r equired to com-

The letter is as follows: plete thi.s ~ork, Y:et in or!l~r to avoid t~e necessity of reque tin~ any further 
DEPARTMENT OF THE L~TERIOR, approprmtlon this .sum 1s asked for .with ~he full understandfug,of cow-so, 

OFFICE OF INDIAN AFF.AIRS, that no more than IS absolutely 1-eqmred will be expended. 
Washington, Februa1'1f t6, 1904. Very respectfully, . . 

Ron. JAMEs s. SHEIUIAN, W. A. Jo~""ES, Comnnss10ner. 
House of Representati ces, Washington, D. C. The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 

SIR: I ha\e the honor to inclose herewith a draft of an item of !egi_s~tion The Clerk read as follows : 
which ~ ~ece~ry in order_ ~o co~plete the en:.op.me~t of th~ mdiVIdual For construction, purchase, lease, and repair of school buildings, and sewer-
beneficiaries en~tled to_partiClp.<~.;em the ~und aiiSmg_fiom theJ~dgme!ltof age, water supplr,, and lighting plants, and_purcbase of school sites, n.ntl im
the. Co1_1rt of Cla1ms of Nove?J~ei 1~ 1898, m f~vor ?f theNewYOik Indians, provement of buildings and g1·ounds $350 000: in all, $1500 000. 
wbwb lS supplemental to a srmilar Item contamed lD the act of_Marcb3, 1901, I E M Ch . ' I' ff, th 'f n' • 
page 1077 of 31 Statutes. Mr. LITTL . r . arrman, o er e o owmg amend· 

ln the item contained in the act of March 3,1901, $10,000 of the said judg- ment 
ment is placed at the disposal of the Secretary of the Interior to meet the h · Cl k d f ll 
necessary expenses in ascertaining the beneficiaries of said judgment. That T e er rea as o ows: 
sum is now nearly ex~ended and the work bas not yet been completed, and Add at end of line 23, page 3!, the following language: 
an additional appropnation of S5,000 from the same fund is asked for in order "Provided, however, That the Commissioner of Indian .Affairs may, wllon 
to complete the eru·ollment. in his judgment the good of the service will be promoted thereby, suspend o1• 

The work involved in ascertaining the beneficiaries of said judgment has discontinue any Indian school, whether a resevation or nom·eservP.tion 
greatly exceeded all expectations. It was known that the claimants were school, and~:wJth the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, may sell any 
willaly ncattered, and therefore very extensive advertisements had to be school builaing or plant that is no longer desirable as an Indian school and 
made in order to give the proper notice to all parties to file their claims, but inve t the proceeds in other school buildings and plants as the needs of the 
the number of these claimants far exceeded all calculations, and applications service may demand, under such rules and regulations as be may, with tho 
have been filed from nearly aU of the States from Massachusetts to CAlifornia. approval of the Secretary of the Interior, prescribe. 
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Mr. OLMSTED. 

order. 
To that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of Mr. LITTLE. I am inclined to think that the gentleman is 

right, and I will ask to strike out the word "nonreservation" in 
the amendment. Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, from the first reading of the 

amendment I am not impre sed unfavorably with it, but it seems 
to me that the matter should have been brought to the attention 
of the committee. I do not know why it was not. 

Mr. LITTLE. Not being a member of the committee, my at
tention was called to the provision after the bill was reported, 
otherwise I should ha~e presented it to the committee. It is in 
pursuance, I think, of the recommendation of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. I think the schools ought to be under his con
trol. and if a school is not desirable to be carried on or the service 
could be improved by exchange, I think he should have the power 
to do it. The amendment places the power to do that in the Com
missioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It enlarges the administrative powers of the 
Commissioner and the Secretary of the Interior relating to schools. 

Mr. LITTLE. Precisely; and I think he ought to have almost 
absolute power-perhaps not absolute power, but large discre
tionary power. I have great confidence in his ability in the ad
ministration of these school affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment does not, of course, affect 
the schools specially appropriated for? 

Mr. LITTLE. It does not affect any special interest, but puts 
it in the power of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the 
approval of the Secretary, to do these things. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will withdraw the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. BURKE. I will renew the point of order. Do I understand 
that the gentleman's amendment only affects reservation schools, 
and not the schools that are especially appropriated for? 

Mr. LITTLE. I do not want any misunderstanding, and I will 
&Sk the Clerk to again read the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let me suggest to the gentleman to make 

that reservation schools only. 
Mr. LITTLE. I think it ought to apply to both. I think it 

ought to apply more strongly to the nonreservation schools. 
Mr. BURKE. Does the Chair understand that I make the point 

of order on it? 
Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania withdrew 

the point of order. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I withdrew it on the understanding that it 

did not apply to any school not especially appropriated for, but 
on the second reading I find that it does. 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania misunder
stood my statement, very well. I said it applied to no special 
school. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will allow me, it occurs to 
me that the discretion can be greatly abused, as it confers a very 
wide latitude. If I understand it, he would have the power to 
abolish one school, and if he has that, he would have the power 
to abolish all schools. Is not that conferring upon an executive 
officer too great a discretion and taking away the legislative 
authority? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me ask the gentleman if he will not 
modify his amendment so as to make it apply tore ervation schools 
only? If he will do that, I have no objection to it, but as broad 
as it is now I shall oppose it. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think the beneficial effect of it is more for the 
nonreservation schools than for the reservation schools. I think 
it is desirable for both. 

Mr. OLMST.I!:D. Mr. Chairman, I wish it understood that I 
have not withdrawn my point of order. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is all right, if the gentleman misunder
stood me. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a point of order pending made by 
the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think there is no danger in conferring this 
power upon the COI1lruiss:oner of Indian Affairs with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior. The whole matter will be under 
his supervision. 

M.r. SHER)"IAN. The gentleman will not contend that this is 
not susceptible to a point of order? 

1\Ir. LITTLE. No; I think it is. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the gen

tleman from South Dakota [Mr. BURKEl that he will not invoke 
the rule against the amendment provided. it applies to reservation 
schools only, but if insisted on in its present form he will invoke 
the rule. 

