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County, Pa., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
Committeé on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of Mount Chestnut Grange, No. 183, Patrons

of Huﬁlbandry, in favor of a good-roads bill—to the Committee on
iculture,

AEXJSO, resolutions of the Philadelphia Newspaper Publishers’

Association and the Pittsburg Newspaper Publishers’ Associa-

tion, protesting against abridging the rights of rural mail car-

riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of the Civic Club of Philadelphia, in favor of
fixing the width of the Mall vista at 890 feet—to the Committes
. on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, petition of the City Parks Association of Philadelphia, in
favor of fixing the width of the Mall vista at 890 feet—to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, petition of the T Square Club of Philadelphia, in favor of
fixing the width of the Mall vista at 890 feet—to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, petitions of B, F. Willis and others, of York, Pa.; Adin
B. Lacey and others, of Philadelphia, Pa., and Theo. N. Ely, in
t(';,vor Ef bill 8. 4845—to the Committee on Public Buildings and

TOUIUS.

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Trades League, in favor of
bill H. R. 1976—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

Roads.

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: Papers to accompany House bill
granting a pension to Mary A. Wilder—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

Also,papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of pen-
gion to William Neuborg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of W. J. Echols and others, of Fort
Smith, Ark., against the passage of a parcels-post bill—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. LOUD: Resolution of H. 8. Burnette Post, No. 278, De-
partment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of H. Eent Day, of Germantown,
Pa., and Charles Z. Klander, in favor of bill S. 4845, relative to
the erection of buildings-on the Mall—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in favor
of bills H. R. 804 and S. 19, relative to the reorganization of the
consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions from the
City Parks Association, of Philadelphia; the Philadelphia Chapter
of the American Institute of Architects; the T Square Club, of
Philadelphia; the Civie Club of Philadelphia, and sundry citi-
zens, favoring the preservation of the width of the Mall in the

city of Washington at 890 feet—to the Committee on Public |

Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bill granting an increase
of pension to William A. Stovall—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of citizensof the county of Fauquier,
Vnzi., in favor of the good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Lodge No. 70 of
the International Association of Machinists, of Fort Wayne, Ind.,
in favor of increasing the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory—to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Citizens Committee of San Mi-
gle . Cal., relative to the location of a military training camp in

alifornia—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SHERLEY: Petition of citizens of Louisville, Ky., in
favor of bill H. R. 4668, for the erection of a monument to the
ﬂ%mury of Commodore John Barry—to the Committee on the

TATY.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of citizens of San Antonio, Tex.,
against the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of Cattle Raisers’ Association of Texas, in favor
of bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Also, petitions of Mrs. Mary Stapp, president of the Woman’s
Christiam Temperance Union of Burnett, Tex.; A. A, Dudley and
25 others, of Fife, Tex.; James Finley and 138 others, of Waldrif,
Tex.; J. H, Stapt;) and 26 others, of Burnett, Tex.; G. B. Awalt
and 11 others, of McCulloch County, Tex., in favor of the Hep-
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judidiary.

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Marion Pres-
byterian Church, of Marion Center, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Resolution of the Texas Cattle Raisers’
Association, in favor of bill H. R. 6278—to the Committee on In-

terstate and Foreign Commerce.
By Mr. SNOOK: Paper to accompany bill granting an increase
of pension to Henry Lichty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, TAWNEY: Paper to accompany bill granting an in-
crease of pension to Milton Selby—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carclina: Papers to accompany
claim of Mary L. Taylor—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petitions of J. C. Vergon and 349 others,
Fay Zimmerman and 123 others, and Larkin Bowers and 23
others, all of Delaware County, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Shawnee-
town, IIl., against the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the
Committee on the Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

By Mr. ZENOR: Petitions of the Chair Makers' Union of Tell
City,Ind., and the Stout & Wilson Furniture Company, of Salem,
Ind., in favor of the enactment of bill H. R. 9302—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

SENATE.

SATURDAY, March 26, 1904, ;

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on the request of Mr. LobGE, a.ndy by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour-
nal will stand approved.

FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court
in the canse of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church
Sounth, of Saulsbury, Tenn., v. The United States; which, with
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on
Claims, and ordered to be printed.

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist-
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of the trustees
of the Presbyterian Church of Woodstock, Va., v. The United
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the
| Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist-
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of Bettie Brooks
Metcalfe and the Fidelity Trust Company, administrator of Lucy
Brooks Bell, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the ac-
companying 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.
McKENNEY. its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
passed the following bills:

A bill (8. 8015) to provide for an additional judge of the dis-
trict court of the United States for the eastern district of Penn-

lvania; and

A bill (8. 4142) granting to the Davenport Water Power Com-
pany rights to construct and maintain a canal, power station, and
:Izppurbenant works in the Mississippi River, in Scott County,

OWa.

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill
| (H. R. 13521) making appropriations for the service of the Fost-
| Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and
éor other purposes; in which it requnested the concurrence of the
senate.

The message farther announced that the Hounse had disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12446) making
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for
the armament thereof, and for the procurement of heavy ord-
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes, asks a confer-
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
| thereon, and had appointed Mr. LiTrauER, Mr. MarsH, and Mr.

TayLor managers at the conference on the part of the House.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

The message also announced fthat the Speaker of the House had
signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 55) to aunthorize the
Secretary of the Interior to print an extra edition of the map of
the United States for 1904, and making the appropriation for
maps made in the acts of April 17, 1900, and of March 3, 1901,
available for that purpose; and it was thereupon signed by the
President pro tempore.

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR HANNA,

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, a notice has been heretofore

given that on Thursday, March 31, immediately after the rontine °
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morning business, the Senate would be asked to consider resolu-
tions commemorative of the life, character, and public services of
the late Senator Hanna, of Ohio. On account of the inconven-
ience to some who desire to speak on the occasion growing out of
that date being fixed, I now recall that notice and give notice
that those resolutions will be presented to the Senate on Thurs-
day, April 7, immediately after the routine morning business.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr, LODGE presented a petition of the Society of Christian
Endeavor of Stockbridge, Mass,, praying for the enactment of
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat-
ing liguors: which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

ealso presented petitions of sundry citizens of Jamaica Plain,
Melrose, and Westboro, and of the Indian Industrial League of
Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying that lands in
several 'y be granted to landless Indians in northern California;
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

He al=o presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dorchester,
Mass., prayin%for an investigation of the charges made and filed
against Hon. REED Suoor, a Senator from the State of Utah;
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Local Union No. 9762,
American Federation of Labor.of St. Johns, Ill.. praying for the

ssage of the so-called * eight-hour bill;” which was referred to
the Committe: on Education and Labor.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Centen-
nial Evangelical Church, of Chicago, I1L., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio
County, W, Va.. praying that lands be granted in severalty to the
landless Indians of northern California; which was referred to
the Committee on Indian Affairs, L

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of 8. W. Stirk Circle,
No. 18, Department of Indiana, Ladies of the Grand Army of the
Republic. of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the enactment of a
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

He also presented a petition of the Indianapolis Journal and the
Indianapolis News, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation to increase the salaries of free-delivery
mail carriers, and also to prohibit them from soliciting subscrip-
tions, selling wares, or making collections for pay for private
concerns: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices
and Post-Roads.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Landess, Ind.,
praying for the enactment of legislation to regnlate the interstate

“ transportation of intoxicating lignors; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a memorial of the Linnean Society of New
York City, remonstrating against the repeal of the law for the pro-
tection of game in Alaska: which was referred to the Committee
on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game.

He also presented a petition of the Ladies’ Missionary Society
of Crossroads, Ind., praying for an investigation of the charges
made and filed against Hon. REED SnmooT, a Senator from the State
of Utah; woich was referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jefferson
County, Ind., and a petition of Honey Creek Grange, No. 1, Pa-
trons of Husbandry, of Vigo County. Ind., prayin%gor the estab-
lishment of a burean of public highways in the Department of
Agriculture; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry.

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the Building Trades Council
of Trenton, N. J.. praying for 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 Woman’s Literary Club of
Arlington, N. J., praying for the purchase of a national forest re-
serve in the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which was
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec-

tion of Game.

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Woman’s Literary
Club of Arlingron. N. J., praying for the purchase of a national
forest reserve in the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which
was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the
Protecticn of Game. :

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 87, General
Ware Pressers, Brotherhood of Operative Potters, of Trenton,
N. J., and a petition of the Building Trades Council of Trenton,
N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called ** eight-hour bill; "’
which w re referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

He also presented a petition of Thomas Cressey, of Newark,

N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation regulating the
erection of buildings on the Mall in the District of Columbia;
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

He also presented a petition of the Middﬁ.’.ﬂ‘:x County Board of
Agriculture, of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-
called ** Brownlow good-roads bill;”’ which was referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. HOPKINS presented memorials of Kohl Brothers, of Cen-
tralia: of 8. M. Ryrie & Co., of Alton; of the Tenk Hardware
Company, of Quiney; of Montgomery, Ward & Co., of Chicago;
of the Cottrell Hardware Company, of Quincy, and of the Trout
Hardware Company, of Chicago, all in the State of I[llinois, re-
monstrating against the enactment of legislation relative to the
shipping of so-called *‘ high explosives;” which were referred to
the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Triumph Grange, No.
518, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hersey, Mich., praying for the
passage of the so-called *‘ parcels-post bill;"" which was referred
to the Commitiee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented a petition of Triumph Grange, No. 518, Pa-
trons of Husbandry, of Hersey. Mich., praying for the passage of
the so-called “* Brownlow good-roads bill;"" which was referred
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of the Bay County Medical Society,
of Michigan, praying for the ge of the so-called "pure-footi
bill; ”* which was ordered to hie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Trades Labor Council of
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called
** gight-hour bill;*" which was referred to the Committee on Eda-
cation and Labor,

He also presented a petition of H. S. Burnett Post, No. 278, De-
partment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic. of Michigun,
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was
refe to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Williamston,
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the in-
terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila-
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing
for the destruction of derelicts at sea; which was referred to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel-
phia, Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the act
to increase the efficiency of the permanent military establishment
of the United States; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel-
phia, Pa.. praying for the enactment of legislation to reorganize
the consular service of the United States; which was referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 141, Brother-
hood of Boiler Makersand Iron-ship Builders, of Sayre, Pa., pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to develop the American
merchant marine; which was referred to the Committes on Com-
merce.

He also presented the petition of M. M. Patterson and 16 other
citizens of Wilkinsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis-
lation to regmlate the interstate transportation of intoxicating
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Patent Law As-
sociation of Chicago, 11l., remonstrating against the adoption of
an amendment to section 493 of the Revised Statutes, in relation
to patents; which was referred to the Committee on Patents.

He also presented petitions of the Municipal Art Society of Cin-
cinnati, Ohio; of J. ﬁe Pierce, of Elmira. N. Y.: of the Fine Arts
Federation of New York City: of Frederick Skinner. of Chicago,
11.: of Brinton B. Davis, of Louisville. Ky.: of D. Knickerbocker
Boyd, of Philadelphia, Pa.,and of sundry architectsof the United
States, praying for the enactment of legislation regulating the
erection of buildings on the Mall in the District of Columbia;
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. BAILEY presented petitions of sundry cifizens of Vernon,
Leander, Panhandle, Canadian, Hillsboro, Hamilton, Ladonia,
and Terrell, all in the State of Texas. praying for the enactment
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi-
cating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju-

1 .

}Irm.-yMcLAURIN presented sundry papers to accompany the bill
(S. 4645) for the relief of the heirs of J. H. Peeples, deceased; which
were referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. WARREN presented sundry papers to accompany the fol-
lowing bills; which were referred to the Committee on Claims:

A bill (8. 617) for the relief of the estate of John M. Hawkins;

A bill (8. 865) for the relief of the German Reformed Church
of Middleton, Md.:

A bill (8. 1022) for the relief of James H. Knox;
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A bill (8. 1142) for the relief of Caleb Perkins;

A bill (S. 1147) for the relief of Eliza L. Rivers;

A bill (8. 1181) for the relief of Mrs. C. V. Wilkins;

A bill (8. 1185) for the relief of the estate of R. T. Brown;

A bill (8. 1485) for the relief of Eugene Aungustin Bourcy;

A bill (S, 2189) for the relief of Sarah E. Callahan;

A bill (8. 8670) for the relief of the estate of Richmond Pace;

A bill (8. 4521) for the relief of the heirs of Vernon H. John-
ston, deceased;

A bill (8. 4535) for the relief of the estate of David Hurst, de-

A bill (8. 4564) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. D. J. Booth;
A bill (S. 4584) for the relief of John F. Byars;

A bill (8. 4701) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. Sanders;

A bill (8. 4705) for the relief of the estate of Solomon Smith,

deceased;
A bill (S. 4709) for the relief of the estate of James Jones, de-

A bill (S. 4728) for the relief of Jacob Cook;

A bill (8. 4729) for the relief of Mary E. Heller and estate of
David Heller, deceased;

A bill (S. 4890) for the relief of Edward P. Thompson;

A bill (8. 4944) for the relief of W. F. Gaines;

A bill (S. 4951) for the relief of the estate of Isaac D. Yocum;

A bill (S. 4971) for the relief of the heirs of Adeliza Pickett

AEH
Q1J;:&nbii] (8. 4987) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Wilsony
A bill (8. 4989) for the relief of the estate of Sidney F. Tate;
A bill (8. 4991) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth Thompson;
A Lill (S. 4997) for the relief of the estate of C. E. Rosser;
A bill (8. 5008) for the relief of James R. Nance:
A bill (S. 5012) for the relief of Henrietta Y. Turner;
A bill (8. 5015) for the relief of Peter Williams:
A bill (8. 5017) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church
South, of Cleveland, Tenn.;
A bill (S. 5019) for the relief of Mrs. Octavia R. Polk;
A bill (5. 5089) for the relief of the estate of William B. Ott;

and
A bill (8. 5080) for the relief of the estate of James L. Miller.
MAURICE LANGHORNE,

Mr. CULLOM. I nt the affidavit of Maurice Langhorne
in support of the bill (S. 663) for the relief of Maurice Langhorne.
I move that the affidavit be printed as a document and referred
to the Committee on Claims.

The motion was agreed to.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. BEVERIDGE., from the Committee on Territories, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 3035) to amend an act entitled **An act
making further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and
for other purposes,’” approved June 8, 1900, reported it with an
amendment. and submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee. to whom was referred the
bill (S. 5088) to aid the Western Alaska Construction Company,
reE)rted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

e also, from the same ‘committee, to whom was referred the
bill (S. 4603) to modify the mining laws applicable to the district
of Alaska, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments,
and snbmitted a re thereon.

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, to whom wasreferred theamendment submitted by
Mr. PratT of New York on the 24th instant. proposing to appro-
priate §2,000.000 for the acquisition of a site for a post-office build-
ing in the city of New York. such site to be subject to the right
of the Pennsylvania, New York and Long Island Railroad Com-

ny to use for platforms and trackage under a plane 20 feet

low the curb line of the adjoining streets, etc., submitted a
favorable report thereon. and moved that it be referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and printed: which was agreed to.

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was
referred the bill (S. 4144) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer
and Paul J. Pelz, reported it without amendment, and submitted
a report thereon.

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 5093) for the protection of the President
of the United States, and for other purposes, reported it without
amendment.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 5265) granting an increase
of pension to James Stout; which was read twice by its title, and,
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on
Pensions. .

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 5266) to remove the
charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Larney:
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs, :

Mr. FORAEKER introduced a bill (S. 5267) granting an increase

| of lpension to Mary Gamerdinger; which was read twice by its
title, an

d, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (5. 5268) granting a pension to Henry
Barr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mirtee on Pensions.

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8. 5209) to anthorize Mr. Her-
bert W. Bowen, minister of the United States to Venezuela, to
accept a gift conferred upon him by the Shah of Persia: which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (8. 5270) granting an increase
of pension to Ellen R. Ostrander; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 5271) granting an increase
of dpension to Panl Diebitsch: which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 5272) granting a pension to
Grorge W. Walter; which was read twice by its title, and, with
the accomEaLIE'ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions,

Mr. TE R introduced a bill (8. 5273) for the relief of the
legal representatives of Eli Ayres, deceased: which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 5274) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Wilson E. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and,
g\‘;th' the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on

nsions.

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (8. 5275) granting to the
Akron, Sterling and Northern Railroad Company a right of wa;
u.crosraeat.ge tide til)ats on t]h;e nhgre o:hvgdaz Bay, Alaska; whic
was twice by its title, and. wi @ accompanying T8,
referred to the Cgmmmee on Public Lands. 4 -

He also introduced a bill (8. 5276) referring to the Court of
Claimns the claim of the heirs and legal representatives of John
P. Maxwell and Hugh H. Maxwell, deceased: which was read
t[:w; by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public

nds.

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (8. 5277) to promote further dis-
covery and research in meteorology, and providing for the ap-
pointment of a board to consist of three members to examine and
report upon a system of long-range weather forecasting, to pro-
vide prizes for an exposition of the physical basis of meteorology
and the best system of forecasting based thereon and presented to
said board. and for other ; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (8. 5278) for the
relief of Gertrude O'Bannon. of Hunt County, Tex.: which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims,

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a b 11 (8. 5279) for the relief of the
heirsof Thomas J. Babb, deceased; which was read twice by its
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

He also introduced a bill (S 5280) to prohibit judges from
charging on the weight of evidence in certain cases: which was
(riJead twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju-

ciary.

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 5281) for the relief of
the Madison Female Institute, of Richmond, Ky.; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also introdnced a bill (8. 5282) granting an increuse of pen-
sion to William P. Vohn: which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS,

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment providing for the
covering into classified civil service of the United States of all
laborers or unclassified employees now in the public service of
the United States who serv+d in clerical or semiclerical positions
in the public service of the United States or the public service of
the District of Columbia during the Spunish-American war, etc.,
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation
bill; which was r-ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and
orlered to be printed.

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$250.000 to pay the Wales Island Packing Company for injury to
the business and property of said company 'm Wales Island on
account of the recent decision of the Alaskan Boundary Tribunal,
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency ap-
Er;;priation bill: which was referred to the Committee on Foreign

lations. and ordered to be printed.

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment proposing to appropri-
ate $150.000 for the protection of the harbor at Natchez. Miss.,
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation
bill: which was ordered to be printed. and. with the accompany-
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce,
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Mr. GIBSON submitted an amendment proposing to ap: -
ate $4,000 for improving the Missouri River above the bridge at
Fort Benton, Mont., intended to be pmpoaegrgf him to the sun-
dry civil appropriation bill; which was refe to the Commit-
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

AMENDMENT TO CLAIMS BILL,

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com-
monly known as the * Bowman Act.”

INGERSOLL LIFEBOATS.,

Mr. PROCTOR. Yesterday morningIsubmitted anamendment
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill pro-
posing to appropriate an additional sum of $50,000 for furnishing
and equipping the United States revenue cutters with Ingersoll
self righting and bai]jnilifeboats. to be propelled by oars and sails
or by motor power, as the Department may decide, and-a paper or
two accompanied the amendment. Iask thatthey be printed asa

Senate document.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont
asks that there be printed asa te document the papers he sent
to the desk yesterday. :

Mr. PROCTOR. The papers were referred with theamendment
to the Committee on Commerce.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be returned
from the Committee on Commerce and be printed and be re-
referred, if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objection
to the request of the Senator from Vermont, and the order is made.

RECLAMATION SERVICE.

Mr. BARD submitted the following resolution; which wascon-
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed 100 copies of the letter of the
Becretary of the Interior addressed to the chairman of the Senate Commi

tteo
on Irrigation and dated March 15, 1904, reporting upon the organization of
the rec| tion service.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of the bill (H. R. 12833) making appropriations to provide
for the expenses of the government -of tﬁe District of Columbia
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr, ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr.
McExNERY] to call up a bill, if the bill is to lead to no debate.

H. GIBBES MORGAN AND OTHERS,

Mr. McENERY. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S,
4372) for the relief of H. Gibbes Morgan and other coowners of
Cat Island, in the Gulf of Mexico, be put upon its passage.

The Secretary read the bill.

Mr, KEAN. I should like to have the report read in that case.
I do not oppose the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr.
Barp, from the Committee on Pablic Lands, on the 16th instant.

Mr. KEAN. Ido not think it is worth while toread the report
further. I am perfectly satisfied with the bill, The remainder
of the report can be printed in the RECORD.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in the
RECORD.

The report is as follows:

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill é,S. 4372)
for the relief of H. Gibbes Morgan and other co-owners of Cat Island, in the
Gulf of Mexico, submit the following report thereon:

The bill is identical with bill 8. 6401, as amended and reported by this com-
mittee in the second session of the F‘iftg-sevent.h Congress, and is intended
to confirm to the legal representatives of Juan de Quevas a part of Cat Islan
in the State of Mississippi, situate on the southerly side of the westerly

of the Mississippi Sound.
It ap om the m‘gort No. 2 (dated January 15, 1829), to the Commis-
n e receiver at Jackson

gioner of the General Land Office, by the register and
House, acting as land commissioners under authority of theact of May,
1822 (ch. 128), entitled **Anact supplemental to the several acts for ad.]ns‘un%
the claims and titles to lands and establishing land offices in the district eas
of the ialm[:;i&:‘)ts New Orlea: : ttlclrntl'\f tflgcllaa;m of Juan de Que&s was founded
on an origi panish pe cholas Christian, gran on A 1,
1781, by ﬁumal de Lousas, the commandant at Mobﬂeﬂ:r the whulggogﬂt.he
Jands of Cat Island, the quantity being unknown, and that the inhabitation
and cultivation thereof extended from 1768 to 1828, This report of the Com-
miaazc{na{‘s is ‘gotmd %1 Ggla?; a&.JSeat.on‘s 1?.111%1&@! the American State Pa-
rs, Volume e an .
peTho report al %:Mns the follo::r‘ilgg statement:
“Claim No. 1, ited as Cat Island, contain(s) 2, acres, most of
which are unfit for cultivation. The permit on which this claim is founded
for the whole From the long and continued inhabitation and
cultivation it would seem that the claimant ought to beentitled to the whole
island, if the laws, nsages, customs of the Spanish Government would
warrant such an opinion.”
This claim, with others of the same character, was approved by the Com-

missioners hitha first section of the act of Congress approved May 28, 1830
(vol. 4, Stat. L., 408), as follows:

“Thatall the claimstolands rted by the ter and receiver of the land
office for the district of Jackson Court House, in the State of Mississippi, under

the provisions of the act of Congress approved on the 24th day of May, 1828, en-
titled ‘An act supplementary to the several acts providing to{- the uﬁmtment
of land claims in the State of pi,’ as founded on any order of survey,
requette, E}Jern_l.iulon to settle, or other written evidence of claim deri
from the Spanish authorities, which og?ht, in the opinion of the said register
and receiver, to be confirmed, and which, by the said reports appear to be
derived from the gfnnmh Government prior to the 20th of December, 1
and the land claimed to have been cultivated and inhabited on or before tm
day, shall be confirmed in the same manner as if the title had been com-
pleted: Provi; That in all such claims, where the plat and certificate of
survey, made prior to the 15th day of April, 1813, under the authority of the
has not been filed with the

Spgniaﬁ (Government, in pursuance of such claim,
said register and receiver, such claim shall not be confirmed to any one per-
son for more than 1,230 acres; and that for all the other claims comprised in
the reports as aforesaid, and which ought, in the opinion of the T and
receiver, to be confirmed, the claimant to such land shall be enfitled toa
grant therefor,as a donation, not to exceed 1,280 acres to any one person, ete.”