MI:. LITTLE. It is better, I think, to take a bite than not to 
get any. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. VAN VooRms, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. P A.RKIXSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed resolutions of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested; 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 51. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurl'ing), That the 

action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives and of the President 
pro tempore of the Senate in signing the enrolled bill (S. 2323) •·relating to 
ceded lands of the Fort Hall Indian Reservation," ba rescinded, and that in 
the reenrollment of the bill the word "thirty-five," in line 16 of the enrolled 
bill, be stricken out and the word "thirty-four" be substituted t.herefor, so 
as to correctly describe the range, inaccurately stated in the bill 

S. R. 55. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to print an extra edition of the map of the United States 
for 1903, and m~king the appropriation for maps made in the acts 
of April17, 1900, and March 3, 1901, available for that purpose. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee -resumed its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani

mous consent to amend tho amendment by striking out the non
reservation clause. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. · 
Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, Iwillasktohavetheamendment 

reported as it is now amended. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amended amend

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add at end of line 23, page 34, the following language: 
"Provided, h.owever. That the Commissioner of Indian .Afl'airs may, when 

in his judgment the good of the service will be promoted thereby, suspend or 
discontinue any reservation Indian school. And with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior may sell any reservation school bwlding or plant 
that is no longer desirable as an Indian school upon any reservation and in
vest the proceeds in other school buildings and plants as the needs of the 
service may demand, under such rules and regulations ashe may, with the ap
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, prescribe." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question wa-s taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read a-s follows: 
For support and education of 150 pupils at the Indian school at Truxton 

Canyon, Arizona, $25,050; pay of superintendent, including "BOO for acting as 
physician, $1,800; general repairs and improvements, including employees' cot
tages, $5,<XXl; for office for superintendent, $2,000; for heating and lighting, 
${,400; in all, $38,250. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think that would be a good 
Point at which to stop. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. BouTELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12684, the 
Indian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LANDS. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the conference 

report on the bill (S. 3317) authorizing the Secretary of the In
terior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the st<ttement be read in lieu 
of the report, which was printed in the RECORD of March 3. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas calls up a con
ference report and asks unanimous consent that the statement be 
read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
[For report and statement, ee RECORD of March 3, 1904-.] 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 

report. 
The question was taken, and the conference report was agreed 

to. 
On motion of Mr. CURTIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

was laid on the table. 
FORT HALL INDIAN RESERV A.TION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow
ing concurrent resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rern·esentatit•es concurring), That the 

action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President 
pro tempore of the Senate in signing the enrolled bill ( . Z-323) relating to 
ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, be rescinded, and that in 
the reenrollment of the bill the word "thirty-fivebe" in line 16 of the enrolled 
bill, be stricken out and the word "thirty-four" substituted therefor, so 
as to correctly describe the range, inaccurately stated in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the concur
rent resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to, 
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S.ENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bilLs and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 569. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse B. N ursa
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 556. An act granting an inc1·ease of pension to William Stall
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 454. An act granting an increase of pension to Rinaldo M. 
Griswold-to the Committee on Invalid PensionB. 

S. 450. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Sutherland-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 447. An act granting an increase of pension to David H. 
George-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 358. An act granting an increase of penBion to Phebe A. Ford
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 336. An act grantinganincreaseof pension to William Lech
leidner-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 305. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Evans-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 236. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Jack
son Power-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 140. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
Bailey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 106. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie Wages-
to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

S. 2857. An act granting an increase of pension to Onne H. 
Ropka-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2690. An act granting an increase of pension to James Garry
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2661. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Klingler-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2655. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Zel
lers-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2348. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton S. 
Gillespie-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2320. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
Legrow-to the Committee on Invalid PensionB. 
- S. 2058. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Roof-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

s: 2029. An act granting an increase of penBion to Peter P. Do
bozy-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1959. An act granting a pension to Mary Remington-to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1899. An act granting an· increase of pension to Thompson 
Warren-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 
· S. 1764. An act grantirig an ·increase of pension to John She
ban-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. • 

S. 1667. An act granting a pension to Stalnaker Marteney-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1661. An act granting an increase of penBion to Mary E. 
Riley-to the Committee on PenBions. 

S. 1436. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Wentworth-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1423. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel F. 
Murry-to the Committee on Invalid Pe:p.sions. 

S. 1394. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. 
Webster-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1388. An act granting an increase of pension to Orson H. 
Sawtelle-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 885. An act granting a penBion to Sarah A. Gillham-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 827. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias S. Gib
son-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 783. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
McGee-to the Coinmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4455. An act granting an increase of penBion to Ansel J. 
Busby-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4454. An act granting an increase of penBion to John Seller
to the Committee on Invalid PenBionB. 

S. 4371. An act · granting a pension to Alison Clifton-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4349. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann 
Seaton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4329. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Nesmith-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4317. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 
Augur-to the Committee on Invalid PensionB. 

S. 4285. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Shands-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4284. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Hankins-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4254. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Collingwood-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4246. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Grover- . 
man-to the Committee on PensionB. 

S. 4237. An act granting a pension to Hannah Small Wiggin
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4078. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 
Steele-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3979. An act granting an increase of pension to Sterling L. 
Parker-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3978. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Howard-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3977. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther S. 
Baker-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3946. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse Bright-
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

S. 3936. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvania S. 
Cheney-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3896. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to Richard F, 
N ugent-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3879. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Q. 
Lemmond-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3878. An act granting an increase of pension to George Cof
fee-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3860. An act granting a pension to James Henry Martineau
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3833. An act granting an increase of pension to George T. 
Edwards-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3827. An act granting an increase of pension to Norman B. 
Davenport-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3774. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. Fel
ton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3771. An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia C. 
Spencer-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3727. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Headley
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3690. An act granting an increase. of pension to George W. 
Gregory-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3654. An act granting a pension to Hannah Hall-to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3573. An -act granting an increase of pension to Calvin E. 
Myers-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3544. An. act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Phillips-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3535. An act granting an increa-se of pension to John Wal
ton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3523. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Butz-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 31519. An act granting a pension to Ruby_ A. Stirdiva"Gt-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3500. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin L. 
Mann-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3499. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Lookingbill-to the Committee Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3491. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Howe-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3417. An act granting a pension to Garrett V. Chamberlin
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3457. An act granting an increase of penBion to Marcellus M. 
Parker-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3394. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Crawford-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3377. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Tyree-to the Committee on Invalid PensionB. 

S. 3201. An act granting an increase of pension to James I. 
Shafer-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2971. An act granting a pension to Amelia Walsh-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2960. An a-ct granting an increase of pension to Jacob Horn
ing-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2952. An act granting an increase of pension to William J. 
P. Buck-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2946. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua Day
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Ackley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2937. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius Baden
stab-to the Committee on Invalid PensionB. 