The act was construed by the Land Department to [imit the claim of
Cuevas to 1,280 acres only,and was surveyed to embrace that quantity on the
western part of the island. Such survey was approved Aungust 11,1882 by
%_h%:urve oriﬁenl, and patent was issued according to such survey on

ebruary
Before the survey was confirmed John

3 vre, of Hancock County, Miss,,
and Mary Quavre, his wife, by deed dated November 22, 1830, n%d, bar-
E.Imed1 and sold to the United States for the consideration of $75 a parcel of

nd, Enrtl.cu larly described by metes and bounds on the west point of Cat
Island, and containing 1 acre, for light-house purposes. A light-house was
soon afterwards erected on this site by the Government. N

On August 30, 1847, an Executive order was issued, reserving

8urposea, with other lands, “all that part of Cat Island now owned by the
overnment.” (See letter of SBecretary of the Treasury, September 1, 1847,

No. 1¥458; also Commissioner's instructions to register and receiver at Au-

g-nstahseipﬂtg?ber 8, 1847, and letters to register and receiver, Augusta, Miss.,
une 11, 3

On October 25, 1895, the President approved the recommendation of the
Secretary of War that “‘all that portion of Cat Island, Mississippi, which was
reserved by Executive order of August 30, 1847, except that portion which
lies between a north and south line 1.000 feet to the east of the easternmost
corner of Cat Island light-house and the westerly of the island,” be
placed nunder the control of the Sacretary of the Interior for disposition
under the act of July 5, 1884, ** these lands having become useless for milita;
purposes, but the excepted portions are required by the Treasury Depag
ment for light-house pu?oses.“

And, on November 13, 189, orders of the War Department, declaring
“that said lands were turned over to the SBecretary of the Interior for dispo-
gition as p‘rovided by law, the same being no longer required for military
p“ﬁm were guh ed for the information and n of all concerned.

o excepted t of land described in the Executive order of October 25,
1885, included the 1 of 1 acre conveyed by Cuevas and his wife to the
United States, and other ndduoining lands on either side of the l-acre tract
which had been patented to Cuevas. _In the letter of January8, referred
to as letter “ E," from the Commissioner of the General Land Ofiice to the
Secretary of the Interior, he states:

“From formal inquiry at the office of the Id%gbﬂome Board I am advised
that the land needed for the reservation on Cat Island is situated on the
western end of the island along the limits of the private grant of 1,280 ncres
confirmed to Juan Cuevas under act of Congress approved May 28, 1830 (4
Stats., 408), and that the site for the light-house thereon was urc{naed from
the owner of the private tin 1830 by the Government. Therefore if an
additional land adjacent to this purchase is needed by the Light-Hounse erg
it would seem that it could only be acquired by purchase from the owner

thereof.”
On the re] of the engineer and inspector of the eighth t-house dis-
trict, dated May 12, 1900, it is stated that— i

“The island 18 gradually out at the west until at an average tide
the reservation is covered hi 1; feet of water. The light-house is built on
?'crew_ pilte: now stnigdingl i&: 11:‘ ?1 water, ﬁd ”ﬁo hel&nd acel#o to i:lils owneg

vate parties it wo esired, have purchased from them, an

epr;lis no necessity for any additional reservation, the present site in the

water being consi sufficient.”

Notwithstanding such statement, your committee believe that there will
be no injustice in requiring that the claimants shall convey to the United
States the additional land which was deemed neceusnr{ifor the p of

the Executive order of October

ht-h d attempted to bereserved b;
%‘.lfm& ‘}%zﬁid:nt trgm the descri;
at an average tide, by

iption of the site, which is now cov
s:ensy 14 feet of water, that the adjoining lands ean be o
value.
that no action has been taken by the Department of the Interior
Deparimat wnt Sisradons Conpras o frim 16 0l 10 the s tice
'ore Congress is free ma as
if the claim had been presented for the first time,

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in his letter of December 23,
1902, to the Becretary of the Interior, in relation to a bill referred to this
committee in the Fifty-seventh Congress, second session (8. 6491), “for the
relief of H. Gibbes Morgan and other coowners of Cat Island, in the Gulf of
Mexico,” reports, after staﬂngﬂtho_a history of the title, as follows:

“It appears from letters on file in this Office that the claimant, Cuevas, sold
the entire island under the conscientious belief that he was the owner of the
same, and u examination of the re of the ter and receiver on
the private claim of Cuevas, together with the act of ngrem by which the
claim was it would seem that the entire island was confirmed to

Cuevas.

“] can not find that the matter has ever been fully di A or ¢« ed
by this Office or by the De&rtmemt. though the lands having been reserved
for military purp as above stated, the island has been the subject of sev-
eral communications from this Office to the rtment, in all of which it

It ap)
under

A

seems to have been taken for granted, asa ma of course, that only 1,280
acres of the land were grantedgg; the confirmatory act.
* * * . . * *

“Reference to the shows that the claim of Juan de Cuevas em-
braced Cat Island; that the area was not known; that the date of the claim
was 1781; that the inhabitation was from 1768 to 1828; that there was no sur-
vey, and that it was founded on written evidence of title (Spanish permit),
and was recommended for confirmation by the register and receiver. The
confirma act first declares that claims such as this be confirmed in same
manner as if title had been complete. The act then goc.aednt.a Hmit the
confirmation of certain claims to acres, but there is no indication that
the limitation was intended for the claim of Cuevas, and were the matter
now for the first time ted for the consideration of this Office I would
be inclined to hold that the whole of the island was con to him, but
this view of the case does not seem to have been heretofore adopted, since
patent was issued by the Government to embrace only a part of the island,
and th e land conveyed by it was ltimiwdmmwordsmtg

e amount of :
1,280 acres. Not only this, but the Government has since issuance of
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tent continnously asserted title to the remainder of the island by holding
t in reservation until it was turned over to this Department by Executive
order of to be disposed of under act of July 5, 1854 (23 Stat L., 103).
“Inasmue nat.heprggmedlegishﬁanisintendedtoconﬂm the titlein Cat
Island to Cuevas and assignees or transferees, I see no objection to so
ﬂoéng;. ‘?Is it ;51 rs to have been the intention to confirm said claim by the
act of May 530"
Your committee coneur in the statement and opinion of the Commissioner
of the (#eneral Land Office above gquoted. The original title, based upon
the Spanish permit, was for the w%o‘.a of Cat Island. The report of the
ler and receiver, acting as commissioners, expressly stated that the
permit. on which this claim is founded, calls for the whole island and
contains 2,0784; acres; and that in view of the long and continued inhabi-
tation and cui vation it would seem that the claimant ought to be entitled
to the whole island. From the circumstance that the island is mostly unfit
for cultivation, and that the lands have never been required for settlement,
there is no considerable yalue involved in the question whether the United
Eﬁt&; should recognize the right of the claimants to the remainder of the
TV

Therefors your committee recommend thatthe bill be amended as follows:

On page 2strike out the word “is,” at the beginniug of line 5, and all that
follows down to and includmg the word “ lies,” in line 7, and insert in lieu
thereof the following, to wit: **is upon condition that the 1 representatives
of said Juan Cuevas claiming the same through or under him shall conyey to
the United States, by good and sufticient d all that portion of Cat Isiand
de«dci-lbed as an excepted part thereof in Executive order of October 25, 1895,
an ing.»
.fAn };gnr committee recommend that the bill do pass with amendment as

oresaid.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there object to the con-
gideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with
?: agzlﬁudment, on page 2, line 8, after the words ** Cat Island,”

strike out:

is subject to the reservation made under Executive order of October 25,
1895, reserving that portion of said Cat Island which lies.

And in lieu thereof to insert:

is upon condition that the legal representatives of said Juan Cuevas claim-
ing the same through or under him shall convey to the United States, by
good and sufficient deed, all that portion of Cat Island described as an ex-
cepted part thereof in Exeeutive order of October 25, 1505, and lying.

S0 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the claim of Juan Cuevas, otherwise called Juan
de Cuevas, John I?uajve. or Quaivie, under the permif from the Spanish
commandant at Mobile, dated August 1, 1781, to Cat Island, in the Gulf of
Mexico, in its entirety, except as to the lands hereinafter described, be, and
the same is hereby, confirmed in him and his legal representatives claiming
the same thz_'ougl and under him, the said Cuevas, and that a patent issue
accordingly in the name of said original claimant: Provided, however, That
nothing in this act contained shall in any manner impair the right or title of
the Government in or to that portion of said Cat Island to which the Govern-
ment obtained title by deed from John and Mary Cuevas November 22, 1830,
and on which Cat_Island light-house is now situated: and this confirmation
of eaid claim or title of said Cuevas or his legal representatives to said Cat
Island is upon condition that the legal representatives of said Juan Cuevas
claiming the same through or under him shall conve[s;to the United States,
by and sufficient deed, all that portion of Cat Island described as an ex-
cepted part thereof in Executive order of October 25, 1895, and lying between
a north and south line }_ﬁm feet to the east of the easternmost corner of Cat
Island light-house and the western part of the island.

SEo. 2. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its passage,

The amendment was agreed to.
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.
HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 18521) making appropriations for the service of
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1905, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads,

FORTIFICATIONS APFROPRIATION BILL.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12446) making appropriations for for-
tifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof,
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for frial and service, and
for othier purposes, and requesting a conference with the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate insist npon its amend-
ments and agree to the request of the House of Representatives
for a conference,

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimonus consent, the President pro tempore was author-
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr,
PERKINS, Mr. WARREN, and Mr, DANIEL were appointed,

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid-
eration of 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 80, 1005, and for other purposes.

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill onpageﬁ. line 12.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was,

under the head of ‘“ Washington Aqueduct,” on page 41, after
line 18, to insert:

For preliminary surveys for additional conduit from Great Falls, $8,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘““ Rock Creek
Park,” on page 42, line 4, before the word ** thousand,” to strike
out ** twelve ' and insert  fifteen;”’ and in the same line, after
the word ** dollars,”’ to insert:

And the board of control is hereby authorized to accept dedications of land
for the purpose of adding to said park, withont expense to the United States
or the ]giﬂtrict of Columbia, and such land, when accepted, shall become a
part of said park and be nnder the jurisdiction of the said board of control.

8o as to make the clause read:

For care and improvement of Rock Creek Park, to be expended under the
direction of the hoard of control of said m $15,000; and the board of con-
trol is hereby authorized to accept dedica of land for the purpose of add-
gﬁ t.ohs_aid pgrk. v]:iﬂl;odft e]fpense to the United States or t.’n:'-t Dis_t&-ict a£

umbia, and suc when accepted, shall become a part of sai
and be nunder the jurisdiction of the a:ieg\)mrd of control. L

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ** Public schools,”
on page 43, line 25, after the word ** teachers,” to insert ** director
of cooking, director of sewing;"’ and on page 44, line 2, before the
word ““in,”’ to strike out ** thirty-two* and insert ** thirty-four;”
80 as to make the clanse read: -

For assistant director of drawing, two teachers of manual training, two
normal training teachers, instructor in work, assistant instructor in
ironwork, instructor in free-hand drawing, fourteen high school teachers,
director of cooldn%, director of sewing, and ten principals of buildings,
thirty-four in all, at §1,200 each.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the items for public schools under
the subhead ** Teachers,” on page 44, line 5, after the word * and,”
to strike out * sixteen ' and insert ** fourteen;”’ so as to read:

For one hundred and fourteen, at §$1,000 each.

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 6, to increase the
total appropriation for officers and teachers of the public schools
from $19,850 to §20,250.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 15, after the word
¢ pupils,” to strike out ** not over 21 vears of age;"’ so0asto make
the clause read:

For night schools for pu and teachers of 'ht sch
teachors Ih the day ehonlar S50, e S b

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 19, after the word
‘“gehools,” to insert ** including material for industrial instruc-
tion;” and in line 20, before the word *‘ dollars,” to strike out
¢ five hun " and insert ‘‘seven hundred and fifty;"” so as to
make the clause read:
mfor w??:ﬁf;\}a ?rlgl o&m&m&m of night schools, including

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 21, after the word
“instruction,’’ to insert ** including supplies;”” and in line 22, be-
fore the word * dollars,” to strike out ** thirty-five thousand”
and insert *“ forty-three thousand six hundred;” so as to make the
clause read:

For kindergarten instruction, including supplies, $43,600,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 6, to change the
spelling of the name * Wheatly ’ to ** Wheatley;”” and in line 7
to change the spelling of the name * Wormly’ to * Wormley. »

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading was continued to line 15 on page 47,

Mr. ALLISON. On page 47, line 14, I move to strike out
“northeast ”” and insert** sontheast;” so as toread: ** Seventh and
G streets sontheast.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 17, to insert:

e Bunker Hill, &
i ke U Ot B, G i e, My B, ey

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 8, to insert:

For one cabinetmaker for repairing school furniture, $900. , :

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 12, to increase the
appropriation for janitors and care of buildings and grounds from
$87,460 to $88,936.

The amendment was agreed to. ;

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 2, to increase the
apgropriation for repairs and improvements to school buildings
and grounds from $55,000 to $60,000.

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 4, to increase the
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appropriation for necessary repairs to and changes in plumbing
in existing school bunildings from $25,000 to $35,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading was continued to line 11 on page 49.

Mr. ALLISON. In line 9 on page 49, after the word * mate-
rial,” I move to insert ** stationery, printing;"’ so as to read:

For the purchase and repair of tools, machinery, material, stationery, print-
Ing, and books, ete.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 19, after the word
* farniture,’ to insert ‘‘ and: repairs of same;" in line 21, before
the word ** purchase,” to insert ** expenses of lecturestq teachers;"
in line 24, before the word ** thousand,” to strike out ** thirty-five”
and insert ** forty;” and on page 50, line 2, after the word ** cadets,”
to insert ** of the District of Columbia; " go as to make the clause

ding furniture and repairs
bggg?gmfwm pe ggfctr:l:ls‘insitﬂonug. p:l?ﬂin ,ice, gi;::;:ﬁm%
tures to teachers, purchase and repair of equipments for high school cadets,
and other necessary items not otherwise provided for, including livery of
horse for the superintendent. 4,000 Provided, That arms authorized to be

issued by the War Department to high school cadets of the District of Co-
lnmbia alv:a.ll hereafter be issued witho same shall be in-

ut requiring
sured from loss by fire. yit i

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment wus, on page 50, after line 4, to insert:

For free evening lectures to be given in the public school buildings or such
hﬂsumbe designated under rules and regulations of the board of edu-
cation, §

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 11, to increase the
appropriation for purchase of pianos for school buildings, at an
average cost not to exceed $225 each, from $2,500 to $3,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was. on page 51, line 5, after the word
“ dollars,” to strike out the following proviso:

Provided, That the money bereina riated shall be subject to the same
ore provided under the elec-

p
lmitations as to telephone rates n.sgm
trical department.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 20, to insert:

For site and toward the construction of one eight-room building, first di-
yision, to relisve the Johnson and Hubbard schools, $30,(i; and the total cost
of said building, including cost of site, nunder a contract which is hereby au-
thorized th or, shall not exceed $60.000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 2, to insert:

For the purchase of the two lots adjoining the Magruder School bnildin
on the east, to provide a playground for the children of the Magruder an
Bumner schools, $0.713.

The amendment wus agreed to, :

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 6, to insert:

For purchase of lot adjoining McKinley Manunal Training School on the

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 8, to insert:

i arch f lot 25, square 553, oining Armswong Manual i
Bc.hggl.pu a :iat: f(:Jl‘ the ;‘r:ﬁon of an addition to said school, sﬂ.&m

The amendment was agreed to. . :

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 12, to insert:

That any unexpended balance of the appropriation for the four-room ad-
dition to d{a Takoma school made in the District aa;iﬁiro‘tfriation act for the
tﬁmg.iim shall beavailable for the purchase of itional land for a site

or

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ** For Metropolitan
police.” on page 34, line 6, before the word * dollars."” to strike
out ** seven hundred and twenty ’ and insert *‘ eight hundred and
forty:"’ soas to read:

Two clerks, at §40 each; four surgeons of the police and fire departments,
at $540 each, ete.

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 13, to increase the
number of sergeants at $1.140 each from thirty-five to forty.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 4, to increase the total
appropriation for Metropolitan police from $763,540 to $769,480.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 21, to increase the
appropriation for miscellaneous and contingent expenses, includ-
ing the purchase of new wagons, ete., for the police department,
from $30,000 to §"5.000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 12, to insert:

For converting old morgue attached to sixth precinct station into a stable
for horses, §i(5.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 16, to increase the |

total a ation for miscellaneous and contingent expenses of
the .Ege epartment from $42,505 to $48,210, ir
e amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 1, after the word
“otherwise,” to insert **including $120 additional yearly com-
pensation to the person acting as superintendent of the house of
detention:" and in line 4, before the word ** dollars.” to strike
out ** nine thousand ™ and insert ** eleven thousand five hundred;"”
80 as to make the clanse read:

{ Hg;;se tgf dete_x‘sitiog_:a To all_:tnl.‘blle the é}ommlisrlflnem of tiha District of Co-
um ide tion an

mggg:’ and detlfx?gon of the chi?dgénun?iee‘?geye::s ?}lfmngm‘]&
the discretion of the Commissioners, of girls and women over 17 years of
e, arrested by the }lm’olica on charge of offense against any law in force in
the District of Columbia, or held as witnesses, or held ndrng final investi-

gation or examination, or otherwise, including $120 additional yearly com-

apsation to the Eerann acting as superintendent of the house of detention,
11,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That all such per-

sons held or detained under public snthorltﬂ ag ior to the adjudication of

cases in which they may be involved shall be held at the place so provided.

The amendment was agreed to. ?

The next amendment was, nnder the head of * For the fire de-
partment,”’ on 57, line 17, to increase the appropriation for
the salary of the fire marshal of the District from §1,200 to §1,600.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 2, to increase the
?.3'511 ;.gpmpm‘ tion for the fire department from $208,720 to

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 8, to increase the ap-
propriation for repuirs to apparatus and for new apparatus and
new appliances from $7,500 to $9,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment waus, on page 58, line 18, to increase the
appropriation for contingent expenses, horsehoeing, furniture,
fixtures, washing, oil, medical and stable supplies, ete., of the fire

rtment from $14.000 to $16.000.
he amendment was agreed fo.

'I:iw next iaendn;ent was, 1(]).:11 page 58, line 191, to increase the
total appropriation for miscellaneous expenses of the fire depart-
ment from $77,860 to $S1,360. ]

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 59, to insert:

For house and furniture for a chemical engine company, to be located on
land to be donated to the District. near Benning, D. C., iminding cost of con-
necting said house with fire-alarm headquarters, $23,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 5, to insert:

For construction, under the direction of the Commissioners of the District,
of & fire boat, §53,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 10, to insert:
For one-third size steam fire engine, $5,200.

Mr, McCOMAS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa
whether we have anywhere in the bill made provision for any
greater water pressure for putting ount fires? There was some
effort made to provide for a greater pressure.

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator that the committee
considered that question very fully, and decided that at this ses-
sion it would not be wise to enter upon what is known as the
** high-pressure system,” it requiring for its completion $750,000,
In this bill the committee added, as the Senator will see from the
amendments, a considerable addition to fire protection. especially
the provision just disposed of for constructing a fire boat.

Mr. McCOMAS. That is a very necessary provision.

Mr. President, I know the bill is large and the revenue is in-
sufficient to meet all the estimates, but the recent calamity in my
own State, in Baltimore, seems to be very persuasive that before
long there should be an effort in this city to obtain high water
pressure for fire. Becaunse of the wide streets and avenues. the
terrible calamity which came upon Baltimore is less lisely to
occur here: but the same thing may occur at any time. and the
long delay of the introduction of a system of high water pressure
is a dangerous delay while it lasts.

I appreciate the trouble so far as the revenues are concerned;
but there are few things more urgent. after the recent experience
only 40 miles away, than that we should have in this city a proper
pressure to resist fire by the application of water. The fire de-
partment of this city is saurely not large in proportion to the area
o;;' the city, and not quite large enough in proportion to the popu-

tion.

I hope that the revenues will permit next year the very wise
and fully informed Senator from lowa and his committee to take
up the important subject of high water pressure, and that there
will not then be any objection to it.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not like to meddle with a mat-
ter about which I know but little; but I came to the Senate one
morning within the past six weeks and was informed by a very
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high official of the Government that if a fire were to break ont
that day in this part of the city, or in this Capitol, the condition
of things was such that there wounld be no adequate water supply
to put it out. I have ne doubt that the person who made Lgat
statement to me was well informed. Whether the high pressure
should be en the agueduct or on the committee I do not under-
take to say, but I will add. in justice to the committee, that I pre-
sume no pressure on them would be needed.

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the desire for high water pres-
gure service was not urged on the committee largely until after
the recent fire in Baltimore. In looking that matter np, we found
that there had been no specific estimate made for this high-pres-
sure system, and it did not seem to be in position for the commit-
tee to act on the question at this moment. If, however. it had
been in such position, with the other necessary things provided
for in this bill, we decided that it was inopportune to begin that
work at this time, :

I do not know at what particular date the Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] had the interview to which he refers. It
may have been some very cold morning when there was some
difficulty in connection with the water ent. I am satis-
fied that we have a very sﬂydmmab this time. The
difficulty, perhaps, is with the size of the pipes with which the
water is distributed. An improvement in that respect must un-
deoubtedly be very soon undertaken; but I think it is not so press-
ing as to be required in this bill.

e amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 59, after line 20,
to insert:

For one 65-foot aerial hook-and-ladder truck, $3,700.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 59, line 24, to increase the
total appropriation for increase in the fire department from $38,300
to $133.200.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ** Health depart-
ment,” on page 60, line 4, to increase the number of sanitary and
food inspectors at 81,200 each from **gix ' to ** thirteen.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

Mr. STEWART. I move to reconsider the vote by which the
amendment on page 60, line 4, in reference to the health depart-
ment of this District, was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nevada desires to call at-
tention to the amendment on e 60, in line 4, to which he re-
fers. The Senator was for 2 moment and did not observe
that the amendment was being acted upon. I hope he may have
the opportunity to make what remarks he wishes to make on the
subject, and that the amendment may be considered as still open-

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand
fo which amendment the Senator from Nevada referred.

Mr. LODGE. The amendment is on page 60, line 4, changin, g
the sanitary food inspectors from six to thirteen. I understan
the Senator from Nevada desires to have the vote by which the
amendment was adopted reconsidered.

Mr. ALLISON. That may be done by unanimous consent.

The PRESIDENT protempore. Withoutobjection, the amend-
ment will be regarded as open.

Mr. LODGE. Yes: that it be regarded as still open.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the health departntent is more
important to the health and happiness of the people of this Dis-
1I;ric1'. than any other 39%&1;: )::ddar the District govegmant.

am sorry to say it, but to give my opinion thereon,
that the health de nt is the worst managed of any depart-
ment that I have ever heard of.

With regard to milk, meats, ete., it is——

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him to what
particular part of this provision he is addressing his remarks?

Mr. STEWART. I am addressing myself, in the first instance,
to this whole provision for the health department, and to the
subject genem]gy. I do not think it is well provided for. Ido
not know that I can offer an amendment that will provide for it,
but the department onght to be entirely reorganized.

The Appropriations Committee has reported to increase the
number of inspectors by seven over the number provided for in
the bill as it came from the House and under the present organi-
zation I think there were too many provided for in the House bill.

The health officer is paid $3.500 a year. Such an amount of
money ought to be sufficient to get a competent person to attend
to the duties of the office. but I am sorry to say we have no such
person there. He does not attend to his legitimate duties, but
devotes his time to drafting bills for Congress to reject.

. Mr. SPOONER. Who is the health officex?
Mr. STEWART. Mr. Woodward.
So far as the inspection of milk and meat is concerned, I have

been led to investigate that matter personally. In regard to the
inspection of meat, I offered a resolution of inquiry some time
ago. Asthe resolution is short, as are the responses toit, [ should
like to have the document read. so that the Senate may see what
sort of a man the health officer is.

Tht;c{’RESH)ENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The Secretary read as follows:

OrFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA,
ashing: on, March i, 1905,
B1R: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor to
transmit berewith the accompanying communication from the health officer
of the Distriet of Columhiuudimmgksnrea' as their response to the following

resolution in the Senate:
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
Mareh 8, 1904,
Resolved, That the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia report to

tbeBemtewhsﬁnxr:cﬁon‘ is made of meat, poultry, game, fish, and oysters
imported into the District of Columbia in coid or refrigerator cars,

giv;ng details of when, where, and the manner of inspection.
CHARLES G. BENNETT, Secretary.
HexRY B. P. MACFARLAND,

President of the Board of Commissioners

Very respectfully,

Hon. WiLL1AM P. FRYE,
m:mmmmmsrm&‘nm

HeivTH DEPARTMEST, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
Washington. Marca lu, 1904,
GESTLEMEN: In response to the aceompanying resolution of the United
Btam;l?mta. passed on h;h;c.h 8. 1904, I have the 501-,?6211 to sabmit the inclosed
copies w8 made e food inspectors an @ in=pector of marine
rndnc‘tlmdvu to the i .

ion of mea , game, tish, and oysters
%Dm Onlmhhtncom:,nw LT CATS.

. Wu. C. Woopwarp, M. D.,

The COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA,
Washington, D. C.
HeArre DEPARTMEST, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
Washington, March 5, 1508,

D=AR STR: Referring to the resolution passed by the Semate on the 8d in-
stant, calling for information concermng ** what ImBu:ﬁmhmdeof meat,
poultry, game, fish. and oysters imported into the District of Columbia in
cold-storage or refrigerator cars,” we have the honor to report as follows
cuncurnu;g the inspection of such articles:

Meats ship; to this city in refrigerator or eold-storage cars are unloaded
at a very early hmrinthemsq-ng-md are taken direetly wo the wholesale
houses te which they are At an eariy hour in the morning we
visit these establishments and t, by smeiling and handling each and
?'m mru?.hths meat just uﬂvtd.hand otblgannm :lnﬂe hn;hmhg’mg un-
it is distributed to the retail dealers. It i; deemed more practicable to in-
spect the meats in the manner stated above i view of the way in which the
meats are in_the cars, and alse in view of the fact that no meats are
sold until have been received and recorded at the wholesale houses.

With reference to the inspection of poultry, game, fish, and oysters we
would state that such -articles are brought to this city in refrigerator cars,
packed in boxes or barrels, rendering it quite impracticable to give them a

inspection in thecars. These goods are co to wholesale and
commission houses, where they are unpacked and piaced in their cold-storage
rooms. We visit these wholesale and commis<ion houses early every day and
examine these by handling and closely serutinizing the same, before
they are off forsale Noi ions are made in the cars themselvea.

B'addes the above we might add that we visit all the cold-storage and re-
frigerator rooms of the Center Market every day in order to in touch
with any of the above-mentioned gnods that may have been stored there.

The articles of food above, tugetber with all other articles of
food,are examined in the various markets and market storesof the city.

: J. B. MOTHERSHEAD,

THOMAS CAVANAUGH,

Ww. Hoover.

y Food Inspectors,

Dr. WiLLrAx C. WOODWARD,
Health

HeasrreE DEPARTMENT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
: Washington, March 7, 1904,

B8m: In to the Senate resolution of Mareb i, 144, mquiring what in-
mﬂ.bqin of meat, poultry, game, fish. and oysters in the%imﬂctot

nmbia iu eold-storage or refrigerator cars, I have the honor to present the
following special report relative to the inspection of fish, oysters, etc., which
arrive at the different w in this eity:

Phe econdition of these prodnets is determined by their general appearance
and odor, and they are passed or condemned, as the case requires. None of
said t?mductsm inspected by me while in cold-storage or in refrigerator cars.
At times, however, some frozen fish, shipped from tuie N the
wharves, where they are duly inspected as bed before. Some
fish are sold in a frozen state, I make no inspections of meat, poultry, and

game. o
GwyYsNN HARRIS,
WinLiaym C. WooDw. M.D " =
: %s‘omm.

Mr. STEWART. The very reading of that communication
shows that there is no investigation about these things which
amounts to anything. Wedo not know whether these examiners
are competent or not. They are appoi by the Commissioners
on the recommendation of the health officer.
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There is very much danger of ptomaine poisoning in the use of
these prodnéts—

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-
tion, or to ask the chairman of the committee a question?

Mr. STEWART. Yes.

Mr. ALDRICH. As to the sanitary and food inspectors pro-
vided for in this parafraph now under consideration—

Mr. STEWART. I will come to that in a moment.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas going to ask whether there is any law
which regulates their duties?

Mr. STEWART, The health officer insists nupon being a law
unto himself,

Mr. ALDRICH. Isthere no provision of law regulating the
mafter?

Mr. STEWART. Iam coming fo that point. I want to deal
with the other matter first. -

Most of the beef consumed in this country is killed in Chicago—
thousands of head a day. The price of beef on the hoof mever
wz{s as low as now, and tl&: price of riliaat ge\ierlso high}%. This
cold-storage meat is very dangerous. t July I bought a very
fine-looking quarter of beef from the Armour Company, from
cold storage. I took it up to my place at Ashburn, had it cooked
and made into sandwiches to give some people lunch who were
there attending a sale. After they ate it they complained of feel-
ing ill, and about thirty-fiue or forty of them got very sick. We
got all the doctors there were in that section of the country, who
sat up with those sick people all night. Some were sick for but
a day and some of them did not get over it for a week.

There was great excitement, the people believing there had been
poison put in the meat. It was suggested that some colored

le had committed the deed. There was one colored boy who

left with it while the others were at lunch. I knew that,

but I told my man in charge not to let that be known, because

the le wounld have hanged him immediaiely. They were so

much excited that t.he{ would take it for granted that the colored

boy must be guilty. I took specimens of the meat over to the

icultural Departnient and to other places and had it analyzed,
and they told me that it contained ptomaine poison.

I will read from the dictionary what ptomaine poisoning is.
The Standard Dictionary gives the following definition:

Ptomaine: An alkaloid, usually B)oiao‘nm derived from daoom})osinﬁr

utre 1 matter; in the of some wri one of the -
L e Tt 1y i ese b B ths Mt VoA

The decaying of animal matter produces this poison. When we
reflect that &)ractically all the beef is killed in one place, kept for
months, and then sent over the country, we must know that it is
very liable to be affected in that way, and that it probably is. I
do not believe that there is a first-class hotel in this city buying
this beef that does not injure the health of its patrons.

Mr. SPOONER., Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-
tion? .

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr., KEAN in the chair). Does
the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr, STEWART. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. What sort of an inspection of meat wonld
the Senator deem adequate? Would an eyes-and-nose inspection
be sufficient?

Mr. STEWART. An eyes-and-nose inspection will amount to
nothing if another thing is done to the meat—I do not know that
it is done; I do notcharge it, but it is urged, and it is very natural
that it shonld be done—namely, the putting of formaldehyde into
it. It is said they put it in when the ani are killed—when
they pile the carcasses up—and they mat{elay for a year or twoin
cold storage. In acase of that kind, appearance will be'all
right and the smell would not be bad, but the meat would be
poisonous.

I do not know about this myself, but I have been told by
butchers and experts that the use of formaldehyde is general, go
that the meat is preserved from decay. They say, and probably
it is correct, that all the meat is kept for a long time frozen, and
wheni it is thawed out and the air comes to it, it decays very rap-
jdly. To prevent thatrapid decay the preservative is put in.

Mr. 8 NER. Ishould like to a question, if the Sena-
tor will permit me.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. STEWART. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. I only ask for information; I have never ex-
amined this question; but I inquire of the Senator how these
food inspectors are appointed?

Mr. STEWART. ey are appointed by the Commissioners
on the recommendation of the health officer.

Mr. SPOONER. Under a civil-service examination?

Mr. STEWART. No.

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senater know the sort of examina-
tion to which they are subjected?

Mr. STEWART, I do not think they are given much of an
examination.

I am coming to another Pa.rt of the subject now. I happen to
have a good deal of knowledge in regard to the milk inspection.
In regard to that service I have for the last five or gix years tried
to helﬂtl_;ha health officer to get more inspectors. As the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] reminded me the other day, I have
appeared before the Appropriations Committee and asked for
more inspectorsin order that the milk might be properly inspected.

The provision of this law was drawn by the health officer, and
all the laws in regard to this matter are drawn by him. Af pres-
ent the milk is not inspected. The health officer at first said there
were four or five hundred places where no inspection is had and
the other day before the House Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia he said there are two thousand places in the District of
Columbia where milk is sold where it can not be inspected under
the law. There is no law to inspect such milk. The law that
was passed by Congress only provided that dairies should be in-
spected. The police court holds that a place is not a dairy unless
the selling of milk is its ti)ri:ﬂcipa.l business. So the great mass of
places where milk is sold are not inspected at all.

Then there are placesabout the town and near by in the suburbs
where there are from 250 to 500 cows kept. Tii. milk drivers
gather the milk from those cows and bring it into the city, and
that milk is not inspected at all. Milk can not be ingpected in
gtores, groceries, and saloons. It can be bronght to those places
and sold, and there is no inspection provided for the milk so sold.
Tuberculose cows may be kept right in the city here and their
milk sold without inspection.

Then there is another matter which needs particular care.
Milk is sent here from the country outside with material in it to

reserve it. Formaldehyde, which is a rank poison,‘is put in it.
;%hm‘ milk is seldom inspected. There is not sufficient force to do
it. Not one in a thousand cases is examined, because there are
no inspectors to do it. They can put in a composition of lime and
sugar to thicken the milk and cream without any detrimental
effect, if they do not putin too much. Professor Babeoek, of the
University of Wisconsin, a great institution, has recommended
it in certain cases.

But it is dangerous to let the milkmen do it, because they may
add something else. They may put in something such as formal-
dehyde, which is a poison. Formaldehyde is an embalming flnid,
and it preserves the milk for a long time. There isno doubt that
milk comes here from a distance in which these foreign sub-
stances are used. There is a regulation against such practice,
but there is no organized machinery for enforcing it.

Then there is another very objectionable practice here,and that
is filling the bottles in the wagons in the morning before daylight.
I suppose that one-half or perhaps three-fourths of the milk is
filled in the wagons. The driver will take a few bottles and fill
them from the cansin the wagons. Then he will goon and gather
up bottles wherever he can find them—his own or anybody’s else.
These bottles are not washed, and they are given to the next cus-
tomer.

Of the inspectors in the health office, only two are engaged in
this business; and one great complaint is that these two inspectors
go around in the middle of the day. I donotknow myself of an
specific instance; it is only hearsay; but it is very common tali
everywhere, and I have been told by many milk dealers that the
i rs will come around and find milk that has been left over
and has squred, which the dealer says he intends to send back.
The inspectors take sa.mgles of that milk against the protest of
the milkman, who did not infend to sell it, but to return it to the
shipper, and they bring him into court and he is fined. There is
nobody to whom he can go and explain the matter; there is no
head of this department; and so he can explain it to nobody.

The milkmen were very much gﬁ»posed to inspection. When I
introduced a bill for that purpose they wereall up in arms about it;
but I had them anpzar before the Senate District Committee, and
we talked it all over, and they said ** If you give us a bill like that;
if you provide a proper head of the department. somebody to whom
we can go and explain matters; if you provide for an inspection
of all the dairies, so that there will be clean work, we want the
bill. If you have a man at the head who is a business man and a
milkman to whom we can go, it is all right. As at presentorgan-
ized there is nobody in the health office to whom we can make
complaints.”

This milk bill was sent to the health officer, and he drew up
two bills, exceedingly long, irrelevant, and twisted in every pos-
sible way, as a substitute for it. Of course, they conld not be
enacted into law. They were too complicated and they were in-
definite, so that it would be all confusion, just as it is now. He
insisted that it be left to him and to his discretion. There are
twenty-odd inspectors—

Mr. ALDRICH. Twenty-four inspectors in the bill under con-
gideration.
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Mr. STEWART. Twenty-four of these officers. Their duties
are not defined; there is no head. If a milkman has been wrong-
fully accused—which is generally the case—there is nobody for
him to go to. . 1

In his examination this year before the District Committee the
health officer said he visited the dairies. I examined him
about a year ago,and he said that he had not visited any dairies,
that he had never seen the milk separated, and that he did not
Eknow anything about it. He does not know anything about the
subject, but he })retends to, and thus mixes it all u%.

The analytical chemist of the Department does his duty. He
is a good man, but he has no administrative functions, and he
can do nothing. I think, instead of increasing the number of
these inconsequential officials, which tends to disorganization, it
ought to be diminished.

the milk bill which passed the Senate recently I left out the
health officer, as I thought the provisions of the bill could be exe-
cuted without him; but the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK-
RELL] thought we onght to have him in the bill, and so we put him
in as a member of the board of milk inspection, but not giving
him power to destroy everything. We fixéd it so that we got a
ood bill.
g I will read what it is and tell what it means:
ilk tion is hereby created be composed of the
hazl?ﬂto%bc%?‘rgfoihneﬂiﬁ;?éggcofo(}olumbinh:ythe Chiok of the Bureau of Ani.
mal Indusiry in the Department of Agriculture, and the superintendent of
dairies, to be appointed by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia,
and who shall familiar with the business and who shall possess a
knowledge of analytical chemistry, and said board of milk inspection shall
be charged with the enforcement of all laws relating to the llE:;odu.cf.ion and
gale of milk and cream in the District of Columbia. There 11 also be ap-
pointed by the said Commissioners, on the recommendation of the board of
milk inspection, one analytical chemist and one bacteriologist—

‘We put in a bacteriologist on the motion of the Senator from
Missouri, but it is as useless a provision as any that can be con-
ceived of. A bacteriologist is not nseful for anything in this con-
nection. A number of physicians were present at a hearing before
the subcommittee of the Committee on the District of Columbia
in the House the other day. They were asked what a bacteriolo-

ist conld do, and they said that all he could do would be to tell

ow many bacteria there were in a cubic centimeter of the milk.
Take a specimen of milk and carry it across the town, and there
will be twice as many bacteria in it when you get across. The
bacteriologist can only determine the number of bacteria, which
determination requires several days, and is therefore entirely
worthless, especially as you can not then tell whether they are
harmless or injurious bacteria.

All of the scientists upon the subject say that it can not be made
of any practical use. It is a mere fancy, a theory that is not ap-
plied in any practical way. What does he do? A man brings a
sample of milk to the office. He may be a half hour or an hour
in doing that. He will find ten times the number of bacteria in
it that it had when he started. They accumnulate. The way to
keep bacteria out of milk is to keep it clean as it comes from the
cow, reduced down to a proper temperature. If youlet milk get
up to a high temperature, nobody can keep them out.

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada
what provision is made with reference to the shipment of milk
from Western States—say Iowa or Illinois—into the District?

Mr,. STEWART. Wehave a provision against the shipment of
impure milk into the District. I will read it. It is not in the
present law,

There shall also be appointed by the said Commissioners, on the recom-
mendation of the board of milk inspection, one analytical chemist and one
bacteriol who s assist the superintendent of dairies and shall un-
der direction of said board, perform such other duties relating to their pro-
fession as may be required i)y the health officer of the District of Columbia,
one clerk, and one skilled laborer. And there shall also be :{Pppmted by the
said Commissioners, on the recommendation of the said board, six inspectors,
who shall be qualified veterinary surgeons, who have been graduated after a

1 period of study by a school of veterinary medicine authorized by law
%o confer the degree of doctor of veterinary medicine or somesimilar degree,
whose duty it shall be toi t all places and dairy farms where milk is pro-
duced for sale in the District of Columbia.

Now, these persons must examine the farms. They must ex-
amine the cow. They ought to be veterinary surgeons. There
are only a few shippers of milk from a long distance into the Dis-
trict of Columbia. The officers can send a man to inspect the
Bﬁ'operty, no matter where it is, just as well as if it is near by, or

ey can stop the introduction of the milkand inspect every cargo
that is brought in.

Mr. HOPKINS. What I desire to learn from the Senator from
Nevada is whether the bill to which he has referred is broad
enough to permit the inspection of dairies in Western States—say
%llin{))is or lowa—from which milk is sent to the District of Co-

umbia?

Mr, STEWART. Yes. The bill says:

No person, firm, or corporation refusi

mines t0 Do Inepoctod shall Dring Sy Sk ot mmeer dte tee e

the premises

of Columbia. And thereshall also beappointed by the said Commissi

the recommendation of the said board?go ht insgéctglj‘:l whe;nnlmll'bgu::aﬂ:lr:[‘;'ﬁa\gliE
enced in the dairy inspect all milk and

business and whose duty it shall be to

cream brought into the Distriet of Columbia for sale, and also to inspect all
places within the District from which milk or eream is sold.

Mr. HOPKINS. There is no provision in the bill, as I gather
from the reading, that the milk that comes in shall be examined,

Mr. STEWART. Yes, there is.

Mr. HOPKINS. But you do not make provision there for the
examination of dairies outside of the District of Columbia.

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; the whole of it is here. The veter-
inary surgeons are all to work on the outside.

Mr. HOPKINS. I think the subsequent language limits the
power that is given in the first part of the paragraph.

Mr. STEWART. No; that refers to another set of inspectors.
The first is a board of six.

And there shall also be appointed by the said Commissioners, on the recom-
mendation of the said board, six inspectors, who shall be qualified veterinary
surgeons, who have been graduated after a proper period of study %(:
school of veterinary medicifie authorized by law to confer the degree of
tor of veterinary medicine or some similar degree, whose duty it shall be to

8 all ]plmep and dairy farms where milk is produced for sale in the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

That covers it all. They are outside. If a man will not allow
his dairy to be inspected, he can not send his milk into the District.

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the bill which the Senator has in his
hand provide for the comprehensive management of this whole
department, or only in reference to milk? ;

Mr. STEWART. Only in reference to milk.

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not provide any machinery for the
enforcement of other provisions?

Mr. STEWART, No, sir.

Mr. ALDRICH. There does not seem at present to be any pro-
vision of law which defines the duties of these various sanitary
and food inspectors, and there seems to be a large variety of
them at different salaries. I do not know whether the Senator
intends to cover that.

Mr, STEWART. No; I am just covering the milk part of it.

Mr. LODGE. I understand this is only the milk inspection.

Mr. STEWART. Only the milk inspection. The other can be
provided for,

Mr. LODGE. The report of the three food inspectors which
the Senator had read here is the most extraordinary thing I have
ever seen. It has never been called to my attention before. If
that is the only kind of inspection we have here, the inspection of
food produets in Washington is worthless.

Mr. STEWART. That is all it is.

Mr. LODGE. It so appears on the face of the report. It is the
most incompetent statement I ever saw.

Mr,. STEWART. That is all we have.

Mr, LODGE. That is all we have?

Mr. STEWART. That isall we have. We have no inspection
in any department now, milk or anything else; and this shows the
caliber of the man who is called health officer.

Mr. LODGE. Certainly something ought to be done to give us
competent and efficient men and a proper i tion of meat in
this city. It appears from their own report that there is no in-
inspection worthy the name.

Mr. STEWART. I offered the resolution becanse I believed
there was no inspection. Icouldnot hearof any. Iinquired,and
then I offered the resolution,

The bill continues:

The superintendent of dairies shall have, under said board, charge of the
T Bl w7 T S e AL T ey, T 6 e
‘bendentsgg dsme:l; atlipll receive— G o ’ s

It is all provided for, and an appropriation made for it. This
then defines a dairy as a place where milk is sgld, so that they can
be inspected. !

Then there is a provision in the third section that no milk or
cream shall be brought in that has any preservative in it—any-
thing put in to J)reserve it. This measure provides for the de-
tailed work, and I will say with regard to it, to the credit of the
milkmen, although they will be put to additional expense, they
are unanimously for it. Some of them are not doing this now
because, they say, ‘' If we have aninspection that will apply to all,
we are perfectly willing to be inspected, but have all inspected.”
But when you falk to them they say,  What is the use of inspect-
ing us? Here are a thousand or two places that are not inspected
at all. They are filling milk in bottles in wagons. They bring
milk from tuberculous cows right into the District of Columbia.
There is norestraint. They bring milk from abroad with formal-
dehyde in it in competition with us. and we can not stand that
competition and give clean milk, We must have the privilege of
doing all these things, too, if others can do that.” They say, *“If
yngh w‘ri]l’ inspect all, and have clean milk, we will all be satisfied
with it.’

Every man dealing in milk has come forward. I did not think
they would all come in. They say ‘“ We will have to change our
operations; we will have to have clean places to wash our bot-
tles; we will have to bave more room; but we are all willing to
do it if you have an inspection of the milk in general.”
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I do not suppose there is any chance for this bill, becanse the
health officer will do what he can to beat it. I have here the two
bills that he drew. He insisted upon drawing them. They are
longer than the moral law. They do not provide any system.
Now. I protest against this young man running this thing any
longer, use he has been tried and found wanting. He gets
along very smoothly when he comes up here. He has had this
inspection business about eight or ten years. and I have been talk-
ing to him and trying to get him to improve it until I am tired
and disgusted.

A Senator can draw up a bill and send it down to the health
officer. He remodels it, and when he sends it back you do not
know it. No matter how much study you may give it with the
aim of remedying this condition, this young man gets up some-
thing else. He devotes the best part of his time in preparing
substitutes. He has his petsin there. I°do not know what for.
There is not a man in there who knows his duty at all except Mr.
Hird. the chemist. He is a modest man and attends to his own
business. Perhaps I onght not to name him, because they may
persecute him. All the balance is in confusion. Thereis nobody
at the head. The chief insL)ector does not know anything about
dairies. I believe of all these twenty-four he assigns only two
men to attend to the milk business,

I hope that the amendment for the other seven will be noncon-
curred in at all events. I hope the House will do sométhing on
this business. It is not a pleasant matter, and I hate to complain
of anybody, but the condition of milk and meats in this District
is too bad.

Mr. SPOONER. Has the vote been reconsidered?

Mr. STEWART. Yes.

Mr. ALLISON. Itisall

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands thatthat
has already been done.

Mr. SPCONER. Is the Senator from Iowa willing to passover
this portion of the bill and take it up later, in order that some
amendments may be drawn and offered to it? I am quite im-

pressed myself—— b

Mr. ALLISON. Iam willing that it shall be passed over, but
1 should like to say a word or two before it is passed over. How-
ever, I would rather hear the Se.ator from Wiscon-in before
making any observations myself,

Mr ALDRICH. The Senator from Nevada is not through, as
I understand.

Mr. STEWART. Iam substantially throngh. I believe that
if this matter goes over until Monday the committee can frame a
whole paragraph. that will include milk and every other inspec-
tion. It is very important that the existing condition shall not
mt:}n;a? for another year, and people be poisoned here by the
who e.

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask a question, if I knew
who had the floor.

Mr. STEWART. Of whom do you want to ask it—of me?

Mr. COCKRELL., Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada has
the floor and yielded to the Senator from Wisconsin. Does the
Senator from Wisconsin now yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. COCKRELL. At theinstance of the Senator from Nevada
we passed this biil to which he has reference, and it has gone to
thelﬂom It has been referred to the appropriate committee.
They have referred it to the District Commissioners. The District
Comimnissioners are now considering it. They have heard the Sen-
ator; they have heard all parties; and they will make a report to
the Committee on the District of Columbia of the House.

Now, I do not think this matter ought to be precipitated on this
bill. I think the Senator ought to be content to fight out the
question before the committee in the House, where all parties can
be heard and are being heard.

Mr. STEWART. t scuttle game has been going on six or
seven years, and every time there comes a bill that will not hold
water,

Mr. SPOONER. It will not hold milk.