S. 2894. An act granting a pension to Clara J. Gan-etson-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2872. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Schermerhorn-to the Committee·on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2871. An act granting an increase of pension to Justin M. 
Cooper-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2263. An act to require the employment of v-e~ S 31s of the 
United States for public purposes. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 55) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to print an extra edition of the map of the United States 
for 1903, and making the appropriation for maps made in the acts 
of April 17, 1900, and of March 3, 1901, available for that pur
pose-to the Committee on Printing. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at5 o'clock and 29 
minutes p. m.) the Honse adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock m. 

E.XECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rn1e XXIV, the following exeentive com

munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a report of the operations 
of the excise board for the license year ended October 31, 1903-
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
estimate of appropriation for equipment of mint at Denver-to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State sub:rrUtting 
an estimate of appropriation for printing the report of the Vene
zuela arbitrations-to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriations for dedication of the statue of Fred
erick the Great-to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmit
ting the reply of the Director of the Census to the inquiry of the 
House as to employees, expenditures, etc., in the Census Bureau
to the Committee on Census, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMJTTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule Xill, bills and resolutions of the follow
ing titles were severally reported from committee!, delivered to 
the Clerk, and refeiTed to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. FOSTER of illinois, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 10007) 
to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
transmit original papers to be used as evidence, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1384); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 12444) to authorize the Chicago, St. Lonis and 
New Orleans Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Tennessee Ri-rer, near Gilbertsville, Ky., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1385); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9871) 
to authorize the Buckhannon and Northern Railroad Company, 
a corporation under the laws of the State of West Virginia, to 
build a bridge across the Monongahela River near the town of 
Rivesville, in the State of West Virginia, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1386); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
126 9, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 13480) to authorize the 
Southern Indiana Railway Company to construct a railroad bridge 
across the Wabash River, in Vigo County, Ind., accompanied by 
a report (No. 1387); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Honse Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolution of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: · 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12965) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Dailey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1335); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 12461) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton Graham, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1336); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 12452) 
granting an increase of pension to John A. McNerney, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1337) ~ 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 12102) granting a pen
sion to Lavall C. Obarr, reported the same with amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 1338); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 12094) granting 
an increase of pension to James T. McKinstry, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1339); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 11846) granting 
an increase of pension to David Kinsey, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1340); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendai·. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 11615) 
granting an increase of pension to Socrates Moore, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1341); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Honse (H. R.11498) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Porter, reported the same with amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1342); which said bill and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was refeiTed the bill of the Honse (H. R.10974) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Conn, reported the same with amend
ment, .accompanied by a report (No. 1343); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10941) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Dougherty, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 13-!4); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Privat-e Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW A Y, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10845) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Webb. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a rQport (No. 1345); which said bill 
and report w~re referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10798) granting 
a pension to James H. Allen. reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1346); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Honse (H. R. 10340) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Majors, reported the same with amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1347); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Ua.lendar. 

:Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on InYalid Pensions, to 
which was refen·ed the bill of the House (H. R. 9862) granting a 
pension to Mary Yaw, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1348); which said bill and report 
were refeiTed to the Private Calendar. 

:Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9792) granting a 
pension to Fanny Tracy, reported the same without ~mendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1349); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 9574) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Lennon, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1350); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 9562) granting a 
pension to Warren R. Herrell, reported the same with amend
ment. accompanied by a report (No. 1351); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8283) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Herkes. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1352); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7773) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel H. Thoroman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1353); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendl:J.f. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7517) g1·anting 
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an increase of pension to Lemuel N. Bishop, reported the same 
·with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1354); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7487) 
granting an increase of pension to Francis Knapp, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1355); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

:Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7364) granting 
an increase of pension to Leonard M. Johnson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1356); which 
said bill and report were refened to the Private Calendar. 

He aLqo , from the same committee, to which was refen·ed the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6973) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon Billings, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1357); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAl\-1UEL W. SMITH. from the Committee on Invalid 
P ensions, to which was refen·ed the bill of the House (H. R. 6931) 
granting a pension to Sarah A. McCann, reported the same with
out amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1358); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWA Y, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6858) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson Hart. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1359); which said bill 
and report were refru:red to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. S~ITH. from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 60 8) 
granting an incre e of pension to Marshall Howell, reported the 
same with a-mendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1360); 
which sa~d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW A Y, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was refeiTed the bill of the House (H. R. 6062) granting 
an increase of pension to Alvin Gray, reported the same with 
amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1361); which said bill 
and repcr t were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5912) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander S. Bowen, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1362); which 
said bil1 and r eport were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5888) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Irene Rosenthal, reported the same with amendment, ac
companied by a report (No.1363); whichsaidbillandreportwere 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY,from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5846) granting a 
pens on to Carrie K. Baker, reported the same with amendment, 
accomp:mied by a report (No. 1364); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private C&].endar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. from the Coillffiittee on Invalid Pen
sions. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5107) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Kling, reported the 
same with amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1365); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5055) granting 
an increase of pension to Woodson R. Daniel, reported the same 
with amenrhnen.t, accompanied by a report (No. 1366); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4990) granting a pension to Georgia R. 
Demarest, reported the same with amendment, a~companied by 
a rPport (No. 1367); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Pri•ate Calendar. 

amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1371); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4928) 
granting an increase of pension to Jason H. Masterson. reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1372); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4230) granting an in
crease of pension to Jasper M. Griggs. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No.1373); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW A Y, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3533) granting an 
increase of pension to Capt. R. H. Mcllroy, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1374); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3033) 
granting an increase of pension to James M. Hurley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1375); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from theCommitt.eeonlnvalidPensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2922) granting an in
crease of pension to George W. Ford, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1376) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2144) granting a pension 
to Myrtia B. Poole, reported the same with amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1377); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

M-r. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1568) granting an 
increase of pension to James V. Tabor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No.l378); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 732) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. B. Thompson, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1379); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 728) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Evans, reported the same with amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1380); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 360) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Lucetta Arnold, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1381); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10306) to auth-orize a duplicate medal to be struck off and pre
sented to John Horn! of Detroit, Mich .• for life saving, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1383); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rn1e XXII, committees were discharged from 

the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2113) granting a pension to Sarah A. Sullivan
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 

A bill (H. R. 13346) for the relief of Maria J. Blaisdell, widow 
of William Blaisd~ll, deceased-Committee on War Claims dis
charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4877) granting 
an increase of pension to Mathias C. Mills, reported the same 
with amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1368); which 
said bill and report weJ:e referred to the Private Calendar. 