Mr. STEWART. No. The law we have now on the statute
books, under which you can not inspect 2.000 places now, alt.ho%ih
it has been amended, was drawn by this same authority. e
health officer draws them all. The Commissioners do not pay
any attention to it.

is thing has been going: They bring in from all over milk
that is not inspected at all; milk from the shanties near by here.
That has been going on all the time. He is not anthorized under
the law to inspect them. Take the filling of the bottles in the
wagons, There is an ordinance against filling bottles in wagons,
but that on all the time. There is no force to inspect it.
Congress given him all the i he has asked for. He
has a long list of twenty-four in addition to these, and here are
seven more. He has all these i and under the decisions
of the court and under the amendment they can do nothing.

Must we wait on him? If Congress is under him, if we have

to wait for him, it will all amount to nothing. We have waited
ten years for him, and plenty of peopl- have been mnrdered. Ido
not propose to submit to it any longer. if it is possible to getaway
from it. If the Senator from Missouri knew what is going on as
well as I do, he would not want to wait either.

Mr. COCKRELL. I know this much. that you had a very full
hearing before men who are as much interested in it as yon or [—
men whose wives and children are here—men whose families are
affected by it just as much as ours. Now, why precipitate it
here? Why precipitate it on every bill that comes up? There is
the legitimate place for it. They are investgating this matter,

Mr. STEWART. Yes.

Mr. COCKRELL. They will do justice in the matter.

Mr. STEWART. This man do justicel Why has he not done
justice during the last ten years?

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not want to go into the matter of any
personal animosities between the Senator from Nevada and the
health officer. :

Mr. STEWART. I denyit. I have no feeling in the world
against him exl’eﬁ}:—la‘feeling of di ;

Mr. COCERELL. Yon show it all the time as plain as A B C.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, we have passed a bill providing
for milk inspection. I think legislation is very necessary. I un-
derstand that bill, with the Senator’s amendments. was made
satisfactory to the Commissioners and to the health department.
It went over to the House, and has gone to the committee, and
the health officers are up here trying to kill it or delay it.

Mr. STEWART. ' They have had it referred back.

Mr. LODGE. Itisan old trick. We have all seen it done. I
think we need some good legislation. and I think we need it now.
My attention has never been called to the matter of meat inspec-
tion until this morning. I think that report is as bad asanythin
can be, I did not take any interest in it until I heard it read, an
if that is the only inspection of meat we have here in this city
there isno inspection of it worth anything. Under those circum-
stances, I hope something will Le done to get competent and effi-
cient men there. Give them all the men they need, but let us
have some efficient men.

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I heartily agree with what
the Senator from Massachusetts says. But who is to jndge as to
the competency of the officers? Are we going to make the decision?

Mr. LOUDGE. It is obvious from the report that the men who
signed it are not competent. I need nothing but their own testi-
mony. That is a report which on its face shows their incompe-
tency.

Mr. COCKRELL. You have to trust to somebody to make the
selection. We all want good government. We all want a clean
administration of the matter by competent men.

Mr. LODGE. Then let us get some other method.

Mr. COCKRELL. Then turn out the District Commissioners
and put in men who have the ability to make proper selections.
That is the only way todo it.

Mr. STEWART. It is not the selection of the men, but it is
the legislation.

Mr. LODGE. The Commissioners do not make the selection.

Mr. STEWART. This man Woodward has been running the
legislation for ten years. I have his testimony. which was taken
by the District Committee. He estimates that there are 2,000

where milk issold that he can not inspect. Headmitsthat
all of this dirt is going on, but none of the bills that he has ever
drawn—and he draws them all—provides against it. and they do
not prescribe the duties of the inspectors. ey are all subject
to his personal control. He just wants a large number of in-
gpectors, and then he does what he pleases with them. They do
nothing to benefit this community. I think this man has been

dictator long enough.

Mr. PLATT of &nneeﬁcut. Mr. President, if it does not in-
terfere with the Senator from Wisconsin—

Mr. SPOONER. Nothing interferes with me.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask the Senator
from Nevada one question.

Mr. STEWART. Yes.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think he is the only member
of the Committee on the District of Columbia whom I see present.
The chairman is not here, although other members of the com-
mittee may be. Who is really responsible for the legislation that
we enact here from time to time about the District of Colnmbia?

Mr. STEWART. About milk inspection?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia take what the Commissioners send up here?
Are they really the lawmaking power for the District of Columbia?

Mr. STEWART. In regard to the health office?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Do the committee look into the
matter for themselves, or do they accept the recommendations of
the Commissioners and make the laws to suit them? That is what
I shonld like to ask,

Mr, STEWART, The District Committee was nunanimous on
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the Senate milk bill. They have been unanimous on other bills,
but they go to the other House and they go back to the District
Commissioners, and we never hear anything more of them. They
have been able to overrule us. The committee has been honestly
endeavoring eversince I have been on it to get a milk bill, but we

can not get it.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. With reference to other legisla-
tion, are we legislating just as the Commissioners tell us to legis-
late, or when their recommendations come here are they ever
overruled in committee?

Mr. STEWART. So far as I am concerned, I overrule them
every time I do not agree with them, and generally I donota
with them. But on this business the committee are all together,

There is another snbject—the question of nuisances. The health
officer claims exclusive jurisdiction over every matter pertaining
to nunisances. He sends all sorts of unconstitutional and ill-
digested bills to the District Committee. The committee reform
them and report them back nnanimously to the Senate. and then
he insists on their being recommitted and thus causes their unlfi-
mate failore. That same man has drawn plenty of substitute
bills; and it has finally been referred back to the committee at
his snggestion. Herunsall thosethings. Heis boss everywhere.

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 should like to ask the Senator from Nevada
if there is not a law in the District which defines nuisances. or do
the Commissioners themselves decide, or does the health officer?

Mr. STEWART. The health officer decides everything.

Mr. ALDRICH. With respect to nuisances?

Mr. STEWART. He decides everything. |

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no law, then?

Mr. STEWART. He isa law unto himself, That is all the
law we have on that subject.

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President. have I the floor?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin is

recognized.

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to give,in just a word, my reasons for
asking the Senator from Iowa to let this provision go over in or-
der that some amendments may be drawn and offered to it, if on
further consideration they seem necessary. I have the utmost
confidence in the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.
During the fifteen years I have been here, I have never known the
District to be better officered in that respect or by more conscien-
tious men.

Mr. STEWART. It is not the Commissioners.

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator object to my paying a just
compliment to the Commissioners?

Mr. STEWART. I thought the Senator was applying what I
had said to the Commissioners.

Mr, SPCONER. I was notattributing anything to the Senator
from Nevada except an earnest desire that the milk which is
used in this District—

Mr. STEWART. And the meat.

Mr. SPOONER. Particularly the milk, should be carefully

ed in the interest of the public health.

I look upon the Commissioners as men not only of fine ability,
but of great earnestness and efficiency in the discharge of their
duties, and in what I say I do not wish to be considered as reflect-
ing at all upon them. I suppose, as the health office is a depart-
ment which is of course apart from the ordinary administrative
duties of the Commissioners, the Commissioners follow very
much, and must, the head of that department.

Now, it is better to have no department of that kind and no
system of inspection at all than to have a poor an inefficient one.
If the people are lulled to a sense of security in thatrespact, if there
is an expensive and considerable health department, by the pre-
sumption that everything which they purchase in the way of lpood
is carefully inspected they will be less careful than if there were
no such d-partment.

I agree entirely with the Senator from Massachusetts that, so
far as concerns the inspection of meat, fish, oysters, pounltry, game,
and the like, this report is utterly inconsequential. and I think it
is discreditable. If there were in force here a carefully devised
and efficiently enforced system of inspection, no such report as
this wounld have been or could have been sent to the Senate. Ido
not know anything about these inspectors. The report is simply
transmitted by the health officer, who may be an excellent man
in his way. Iknow nothingabout him. But this report is signed
33* the food inspectors, and they report to the Senate how they

o it:

At an early hour in the morning we visit these establishments—

Tliiey do not inspect on the cars, and I do not know that they
conld— Z
we visit these establishments and inspect by smelling and handling each
and every carcass.

‘Whether or not they are there when they are unloaded nobody
knows. They find what is in the storage room, but it would be a
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very easy matter and a very usual matter, if dealers were disre-
gardful of the public health, for them to neglect to place in the
cold-storage room a piece of fish or a part of a carcass that was in
sume way or some portion of it tainted. Their inspection is con-
tined to smelling and handling the carcass sometimes, they say,
while it is being unloaded from the wagons. Butafter that their
inspection is confined to the cold-storage room. -

I have done a little bit of inspection myself in this city during
the years I have been in here. and with some resnlts. 1 suppose
every Senator has. I used only the nose, but I have been obliged
several times to reject upon that inspection some food which has
been purchased by members of my family or sent to my house.
Even under the best system of inspection I suppose there might
and would be instances of that kind.

I think the inspectors should besubjected to competitive exam-
ination of the most rigid and careful kind.

Mr, COCKRELL. There is no doubt of that.

Mr. SPOONER. And one object I have in asking that this
matter go over is that an amendment may be drawn which shall
provide for a careful examination, nnder the rules and regulations
of the Civil Service Commiss:on, of this small army of inspectors
who are now on the rolls, and provision that hereafter appo nt-
ments shall be made only on competitive examinations, conducted
under civil-service rules and regulations. I do not know of any
one subject upon which there should be a more rigorous and care-
ful examination to ascertain the fitness of employees than in the
matter of food inspection. That is all I have to say.

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President. I agree with Senators who have
spoken that the matter of food and sanitary inspection is one of
the most important functions of the government in this District.
Especially is that so with reference to food. The District is so
isolated and so situated that nearly everything that is consumed
here must be bronght from a distance. and therefore it isimportant
that the most rigid inspection should be had as respects the food
we eat and the surroundings of our homes and our public places.

But, Mr. President, in the ordinary method of doing business
in the Senate and in the other House it is not the function of the ,
Committee on Appropriations to make laws or to amend laws re-
specting any of the administrative subjects here.

Now the Senator from Nevada criticises this appropriation.
The present law provides for thirteen inspectors. }l)‘}l.?te House of
Representatives, on a motion made in the Hounse, cut down the
current appropriation from thirteen to six, striking out seven in-
spectors. I understand from the observations of the Senator
from Nevada that he proposes to adhere to the House provision,
reducing the number of inspectors we now have from thirtzen to

six.

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly.

Mr. STEWART. If that is not done he will certainly do it,
because he has the power now. He is certainly working over
there, and certainly will run it if that is not done. If that is
done he may let the milk bill pass. He will not let it pass if it is
not done. It relieves him.

Mr. ALLISON. I fear that is not a wise method of dealin
wi h this question. The Senator’s remarks were largely conﬁneg
to a criticism of the milk inspector.

Mr. STEWART., Yes.

Mr. ALLISON. There isa provision in the bill for six milk
inspectors, and I understand from the Senator from Nevada that
the bill which he had in charge here a few days ago, and which

the Serate, provides for six.

Mr. STEWART. Itprovidesforsix. If the Senatorwill allow
me, that has been raised to thirteen., He has to use the milk in-
Eectors for that purpose. So he has that already. He can use

em for that purpose and can get, of course, any number, and
these men can be used for milk inspectors or for anything
hereafter.

Mr. ALLISON. Theremely,it seems to me. from the situation
is to provide a sufficient force to deal with this question. The
laws we now have on the statute books are supposed to give to
the necessary administrative anthorities all the power they need
for the purposes of full and complete inspection.

I quite agree with the Senator from Wisconsin that our Com-
missioners are intelligent. alert, and active in administering the
affairs of the government of the District of Columbia. They are
the administrative officers. Every department of the District gov-
ernment is under their jurisdiction and control. Tund rstand that
the health officer is a suboriiinate of the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. The health office constitutes one of the de-
partments under their jurisdiction, and I feel sure they are trying
to secure prope: inspection of food in this District 1 think they
might do more, and I think these inspectors might do a great deal
more, but I do not believe it is wise to reduce the number to six,
and that is the real question before the Senate.
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The Committee on Appropriations requested the Commissioners
to furnish a detailed statement of the duties performed by all the
inspectors in this District. Thirteen of them are provided for nn-
der the Senate committee amendment and six are provided in the
bill as it came from the House. The Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, in the hearings before the Committee on Ap-
progriations, were requested by us fo state the duties of each one
of the thirteen inspectors. Beginning on page 99, there is a full
statement of what these inspectors do from day to day. I confess
that I think they might do more.

Mr. STEWART. Now,let me ask the Senatora question. Are
there not about 2,000 places where they sell milk not inspected?

Mr. ALLISON. I will come to the milk question. I am now
speaking of the general question. These thirteen inspectors are
not milk inspectors; they are general sanitary inspectors. The
District is divided into eight subordinate districts, in each of
which there is located omne of these eight inspectors, as I under-
stand from the statement of the Commissioners. The i tors
in the snbordinate districts have control of all the matters in their
respective districts that come up and are necessary for proper sani-
tation, including everything within those districts.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—

Mr. ALLISON. $So eight of these inspectors are evidently
needed for this purpose.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. I was abont to say that it is evident we can
not close this matter to-day, and the Senator from Connecticut is
desirous of having a short executive session. I will therefore
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive
business.

Mr. ALLISON. I do not yield for the purpose of being taken
from the floor.

Mr. ALDRICH. I will wait until the Senator is through with
his remarks. I did not mean to take the Senator off the floor.

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. So there are eight inspectors here
who are provided for and who seem to be necessary. Whether
they are doing their duty or not is another question. But itisa
question which we can not regulate in this Chamber. We can
not say that an inspector in subordinate district No. 1 or in dis-
trict No. 7 is not doing what he ought to do. That is a matter of
administration and not of legislation. So I fear that after we
have passed all the laws we can pass in order to make effective
those laws there is still something for the three Commissioners
E do, who are the administrative and executive power in this

istrict.

Mr. STEWART., Mr. President—

Mr. ALLISON. I wanted to explain that this matter—

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not mean
to take him off the floor.

Mr. ALLISON. I will be through in a few minutes.

Mr. STEWART. The trouble is that this is a separate depart-
ment, and the Commissioners do not exercise any jurisdiction over
it. We send bills to the Commissioners, and we send to them for
reports, and they turn the matter over to him without comment
on their part. He makes the reports that come here in regard to
every matter connected with sanitation. Arewe, then, not respon-
gible in providing for a competent head for the inspection of milk
and providing somebody to take charge of it and report on it?
There is nobody there in the office now. Are we not to define his
duties and gualifications?

Mr. ALLISON. There is a most carefully prepared statute on
the statute book respecting inspection. The Senator from Nevada
is not satisfied with that law, and he has brought in a bill through
the Committee on the District of Columbia, which is one of the
ablest committees we have in this body and which is always
ready to do anything to promote the interests of this District.
That committee has dealt with this question, and the Senate on
its request has also dealt with it. It is impossible for us now to
do otherwise than to appropriate in this bill for the present organ-
ization and system of inspection in the District already provided
for. Now, we have six milk ingpectors in addition to the inspect-
ors I have named and who are provided for in the first paragraph.
These inspectors report what they do, and they do very much.
They perhaps do not do all they onﬁht, but they are endeavoring,
1 think, to comply with the law. No frson can bring milk into
the District except on first having a license from the Commis-
sioners of the District of Columbia.

Mr. STEWART. The Senator is mistaken about that.

Mr. ALLISON. A permit.

Mr. STEWART. No; they do not have any permit. There are
probably 400 tuberculous cows right in the District or gathered
all around here whose milk is brought in without a license. It is
that that I want to remedy.

Mr, ALLISON, I am notspeaking of the cows in this District.

Iatgai;peakjngof the milk that is imported info the District from
outside,

Mr. STEWART. We want to protect the people of the District
from poisonous milk wherever it is prodncetfeo

Mr. ALLISON. Ido,andIknow theSenatordoes. Ikmow he
has much feeling on this subject, and I sympathize with him.
‘When I drink milk I want to drink pure milk. But these laws
provide not only for the inspection of all the herds in this District,
but they provide for the inspection of all the herds of cattle the
product of which is brought into the District; and no milk can
be imported here from ountside the District of Columbia without
apermit. The inspectors are fully anthorized not only to inves-
it g end e s e o ey s

irecte 2o e sources of supply in ir an
elsewhere from whence the milk comes. ¥ *

So I want to call the attention of Senators to the fact that, whilst
there may be great reason for criticism here, whatever that reason
is it is chiefly a criticism of the administration in this District,
for which the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are re-
sponsible; and if there are imperfect statutes, then the responsi-
bility rests with the Commissioners and with the Committee on
the District of Columbia, whose duty it is to first provide laws
for these inspections in order that we may make the necessary
appropriations,

Mr. STEWART. I ask permission tohave the milk bill printed
in full. Iread of it in my remarks.

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no objection. I hope it will be putin
the RECORD.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection.

The bill is as follows:

A bill (8. 24(2) to secure sanitary milk and cream for the District of Columbia.

Be it enacted, efc., That a board of milk inspection is hereby created,to
be composed of the health officer of the Distriet of Columbia, the Chiaf of
the Bureau of Animal Industry in the Departmentof Agricul and the
superintendent of dairies, to be aigepointaq% the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and who ghall be familiar with the dairy business and who
shall possess a knowledge of nnalghml chemistry, and said board of milk
inspection shall be charged with the enforcement of all laws relating to the
production and sale of milk and cream in the District of Columbia. There
shall also be appointed by the said Commissioners, on the recommendation of
the board of milk inspection, one analytical chemist and one bacteriologis
who shall assist the superintendent of dairies and shall, under direction o
said board, perform such other duties _re]atin% to their profession as may be
;ﬁ]uirod by the health officer of the District of Columbia, one clerk, and one

ed laborer. And thereshall alsobeappointed by thesaid Commissioners,
on the recommendation of the said board, six inspeectors, who be quali-
fied veterinary a-n.rgeons, who have been graduated after a proper period of
study by a school of veterinary medicine authorized by law to confer the de-
D o oo etk piaes s iy tacans WhAte Tilk 1 e asad 108 le
to in ] an rms where or sale

in the Distric?ggcolnmbim - 5,

No person, firm, or corporation refusing to such ra free access to
the premises to be inspected shall bring _sn{nmﬁk or cream into the District
of Oglumbia. And there shall also be & ted by the said Commissioners,
on the recommendation of the said eight inspectors, who shall be ex-
perienced in the dairy business and whose duty it shall be to t all milk
and cream brought into the District of Columbia for sale, and to inspect
all places within the ict from which or eream is sold. The super-
intendent of dairies shall have, under said board, charge of the inspection of
milk and cream herein provided for, and he may, in his discretion, suspend
any inspector and report the same to said board. The superintendent of
dairies shall receive a salary of $3,000 per annum; the sn.nj);tical chemist,
§2.400 per annum; the bacteriol $1,800 per annum; the veterinary in-

of farms and places where is prod $1,800 per annum each;

e inspectors and the clerk, §1,000 per annum each; and the skilled laborer,
$500 per annum; in all, $24,800, which sum is hereby appropriated, one-hal
outgf the revenues of the Distriet of Columbiaand cn&ﬁlf ontof any money
in the

not otherwise apprf“;l)mted: and from and after the appoint-
ment by the sald Commissioners of the inspectors herein authorized the offices
of such inspectors as are now provided for by law for the enforcement of the
laws relating to the production and sale of milk in the District of Columbia
shall cease and determine.

It shall be the duty of the officers herein provided for to execute the pro-
visions of this act and all laws and regulations relating to the production
and sale of milk and cream in the District of Columbia, and for that purpose
shall at all times have access to farms and other places where milk or cream
is produ to dairies from which milk or cream is sold, and to wagons or
other vehicles nsed in the busi of distributing milk or cream. And the
superintendent of dairies may suspend the permit of any person who ob-
structs free access to the officers herein named at any hour of the day or
night to his premises or rty nsed in the business of producing milk or
cream to be sold in the District of Columbia or of selling milk or cream in

said District.
8ro. 2. That every place in the District of Columbia where milk or cream
doors, windows, or other openings to any dairy shall be

issoldisa >
at least 15 feet from an openin%gr a stable, soap factory, or other building
milk or cream is conducted, and no oPen-
n

wherein any husinemhﬁnriom
ing to such stable or building shall hereafter be made within 25 feet of a
opening in a . Each shall have house room sufficient for cooling,

Eoreaerving, and bottling and also conveniences for the cleansing

dairy
ttles, cans, and all utensils of av kind used in the business.

Sgkc. 8. That no milk or cream shall be brought into or sold in the District
of Columbia which contains any foreign substance used as a preservative, as
coloring matter, or for any other purpose whatever. Any person offering
for sale an or cream containing any such foreign substance or sub-
stances shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be £nn.i.shed by a fine of
not more than 2100 or imprisonment for not more than sixty days. Any
son sending any milk or cream into the District of Columbia for sale which

substance or substances shall be fined not more than

contains such uredg)n
£100 or imprisoned for not more than sixty da.{s, or both such fine and im-
ect to indictment by the grand jury and trial

E'isanmen and shall be subj
the ct of Columbis.
BEc. 4. That all milk and cream retailed in the District of Columbia shall




1904.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

3147

come from a regularly established dairy or dairy farm licensed to sell milk
in the District of Columbia. All bottles used in }mudh‘.n§ milk or cream
must be cleansed in such dairy or dairy farm before being used a second
time. No bottles used in handling milk or cream shall be filled outside of a
regularly established dairy or licensed dairy farm. Aniy person filling & bot-
tle mri.\ milk or cream outside of a dairy or licensed dairy farm for delivery
in the District of Columbia shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be
fined not more than §50 or imprisoned for not more than thirty days. Any
person who shall procure bottles to be filled with milk or cream outside of an
established dairy or licensed dairy farm for sale or delivery in the District
of Columbia shall be fined not more than §100 or imprisoned for not more
than three months,

BEC. 5. That no dealer in milk or cream shall use bottles or other vessels
for handling milk or cream belonging to angeother pemg:;i firm, or com;
without the written consent of the owner thereof first and obtained. 1f
any such dealer shall use, ntgpropriate, or have in his possession for use or
appropriation, bottles or other vessals belonging to any other person, firm,
or company without the written consent of the owner thereof, he shall be
fined in a sum not more than &0, or be imprisoned for not more than thirty
dags. or both such fine and imprisonment.

BEc. 6. That no permit to bring milk or cream into said District, or to sell
milk or cream in said Distriet, shall be granted to any person who is not pre-
pared to conform to the provisions of this act and all other laws now in force
regulating the production and sale of milk and c¢ream in the District of Co-
lumbia before making a:fnplic&tion for such permit, and no person now hold-
ing a permit to bring milk or eream into the said District, or to sell milk or
cream in said District, shall continue in the business more than sixty days
after the passage of this act without complying with the provisions of this
act and obtaining a renewal of his permit for that F.‘: e,

SEc. 7. That the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia, on the recom-
mendation of the superintendent of dairiea, shall have power to make all
rules and regulations necessary tocarry this act and allother laws and regu-
lations respecting dairies or dairy farms into full force and effect, and such
rules and regulations shall have the force and effect of law.

8BEec. 8. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby

e ed.
ﬁélund the Senate March 9, 1904.

Mr. ALLISON. I yield tothe Senator from Maryland.

Mr. McCOMAS. I want only a conple of minutes.

I wish to say to the Senator from Nevada, with whose purpose
to improve milk inspection I have sympathy, I voted for the bill
he urged, but because I approve a good bill that the Senator
from Nevada introduces it is not necessary to assent to his anjust
judgment upon a faithful, intelligent, and exceedingly valuable

officer.

Mr. STEWART. No officer of that kind has been reflected
upon.