lli. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
wh;ch was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4623) granting a of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
pen ion to Electa L. Willard, reported th~ same. wi~ amendment, follows: . . . 
accompanied by a report (No. 1369); wpjch Said bill and report By _Mr. HEP~U~N: A bill (H. R. 1346~) concermng.rec::erpta 
were referred to the Private Calendar. and bills of lading Issued by common earners engaged m mter-

lir. FULLER from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to state commerce relating to property transported in such com
which was refer;ed the bill of the House (H. R. 4599) granting a ' merce-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comme1·ce. 
pension~oEllaF. Whitehead,reported thesamewithamendment, By Mr. SULZER: A bill(~. R. 13469) to establish a Depart
accompanied by a report (No. 1370); which said bill and report ment of Labor-to the Comm~ttee on Labor. 
were referred to the Private Calendar. By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 13470) to amend an act 

Mr. HOLLIDAY from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia, and for 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4353) granting other purposes-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
an increase of pension to George Brown, reported the same with By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 13471) to amend the act re-
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lating to the p1"inting and the distribution of public dccuments, 
and for other purposes-to the Committee on Pl"inting. 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R . 13472) to bridge the Newark 
Bay-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 13473) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Santa Rosa. in 
the State of California-to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Byllli·. DOUGLAS (by request): A bill (H. R. 13474) to amend 
a.n act entitled "An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
the United State /'approved March 3, 1903-to the Commitf..,ee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13475) to amend an act entitled 
"An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United 
States," approved March 3, 1903-to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13476) validating 
certain conveyances of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
and the Northern Pacific Railway Company-to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 13477) to provide for the construc
tion and equipment of a revenue cutter for service in Lake Supe
l"ior and adjacent waters-to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13478) to establish and admin
ister national parks, and for other purposes-to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 13479) to amend an act re
lating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia-to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce: A bill (H. R. 13480) to authorize the Southern Indi
ana Railway Company to construct a railroad bridge across the 
Wabash River. in Vigo County, Ind.-to the Boase Calendar. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 13481) to ratify and amend 
an agreement with the Indians residing on the Shoshone or Wind 
River Indian Reservation. in the State of Wyoming, and to make 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect-to the Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs. • 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill (H. R.13482) providing for estab
lishing and maintaining at San Francisco, Cal., a permanent ware
house for the receipt, storage, and shipping of goods for the Indian 
Sen-ic~-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 125) relative to 
the colonial martyrs monument in Wawatam Park, at the Straits 
of Mackinaw, in the State of Michigan-to the Coinmittee on For
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 126) providing for the extension of the time for the removal 
of the temporary dam and construction of locks in Bayou La
fom·che, State of Louisiana-to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 127) to fur
nish Members of the Fifty-eighth Congress copies of the Records 
of the War of the Rebellion-to the Committee on Printing. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pl"ivate bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 13483) for the relief of 
Lewis Poessel-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13484) for the relief of certain enlisted men 
Qf the Navy-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By MJ.·. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 13485) granting an in
crease of pension to William Glasgow-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 13486) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Bovey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 13487) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliza Ann Sanno-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 13488) for the i'elief of Ma
tilda Elizabeth West-to the Committee on Claims: 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13489) granting a pension to 
D. M. Allen-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 13490) granting an increase 
of pension to Heni"y Good-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R.13491) granting an increase of 
pensi.on to Obediah Richmond-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 13492) for the relief of the 
heirs of Matthias Price, deceased-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 13493) for the relief of John 
G. Wetzel-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 13494) granting a pension to 
Cader B. Brent-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13-195) granting a pension to Henry Lan
don-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 13496) to restore BerryWerse 
to the pension roll-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13497) granting a pen
sion to Margaret F. Randolph-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13498) granting an 
increase of pension to William G. Marshall-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13499) granting a pension to Otto Boeswet
t.er-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 13500) granting a pension to Wil
liam W. Ferguson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13501) grantinga pension to James L. Town
send-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13502) for the relief of William Morehead
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 13503) granting an increase 
of pension to Cathm"ine J. Hill-to theCommitteeoninvalidPen
sions. 

By Mr. ~fOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13504) granting an 
increase of pension to James F. Campbell-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13505) for the relief o ancy Peck, of Marion 
County, Tenn.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 13506) granting a pension to 
Hannah A. Krause-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 13507) granting an increase of pen
sion to John M. Sullivan-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13508) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry T. Howell-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13509) authorizing the Sec
retary of War to transfer to the Columbia Military Academycer
tain property in Maury County, Tenn.-to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13510) to remove the charge 
of mutiny from the record of David Boyd-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13511) for the relief of Adam Ault-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R.13512) granting a pension to 
Charles E. Rogers-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13513) granting a penSion to Sarah P. Mc
Intee-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13514) for the relief of the 
city of Key West, Fla.-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 13515) granting an increase 
of pension to Adam W. Grossley-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 13516) granting an increase of 
pension to Sewal A. Edwards-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R.13517) for the relief of James H. 
Ambler-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 13518) granting an increase 
of pension to Chester R. Heath-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13519) to coiTect the military record of 
Richard R. Sprague and grant him an honorable discharge-to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS. ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and refen-ed as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of residents of Sheldon, Ill., in 

favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Colonel Albert D. Shaw Circle. No. 10, Ladies 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Chicago, ill., in favor of 
a service-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the East Baltimore Station Methodist Prot
estant Church, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Chenango Bridge, N. J., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of George W. Norton and 210 others, 
of Portland, Westbrook, Kennebunk and Kennebunkport, Me., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNY: Petition of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Bayonne,N. J.,in favor of the Hephq.rn-Dolliyerbill
t.A~ Committee on the Judiciary. 

. 
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Also, resolution of the New Jersey legislature, relative to im
proving the Pas&'tic River-to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5087, granting a pension 
to Annie Bosche-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\1r. BONYNGE: Petition·of the Free Methodist Church of 
Boulder, Colo., in favor of the Hep bm·n-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee o.n the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the iliff Sunday School, of iliff, Colo., relative 
to the repeal of the anticanteen law-to the Committee on ~Iili
tary Affairs. 

Also. petition of the Iliff Sunday School, of iliff, Colo., relative 
to nullification of State liquor laws-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Mount Olivet Baptist Church, of ben-ver, 
Colo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Mount Olivet Baptist Church, of Denver, 
Colo., relative to anticanteen legislation-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petitions of H. C. Lathrop and 48 
other voters of Windham, and George P. Phenix and 49 other 
voters of Willimantic, all in Connecticut, for passage of Hepbm·n 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By :Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Petition of John F. Dufur and 
48 others, of Ashland, Wis., in favor of the Hepbm·n-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary.· 

By Mr. BROWNLO~: Resolutions of J. C. Giffin Post, No. 77; 
McKinley Post, No. 106; Robert A. Hood Post, No. 28; R. S. 
Kindrick Post. No. 63; Meade Post, No. 75;. Walter Harriman 
Post, No. 94; Ed Maynard Post. No. 14, and J. H. Franklin Post, 
No. 50, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Tennessee, 
in favor of a service-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of F. D. Tyler and 26 others, of 
Loomis, S. Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of R. F. Dunton and 19 others, 
of Belfast, Me.; Clarence H. Smith and 7 others, of Waldo, Me., 
and Howard W. Elwell and 9 others. of Northport Me., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judicia1·y. 

By Mr. C_<\LDERHEAD: Petition of Independent Order of Good 
Templars of Kansas. in favor o the HepbUI"D.-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of James Shields Post, No. 57, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Wellington, Kans., in favor of a service-pension 
bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church societies of Hebron, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Lodge No. 221, Brotherhood 
of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Pittsburg, Kans., 
relative to bill S. 2259 and sundry House bills-to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, pet tion of patrons of rural route No. 3, of Cherryvale, 
Kans., relative to increase of salary for rural carriers-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANDLER~ Papers to accompany bill granting a pen
sion to Jesse C. Thomas-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petitions of George W. King and 28 others, 
of Johnston, R. I., and 0. U. Whltford and 27 others, of West
erly, R. I.. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Memorial of the Nottingham Quarterly 
Meeting of the Society of Friends, held at Little Britain, Pa., 
composed of 800 members, for the passage of the Hepburn bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of patrons of rural route No. 1, of 
White Cloud, Kans., relative to increase of salary for rural car
riers-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of J. L. Bliss Circle, No. 64, Ladies of the 
G1·and Army of the Republic , of Atchison. Kans.; petition of sol
diers of Norton, Kans., and resolutions of Nathan Price Post. No. 
2 3, Grand Army of the Republic, of Wathena, Kans., and May
flower Circle, No. 80, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Senery, Kans., in favor of a service-pension bill-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of W. H. Marshall and 48 others, of Nortonville, 
Kans.; Independent Order of Good Templal·s of Kansas, and 
Christian Endeavor Society of the Congregational Church, To
peka, Kans. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Presbyterian Church of 
Wilkinsburg, Pa .. for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the 
CoiiU"littee on the Judiciary. 

.Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Henry 
Good-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the National League of Commission Mer
chants, relating to powers of Interstate Commerce Commission
to the. Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petitions of C. H. Rictor and 39 others, and 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union. of Grafton, W.Va.; 
W. L. Snyder and 22 othel's, of Valley Head, W.Va., and J. W. 
Pool and 35 others. of Flemington, W.Va., and vicinity, in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of N. I. Wolfe and 58 others, of Flemington, 
W. Va.-to the Committee on--. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of D. C. Shannon, of Cheroka 
City, Ark., for a parcels-post bill-to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, four petitions of T. H. Bowan and others, of Siloam 
Springs, Ark., in favor of the Hepbnrn-Dolliverbill-tothe Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of Julius Wile and others, against 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. Richard Hartley and 21 others, of New 
York City, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of residents of rural route No.4, of 
Troy, N. Y., relative to increase of salary for rural carriers-to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Wisconsin Retail Lumber 
Dealers' Association, relative to a bill to regulate the carriage of 
interstate freight, etc.-to the Committee on Interstate aml For
eign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9917, granting a pension 
to Gertrude Howard-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By :Mr. FULLER: Memorial of Deere & Co. and others, of 
Moline. ill., in favor of the improvement of Kaw Valley-to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of John Buell and 19 others, of Rockford, ill .. in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Resolutions of Phil Kearny 
Post, No.1, of Newark; T. A. Sharp Post. No.2, of Milvi.lle: G. 
Van Hanten Post, No. 3, of Jersey City; James A. Garfield Post, 
No. 4, of Newark; T. ~ K. Lee Post, No.5, of Camden: J. C. 
Shinn Post, No.6, of Port Norris; George C. Meade Post, No.7, 
of Bloomfield; Bayard Post, No.8, of Trenton; Lyon Po t, No. 10, 
of Vineland; Lincoln Post, No.11yof Newark; U. Dodd Post. No. 
12, of Orange; Henry Wilson Post, No. 13, of Jersey City; Ells
worth Post, No. 14, of Union; Kearney Janeway Post, No. 15. of 
New Brunswick; Parker Grubb Post, No. 16, of Burlington; 
Sedgwick Post, No. 18, of Hackettstown: Major Angel Pot, No. 
20, of Lambertsville; Mansfield Post, No.2'>, of Bayonne; Aaron 
Wilks Post, No. 23. of Trenton; A. T. Torbert Post, No. 24, of 
:Morristown; Ulic Dahlgren Post, No. 25, of Elizabeth; W. F. 
Barry Post, No. 27, of Rahway; Farragut Post, No.2 , of Pater
son; George H. Thomas Post. No. 29, of Jersey City; General 
Howell Post, No. 31, of Woodbury; Joe Hooker Post, No. 3'3, of 
Atlaiitic: Acton Post, No. 33. of Penngrove: Hexanner Post, No. 
34, of Newark; Chaplain Butler Post, No. 35. of Paterson; Van 
Leer Post, No. 36, of Gloucester; W. B. Hatch Post . No. 37, of 
Camden; Zabriskie Post, No. 38, of Jersey City; Bartlett Post, 
No. 39. of Caldwell: C. K. Hall Post, No. 41, of Asbury Park; 
·E. G. Brown Post, No. 44,of Hoboken; Washington Po t.No 45, 
of Bordentown; James B. Morris Post, No. 46, of Long Branch; 
J. G. Tohnie Post, No. 50, of Phillipsburg: W. P. Robeson Post, 
No. 51 of Camden: J. B. McPherson Post, No. 52, of Hackensack; 
Major Delaney Post. No. 53, Atlantic City; J. McDavitt Post, No. 
54, Dover; General Slocum Post, No. 55, Paterson; W. S. Pier
son Post, No. 58, Bloomfield: Arrowsmith Post, No. 61, Red 
Bank; General Stahel Post, No. 62, Egg Harbor; Conover Post, 
No. 63, Freehold; Kilpatrick Post, No. 64, Elizabeth; I. M. 
Tucker Post, No. 65, Newark; John F. Reynolds Post, No. 66, 
Washington; R. Boggs Post. No. 67, New Brunswick; Russell 
Post, No. 68,Hammerton; Johnson Post, No. 69, Salem; W. Scott 
Post, No. 73,Plainfield: General Wadsworth Post, No. 75, Somer
ville; Frank Lloyd Post, No. 79, South River; Woerner Post. No. 
81, Hoboken; Stratton Post, No. 82, Mullica Hill; Shackleton 
Post, No. 83, Keyport; Berry Post, No. 85, Woodbridge; Arnold 
Post, No. 87, Point Pleasant; M. L. Ward Post, No. 88, Newark; 
General Smythe Post, No. 89, Elmer: Steadman Post, No. 90, 
Fenwick; Wheeler Post, No. 94, 1\fontclair; E. H. Wade Post, 
No. 96. Millburn; Walker Post, No. 98, Branchville; Sherman 
Post, No. 100, Bayonne; Paul Post, No. 101. Westwood; J. A. 
Logan Post, No. 102, Camden; Dwight Post. No. 103.Englewood; 
Hancock Post, No. 107, Hightstown; Weart Post, No. 10 , En
glewood; Sheridan Post, No. 110, Newark; Sherman Post, No. 
113, Cape May City; Fiske Post, No. 114. Highlands; U.S. Grant 
Post, No. 117, Saimut, and Caillaux Post, No. 119, Asbury Park, 
all in New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a 
service-pension bill-to the Committee. on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of 4 citizens of Maple Shade, N.J.; pastor and 
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113 members of the Baptist Church of Jacobstown, N.J.~ pastor 
and 200 members of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Newport~ 
N.J.; pastor and 251 members of the Berean Baptist Church, of 
Bridgeton, N.J., and pastor and 16{) members of the Baptist 
Church of Dividing Creek, N. J.,infavorof the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-t.o the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Petition of Immanuel Holi
ness Church, of Battle Creek, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn
Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GillSON: Petitions of .A. H. Legg and 7 others; Rev. T. 
P. Smnmers, president of the ministerial meeting; Ed. M. Grant, 
mayor; the board of aldermen, and other officials, all of Morris
town, Tenn., in favor of the Hepb1II'Il-Dolliver bill-to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. · 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petitions of Rev. B. F. Flanery.and5others, 
Rev~ J. C. T. Woods and 15 others, J. E. Millette and 21 others, 
W. S. Banks and 13 others, W. L. Costay and 34 others, D. E. 
Cloud and 25 others, and Nellie Tupper and 25 others., all of Mis
souri. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting a pension to Berry 
W eese-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Captain John Mathews Post, No. 69, Grand 
.Army of the Republic Department of Missouri, in favor of a 
service-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: P~tition of Andrew J. Pinney and others, 
of West Bridgewater, Vt., .in favor of the Brownlow good-roads 
bill-to the Committee on .Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Plainfield., Vt.; Rev. H. R. Miles and 17 others, of Brattleboro, 
Vt., and the Vermont Anti-Saloon League, in favor of the passage 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of McGregor, Iowa, 
against a parcels-post bill-to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizeD.B of Northwood, Iowa, and M.D. Mack 
and '9 other.s, of Lincoln, Iowa. in favor of the Hepb1II'Il-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany claim of Mrs. Anne M. 
Brown-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of John B. Smith 
and 55 others, of New Britain, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn
Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas; Petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union and 12 others, and Andrew C~ Dunn and 43 
others, of Rosebud, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committeeon the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Petition of patrons of sundry rnral 
routes of Ohio, relative to increase of salary for rural carriers
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roa.d.s. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of George F. Carr and 
17 others, of Terryville, Conn .. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Helen Whitehead and others, of Wash
ington, Conn., in favor of establishing a forest reserve in the 
White Mountains-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: Petition of R. V. McDonald and 
20 others, of Jefferson, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. IDTT: PetitioD.B of citizens of Cedarville, TIL, and mem
bers of the faculty and students of Sreinman College~ Dixon, TIL, 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
J ud.iciary. 