Mr. McCOMAS. The one who has been reflected upon is the
health officer of the District. My reason for saying this is because
I have observed him for years. I know that Doctor Woodward
is a man of high character, wonderful industry, great learning,
which he is always adding to; a student of these very questions,
who gives his nights and days to them, and that he himself stimu-
lates and controls to a great degree the important investigations.
His highest ambition is to give pure food and milk and the like
to the people of this District. He is doing his best. He isa man
of great ability. He is a man of rare executive ability. These
excellent Commissioners would not have kept him here if he had
not been. He came to this place by merif; he has remained in it
by merif, and I protest that he is not deserving of the strictures
of my friend from Nevada.

Mr, STEWART. I have made no strictures on him but what
Iknow. Iknow that he makes noinspection of milk or anything
else. He fixes it all up.

Mr, McCOMAS. 1 say this officer is faithful in the perform- |

ance of all his duties under the inspection laws, which laws I will
not take time now to refer to. If is not pertinent or necessary to
do it here. The inspection laws of this District, gradnally built
up as they are, have been really good, and the administration is
far better than is now said here. There may be bad things, for
which I believe there is—

Mr. STEWART. Do you think it is his duty to lobby aronnd |

Congress here to prevent the passage of bills that the committee
has brought up?

Mr. McCOMAS. I say that, in the absence of a tittle of evi-
dence of his doing that, I deny that he is doing it. I have known
him for ten years; I have not seen him to talk fo for a year past.
If he has been around the Capitol and the Senate lobbying I have
not seen him. I do not believe he has,

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Maryland permit

ust one word? The Senator from Nevada speaks of his lobbying.
do not recollect ever having seen Doctor Woodward more than
once, and that was in the Appropriations Committee room eight
or ten years ago, about the second or third year of his service
here. If he has been lobbying, it must have been with the Sena-
tobx‘-) from Nevada, for he seems to be the only one who knows
about if.

Mr. STEWART, I know abont it.

Mr. McCOMAS. He may have talked with the Senator from
Nevada; he has not talked to me, and, as I said, I have not seen
him here for a year. I want to conclude by saying now, connect-
edly, that this is one of the best officers; he is performing some of
the best service; he is doing his duty, and his whole duty. Upon
the milk question I want no debate and therefore I do not debate

that. I hope when he gets the inspectors, or whan somebody gets
them, as the Senator from Nevada desires, that will be well done;
but the Committee on Appropriations here are doing their duty,
and they are doing it properly. They would do less than their
duty if they did not put back those thirteen inspectors.

I have had considerable observation and experience in this Dis-
trict here for years, and in some respects a little closer to some
parts of this administration here than other gentlemen may have
had on the question before the Senate. I hope the Senate will
stand by the thirteen inspectors, and I will vote to stand by one
of the best officers, and I hope the Senator from Nevada, who
wants to be just, will by and by change his opinion, which is
erToneous,

Mr, STEWART. Ican nof change it on the facts before me.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1508) to provide for the purchase
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building to be used
for a Department of State, a Department of Justice, and a De-
partment of Commerce and Labor.,

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo-
rarily laid aside, that the consideration of the appropriation bill
may be proceeded with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection,
and it will be temporarily laid aside,

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am about to conclude what
I intended to say, which is that under the provisions of existing
law the Committee on Appropriations have presented these pro-
visions in order that those responsible for the administration of
that law may have the necessary means. I see there is much dis-
cussion upon this subject. Therefore I ask unanimous consent
that these provisions for the health department may be passed
over for the time being, and I express the hope that the Senator
from Rhode Island will allow us to go on for a while as respects
matters which are not in controversy. Then I will yield to him
for an executive gession.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it will be impossible to do anything
more with the appropriation bill to-day.

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is not impossible, and I wish to go
on to-day with matters that will not lead to debate. I think there
are a good many that will not be debated.

Mr, ALDRICH. I can not very well be persistent against the
appeal of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, but
I fear that tllggmgmss will be made or can be made Y.

Mr, ALLISON. Ihave some fear myself, from the situation,
but I want to fry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks
unanimous consent that the provisions touching the health de-
partment be passed over for the present. The Chair hears no,
objection.

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose there will be no expectation to take
them up to-day.

Mr. ALLISON. They will go over until after the other items
have been disposed of.

Mr. ALDRICH., The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]
and other Senators interested in the matter have left the Chamber,
and I certainly shall move an executive session now, unless it is
understood that these provisions shall go over until Monday.

Mr. SPOONER entered the Chamber.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Wisconsin is here,

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall insist nupon my motion unless it is un-
derstood that the provisions shall go over until Monday.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa still
has the floor.

Mr. ALLISON. I will not insist that these provisions shall be
again taken up to-day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be laid over, then,
until Monday.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that they may go over until Monday.
That is my understanding. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Passing Sunday, they will go
over until Monday.

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire, because of the obser-
vation which was made upon my arrival, if it was some matter I
am interested in in the debate?

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Rhode Island suggested that
a %grod many Senators had left the Chamber.

. SPOONER. And the Senator from Iowa suggested I had
just returned, and that led me to make the inquiry.

Mr. ALLISON. Among other Senators, the Senator from
Rhode Island mentioned the Senator from Wisconsin, and I said
he had just returned.

Mr, SPOONER. Oh! °

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desireto make some progress
with the bill. I see it is manifest that this question can not be
disposed of to-day, but I hope Senators will allow us to go on for
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a time with the ordinary reading of the bill for action upon other
am~ndments.

Ir. SPOONER. Are we &till on the health department items?

Mr. ALLISON. Those were passed over.

The PRESIDENT cf]m tempore. The health department pro-
visions have been laid aside until Monday.

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at page 62, line23.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was,
under the head of ** Courts,”” on page 63, line 7, to increase the
appropriation for the salary of judges of the police court from
$3.000 each to $3.500 each.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was. on page 63, line 15, to increase the
appropriation for the police court from $21,090 to 22,000.

he amendment was d to.

The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 6, t- insert:

For acquiring, by purc or conde: on, i i
g’?‘ﬂﬁb ig the c%tgéf Wa;;isfgton.bznr :‘:i:gi for f:d:éigo &“éoggou?&%ﬁ?

. r i [ 3
said building, $2.500; in all, 8000, o T Proparaiion of PansTor

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 8,inthe word‘‘square,’ theletter “v*
is printed for *‘q."”

Téle PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been changed al-
ready.

Mr. ALLISON. Itisa graphical error.

Mr PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to inquire what the
necessity is for a site for a new police court building, and what
amount it is e will be necessary to expend in the erection
of the building. There is provided now $38,000 for the site and
for plans. How much is the building to cost, b2cause if we buy
the land it is equivalent to saying that the building is to be built?
I should like to inquire as to the necessity for a new police court
building. I sup'}:)ose the police courts are now held in the build-
ing which is on udicia% uare,

Mr. ALLISON. No, Mr. ident—

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I may be mistaken about that.
I ghould like information on the subject.

Mr. ALLISON. This land to be purchased is a lot adjoining
the present police court building. The police court is on the cor-
ner of Sixth and Lonisiana avenue, and there is an adjacent build-
ing which is now rented for the purposes of the police court. It
is proposed to buy this land and to construct upon it and upon the
premises we already own a new police court building, which it is
estimated will cost $75,000.

The House inserted a provision in the bill that the police court
shall be provided for in the new municipal building. All agree
that it is necessary that at an early day new quarters shall be pro-
vided for the police court. The committee are unanimously of

« the opinion that it is wiser and better to retain the police court
where it now is, and that it is also necessary that at an early day
anew building shall be erected npon the quarters now owned and
to be purchased under this amendment. It is proposed to con-
struct a plain. snitable building, and the cost of tha‘?building will
be about §75,000.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yesterday we eliminated the
House provision that the police court should go into the new
municipal building. .

Mr. ALLISON. Yesterday we eliminated the House provision
mtmg the transf.r of the police court to the new municipal

ing.

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President. I do not want to delay the
Senator from lowa in his desire to get through with the bill. but
I do want to say a word about this provision and the one which
precedes it.

There is not a wiser provision than this one which is now put
upon the bill by the Senate. The old police court, lying on the
corner of Sixth and Louisiana avenue, is not safficient for pres-
ent purposes. They hold now two courts, running all the while—
two police judges with juries—and the accommodations are not
commensurate with this dayand this civilizalion. They need the
adaitional building.

Now, the Senate committee added it to the old building space
to have the 8 ace increased that they may have a proper building.
Nothing is more needed than that building.

But, Mr. President, even better than that building was the
action of the Senate committee in striking out, on page 16, the
provision of the House. the like of which I never saw attempted
anvwhere else. and if I had not seen it in this bill I could not have
supposed it would have been attempted in this bill. The House
provision was to put the police court. with all its surroundings,
its people, its witnesses, and the drunken and disorderly portion
of mankind, in close contact with the.offices of the register of

in the court-house, and they are now in this court-hounse at Judi-
ciary Square.

I myself remember cases of ejectment when as many as 50 or
100 immense folios of records would be brought into the court in
the trial of a case, and they were brought from downstairs all into
the court room of trial. Ejectment cases for about six or eight
years were very numerous in this District. because after the early
settlement of Washington people did not attend to the purchase
of lots that had grown valueless, squatters came upon them, and
then men organized here to get titles to large parts of the city;
and when the war came squatters who were black. squatters who
followed the Army, oceupied these lands, and the ejectment suits
in this jurisdiction were out of all proportion to the age of the
settlement of the city of Washington,

Now, it would have been required under this bill that deeds
should be brought into the courts from another part of town if
the House provision prevailed, and the courts counld be delayed
in the trial of the cases of ejectmentand trespass that frequently re-
quire therecords of deeds. and it was impracticable in every way.

Then, besides, the judges of probate, with other matters of con-
test with respect to wills, require all of the papers to be brought
from the office of the register of wills into the courts almost daily,
and to separate the two was B%;m;b the public interest, was a
great inconvenience, and, had it done by the House provision,
could not have continued for five years. It would have been
changed perhaps next year by public clamor. Itwould have been
insufferable.

Then widows and orphan daughters and mothers are required
to go to a probate office very frequently at a time when the dis-
tress of mind is the greatest and when they, being veiled and de-
siring to be hidden from general observation. and of course with
a crowd of people, would have been compelled to go through the
crowded corridors of the police courts to go to probate the will
of a husband or a father or son, or to go there as legatees in set-
tlement of those estates.

There could be no greater incongruity than placing in juxtapo-
sition the police court and the probate court and taking the rec-
ords of deeds and of testamentary yapers for a century and a
%uarber away from offices close to the courts where they belong.

o cap the climax, after mixing the police court with these two
it was proposed to put in a further provision that in the basement
there agonld be a heating and lighting plant and a repair shop for
the District of Columbia—in tge same building where the pro-
bate court must have hearings in respect of the pr bate of testa-
mentary papers, which should be filed in offices where they can
be accessible for the information of the court. There waurd be
the clatter of wheels and axes and hammers in repair shops all
the while going on downstairs in the District repair shop. while
upstairs in the probate court wills were being probated or a
widow was trying to be heard, with her children gathered around
her. I think no special credit is due the Senate committee for
striking out that provision, for they could do no less. but it is to
its credit to put this provision for a separate police court in now.

I know what the facts are, for I speak from a personal observa-
tion of several years. I hope the Senator from Iowa will insist
on the provision reported by the Senate committee being retained
and upon keeping ont the incongruous and very bad arrangement
stated in the House bill.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of _
the Committee on Appropriations was. on page 64. line 19. to in-
crease the appmpriation to defray the expenses attending the exe-
cution of writs de lunatico inquirendo and commitments there-
under, ete., from $600 to $2,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Charities and cor-
rections,” on page 66, line 16. to increase the appropriation for the
salary of stenographer to the board of charities from $340 to $900.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 20, to increase the
appropriation for the board of charities from §11,120 to §11,180.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subhead ** Reformatories
and correctional institutions.”” on page 67. line 3. to increase the
appropriation for the salary of the principal overseer at the Wasa-
ington Asylum from $1.200 to $1,300.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 4, to increase the ap-
propriation for the Washington Asylum from $30.336 to $30,436.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 9, to increase the
appropriation for contingent expenses, including provisions. fuel,

wills and the recorder of deeds. Those are the offices which ex- | forage, harness and vehicles and repairs to same at the Washing-
perience shows should always be near the court-house. All over | ton Asylum from $60.000 to $65,000,

the country where they can have those offices so located they are

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 9. to insert:

For purchase of uniforms, stationery, and text-books for the use of pupil
nurses,and for exﬁ:msesoonnectad with the annual commencement exercises
of the training school for nurses, §150.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McCUMBER. I will ask the Senator from Iowa to allow
me to call up at this time the unobjected pension bills on the
Calendar, which we were unable to complete yesterday.

Mr. ALLI:ON. Of course it will be impossible to finish the
District appropriation bill to-day: and I will yield to the Senator
from North Dakota at this time for the purpose indicated by him.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A me-sage from the Hounse of Representatives. by Mr. C. R.
McEENNEY. its enrolling clerk. announced that the House had
passed the following bills and joint resolutions:

A bill (8. 270) authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf
Railroad Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city
of Yankton, 8. Dak.;

A bill (8. 3430) to aunthorize the Buckhannon and Northern
Railread Company, a corporation under the laws of the State of
West Virginia, to bnild a bridge across the Monongahela River
near the town of Rivesville, in the State of West Virginia:

A joint resolution (8. R. 28) authorizing the printing of addi-
tional copies of Agricultural Bulletin No. 124, being a report on
irrigation in Utah: and .

A joint resolution (8. R. 34) authorizing the Secretary of War
to receive for instructitn at the Military Academy at West Point
Alfonso zelaya. of Nicaragua.

The messaze also announced that the House had disagreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12684) maxing
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In-
dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari-
ous Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for
other purposes asks a conference with the Senate on the disa-
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr.
SHERMAN, Mr. CurTis. and Mr. StePHENS of Texas managers at
the conference on the part of the House.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. .

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House |
had signed the enro led bill (H. R. 8839) to amend an act entitled
**An act to anthorize the construction of a bridge across the Mo-
nongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania, by the Eastern
Railroad Company; ”’ and it was thereupon signed by the President

Ppro tempore.
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action
of the Honse of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12684) ing appropriations for
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department,
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes,
and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. STEWART. Imove that the Senate insist on its amend-
ments disagreed to by the Honse of Representatives and agree to
the conference asked for by the House,

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent. the President pro tempore was author-
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr.
STEWART, Mr. PLatT of Connecticut, and Mr. DUBOIS were ap-
pointed.

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION AND MILITARY RECORD BILLS,

Mr. McCUMBER. I now askunanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of the nnobjected pension bills on
the Calendar, and also to consider bills correcting military records.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da-
kota asks unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the
consideration of unobjected pension bills on the Calendar and
bills correcting military records reported from the Committee on
Military Affairs. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.

The Chair would suggest to the Senator from North Dakota
that the clerks at the desk wonld very much prefer to have the
pension cases first considered and the military cases follow them,
80 as fo avoid confusion.

Mr. McCUMBER. That is perfectly satisfactory, Mr. Presi-
dent. We shall have time enough to consider all of the cases.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to inquire. as there was
considerable leg slation in regard to pensions yesterday, whether
a bill to pension some Indian scouts w.s then passed?

Mr. MCCUMBER. No. that would not come under this order. |

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wanted to look at that bill. T |
do not know that I have any objection to it. I merely wanted to |
inquire whether it had been passed over for future action or
whether it had been passed.

Mr. MoCUMBER. Those cases do not come under the rule
under which we are now acting.
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well.

GEORGE M. GIBBONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One pension bill was passed
ovmresterday. What action does the Senator desire in reference
to t?

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
Scort] is now present. The bill was passed over on account of
his absence y Y.

Mr. SCOTT. What is the bill?

The SecrRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4252) granting an increase of
pension to George M. Gibbons.

Mr. SCOTT. I have no objection to that bill.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. It propos-s to place on
the pension roll the name of George M. Gibbons. late of Company
K, Ei hty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and to pay him a pension of §24 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ALEXANDER 8. HILL.

The bill (H. R. 11610) granting an increase of pension to Alex-
ander S. Hill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alexander S.
ill, late first lieutenant Company G. Second Regiment Wiscon-
sin Volunteer Infantry,and to pay him a pension of $24 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving.
The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MATHIAS C. MILLS.

The bill (H. R. 4877) granting an increase of pension to Ma-
thias C. Mills was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mathias C. Mills,
late first lieutenant and adjutant Eighth Regim nt Indiana Vol-
unteer Cavalry,and to pay him a pension of §24 per month inlien
of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time. and passed.

JASON H. MASTERSON.

The bill (H. R. 4928) granting an increase of pension to Jason
H. Masterson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
proposes to place on the ion roll the name of Jason H. Mas-
terson, late of Company C. Forty-second Regiment Indiana Vol-
unteer Infantry, and second lientenant Company E. One hundredth
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay
him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JAMES W. ADAMS,

The bill (H. R. 2041) granting an increase of pension to James
W. Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James W. Ad-
ams. late of Company L, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lien of
that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

SILOAM WILLIAMS,

The bill (S. 4842) granting an increase of pension to Siloam
Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, in hne 8, before the word ** dollars.” to strike out
““ thirty ' and insert ** twenty-four; ™" so as to make the bill read:

it enacte o i
!i‘:lﬂ'lhm’iz.e - ed nng’ d.l.!'ﬂcbequ Tmfo%m?tﬁu? OIE:I%?] lr.l‘:l’ﬁ:‘r:gg;%ts::i tllxllze ;src?\?lﬁm
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Siloam Williams, late of

Company C, Ninth ent Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receciving. 4

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was rej orted 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.

JAMES BLISS,

The bill (H.R.6706) granting an increase of pension to James
Bliss was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes
to place on the pension roll the name of James Bliss, late of Com-

ny K, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery. war with

{exico, and to pay him a pension of $§20 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FRANCIS ENAFP,

The bill (H.R.7487) granting an increase of
Knapp was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes
to place on the pension roll the name of Francis Knapp, late of
Company B, Tenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and to
pay him a pension of $36 per month in lien of that he is now re-
ceiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MARY J. NEELEY, :

The bill (H. R. 11692) granting an increase of pension to Mary
J. Neeley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary J. Neeley,
widow of M. McGinley Neeley, late of Company I, Ninth Regi-
ment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $20
per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ELLA F. WHITEHEAD,

The bill (H. R. 4599) granting a pension to Ella F. Whitehead
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. If proposes to
place on the pension roll the name of Ella F'. Whitehead, helpless
and dependent daughter of Benjamin F. Whitehead, late of Com-

any B, Seventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay
er a pension of $12 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
0 a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM A. PORTER.

The bill (H. R. 11498) g,ra.nting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam A. Porter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William A. Por-
=er, late of Company I, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
*  WILLIAM VARNES,

The bill (S. 4618) granting an increase of pension to William
Varnes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ;

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, anthorized and di-
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, the name of William Varnes, late of Capt. Btewart's
Company, First Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war,
and pay ‘him a pension at the rate of §16 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in, W r

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

JANE E. TATUM.

The bill (H, R. 4539) granting a pension to Jane E, Tatum was
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place
on the pension roll the name of Jane E. Tatum, widow of Ham-
ling Tatum, late of Captain Carne’s company, Georgia Mounted
Volm}:}teers, Creek Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $8 per
month,

msion to Francis

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered |

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
MARY SHIVER.

The bill (H. R. 4141) granting a %}mion to Mary Shiver was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place
on the pension roll the name of Mary Shiver, widow of Abner B.
Shiver, late of Captain Lightner's company of Alabama Volun-
teers, Creek Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered |

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
JAMES H. MARTIN,
The bill (H. R. 8642) granting an increase of pension to James
H. Martin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
to place on the pension roll the name of James H. Martin,
gte of Captain Barker's company, Georgia Volunteers, Florida
Indian war, and to pay him a pension of §12 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
WILLIAM H, MANN.
The bill (H. R. 11838) ting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam H. Mannwasconﬁdﬁasmcommitheaofthe%ole. It

proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H,
Mann, late captain Company I, Ninety-fourth Regiment Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

AMANTHUS P, JOYNER.

The bill (H. R. 11587) granting an increase of pension to Aman-
thus P. Joyner was considered as in Committee of the Whole, If
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Amanthus P.
Joyner, widow of Reddick A. Joyner,late of Company G, Fourth
Regiment Louisiana Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay
her a pension of §12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

GEORGE H. ABNEY.

The bill (H. R. 11612) granting an increase of pension to George

H. Abney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-

to place on the ion roll the name of George H. Abney,

ate of Company L, metto Regiment South Carolina Volun-

teers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

EARL B, FRENCH.

The bill (8. 4742) granting an increasa of pension to Earl B.
French was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, in line 8, before the word *‘dollars,” to strike out
** seventy-five ’’ and insert ** thirty; '’ so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
S ey b e SO
g:nngioﬁ at the rate of $30 per month in lisu of that he is nog'meeiv%an{;'.

The amendment was agreed to.

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. g

ELLA C. TUPPER.

A bill (8. 1310) granting a pension to Ella C. Tupper was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita-
tions of the pension laws, the name of Ella C. Tu , widow of Franeis W,
Tupper, late first lientenant and adjutant, First nt Alabama Volun-
teer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

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.

ALVIN RINE,

The bill (S. 94) granting a pension to Alvin Rine was consid-

ered as in Committee of the Whole.
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
‘ an amendment, in line 7, before the word ** and,” to strike out
| “Regiment;"” so as to make the bill read:
Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi-
gions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alvin Rine, late of
| Company H, Osage County, Mo., Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §12 per month.
- The amendment was agreed to.

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. 3 3

THOMAS HERRAN.

The bill (S. 1618) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Herran was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
amendments, in line 7, before the word ** Heavy,” foinsert ** Vol-
unteer;’ and in the same line, before the word ‘‘ and,” to strike
out ** Volunteers;”’ so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Thomas Herran, late of Com-

ny L, SBecond t New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay

im a pension at the rate of §30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were in. ' . .
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third realiing. read
the third time, and passed.
ISAAC N, HUGHEY.

The bill (8. 1572) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N,
Hughey was considered as in Commiftee df the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
amendments, in line 6, after the word * of,” to strike out *‘ the”’
and insert ‘' Company M;" in the same line, after the word
*Fifth,” to insert ** Regiment;"’ and in line 8, before the word
‘“dollars,” to strike out ** thirty '’ and insert ** twenty-four;** so
as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
Compaty M, Bt Raginaiit Ohic Volintuer Ghvalry wud jey bt £ bessicn
at thgar!:;{e of §24 per gg:th in lien of that he is now fecaiv?gg. 4

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

- The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
JOHN M’'CABE.

The bill (S. 1989) granting an increase of pension to John Me-
Cabe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes
to place on the pension roll the name of John McCabe, late of
Company @G, Sixty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In-
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
MARGARET JONES.

The bill (H. R. 11906) granting a pension to Margaret Jones
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to

lace on the pension roll the name of Margaret Jones, widow of

iley Jones, late of Captain Conner’s company, Texas Mounted

Vola;nlteers, war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $8 per
monmi.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WARREN R, HERRELL,
The bill (H. R. 9562) granting an increase of pension to Warren
R. Herrell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-

oses to place on the pension roll the name of Warren R. Herrell,
ate of Company L, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cav-
alry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

SAMUEL PARMLEY,

The bill (H. R. 3434) granting an increase of pension to Samuel
Parmley was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It pro-

ses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel Parmley,

te of Captain Peak’s company, Tennessee Volunteers, Cherokee
Indian disturbances, and to pay him a pension of §15 per month
in lien of that he is now receiving.

The hill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

ROBERT D. GARDNER.

The bill (H. R. 5330) granting an increase of pension to Robert
D. Gardner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert D. Gard-
ner, late of Company K, Twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of §24 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

ELAM ALLEN,

The bill (H. R. 8713) granting an increase of pension to Elam
Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pr
to place on the pension roll the name of Elam Allen, late of Com-
pany E, Thirty-third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
ceiving. ;

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JENNIE PETTIT MORRISON,

The bill (H. R.7482) granting an increase of pension to Jennie
Pettit Morrison was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jennie Pettit
Morrison, widow of Jasper Newton Morrison, late lientenant-
colonel and judge-advocate, United States Army, and to pay her
& pension of §35 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JAMES WALTS,

The bill (H. R. 8462) granting an increass of pension to James
‘Walts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes
to place on the pension roll the name of James Walts, late of
Captain Sanderson’s company, Second Regiment Indiana Volun-
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of §20
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

DAVID KINSEY.

The bill (H. R. 11840) granting an increase of pension to David
Kinsey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of David Kinsey, ?ata
of Company K, Ninety-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

THOMAS BALLARD,

The bill (H. R. 4718) franting anincrease of pension to Thomas
Ballard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Ballard,
late of the U. S. 8. Indicator, United States Navy, and to pay him
a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

AUGUST BOCKERMAN,

The bill (H. R. 11616) granting a pension to August Bockerman
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to
lace on the pension roll the name of August Bockerman, late of
mpany A, Seventh Regiment United States Cavalry, and to
pay him a pension of $24 per month,

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

SOCRATES MOORE.

The bill (H. R. 11615) granfing an increase of pension to Soc-
rates Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Socrates Moors,
late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Missouri State Militia Vol-
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lien
of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LAURA M., GILLMORE.

The bill (S. 4899) granting an increase of ‘pension to Laura M,
Gillmore was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
amendments, in line 6, after the word *‘ of,” to strike out the let-
ter *“Q.” and insert the name ** Quiney:”’ in line 7, after the word
“‘Army,"” to insert ““and;”’ and in line 9, before the word ** dol-
lars,” to strike ouf * one hundred” and insert ** fifty;" so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That the SBecretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
anthorized and directed to place on the pemsion roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name Laura M. Gillmore, widow of
S e
Txgr a pig:sion agi? the rate of Bj peg;];gnth' in lien of that shg ?lsnnowr:‘e:gi%‘gg

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

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

2 CHARLES W. CHARGO,

The bill (S. 5028) granting an increase of pension to C. W.
Chargo was considered as in Committee of the ole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert;

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herebf. authorized and di-
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, the name of Charles W. Chargo, late of Company L,
First Regiment New York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed fo.

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.

The title was amended so as to read:

‘“A bill granting an ine
crease of pension to Charles W. Chargo.”
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IDA E. NERBER.

The bill (H. R. 12436) granting a pension to Ida E. Nerber was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes toplace on
the pension roll the name of Ida E. Nerber, helpless and depend-
ent danghter of Daniel Nerber, late of Compan - H, One hundred
and fifty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay
her a pension of $12 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

EAIZABETH M'L. HAUGHEY.

The bill (H. R. 9834) granting an increase of pension to Eliza-
beth McL. Hanghey was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth
MecL. Haughey. widow of James Alexander Hauchey, late captain
Company %I , Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry, and
to pay her a pension of $30 per month in lien of that she is now
receiv ng.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

REBECCA M’KINNEY,

The bill (H. R. 12434) granting an increase of pension to Re-
becca McKinney was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Rebecca Mc-
+ inney, widow of Franklin O. McKinney. late of Company K,
T wenty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to
pay her a pension of §:0 month in lien of that she is now re-
ceiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Wilhelmina
McKinney, helpless and dependent child of said Franklin O. Mec-
Kinney, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and de-
termine: And provided further, That in the event of the death of
Rebecca McKinney the name of said Wilhelmina McKinney shall
be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limi-

" tations of the pension laws. at the rate of $12 per month from and
a ter the date of the death of said Rebecca McKinney, such pen-
sivn to be paid to the legally constituted guardian of said Wil-
helmina McKinney.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. |

JOHN O. WEBB. [

The bill (H. R. 10845) granting an increase of gg;llmon to John
C. Webb was considered as in Committee of the ole. It garo- |
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John C. Webb, late
of Company G, Eleventh Regiment United States Colored Vol-
unteer Heavy Artillery. and to pay him a pension of $30 per |
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. -

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FANNIE 8. MCORE.

The bill (S. 2711) granting an increa<e of pension to Fannie S,
Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. y

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment. in line 7, after the word ** and,” to strike ont ** sec-
ond;"* so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
amheolrizﬁd and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie 8. Moore, widow of
John (0. W. Moore, late of Company B, Second Regiment, and assistant sur-
geon Eleventh Rogiment New Hampsh re Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
& pension at the rate of §17 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to. . :

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred it. [ r

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

ADRIAN TERRY.

The bill (8. 4765) granting an increase of pension to Adrian
Terry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. |

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment. in line 8, before the word ** dollars,” to strike out
“ fifty " and insert ** thirty;”’ so as to make the bill read: -

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be.and he is hereby, |

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adrian Terry, late lieuten-

sistant adjutant- i 3t Voluntee

;:Elgilxgn: gﬁoﬁ?m r:%ie of ngﬁr;lantgfltinedﬁé’u%?sthat he is nl..:’wl:;i
Ll g

The amendment was to.

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. s

CHARLES 0. FARGO.

The bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to Charles O. Fargo was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was r m the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, in line 7, before the word * Company,” to insert
** Company H, Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and;"
and in line 8, before the word * Heavy,” to insert *‘ Volunteer; ™
80 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Becretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles O. Fargo, late of
Company H, Tenth Regiment, Maine Volunteer Infautry, and Company F,
Third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a
pensionat the rate of §20 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The amendments were agreed to. .

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in,

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

The title was amended so as to read: ““A bill granting an in-
crease of pension to Charles O. Fargo."

GEOEGE G, WRIGHT.

The bill (8. 4056) granting an increase of pension to George G,
Wright, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. \

The bill was reported from the Committes on Pensions with an
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, authorized and di-
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, the name of George G. Wright. aliax George Gravet
late of Company B, First Regiment New York Volunteer Monnted Rifles, nnEi
pay him a pension at the rate of §0 per month in lien of thathe is now re-
ceiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

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. Y [

Tke title was amended so as to read: ‘“A bill granting an in-
crease of pension to George G. Wright, alias George Gravett.”

ALEXANDER M. BALLOU.

The bill (H. R. 725) granting an increase of pension to Alex-
ander M. Ballon was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alexander M,
Ballon. late of Company H, Eizhteenth Regiment New Hamp-
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The bill wasreported to the Senate witnont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BENJAMIN F, EVANS,

The bill (H. R. 728) granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min F. Evans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F.
Evans, late of Company K, First Regiment United States Artillery,
and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

The bill was reported o the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JAMES V. TABOR.

The bill (H. R. 1568) granting an increase of pension to James
V. Tabor. was considered as in Committes of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James V. Tabor,
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteer Infan-
try. and to pay him a pension of §24 per month in lien of that he
is now reciving.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BENJAMIN F. GATES.

The bill (H. R. 2928) granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min F. Gates. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F.
(Gates. late of Company I. Twenty-sixth Regiment Connecticut
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of §30 per month
in lien of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. -

MATTHEW CURRAN.

The bill (H. R. 12326) granting an increase of pension to Mat-
thew Curran was considered as in Committes of the Whole It
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Matthew Cur-
ran, late of Company B, SBecond Regiment Rhode Island Volun-
teer Infantry. and to pay him a pension of §24 per month in lien
of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate withontamendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN L. B; THOMPSON.

The bill (H. R. 732) g'ran!::;ﬁ an increase of pension to John
L. B. Thompson was consids as in Committee of the Whole,
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jolm L. B.
Thompson, late of Company B Eleventh Regiment New Hamp-
shire olnntesr Infantry. and to pay him a pension of §30 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

GEORGE W. CARR.

The bill (H. R. 744) granting an increase of pension to George
'W. Carr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. - It pro-
Easeato place on the pension roll the name of George W. Carr,

of Company I, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $§24 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LUCRETIA DAVIS,

The bill (H. R. 11562) granting a pension to Lucretia Davis, for-
merly Hamilton, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
It proposes to place on the ion roll the name of Lucretia
Davis, formerly Hamilton, late nurse, Medical Department.
Unitgl! States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per
mon

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JEROME J. HINDS.

The bill (H. R. 11711) granting an increase of pension to Jerome
J. Hinds was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, in line 10, before the word ** dollars.” to strike out
*“ thirty-six >’ and insert ** fifty;”’ so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Bereby,
authorized and directed to piaceon tue ganswn roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pensmn laws, the name of Jerome J. Hinds, late of
Company B. Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan t;y second
lieutenant and captain Company A, ent Alabama unteer Cav-
alry, and pay him a pension at e rate of per month in lien of that he is
now recewmg

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be
read a third time. .

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

ELIAS VEATCH.

The bill (H. R. 4892) granting an increase of pension to Eha.s
Veatch was considered as in Committee of the ole.
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Elias V eatch ?ate
of Company K, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Infantrry.
to pay him a pension of 3‘.’4 per month in lien of that he is now
Teceiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CATHERINE TULLY.

The bill (H. R. 4330) granting a pension to Catherine Tully was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place
on the pension roll the name of Catherine Tully. widow of Red-
mond v, late first ientenant. Twenty-fifth iment, United
States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of §17 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

HENRY R. GUSS.

The bill (H. R. 4120) granting an increase of pension to Henry
R. Guss was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ?a
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Henry R. Guss, late
colonel Ninety-seventh Reguuent Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan-
try, and to pay him a pension of §24 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

The bill was repo
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

D. MILLER GORDON.

The bill (H. R. 1267) granting an increase of pension to D.
Miller Gordon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of D. Miller Gor-
don, late of Com}lwany D, One hundred and fifty-rinth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of
SzTﬁar month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

e bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, an
JOHN W. HAY.

The bill (H. R. 6365) granting an increase of ion to John
‘W. Hay was considered as in ittee of the Whole. It
poses to place on the %ﬂsmn roll the name of John W, Hay, late
of Gompany G, First Battalion Twelfth Raglment United States

rted to the Senate without amendment, ordered ;

| rected to place on the
| of the

Infantry, and to pay him a pension of &24 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CARRIE KEEFER.

The bill (H. R. 4565) granting an increase of pension to Carrie
Keefer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Carrie Keefer, widow
of Benjamin F. Keefer, late captain Company H, One hundred
and thirty-first Regiment Pertsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
to pay her a pension of §12 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The bill was reported tothe Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LYDIA GAVETT.

The bill (H. R. 12439) granting a pension to Lydia Gavett was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place
on the pension roll the name of Lydia Gavett, helpless and de-

ndent danghter of William E. Gavett. late of Company K, One
Ee dred and forty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In-
fantry, and to pay her a pension of §12 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

GEORGE MANYPENNY.

The bill (H. R.11177) granting an increase of pension to Geo
Manypenny was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George Many-
penny, late of Company H, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of §24 per month
in lien of that he is now receiving

The bill was reported to the Senata without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time. and passed.

ALBERT HALDEMAN.

The bill (H. R. 12134) granting an increase of pension to Albert
Haldeman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
Emes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Haldeman,

commissary-sergeant One hundred and fiftieth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time. and passed.

MARY YAW.

The bill (H. R. 9862) graating a ﬁnswn to Mary Yaw was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on
the pension roll the name of Mary Yaw, widow of Samuel D. Yaw,
late of Company K, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry. and to pay her a pension of §12 per month.

The bill was reported to the ~enate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM H. DAILEY.

The bill (H. R. 12065) granting a pension to William H. Dailey
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to
place on the pension roll the name of William H. Dailey, late of
Company G, One hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsyl-
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of §24 per
month in lieu cf that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time.and passed.

ANNA C. RAY.

The bill (H. R. 11313) granting a pension to Anna C. Ray was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place
on the pension roll the name of Anna C. Ray, widow of Robert
C. Ray, late ensign, United States Navy, and topay her a pension
of $15 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ELIZABETH G. ILLSLEY,

The bill (8. 4891) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
G. Illsley was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported fr m the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, to strike ount all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Intaﬂor be, and he is hereby, authorized and di-
ion roll, subject to the provis ons and limitations
msion laws, the name of Elizabeth G. Ilisley, widow of Charles E.
Hisley, late first lieutenant Company G, Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteer
Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the me%permonthi.‘nkeu of that she
is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend-
ment was concurr d in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and paseed
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CORNELIA A, THOMPSON.
The bill (S. 4817) granting a pension to Cornelia A, Thompson
was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, anuthorized and
e e f Gl taiia & Thiorase, dimendsss St ot
of the n laws, the name of Corne . Thom £er 0!
Geo R. Thompg;:andlateo! United Btates steam.sg;?s neaster.

ni

and Vermont, U States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of %12
per month,

L]

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

HIRAM W, WHITE.

The bill (S. 820) granting an increase of sion to Hiram W.
White was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“dollars,’ to strike out
“thirty-six’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’ so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he ishereby,
anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
a0 s o B posi o 0 S of St . Wl
pensg;n gt the rate of §0 per month in len of that he is now ;'ecei\gg.

The amendment was agreed to.

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.

BUSHNELL B. LOOMIS,

The bill (8. 829) granting an increase of pension to Bushnell B.
Loomis was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Becretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed tgs?hce on go pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
e N o4 ¥ srustost LAtk nadl a3 Rios & potaton o8 4hs
rate of 350 per month in lieu of that he is now %aoeiv?:g.

The amendment was agreed to.

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.

BENSON €. BELLAMY,

The bill (S. 2423) granting an increase of pension to Benson C.
Bellamy was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
amendments, in line 6, after the word ** Eighteenth,” to insert
“ Regiment; " and in line 8, before the word ** dollars,” to strike
out * thirty’ and insert * twenty-four;”’ so as to make the bill

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benson C. Bellamy, late of
Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension &t the rate of §24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in. .

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

ROBERT H. M'ILROY.

The bill (H. R. 3538) granting an increase of pension to Robert
H. Mecllroy was considered as in Committeee of the Whole. It

oposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert H. Mec-
E‘oy. late captain Company E, First Regiment California Volun-
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien
of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JAMES M. HURLEY.

The bill (H, R. 3033) granting a pension to James M. Hurley
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place
on the pension roll the name of James M. Hurley, late assistant
surgeon Seventy-seventh Regiment United States Colored Volun-
teer Infantry and Tenth Regiment United Stated Colored Volun-
teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of §12 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate without ame ent, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM T. HAYTER.

The bill (H. R. 10478) ting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam T. Hayter was consi as in Committee of the Whole. It

Eoposas to place on the pension roll the name of William T.
ayter, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment Missouri State
Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
EMMA THURSTON, i

The bill (8. 4405) granting an increase of pension to Emma
Thurston was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Emma Thurston,
widow of George A. Thurston, late captain, Third Regiment
United States Artillery,and to pay her a pension of $30 per month
in lien of that she is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
JOHN TAYLOR.

The bill (S. 4846) granting an increase of ion to John Tay-
lor was considered as in Committee of the m It proposes to
place on the pension roll the name of John Taylor, late of Com-
E.ny D, First Battalion Nevada Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay

ima %Bion of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ALFRED KENT. -

The bill (S. 208) granting a pension to Alfred Kent was con-
sidered as in Committee of the le. _

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed toplace on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations
of the pension laws, the name of Alf Kent, late second leutenant Com-
ﬁg_ﬂ?gnd first lientenant and regimental commissary, Third Regiment

Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at rate of per

month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

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.

The title was amended so as to read: ““A bill granting an in-
crease of pension to Alfred Kent.”

OSMER S, DEMING.

The bill (8. 3867) granting an increase of pension to Osmer S.
Deming was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That_the Secre of-the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to place on the pension roll, s'ubgact. to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, the name of Osmer 5. Deming, late gunner’s mate, U. 8.
steamships Gramtpu.a and Victory, United States Navy, and him a pen-
sion at the rate of §24 per month 1n lien of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported tothe 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.

LEROY R. HAWTHORN.

The bill (8. 1478) granting an increase of pension to Leroy R.
Hawthorn was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an

amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di-
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, the name of Leroy R. Hawtborn. late captain and com-
missary of subsistence, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at
the rate of 30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

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.

LUTHER ST. JOHN.

The bill (H. R. 544) tjn%:n increase of pension to Luther
St. John was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the ion roll the name of Luther St. John,
late of Company I, elfth Regiment Michigan Volunteer In-
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.
_ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
GEORGE N. CRAWFORD.

The bill (H. R. 8171) g'mnting an increase of pension to Geo:
N. Crawford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It

roposes to place on the gﬁsion roll the name of George N. Craw-
?ord, late of Company I, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer
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Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving. ‘

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MINERVA A. POOL.

The bill (H. R. 2144) granting an increase of pension to Minerva
A, Pool was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Minerva A. Pobl,
widow of Ira L. Pool, late of Company A, Thirty-eighth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $24 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the
event of the death of Myrtie B. Pool, helpless and dependent child
of said Ira L. Pool, the additional pension herein granted shall
cease and determine: And provided further, That in the event of
the death of Minerva A. Pool the name of said Myrtie B. Pool
shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from
and after the date of death of said Minerva A. Pool.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ELI T. HOYT.

The bill (H. R. 3832) granting an increase of pension to Eli T.
Hoyt was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It pro-
to place on the pension roll the name of Eli T. Ho{l:,lat,e of
mpany H, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
THOMAS E. CONNOR.

The bill (H. R. 4980) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
E. Connor, alias Darius B. Smith, was considered as in Commit-
tee of the Whole. It proposes to lglme on the pension roll the
name of Thomas E. Connor, alias Darius B. Smith, late of Com-
pany F, Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered |

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
AUGUSTUS JOHNS,
The bill (H. R. 9504) granting an increase of pension to Au-
gustus Johns was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Augustus Johns,
Este of Company H, One hundredth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol-
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN 8. MAVITY.

The bill (H. R: 3149) granting an increase of pension to John
8. Mavity was considered as in Committee of the Whole. If pro-
E)ses to place on the pension roll the name of John 8. Mavity,

te of Company G, Twenty-fourth Regiment, and Com‘fany G,
Fifty-third Regiment, Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay
him a pension of $20 per month in lien of that heisnow receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

GEORGE L, BIXLER.

The bill (H. R.4949) granting an increase of pension to George

L. Bixler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-

to place on the pension roll the name of George L. Bixler,
ate of Company K, One hundredth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In-
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ELECTA L. WILLARD,

The bill (H. R. 4623) granting a pension to Electa L. Willard
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to
place on the pension roll the name of Electa L. Willard, late
nurse, Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and to
pay her a pension of §12 per month.

e bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
GEORGE W. FORD.

The bill (H. R. 2922) ting an increase of pension to George
W. Ford was considereﬁ as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
Exaea to é:la.ce on the pension roll the name of George W. Ford,

te of Company E, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. :
WILLIAM C. GRIFFIN.

A bill (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to W. C. Grif-
fin was considered as in Committee of the ole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, anthorized and di-
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, the name of William C. Griffin, late of Captain Finley's
company, Second Regiment Tennessee Mounted Volunt.eers,hf}eminole Indian
war, and pay him & pension at the rate of §16 per month in lieu of that heis
nowW receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

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.

The title was amended so as to read: **A bill granting an in-
crease of pension to William C. Griffin.”

JOHN T. RADER,

The bill (S. 4648) granting an increase of pension to John T,
Rader was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
amendments, in line 6, after the word * of,’’ where it occurs the
second time, to strike ont * Comtﬁny A’ and insert ** Companies
A and F;” and in line 8, before word ** dollars,” to strike out
* forty " and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the ons
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John T. Rader, late of Com-

ies A and F, First ent Tennessee Volunteer Light Artillery,and pay
im a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei %

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

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

- CHARLES C. FISHER. ;

The bill (H. R. 11939) granting an increase of pension to Charles
C. Fisher, alias John C. Pickerell, was considered as in Commit-
tee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the
name of Charles C. Fisher, alias John C. Pickerell, late of U. 8. 8.
‘Grampus,Great Western, and Champion, United States Navy,
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN D. VERNAY,

Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Calendar of unobjected pension
bills is now concluded. J

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Calendar of bills to
correct military records comes up next.

Mr. CULLOM. I ask consent to call up at this time the bill
(S. 402) for the relief of James D. Vernay. It is to correct the
records and reinstate First Lieut. and Bvt. Capt. James D. Ver-
nay in the Army.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-consent
agreement those bills are to be taken up in their order.

Mr. CULLOM., I know that; but I am obliged to leave the
Senate Chamber for a few moments, and I should like to have
this bill taken up now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill named
by him. Is there objection?

Mr. KEAN. I do not think this bill should be taken up under
the unanimous-consent agreement.

Mr, CULLOM. I am now asking unanimous consent.

Mr. KEAN. It was not contemplated under the agreement
that we were to consider bills of this character. :

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know exactly what the agreement

was,
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
Jersey object?
Mr. KEAN. I think the bill had better go over. -
Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]
kmows all about this case. It comes from the Military Committee.

| The beneficiary is very poor, and I think the bill ought to be con-

sidered.
bﬁl}ﬁ‘. KEAN. I do notmake any objection on the merits of the
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read as it is propesed to be
amended.
Mr. CULLOM. Yes.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read. Is
there objection to its consideration?
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole. proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. The
amendments were, in line 7. before the word * in," to strike ont
**captain mounted ™ and insert “ first lientenant: '’ in the same
line, after the words ** United States,”’ to strike out **(to whom a
Congressional medal of honor was awarded for most distinguished
gallantry in action);”” in line 10, before the word ** retired,” to
strike ont * list of:”’ in the same line. before the word * of,” to
strike out the word * officers” and insert * list; "’ in line 12, be-
fore the word ** that,”” to strike ont the word *‘at’’ and insert ** of;
in the same line, after the word ** grade,” to strike out ** on ac-
count of sévere wounds received in battle, creating a total disa-
bility which he is under,” and insert “the retired list being
thereby increased in number to that extent; "’ and on page 2. line
8, after the word * however,” to strike out * That he shall re-
ceive no pay for the period he was out of the service ** and insert:

That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable to this officersince
h;s gi.qm-:saal from the Army by sentence of court-martial up to the passage
of this act.

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the bill be read as it will read if the
am-ndments are agreed to.

The Secretary read as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the President be, and is hareby, authorized to nom-
inate and. by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint James
D. Verngy, late first lieutenant and brevet captain, United States Army. a
first li=u enant in the Army of the United States: and when so app inted he
shail be placed upon the retired list of the Army, unlimited, with t.ge payand
emoluments of a retired ofticerof that grade, the retired list being thereb
increased in number to that extent: Provided, however, That no pay or n{
lowances shall become dne or payable to this officer since h s dismissal from
the Army by sentence of conrt-martial up to the passage of this act.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concnrred in. T )

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

THEODORE F. NORTHROP.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the
first military des-rtion bill.

The bill (8. 1654) for the relief of Theodore F. Northron was
con-idered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that Theo-

dore F. Northrop, late first lientenant, Second Regiment New

York Cavalry Volunteers, shall be held and congidered to have
been a captain of cavalry, in command of scouts in the army of
General Sherman, from Segtambar 10, 1864, to May 22, 1865.

The bill was reportad to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CARL W. ALBRECHT.

The bill (S. 4405) to correct the military record of Carl W. Al-
brecht was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It anthor-
izes the Secretary of War to correct the military record of Carl W.
Albrecht, who was enrolled into the service of the United States
in Compa 'y H, Thirteenth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry. April
29, 1808, as Charles Albrecht, and whose name stands on the roll
as Charles Albrecht.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM A, HAMMOND.

The Secretary read the title of the bill (8. 1665) to amend the
act approved March 15, 1878, entitled **An act for the relief of
William A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the Army."