Also, petition of Colonel Albert D. Shaw Circle, No. 10, Ladies 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Chicago, ill., in favor of 
a service-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 86 residents of Dakota, ill., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOGG~ Petitions of H. M. Corey and 57 others, of 
Olathe, Oolo., and J. R. McGill and 56 others and the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Pueblo, Colo., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bil1-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petitions of J. W. Balderston and 23 
others and William F. Hersey and 25 others, of Seaford, DeL, 
and the New Castle Institute, of South Wilmington, Del., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of E. L. Harris and others, of Graves 
County, Ky., in favor of bill H. R. 3574-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By l\fr. KEHOE; Petition of Frank C. Taylor and others~ of 
Carlisle, Ky., in favor of a parcels-post bill-to the Committeeon 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Memorial of the board Qf supervisors of 
the city and county of San Francisco, relative to Tuolumne River 
and Lake Eleanor reservoir rights of way-to the Committee on 
Rinrs and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers' National Association, 
relative to inspection of grain at terminal markets-to the Com· 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, relative 
to .arbitration treaties between the United States and Great 
Britain-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Druggists' Association, relative 
to arbitration treaties between the United States and Great 
Britain-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Fruit and Produce Exchange, 
relative to enlarging powers of Interstate Commerce Commis· 
sion-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam V easels, in favor of a light-house on Outer Dia
mond Shoal, North Carolina-to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, 
relative to legislation for the improvement of the Bedford (Mass.) 
Harbor-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbm·s . 

.Also, resolution of Friedrick Hecker Post, No. 21, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Boston, Mass., in favor of a service-pension 
bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Trans
portation, in favor of bills H. R. 3559 and 3562, providing for im
provement of Bronx Kills and Harlem River-to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the National Board Qf Trade, in favor of 
extension of the navigation laws to Philippine commerce-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer-ce. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Trans· 
portation, relative to the harbor of refnge at Point Judith, R.I.
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, rela
tive to reforms in postal rates and system-to the Committee on 
the Post-Offiee and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of D. Cady Eaton, of New Haven, Conn.~ in favor 
of the bill to regulate corporations-to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, rela
tive to the destruction of derelicts in North Atlantic water~ to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, rela
tive to the reorganization of the consnlar service-to the Commit
tee on Foreil{Il Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Gloucester Board of Trade, in favor of bill 
H. R. 7056-t.o the Committee on the.MerchantMarine andFisheries. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Petitions of J. R. Under
hall and 26 others, of North Carolina; J. F. McCulloch and 82 
others, of Greensboro, N.C., and A. R. Webster and 54 others, 
of Reidsville~ N.C., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the J ud.iciary. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Resolution of Port Leyden (N. Y.} Grange, 
No. 562, Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of bill H. R. 9297-to 
the Committee on Education. 