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the bill come under the

ment?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not come under the

ment.

Mr. KEAN, It does not.

GEORGE H. WHITE.

The bill (S.3938) for the relief of George H. White was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary
of War to revoke and set aside so much of General Orders as ap-
proved the finding and sentence of the general conrt-martial dis-
missing Capt. George H. White, Nineteenth Regiment Michigan
Infantry Volunteers, and to issne to him a certificate of discharge
as of date March 1, 1863.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

: MAJ. JOHN MURPHY.

The bill (8. 8503) to amend the record of Maj. John Murphy was
considered as in Committee of the.-Whole., It provides that John
Murphy, late major of the Fifty-eighth Illinois Volunteer Infan-
try, shall be held and considered to have been honorably dis-

charged from the military service of the United States as of date
October 8, 1865.

Mr. COCERELL. I move to insert at the end of the bill the
following:

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or allowance shall accrue by virtue of the
passage of this act.

That has been omitted. It was an oversight in the committee,
orghe bill would not have been reported without the addi.ion of
those words.

The amendment was to.

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended. and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

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

TALTON T. DAVIS.

The bill (S. 4343) for the relief of Talton T. Davis was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert:

‘Ihat the Becretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed
to correct the mili record of Talton T. Davis, of Marion, Kans., late of

Company H. Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to

grant him an honorable discharge as of date October 8, 1562: Provided, That

no pay, bounty, or allowances shall be allowed by reason of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. and the amend-
ment was concnrred in.

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

JACOB NIEBELS,

The bill (8. 716) granting an honorable discharge to Jacob
Neibles was considered as in Committee of the Whao'e.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs
with amendments. in line 5. after the name**Jacob." to strike ont
** Neibles " and insert ** Niebels:” and in line 6. after the word
** Infantry."” to insert ** Provid~. That no pay.bounty. or emolu-
ments shall acerue by virtue of the passage of this act;’’ so as to
male the bill read:

Beitenacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be,and he ishereby. a' thorized
and directed to correct the military record of and nt an hono able dis-
charge to Jacob Niebels, late of Company E, Fourth Regimen ) innesota
Volunteer Infantry: Prowvided, That no pay, bounty, or emolum nts shall ac-
crue by virtoe of the passage of this act.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend-
men.s were concurred in.

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

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting an hon-
orable discharge to Jacob Niebels,”

JAMES B. BOYD.

The bill (S. 2950) to remove the charge of desertion from the
military record of James B. Boyd was considered as in Commit-
tee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs
with an amendment, in line 9, after the word * sixty-five.” to in-
sert the following proviso: ** Provided, That no pay. bounty, or
other emolument shall accrne by virtue of the passage of this
act:” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Becretary of War be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion stanling against the
name of James B. Boyd, late of Battery I, Fourth United 8 ates Artillery. to
amend his military record accordingly, and to grant to said Jamea B. goyd
an honorable as of date November 23, 1865: P ovi /ed, That ro pay,
bounty, or other emolument shall acerue by virtue of the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

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.

JACOB M'DOWELL.

The bill (S. 2330) to correct the military record of Jacob Mc-
Dowell was eonsidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs
with an amendment, in line 7, after the word * service.’ to insert:

Asof date February 28, 1885: Provided, Thatno pay. bounty, or other emolu-
ments shall accrue by virtue of the passage of act.

So as to make the bill read:

Be tf enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is herella!y author-

and directed to correct the military record of Jacob McDowell, late cap-

tain of Oummy K, One hundredand sirtieth New York Volunteer Infantry,

and issneto an honorable discharge from said service asof date February

26, 1865: Provided, That no igay. bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue by
virtue of the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.
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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.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate proceed
to the ¢ nsideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened. and (at 3 o’clock and
3 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 28,
1504, at 12 o’'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 26, 1904.
CONSUL.

Samuel H. Shank, of Indiana. to be consul of the United States
at Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada, vice William H. H. Graham, re-
s.gned.,

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY.

To be assistant paymasters in the Navy from the 25th day of
March, 1904:

Brainerd M. Dobson, a citizen of South Carolina.

William W. Lamar, a citizen of Florida.

Robert B. Lupton, a citizen of New Jersey.

Fred W. Holt. a citizen of Arkansas.

Walter D. S , a citizen of Virginia.

‘Wilmer D. Me ¥, & citizen of Oregon.

Henry I. McCrea, a citizen of Indiana.

‘William T. Sypher, a citizen of Lonisiana.

Edwin M. Hacker, a citizen of Tennessee.

Horace B. Worden, a citizen of Montana.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Eaxecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 26, 190,
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
QUARTERMASTER’'S DEPARTMENT.
To be assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of coIoneI
Lieunt. Col. George E. Pond, deputy quartermaster-general, Jan-
uary 20, 1804.

To be deputy quartermasters-general with the rank of lieutenant-
colonel.,

Maj. William W. Robinson, jr., quartermaster, January 20,
1904.
Maj. Medad C. Martin, quartermaster, January 22, 1904,

PAY DEPARTMENT.
To be assistant paymas’er-general with the rank of colonel,

Lieut. Col. Charles H. Whipple, deputy paymaster-general,
January 23, 1904.

To be deputy puynwsters—'gemfml Im’th the rank of lieutenant-
COLOMnEL.

Maj. John C. Muhlenberg, paymaster, January 23, 1904,
Maj. George R. Smith, paymaster, January 25, 1904,
To be paymaster with the rank of major.
Capt, William G. Gambrill, paymaster, January 23, 1904,
CORPS OF ENGINEERS,
To be colonel. .
Lient. Col. Charles W. Raymond, Corps of Engineers, January

23, 1904,
To be lieutenant-colonels.

Maj. Charles F. Powell, Corps of Engineers, January 22, 1904,
Maj. John G, D. Knight, Corps of Engineers, January 23, 1904.
To be majors.
Capt. James C. Sanford. Corps of Engineers, January 22, 1904,
m&apt. Hiram M. Chittenden, Corps of Engineers, January 23,
: To be captains.

22First Lieut. Edward H. Schulz, Corps of Engineers, January
. 1904,
lmﬁ‘imt Lient. Harry Burgess, Corps of Engineers, January 23,

To be first licutenants.

Seg?}nd Tient. William G. Caples, Corps of Engineers, Jannary
22, 1904,
23Seué?)nd Lieut. Henry C. Jewelt, Corps of Engineers, January
, 1804,
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT,

To be colonels.

Lieut, Col. John E. Greer, Ordnance Department, January 19,
1904.
Lient. Col. John Pitman, Ordnance Department, January 21,
1904,
To be lieutenani-colonels.

Maj. Daniel M. Taylor. Ordnance Department, January 19, 1804,
Maj. David A. Lyle, Ordnance Department, January 21, 1904.

To be major.
Capt. J. Walker Benét, Ordnance Department, January 19,1904,
To be captain.

First Lieut. Edward P. O’Hern, Ordnance Department, Janu-
ary 19, 1904,
ARTILLERY CORPS.
To be colonels.

Lieut. Col. Frank Thorp, Artillery.Corps. Janunary 21, 1904,
Lieut. Col. Louis V. Caziare, Artillery Corps, January 23, 1004,

To be lieutenani-colonels.

Maj. Oliver E. Wood, Artillery Corps,January 21, 1904,
Maj. Edward Davis, Artillery Corps. assistant adjutant-general,
January 23, 1904,
To be major.

Capt. David Price, Artillery Corps, January 21, 1804.
SIGNAL CORPS.

First Lient. Henry S. Hathaway, Signal Corps, to be captmn
December 30, 1903,
INFANTRY ARM,

Capt. Charles W. Penrose, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to be major,
October 15, 1403.
beCapt‘ Daniel L. Howell, Seventh Infantry, to be major, Novem-
1 24, 1903.
Capt John Stafford, Eighth Infantry, to be major, November
903

, 1903.

First Lieut. Joseph L. Gilbreth, Fourteenth Infantry,to be cap-
tain, October 15, 1503.

First Lieut. Charles F. Humphrey, jr., Third Infantry, to be
captain, November 21, 1903,

First Lieut. Wﬂley Howell, Fourth Infantry, to be captam
November 24, 1903,

First Lieut. Benjamin J. Tillman, Seventh Infantry, to be cap-
tain, November 28, 1903.

Second Lient. Arthur H. Freshwater, Twenty-eighth Infantry,
to be first lientenant, September 28, 1903,

Second Lient. Joseph C. Wilson, Sixth Infantry, to be first
lientenant, October 9, 1903.

Second Lieut. Morris M. Keck, Twelfth Infantry, to be first
lieutenant, October 10, 1903.

Second Lient. Auswell E. Deitsch, Fifth Infantry, to be first
lieutenant, October 15, 1903.

Second Lieut. William Korst, Seventh Infantry, to be first lieu-
tenant. October 23, 1903.

Second Lieut. Joseph C. Kay, Eleventh Infantry, to be first
lieutenant, November 16, 1903,

Second Lieut. Walter C. Jones, Eleventh Infantry, to be first
lientenant, November 21, 1903,

Second Lieut. Charles Abel, Eighteenth Infantry, to be first

lientenant, November 24, 1903.

To be colonels.

aoLie-ut. Col. George A. Cornish, Twenty-sixth Infantry, January
20, 1804,

Lient. Col. Charles A. Williams, United States Infantry, in-
spector-general. January 23, 1904,

qut Col. Marion P. Maus, Twenty-second Infantry, January

{, 1904
Lientu Col.Frederick A.Smith, United States Infantry, inspector-
general, January 24, 1904
To be lieutenant-colonels.

Maj. William Paunlding, Eighteenth Infantry, January 20,1904,
l\'a_] Lorenzo W. Cooke, Twenty-sixth Infantry, Janua.ry 4,
165
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To be caplains.

First Lieut. George J. Holden, Tenth Infantry, Dscember 10,
903.
17F1'rst Lient. Charles F. Bates, Twenty-fifth Infantry, December
, 1803,
F;E::)t Lieut. Arthur Cranston, Seventeenth Infantry, December
3

Q;F;rst ‘Lieut. John J. Toffey, jr., Fourth Infantry, January 2,
1

To be first lieutenants.

Second Lient. La Vergne L. Gregg, Twenty-second Infantry,
November 27, 1803,
beSecgmd GLieut. Oliver F, Snyder, Eighteenth Infantry, Novem-

r 28, 1903.

Second Lient. Edward L. Rains, Twenty-fourth Infantry, De-
cember 2, 1903. -

Second Lient. Charles L. Woodhouse, Twenty-eighth Infantry,
December 10, 1903.

Second Lient. Bertram P. Johnson, Twenty-fourth Infantry,
December 17, 1903.

Second Lieut. Gustave A. Wieser, Fifteenth Infantry, Decem-
ber 26, 1903.
g %acond Lieunt. Charles R. W. Morison, Fifth Infantry, Jannary
. 1904,

Second Lieut. Walter L. Reed, Tenth Infantry, January 8, 1004,

ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT,

Capt. William W. Gibson, Ordnance Department, to be major,
January 21, 1904,

First Lieut. Edwin D. Bricker, Ordnance Department, to be
captain, January 21, 1904

QUARTERMASTER'S DEPARTMENT.
To be quartermasters with the rank of major.

Capt, Winthrop 8. Wood, quartermaster, January 20, 1904.
Capt. Chauncey B. Baker, quartermaster, January 22, 1904,

PAY DEPARTMENT.
To be paymaster with the rank of major,

Capt. Timothy D. Keleher, paymaster, January 25, 1904,
Cagt. William B. Schofield, paymaster, March 3, 1904.

CAVALRY ARM, .

First Lieut. John C. Raymond, Sixth Cavalry, to be captain,
March 21, 1904,

Second Lient. Douglas H. Jacobs, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be
first lientenant, March 21, 1904,

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY,

Capt. Theodore F. Jewell to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from
the 15th day of March, 1904, ;

Lient. Commander James M. Helm to be a commander in the
Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. ; .

Lient. (Junior Grade) Austin Kautz to be a lieutenant in the
Navy from the 1st day of Janunary, 1904. ol v

Ensign Ernest A. Weichertto be a lieutenant (junior grade) in
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1004,

Commander John M. Hawley to be a captain in the Navy from
the 15th day of March, 1904,

Lieut. Commander Frank F. Fletcher to be a commander in the
Navy from the 12th day of March, 1904, !

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ulysses S, Macy tobe alientenant in the
Navy from the 12th day of March, 1904. ;

Ensign Claude C. Block to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the
Navy from the 28th day of January, 1004,

Civil Engineer Adolfo J. Menocal to have the rank of lieutenant-
commander in the Navy from the 6th day of March, 1904,

Civil Engineer Homer R. Stanford to have the rank of lientenant
in the Navy from the 6th day of March, 1904,

Lieut. James (. Doyle to be a lientenant-commander in the
Navy from the 23d day of September, 1903. )

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William C. Asserson to be a lieutenant
in the Navy from the 1st day of January, 1904. i

. Lieut. Roger Welles, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander in the

Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, !

Lient. (Junior Grade) Frank L. Pinney to be a lieutenant in
the Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904.

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY,

Francis H. Parker, of Connecticut, to be United States attorney
for the district of Connecticut.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

SATURDAY, March 26, 1904,

The House met at 12 o’clock m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry N. CoupEy, D. D.

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read, corrected, and
approved.

APPOINTMENT OF BOARD OF MANAGERS OF THE NATIONAL HOME
FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS,

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee
on Military Affairs fo submit the following resolution, with the
unanimons rt of the committee, and ask unanimous consent
for its immediate consideration.

The resolution was read, as follows:

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 158) for appointment of members of Board of
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers.

Resoiced, ete., That Martin T. McMahon, of New York: John M. Holley, of
Wisconsin: William Warner, of Missonri; William R. Shafter, of California;
Henrﬁ E. Palmer, of Nebraska; and Franklin Murphy, of New Jessey, be,
and the same ave hereby, appointed as members of tﬂa ¥3mrd of Managers of
the National lome for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of the United States—

Gen. Martin T. McMahon to succeed himself, his term of service expiring April
21, 1004; William Warner to fill a vacancy caused by the resignation of Col.
Sidney G. Cooke, whose term of service expires April 2!, 1906; Gen. William
R, Shafter to succeed Maj. William H. Bonsall, whose term of service expires
April 21, 1904; CﬂKt, Henry E. Palmer to sncceed himself, his present term of
service expiring April 21. 164; Franklin Murphy to fill a vacancy cautsed by the
death of Gan. Alfred L. Pearson, whose term of service expires April 21, 1906.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the joint resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third
time, and passed. A ¢

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table,

ALFONSO ZELAYA, OF NICARAGUA.,

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the following resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (8. Rﬂ!&ﬁi aunthorizing the Secreta
instruction at the tary Academy at West
Nicaragna.

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives o[ the United States o
America i Congress assembled, That the Sﬁcmtalg of War be, and he
hercby, authorized to permit Alfonso Zelaya, of Nicaragua, to receive in-
struction at the Military Academy at West Point: Provided, That no expense

nited Sta Tﬁ in
£

of War to receive for
int Alfonso Zelaya, of

shall be caused to the thereby: And provided further, 3 t
the case of the said Alfonso Zelaya the provisions of sections 13%0 and 1321 o
the Revised Statutes shall be suspend

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. HULL. Just a simple word in explanation.

Mr. MADDOX. T reserve the right to object.

Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman will not object.

Mr. MADDOX. I have only reserved the right of objection. I
want an explanation of what this is.

Mr. HULL. This is the usnal resolution which is passed by
Congress when any of our sister republics make the request of
the State Department for the privilege, at their own expense, of
sending a cadet to West Point. The State Department refers
this matter to the Senate and House in a letter that is submitted
with the report, asking that the usual courtesy be given Nicaragna
that has heretofore been given to other South American republics.
They pay all the expense of the cadet. They can not send one
unless this resolution shonld pass.

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman state how many South
American republics now have this privilege?

Mr. HULL, I think there are only two there now. There are
always one or two cadets from some of the South American re-
publics who getf into the Academy in this way, and unless Con-
gress suspends the provisions of the law it will be impossible for
this one to be admitted.

Mr. MADDOX. Where is this one from?

Mr. HULL. He is from Ni

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to object, and I
do not know that I will object—I never have to any reasonable
request of the gentleman from Iowa; I have never felt called
upon to do so—but it is a little remarkable, to say the least of it,
that we grant the privilege to some one—a foreigner—when a citi-
zen of our own States, or anybody in the United States, is not
permitted to have his son appointed to West Point except in the
regular way, no matter how much he might be willing to pay for
fit. I will not object to this one, but I feel very much inclined to

0 EO.

Mr, HULL. I wish to say to the gentleman that I have no
interest in this matter. It isa courtesy we haverefused no South
American republic that ever requested it. And in connection
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with the privilege of educating students from various parts of the
United States, every Member of Congress has the privilege of ap-
inting cadets, besides the large number that are appointed at

e by the President.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to snggest to the gentle-
man, with this as a;i)racedent and following this theory, we would
admit, I presume, all that would apply from any South American
republic to get a military training, under which in the event of
War we wou%d be furnishing a power against ourselves. Now, I
want to see just how much this right is going to be abused.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I have no particular fear of any
South American Republic, with one cadet at West Point, so ont-
stripping the United States of America in milifary prowess that
we will ever suffer any military inconvenience therefrom.

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. We want to know how much it
will carry and how many applicants will be allowed there.

Mr. HULL. They can have but one from any republic at one
time. Congress would not consent to more. |

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How many have been granted,
may I ask the gentleman, in the last ten or fifteen years?

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Iowa

rmit me to submit a suggestion?

Mr, HULL. Certainly.

Mr. SLAYDEN. This is a courtesy which has been extended
from time to time to various governments. It is one which has
never been abused, and there been nothing snggested which
would indicate in the mind of the most timorous that there is dan-
ger to be expected from the education in a military way of young
men of South American republics at the Military Academy at
West Point.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. As bearing upon the point, I asked
the question to know how many have been educated there in the
last ten or twenty years.

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana I am
{::mt informed by a gentleman on my right that the last one from

Vicaragua graduated from the class in 1894, Of course it would
require an act of Congress—
r. ROBINSON of Indiana. Imeaninreference toyoung men
from South America.
Mr, HULL. We have one or two of them——
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Imean in the last ten or fifteen
EATS.
7 Mr. HULL. I have not gone over all that, but I think in the
last ten or fifteen years there have been six or eight.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. LACEY. I will ask my friend if the principal officer now
in the Japanese fleet was not educated at Annapolis at the expense
of the Government?

Mr. HULL. No; not at the expense of the Government, be-
caunse all his expenses were paid by his own Government.

Ei\s[r' LACEY. But his education is bearing fruit now in the
t.

Mr, HULL. Very well; that is a question for Congress to pass
upon.

The joint resolution was ordered to be e d and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time,
and passed.

On motion of Mr. HULL, a mofion fo reconsider the votes by
which both resolutions were passed was laid on the table.

ADDITIONAL JUDGE, DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES,
EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA,

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (8. 3015) to provide for an addi-
tional judge of the district court of the United States for the east-
ern district of Pennsylvania.

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the following Sen-
ate bill. which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President, by and with the advice and consent
of the Senate, shall appoint an additional judge of the district court of the
United States for the eastern district of Penunsylvania, who shall reside in
gaid district and who shall possess the same powers, perform the same duties,
and recaive the same salary as the present iet judge of said district.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

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

On motion of Mr. PALMER, a motfion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. SULLOWAY, Mr. Speaker, under the order of the House
certain bills on the Private Calenfar are in order to-day. I ask

1

unanimous consent that on the day following the disposition of
the sundry civil appropriation bill, immediately after the reading
of the Journal, the matters which are in order to-day shall be then
in order for consideration.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks
unanimous consent that on the day immediately following the pas-
sage of the sundry civil appropriation bill bills on the Private
Calendar under the order pertaining to pension bills shall be in
order. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

GRANTING RIGHT TO DAVENPORT WATER POWER COMPANY IN THE
MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IN SCOTT COUNTY, IOWA.

Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of Senate bill 4142,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the following Senate bl
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the assent of Congress is hereby given to the Dav-
enport Water Power Company, a corporation created and organized under
the laws of the State of Iowa, its successors and assigns, to erect, construct,
operate, and maintain a canal along the north bank of the Mississippi River
between Leclaire and Davenport, in Scott County, in the State ofp B:)wa.. to
erect, construct, operate, and maintain & power station thereon, and to pro-
ject, erect, construct, o_perqtehnnd maintain such dams and other works ag
may be necessary within said limits for the development of water power and
the generation, use, and transmission therefrom of electricenergy and power
at, in, and ugon the Rock Island Rapids of the Mississippi River: Provided,
That the said canal and appurtenant works shall be so designed, constructed,
and operated as not to interfere in any way with the safe and convenient
navigation of steamboats and other vessels or of rafts and barges over the
Rock Island Rapidsat any stage of water; and the expense of any reconstruc-
tion or extension of or addition to e works for the Lmdm'ovemant of
navigation on the said Rock Island Rapids w. may be found necessary,in
the opinion of the Secretary of War, on account of the construction, main-
tenance, or operation of the said cana and appurtenant works, shall be borne
by the said company, its successors, or gns, under conditions to be pre-
scribed by the chreta.t"ly of War: And sided further, That detailed pians
for the construction and operation of the said canal and appurtenant works
ghall be submitted to and a; ved by the of War before the com-
mencement of the construction of any n of said works; and that
after the approval of the said plans no deviation therefrom shall be made
withont the or approval by the Secretary of War of the said deviation:
And provi further, That the said works and appurtenances shall be so
dadﬁ]ned. constructed, and operated as not to overtlow or otherwise damage
the lands and other property of the United States at Rock Island Arsenal, or
injure or diminish the water power of the United States at the said arsenal,
or the water power of any j}erson, firm, or corporation having hydraulic
works already constructed: And provided further, That before en%eriing upon
the construction of the said works, compensation shall be made to any per-
son, firm, or corporation whose lands or other property may be taken, over-
flowed, or otherwise damaged by the construction, maintenance, and opera-~
tion of the said works, in accordance with the laws of the State where such
lands or other property may be situate.

SEc. 2. That the witindrawal of water from the Mississippi River and the
discharge of water into the said river, for the p of operating the said
canal and ag urtenant works, shall be under the direction and control of the
Becretaryof War, and shall at no time be such as to impede or interfere with
the safe and convenient navigation of the eaid river by means of steamboats
or other vessels, or by rafts and bar or to injure or diminish the water
power of the United States at Rock Island Arsenal, or the water power of
any person. firm, or corporation having hydraulic worksalready constructed:
Provided, That if any litigation arises from the construction, operation, or
maintenance of the said works, or from the obstruction of any part of the
Mississippi River by the said works or any portion thereof, cases may be tr'ed
in the proper courts as no;_gmvidad for that t1‘::1111‘1:«:@.‘; in the States of Illi-
nois and Iowa and the co of the United States: And provided further,
That suitable fishways shall be constructed and maintained by the said com-
pany, its successors and assigns, at such of the dams and in such manner as
may be required from time to time by the United States Fish Commission.

EC. 3. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the
works herein authorized be not commenced within three years and completed
within six years from the date hereof.

Bre ot‘i hat the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act ishereby expressly
reserved.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third
time. was passed.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended.

On motion of Mr. WADE, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.
BRIDGE ACROSS MONONGAHELA RIVER, NEAR RIVESVILLE, W. VA.

Mr. DAYTON. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
Eﬁ]ﬂaﬂt consideration of the bill (8. 3430) to authorize the Buck-

non 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.