Also, resolution of E. B. Steele Post, No. 269, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Carthage, N.Y., in favor of a service-pension 
bill-t{) the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Charlton Post, No. 143, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Richland, Iowa, in favor of a service
pension bill-to the Committee -on Invalid Pensions. 
Also~ petition of S. E. Sinder and others, of Ollie, Iowa, against 

the parcels-post bill-to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

ByMr.LESTER: PetitionofRev.G.B. Whatleyand100others, 
of Savannah, Ga., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Booth Tucker, commander of 
the Salvation Army, in favor of bill creating a colonization bu
reau, etc.-to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands~ 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petitions of Rev. H. B. Tilden and 24 
others, of Waldoboro, Me., and Hon. A. :M. Penley and 58 others, 
of Anb1II'Il, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the J ndiciary. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: Resolution of the San Francisco Cham· 
ber of Commerce, in favor of granting an American register to 
the British baTk Py1·enees-to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, in 
favor of extending coastwise regulations over vessels plying be
tween the Philippines and American ports-to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce" 
relative to Sinslaw Harbor, Oregon-to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Phelps Squadron, No. 12, United States 
Veteran Navy, in favor of bill SA 3014--to the Committee on .Nor 
v.al Affairs. 
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Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of San Bernardino, Cal., 
opposing joint statehood of Arizona with New Mex:co-to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petitions of R. B. Sanford and 25 others, of 
Newark, Mo., and H. B. Yacoubi and 20 others, of La Belle, Mo. , 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
J uiliciary. 

Also, petition of Paddy Shields Post, No. 36, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Clarence, Mo .. in favor of a service-pension bill-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of F. E. Titers and 5d others, 
of Detroit, :Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of business men and citizens of 
Litchville, N. Dak., against passage of a parcels-post bill-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petitions of Rev. J. W. Nicholson and 41 
others, of York County, Va., and P. S. Simpkins and 19 others, 
of Tanners Creek, Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany a bill grant
ing an increase of pension to James F. Campbell-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of S. H. Taylor and 15 other voters, of Maxwell, 
Tenn.; J. L. Baker and 9 other voters, E. L. Catleus and 48 voters, 
and S. M. Alexander and 15 other voters, of Winchester, Tenn., 
for the 'Hepburn bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of nineteen Grand Army of the Republic posts in 
Tennessee, for the passage of a service-pension bill-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the legislative board of Friends 
of America, praying for the passage of bill H. R. 4072-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of the Port Chester (N.Y.) Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Peekskill, Geneseo, and Ossining, 
N.Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of W. H. Lassiter and 58 others, of 
Cedar Grove, N.C., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Petition of Henry N. Pringle and 
40 others, of Whitneyville and Eastport, Me., in favor of the Hep
burn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of residents of Washington, D. C., 
in favor of bill H. R. 9302-to the Comlill,ttee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of residents of Kinderhook, lll., against passage 
of a parcels-post bill-to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petitions ofT. J. Ireland and 126 others, of 
Woodston, Kans.; 0. D. Post and 22 others, of Asheville, Kans., 
and G. W. Buell and 31 others, of Logan and Wichita counties, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. . 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bill 
H. R. 11938, for the relief of Thomas J. Estes-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Lake Seaman's Union· of 
Buffalo, N.Y., in favor of House bill to prohibit employment on 
vessels of persons not en ti tied to admission in to the United States
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of P. H. Elwood and 24 others, 
of Stark, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petitions of N. Boehm and W. R. Stone,.rural 
route No. 3; D. M. Milholland, W. I. Dickey, and R. G. Carr, 
rural route No.6; James McCague, J . M. Morris, J. E. Randolph, 
and B. C. Zell, rural route No.5; John Hoeldrich, rural route 
No. 3; 0. S. Mansfield, David Fullmer, and Samuel Sanford, rural 
route No.4; S. M. Shirley and Henry Schoonover, rural route 
No. 6, of Defiance, Ohio; and H. H. Lattanner, rural route No.2, 
of Montpelier, Ohio, favoring increase of salary of rural carriers 
to $850 per annum-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Roads. 

Also, petition of John T. Mumea and J . F. Smith, of Columbus 
Grove, Ohio, favoring passage of bill to pension all Union ex
prisoners of war-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petitions of William McGibbon and others, 
of Ansonia, Conn.; Rev. F. B. Stockdale and 42 others, and Rev. 
Oscar Haywood and 64 others, of Waterbury, Conn., and J.D. 
Roberts, jr., and 2 others, of Meriden, Conn., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to 'the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVEN:S of Minnesota: Letter of Hugh H. Henry, 
national commander, Army and Navy Union, United States of 
America, in favor of bill H. R . 11581, providing for retirement of 

enlisted men of the Army, etc.-to the Committee ·on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr, SULZER: Resolution of the Fifth Annual Supervisors' 
Highway Convention, of New York, in favor of the Brownlow 
good-roads bill-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the National 
German-American Alliance, against passage of the Hepburn
Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. · 

Also, petition of the International Reform Bureau, in favor of 
Sunday closing of the Lewis and Clark Exposition-to the Select 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of the Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders of 
America, in favor of bill S. 2259 and sundry House bills-to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also. resolution of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United Com
mercial Travelers of America, in favor of an amendment to the 
bankruptcy act-to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Trnnspor
tation, in favor of bills H. R. 9050 and 9051-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William B. Wilson, president of the United 
States Military Telegraph Corps, in favor of bill H. R. 289.5-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Depa1·tment of New York, in favor of a service
pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, relative to 
the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.-to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Maritime Association of the Port of New 
York, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.-to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the board of governors of the Consolidated 
Stock and Petroleum Exchange of New York, in favor of bill 
H. R. 7871-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of citizens of Racine, Minn., pro
testing against passage of the parcels-post bill-to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. B. Wooh-idge Post, No. 175, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, in favor of a service
pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolution of the Coal Club of Boston and 
vicinity, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petitions of 25 voters of Ocheyerdan, 
9 voters of Sioux City, 17 voters of Hancock, 4 voters of Rock 
Rapids; the Presbyterian, Christian, and Friends' churches of 
West Liberty, and the Baptist, Methodist, Presbyterian, Church 
of Christ, and Congregational churches of Perry, all in Iowa, for 
the passage of theHepburn bill-to the Committee on theJ udiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of E. D. Brooks and 3 others, 
of Ann Arbor, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George Aprill and 46 others, of Ann Arbor, 
Mich., favoring increase in the salaries of rural carriers-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Resolution of Riverside Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry,of Zanesville, Ohio, in favor of the Brown
low good-roads bill-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, 1·esolutions adopted by the Union soldiers of Licking 
county, Ohio, urging the enactment of legislation entitling the 
wives of Union soldiers to entrance to Soldiers' Homes with their 
husbands-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Dick Cheatham Post No. 317, of Beverly, 
Ohio; Cumberland Post, No. 216, of Cumberland, Ohio, and Major 
Cass Post, No. 415, of Dresden, Ohio, Grand Army of the Re
public, in favor of a service-pension bill-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of T. J. McClelland and 41 others, of Antrim; 
M.S. Roy and 102 others, of New Concord; E. J . Loyd and 20 
others, of Dresden; C. H. Beck and 42 others, of Marion; the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Chesterhill; W. H. 
Berry and 45 others, of Roseville; Bowman Hastetler and 59 
others, of Quaker City, and J. M. M. Reasoner and 18 others, of 
Janesville, all in Ohio, for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petition of the East Baltimore Station 
Methodist Protestant Church, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the J. A. Bokel Company, H. Rosenheim & 
Son and others, and G. Gump & Sons, of Baltimore, Md., against 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. Mauler, of Baltimore, :Md., against passage 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Gandy Belting Company, of Baltimore, 
Md.-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of members of the Independ-[ PETITIO~s AND MEMORIALS. 

ent Order of Good Templars of Jeddo, Orleans County, N.Y., in . . . 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Ju- Mr. ~SBRO:UGH presented petiti~ns of the congregation of 
diciary. the Metho<?st EpiScopal Church of Lanmore; of the Plymouth 

Also petitions of patrons of rural free-delivery routes Nos. 1 and Congre&"ation~ Church, of Fargo, and 0~ the Roberts Street 
9, of Lockport, N.Y.; No. 27, of Newfane, N.Y., and No. 19, of Methodist Ep.ISCopal Church, of Fargo, a~ m !he State of North 
Lyndonville, N.Y., in regard to salaries and privileges of rural pakota, praymg for t~e ena~tme~t 0~ le~latio~ to r.egulate t~e 
free-delivery mail carriers-to the Committee on the Post-Office mterstate transpo~tion of mtoXIc~~ng liquors, which were ze-
and Post-Roads. ferred to the Committee on the Judi~1~ry. . 

Also, petition of Lake Seamen's Union, in favor of bill H.. R. Mr. F :A-!RBANKS presen~ed a petition of the congre~tion .of 
12230, to prohi'bit the employment on board vessels holding-Amari- the Men~an Street Methodist EpiScop~I ~urch, of Indianapol}s, 
can registers of Chinese persons not entitled to admission to the Ind., praYing forth:e ena9tme~t 0~ le~lati~ to !egulate them~ 
United States-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and terstatetransportationofmto~catingllquors, whiCh was referred 
Fisheries. to the Committee on the JudiCiary. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the Presbyterian Church, Rev. Mr. KEAN presented a petition ~f the Wo~an's 9lu'J? of Eliza-
J. F. Sheppar<L pastor, of Conshohocken, Pa., in favor of the beth and East Orange, N . .:f·r praymg for an Investigation of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary charges made and file~ against Hon . .RE'ED SMOOT, a. Senator fr~~ · 

• the State of Utah; whichwasreferred to theColilliUttee on Privi-

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 5, 1904. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDw .A.RD EVERETT HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. ScoTT, and by unanimous con
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap
proved, there being no objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING .A.T SEATTLE, WASH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to 
the fact that the contract for the construction of the court-house 
and custom-house and post-office building at Seattle, Wash., is 
based upon the use of granite for facing the lower portion of the 
building and sandstone for the superstructure, and that an addi
tional appropriation of $60,000 will be necessary for the purchase 
of granite to be used for this building; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printe~. 

REPORT ON SHIPPING BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempoTe laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 4th instant, a stenographic report of the 
hearing held before him February 25, 1904, on the Philippine ship
ping bill pending before Congress; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Commer<.,-e, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SLOOP RALPH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law and the opinion of the 
court filed under the act of Jan nary 20, 1885, in the French spolia
tion claims set out in the findings by the court relating to the 
ve~sel sloop Ralph, Moses Montague, captain; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD M. CB.A.IG. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Edward M. Craig, administrator of George W. Craig! 
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A. message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKEl\'NEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 3317) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte
rior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands. 

The message also announced that the Honse had agreed to the 
resolution of the Senate authorizing the cancellation of the signa
tures of the Speaker of the House and the President pro tempore 
to the enrolled bill (S. 2323) relating to ceded lands on the Fort 
Hall Indian Reservation and to correct an inaccuracy stated in 
the bill. 

:MEMORI.A.L ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR HANNA. .. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I desire to give notice to the 
Senate that at the close of the routine morning business on Thurs
day, March 31, I shall ask the Senate to consider resolutions com
memorative of tho life and character of my late colleague, the 
Hon. Marcus A. Hanna. · -~ 

leges and Elections. 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Dividing Creek 

and Burrsville; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of 
Burrsville; of the congregation of the First Reformed Church of 
Somerville; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Millville;. of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Lamington; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis
copal Church of Gladstone; of the congregation of the Asbury 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Long Branch, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Rahway, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of William B. Hatch Circle, 
No.2, Department of New Jersey, Ladies of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Camden, N. J., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Mercer Pottery Company, 
of Trenton, N. J"., and a memorial of Fisher & A veris, of Trenton, 
N.J., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called" eight
hour bill" and also the "anti-injunction bill;" which were re
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Bloomfield; of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Bayonne; of th.e congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Gladstone; of the congrega
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Alpine; of the Society 
of Friends of Moorestown; of the congregation of the Mont
gomery Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Newark; of the 
congregation of the Lake View Presbyterian Churcht of Paterson; 
of the congregation of the First Reformed Church of North Pater
son; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Hightstown; of the congregation of the German Pilgrim Bap
tist Church of Jersey City; of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Medford; of the congregation of th~ First Reformed 
Church of Somerville; of the congregation of the First Presby
terian Church of New Brunswick; of the congregation of the 
Swedish Baptist Church of Montclair, and of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Columbus, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter
state transportation of intoxicating liquors~ which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Burlington, of the Pastors' Association of 
Bmlington, and of sundry citizens of Greensboro and Advance, 
all in the State of North Carolina, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the MaTk Flather 
Planer Company, of Nashua, N.H., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called " eight-hour bill; " which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Meyer Brothers' Drng Com
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the adoption of certain 
amendmentstotheso-called "pure-food bill;" which wasreferred 
to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Eastern Pennsylvania 
Conference of the Evangelical Association, praying for an inves
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Evangelical Church of West 
Washington, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 166, 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, of Wyan
dotte, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to develop 
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