The Clerk read the bill at length.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr, DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a statement in
reference to this bill. )

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wounld like to ask the gen-
tleman a question. Has it received the approval of the War De-
partment?
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Mr. DAYTON. Ithas. I want tosay to the House that this
bill was introduced in the House as House bill 9571, sent to the
‘War Department. and received its approval with certain amend-
ments, and was reported favorably Ey the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce. A similar bill was introduced in
the Senate. was there reported upon under a letter from the Sec-
retary of War approving it, and was passed. The bill which I
ask the consideration of at this time is the Senate bill which has
passed. It is idertical with the one reported from the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 1 therefore move that
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce be discharged
from the further consideration of the Senate bill, and I ask that
it may be put upon its passage in lien of the House bill, and that
the House bill may lie on the table.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

TFhe bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. DAYTON, a motion to reconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.

The bill H. R. 9871 was laid on the table.

TO OPEN FOR SETTLEMENT CERTAIN LANDS IN OKLAHOMA,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. r, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9) to open for
settlement 505.000 acres of land in Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache
Indian reservations in Oklahoma Territory.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., Thatall of that part of article 3 of section 6 of the act
of Congress of date June 6, 1900, entitled “An act to ratify
agreement with the Indians of the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in Idaho,”
and making a{)’gmprjaﬁous to carry the same into effect, whiclt reads as fol-
hwe_.,l to wit: *That in addition to the allotment of lands to said Indians as

ded for in this agreement the Secretary of the Interior shall set aside

or the use in common for said Indian tribes 480,000 acres of grazing land, to
be selected by the secretary of the Interior, either in one or more tracts, as
will be:é‘subserve the interests of eaid Indians,” be, and the same is hereby,

re

3EC. 2. That the 480,000 acres of land set a in the Kiowa, Comanche
and Apache Indian reservations, in Oklahoma Territory, by t::hec of
the Interior, referred to and mentioned in section 1 of this act, and the g&n
acres of lund set apart as a wood reservation in the Kiowa, Comanche, and
Apache Indian reservations. in Oklahoma Territory, by the Secretary of the
Interior shall be opened to settlement by proclamation of the President of
the United Srates within three months the passage of this act and be

of at public auction to the highest bidder for cash: Provided, That
no one person shall be permitted to purchase more than 160 acres, under the
rules and regulations adopted by the Secretary of the Interior: And provided
Jurther, That the money arising from the sale of said lands shall be paid into
the Treasury of the United States and placed to the credit of said tribes of
Indians, and said deposit of money shall draw b per cent interest per annum;
and the cipal and interest of said deposit shall be expended for the bene-
fit of said Indians in such manner as Congress may direct: And it is also pro-
vided, That such sales shall be subject to any leases made for agricultural

prior to the passage of this act, the rentals accruing after such sale
g belong to the purchasers under this act.

Se0. 8. That said lands shall be sold for not less than $1.50 per acre, and
ghall be sold upon the following terms: One-fift of the price bid therefor to
be paid at the time the bid is made, and the balance of the purchase price of
nign land to be paid in five equal annual installments in advance. And in
case any purchaser fails to make such annnal payment promptly when due,
all rights in and to the land covered by his or her purchase shall at once
cease, and ansg &‘tymanm theretofore made shall be forfeited. And no title
to said land inure to the purchaser, nor a;:ll{ Eatant of the United States
issue to the purchaser until the purchaser sh ave resided upon and im-

roved said land for the full term of five years. without any commutation of
&me. and shall bave in all complied with the terms and provisions
of the homestead laws of the United Statess Provided, That such purchaser
shall prove up within six years from the dite of sale; that aliens who have
declared their intention to become citizens of the United States may become
urchasers under this act, but before proving up and acquiring title must
e out their full naturalization paf:'rs

SEC. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby vested with full power
and anthority to make such rules and r tions as to the time of notice,
manner of sale, and other matters incident to the carrying out of the pro-
visions of this act as he may deem necessary.

The following amendments reported by the committee were

In line 11, page 2, strike out the words “at public auction to the highest
bidder for cash™ and insert in lien thereof the words * npon sealed bids or at
mbtl,i?j E:fctiun. at the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, to the high-
est bi -

After the word “Interior,” in line 14, page 2, add the following: “And such

rchaser must be duly qualified to make entry under the general homestead
ws."

strike out the word “ promptly.”
. page 3, strike out the words * proveup™ and insertin lien thereof
the words ** make final proof.”
I:aling 19‘: page 3, strike out the word * full " and insert in lieu thereof the

WO “final.™

In line 18, page 2, strike out the word “five" and insert in lieu thereof the the Clerk will

word * four.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The amendments were agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT YANKTON, 8. DAK,

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (8. 270) authorizing the Winni-

eg. Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to construct a com-

ed railroad, wagon. and foot-passenger bridge across the Mis-

souri River at or near the city of Yankton, 8. Dak.

The Clerk read the bill at length.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration
of the bill? [After a panse.] The Chair bears none.

The bill was ordered to beread a third time; was read the third
time, and .

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker's table the Indian appropriation bill, to
nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mons consent that the House nonconcurin all the Senate amend-
ments to the Indian appropriation bill and ask for a conference.
Is there objection? [After « pause.] The Chair hears none.

The SPEAKE = appointed as conferees on the part of the House
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. CURTIS, and Mr, STEPHENS of Texas.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
order of business which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

That on the day following the day the Committee on Invalid Pensions have
had m&neﬂ to 1t by the special order of the House made March 26, 1
House bill 98 shall be made the special order after the reading and appro
of the Journal. :

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is that a request for the con-
gideration of one bill?

Mr. MAHON. The bill is now in the second reading.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why does not the gentleman
ask for time to be given the War Claims Committee*

Mr. MAHON. This is the bill making appropriations for the
findings of the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The omnibus bill?

Mr, MAHON. Yes; I do not think it will take over half an
hour to pass it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the
tleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.]
none, and it is so ordered.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE CONNECTICUT RIVER.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill (S. 4672) to authorize the
New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Company to con-
qu'uct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Connecticut

1Ver.

‘ The bill was read at length.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The amendments were agreed to.

‘ghe bill was ordered to a third reading, was read the third time,
an : -
On motion of Mr. BRANDEGEE, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

DISTRICT BUSINESS,

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask nnanimons con-
sent that it may be in order to call np District business one week
from Monday next, instead of on Monday next, which is the reg-
ular day. I do this on account of the approp:iation bill which
is to be considered to-day.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks nnani-
mous consent to call np District business one week from Monday
next. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

MANUFACTURE, DISTRIBUTION, AND SUPPLY OF ELECTRIC LIGHT
AND POWER IN THE TERRITORY OF HaWAIL

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons
consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 7266, which
I will send to the desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the following bill, of which
rt the title.

The Clerk as follows:

A bill to ratify, approve. and confirm an act duly enrcted by the legisla
ture of the Territory of Hawail to authorize and proviue for the manufac-
ture, distribut on, and suifpiy of electric light and power on the island of

uest of the gen-
he Chair hears

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; wag ©ahu, Territory of Hawa

read the third time, and passed.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I object to the considera~

On motion of Mr. STePHENS of Texas, a motion to reconsider the I tio%:h of S%R. TH & froun Alabatria objecta.
o e gentleman ao

last vote was laid on the table.




1904.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3761

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, may I not ask the
gentleman to withhold his objection?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly,Iwill, if the gentleman wants
to make an explanation,

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman withdraws his
objection, I shall renew it at this time.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I do not withdraw it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects.

DONATING CERTAIN GUN TO GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC POST
AT NELSONVILLE, OHIO,

Mr. GROSVENOR., Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous consent
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14110) to authorize
the donation of a certain nnused and obsolete gun now at Chicka-
maunga Park, Ga., to Phil Kearny Post of the Grand Army of
the ReEublic. at Nelsonville, Ohio, which I will send to the desk
and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be'it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to donate one 6-pounder smoothbore bronze g'u:uon i inches
caliber, now at Chickamauga Park, Ga., which was issued to the commis-
sioners of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park under
the provisions of the act of Congress a ved A b, 1882 (vol. 27, Stat.
L., p. 876), and is not now needed by the Commission, to the Phil
Post of the Grand Army of the Republic, Nelsonville, Ohio.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk
has reported. 1Is there objection?

Mr, DOX. Mr. Speaker, I think I heard in the reading of
that bill something with reference to Chickamauga Park. Iwill
ask the gentleman from Ohio to explain.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Speaker, a number of these small
guns were donated by Congress for the adornment of Chicka-
mauga National Park. They were so set out as to have two guns
together. This is an odd gun, and a report is made by the com-
missioners of the park that they do not want the gun.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objlevgtion to the present consideration
of the bill? [After a pause.] e Chair hears none. The ques-
tion is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill.

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

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

DONATION OF LOTS IN FORT DALLES MILITARY ADDITION TO THE
DALLES, OREG,

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9985) providing
for the donation of lots A, B, K, and L, in block 39, in Fort Dalles
military addition to The Dalles, Crre&:.l as shown on the plat of
the city of The Dalles and surroundings, and filed in the local
land office at The Dalles, Oreg., to the Oregon Historical Society,
which I shall send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby,
authorized and to issue to the Oregon Historical Society, an organi-
zation duly ipcorporated under the laws of the State of Oregon ember
17, 1898, a patent in the name of the United States for lots marked “A," “ B,”
“i " and **L," in block 39, in Fort Dalles military addition to The Dalles, in
the State of Oregon, as shown on_the plat of the city of The Dalles and sur-
roundings, nowon file in The Dalles land office, such patent toissue only after
the said Oregon Historical Society shall have filed with the Secretary of the
Interior proper and satisfactory proofs of its incorporation. And such g:at-
ent to be conditioned that the sni% lots and buildings thereon shall be held
and maintained solely for historical purposes, with a reservation that the See-
retary of the Interiorshall be empowered to declare a forfeiture to the United
Btates whenever he shall find the same hasbeen converted to other purposes,

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The
question is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read
the third time, and passed.
ALLEGHENY COLLEGE, MEADVILLE, PA.

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10208) for the relief of
Allegheny College, of Meadville, Pa., which I shall send to the
desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That on account of the bumin&%fa one of the buildings
of Allegheny College, Meadville, Pa., on Friday, mber 18, 1882, known
as Culver Hall, whereby a sho of §358.23 was incurred to ordnance
and ordnance stores issued to said co under its bond, dated March 2, 1877,
the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to relieve said Alle-
gheny College, at Meadville, Pa., from any further money responsibility
under said bond not exceeding the above-named amount.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the
of the bill just reported. [Aftera pause. e Chair hears none.
The question is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read
the third time, and passed.
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nt consideration

On motion of Mr. BATES, a motion to reconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.

ALLOTMENT OF DOCUMENTS.

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent, for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10866) to
amend section 68 of volume 28 of the United States Statutes at
Large with an amendment, which I shall send to the desk and ask
to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 68 of volume 28 of the United States Stat-
Ftﬁs at Large be, and the same is hereby, amended so that it shall read as

ollows:

“ Whenever in the division among Senators, Representatives, and Del-
egates of documents printed for the use of Congress there shall be an apsg:r-
tionment to each or either House in round numbers, the Publie Printer 1l
not deliver the full number so accredited at the respective folding rooms,
but only the largest muitiple of the number constituting the full member-
sltlilt)h of each or mt]éeélﬁtl:rnsgé incln%‘i:tg the Secr%tanrgo m’:i Serg'efn.ltjht-atﬁArms
of the Senate, and Clerk, r%ean ~Arms, an rkeeper of the House,
which shall be contained in the round numbers thus aceredited to each or
either House, so that the number delivered shall divide evenly and without
remainder among the members of the House to which they are delivered;
and the remainder of the documents thus resulting shall be turned over to

the sségerinteudent of documents, to be distributed by him, first, to public
and ool libraries for the purpose of oompleﬁnfj broken sets; second, to
ed with any portions of

public and school libraries that have not been sus:g 1
such sets, and, ly, by sale to other persons; said libraries to be named to
him by Senators, Kepresentatives, and Delegates in COngmssi and in this
distribution the gt}mﬂntﬂndsnt of documents shall see that as far as practi-
.f)ae}l}éegag “eqrml owance is made to each Benator, Representative, and

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows:

. after the word * -eight,” i the o
the’:atﬁjvn:ha‘re%“@ m}d atmagnd the tirgs. SRR Tt o Wonte sheps

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, this is the same bill
that was read several days ago, and objection was made to it by
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] because he desired
an explanation of the amendment to the statute. I would say in
explanation that it simply amends the law now in operation rela-
tive to the distribution of public documents and gives the Ser-
geant-at-Arms of the House a share in the distribution, the same
as the Clerk of the House, and the Sergeant-at-Arms and Secretary
of the Senate. This allotment was made up to the Fifty-first Con-
gress, when, because of a f;ﬁ’” in conduct of the Sergeant-at-
Arms of the House, it was taken from him.

Mr. MADDOX. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state
to him that I have examined the matter, and I have no objection
to it, as I understand it.

_The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third
time, and passed.

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the title will be amended,

IRRIGATION IN UTAH,

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent for present consideration of the joint resolution which I
send to the desk.

The joint resolution (8. R. 28) authorizing the printing of addi
tional copies of Agricultural Bulletin No. 124, being the report
on irrigation in Utah, was read, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That there shall be printed from the stereotype plates of tha
Report of Irrigation Investigation Utah, under the direction of Edward
Mead, chief of irrigation investization, Office of Experiment Stations, De-
ggrtmant of Agriculture, 4,000 csples}o which Mahx.al be for the nm%af the

nate, 600 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 for the use
of the Department of Agriculture.

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera-
tion of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

PRODUCTION OF FRECIOUS METALS, ETC.

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent for present consideration of the concurrent resolution of
the House which I send to the Clerk.

The Clerk read concurrent resolution No. 32, as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there
be printed 8,000 additional copies of the Reportof the Director of the Minton
the Production of the Precious Metals for the calendar r 1902, bound in
cloth and wrapped; 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Rrepresentatives,
1,000 for the use of the Senate, and 8,000 for the use of the Director of the

nt, :
Resolved, That there also be printed 8,000 additional copies of the Report
of the Director of the Mint Covering the rations of the Mints and Assay
flices of the United States for the year ended June 30, 1003, to be
bound in cloth and wrapped, 8,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre-
S%ngﬁﬁ f,{’m for the use of the Senate, and 3,000 for the useof the Director
of the
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The amendments proposed by the Committee on Printing were
as follows:

In line 2 etrike out the word “six* and insert the word *three.”

Strike ont all after the word * wrapped,” in line 5, down to and including
the word * d," in line 7.

Strike out the word “eight,” in line §, and insert the word “ three.”

Strike out all after the word “ wrapped,” in line 13, down to and including
the word * thousand,” in line 16.

So that the resolution as amended will read as follows:

* Resolved by the House of Representatlives ghe Senate concurring), That
thmbe&rinﬁed 3,000 additional copies of the t of the Director of the
Mint on the Production of the Precious Metals the calendar 1808,
bm:tndmcloth and wrapped, for the use of the Director of the Min

“ Resolved, That there also be printed 8,000 additional copies of the Report
of the Director of the Mint Covering the tions of the Mints and Assay

Offices of the United States for the ear endedJune 30, 1908, to be bound
in cloth and wrapped, for the use of thei)trec‘bor of the Mint."

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration
of this resolution?

Mr. MADDOX. I wish to inquire how many copies of these
documents are to be printed under the resolution as now proposed
to be amended, and how they are to be distributed?

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. This resolution provides for the
printing of 6,000 copies of these documents—3,000 of each .

Mr. MADDOX. What I want to undersl;anf ghrg)are parti 1y
is why are we propoging to give so many o copies to the
Director of the Mint.

Mr., CHARLES B. LANDIS. This resolution proposes the
printing of an additional edition. The copies of the previous edi-
tion and of previous reports infended for the Director of the Mint
have long since been exhausted, while an examination of the con-
dition of affairs in the folding room discloses the fact that the
allotment to the credit of Membersand Senators has by no means
been exhausted. We therefore think it useless to have this dis-
tribution include the House and the Senate.

Mr. MADDOX. Does this provide for the usual distribution?

Mr. CHARLES B. LAND The usual distribution was made
to the Senate and House on previous editions of these reports, but
the Congressional allotment was not largely distributed.

Mr. MADDOX. What is the usual proportion of these docu-
ments? The same proportion ought to be maintained now.

Mr. CHARLES B. JEZI.NDIS. Allow me to repeat that this is
an additional edition, for distribution by the Director of the Mint,
whose supply of these documents is exhaunsted.

My, DOX. But it strikes me that the same proportion
ought to be observed in the distribution of this additional edition.

r. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That would have been provided
for in the resolution by the committee had not an examination of
affairs in the folding room demonstrated that to give an allotment
to Members of the Senate and House would have been simply
wasting the documents.

Mr. MADDOX. Ireckonnot; wecoulddistribute them all right.
If 1 knew the proportions here , I would move to amend.

Mr. CH.AR]BES B. LANDIS. the gentleman desires any ad-
ditional numbers of the publication, he can secure them by mak-
ing a requisition on the Director of the Mint. -

Mr. DOX. I would rather have the documents entered
up to my own account here at the folding room.

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The distribution provided in
this resolution was adopted simply in the interest of economy and
to provide against wastefulness,

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the tleman from Georgia [Mr.
Mappox] allow me a word? As I understand, under the general
printing law the Director of the Mint is allowed 1,000 copies of
each of these reports for his use. He finds that the demand for
each of these reports is greater than the number allowed to him,
and annually he has come to Congress asking anthority for the

inting of this additional number. The copies already printed
B:;lta been distributed in the orrlim.r{hpmons among mem-
bers of the House and Senate and the of the Mint. Itis
found that the full number allotted to Senators and Members has
not been called for, and the amendment to this resolution has
been occasioned by that fact. As I understand, the resolution as
now presented es no allotment to Senators and Members, but
anthorizes the printing of 3,000 copies of each of these reports for
the nuse of the %i:ectorof the Mint. I ask the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. Lanpis] whether I am right about that?

Mr. MADDOX. 1 shonld like to inquire of thet*imrmm‘ of the
Committee on Printing if it is the purpose of that committee to
supply all of these Departments that wish these books with a suf-
ficient number to fill all demands that may be made npon them
from the outside?

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would say to the gentleman
that this is in line with the recommendation of the committee in
two previous Congresses.

Mr. MADDOX. I understand them fo say this is an addition
to the original bill that has been passed for this purpose.

Mr. SOUTHARD. No.

Mr. MADDOX. Why not stand on the original proposition?

Mr. SOUTHARD. A resolution was introduced in the Fifty-
seventh Congress and passed the House, as I understand it, but
failed to the Senate, and the time of the large or frequent
call for this report having , it is altogether likely that the
numnib}e:d-ordjnan' ly needed House and Senate will not bs
Teq

Mr. MADDOX. I do not think it is right, but I am not going
to object.

The SPEAKER, Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

The amendment was agreed to.

The concurrent resolution was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS, a motion to reconsider
the votes by which the several propositions were agreed to was
laid on the table.

WESTERN ALASKA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY'S RAILROAD,”

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. , I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 13740) for the relief of
the Western Alaska Construction Company’s railroad.

The bill was read, as follows:

’
Be it enacted, ete., That the time of the Western Alaska Construction Com-
Enymoompl¥w1 the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of chapter 2.9 of the
ws of the United States, entitled **An act extending the hom lawsand
providing for the right of way for railroads in the ctof Alaska, and for
other purposes,” approved uiring and completing its rail-

14, 1888, in
mdnowmdwomﬁnuigm.hh.gabyﬂmdsduhuow

First. Thatﬁmewﬁlehham:ganﬂpmﬁleof definite location of its first
section of at least 20 miles with the register of the land office in the district of
Alaskn, ?rmrldadlnsmd sections 4 and 5, is hereby extended to and includ-
lng 81st of December, 1904,
. The time to completa the first section of atleast 20milesof its rail-
road, as provided in said section 5, isheretzmenﬁed toand lnclu.dué' F within
year after the filing and approval of the definite location of said section
of said railroad as in chapter and i
railroad company shall be entitled to all

ons of actuponitsdue with all the
éxmmcg?mg only the provp::inum mm% to the
@0

pro! definite location of its firs

t section of not less than
ﬁmlwit.}:in twelve maonths after with the Secretary of the Interior a pre-

nary actual survey and plat of its proposed route, as
sections 4 and 5 of said act, and the provisions thereof rela
tion of the said first section of its road within one year, aso:
in section 5 of said act: Provided, That such railroad company file with
the prgge.rﬂ;e:ister of the land office for the district of Alaskaa mapand pro-
file of the section of its road of at least 20 miles on or before ber
81, 1904, and shall mmglaeate such section of its said road within one year after
such definite location been approved by the Secretary of the Interior, as
provided in said section § of said act.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. § , I should like to have the
gentleman in charge of the bill make some explanation of it. It
is a long bill. and we could not hear it read.

Mr. LOVERING. The Western Alaska Construction Compan
ask simply for the extension of time in which to build their rail-
road. There are only four months in the year in which they can
work up there, and they have not had time to comply absolutely
with the requirements of the Government in thisrespect. I would
say that this bill has the entire approval of the Departmentof the
Interior and the General Land Office and is unanimonusly reported
by the committee.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 1Isthe purpose of it simply to hold their

road?
Mr. LOVERING. Ohm have already constructed 10 miles
of road and have the material on the spot to construct 40 miles,
They are acting in perfect good faith.

%. LIVINGSTON. Thisis to prevent the forfeiture of their
rights?

. LOVERING. Yes.

Mr. LACEY. They shonld have builf 20 miles last year to
come within the provisions of the Alaska right-of-wayact. They
only built 10 miles. The season is very short there, only three or
four months. The material is on the ground, and this gives them
until next January to complete what they ought to have com-

leted by last January. They are going on in good faith and
ve the material there and are constructing the road.

Mr. WYNN. I shounld like to ask the gentleman from Mas-
gfhgm whether any extensions of time have been allowed

(5}

Mr. LOVERING, No.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and

it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

FORT WALLA WALLA MILITARY RESERVATION, WASH,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. ., I ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 12685) for
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the rea isement and sale of the undisposed lands within the
Fort Walla Walla Military Reservation, in the State of Wash-

o bill was read, as follows: :

Be it enacted, etc., That the lands originally embraced within the Fort
Walla Walla lﬁlim‘y Reservation, in the State of Washing mmmnuﬁ
the Interi nthylega}nm vigions, and th s o%northﬁmzm

or, su © appraisers,

note the character of each legal subdivision and state whether i hrg}ﬂeﬂ;'
valuable for stone, mineral, timber, agricultu or pnrpou:i]snd if
any of the legal subdivisions of said land is impro the appraisers shalla
praise separately the improvementson said Jand and the land independent &
of such improvements, and they shall deseribe ﬁnﬂﬂy the character
such improvements, and also the names of persons who made such
improvements and the parties claiming to own the same.

gr,c. 2. That upon the a];g;.ﬁvnl of such reappraisement hgga Secretary
of the Interior sid lands be offered for sale to the hig, bidder, for
cosh, at such times and under such as the Becretary of the Inte-
rior may determine: Provided, That the land and improvements shall not be
sold at less than the appra.iemi value: Provided That if the highest
bidder shall be the person who made the im: upon such land, or
his assigns, the appraised value of the improvements shall be deducted from
his bid, and he be uired to pay only the remainder to the United
States, and if the highest bidder is some one other than the mrawho made
such improvements, or his assigns, then the value of the lmyggove-
ments be paid tosuch party, or his and the remainder to the
United States, and the Becretary of the In
improvements shall hnvebaenngajd!or.u
fssued to the purchaser of any of said lands.

The following committee amendment was read:

Pmnidedub%'.[‘lmtthh act shall not affect the lands in the existing Fort
Walla Walla Military Reservation, area 619.57 acres.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

provided, before patent is

Mr. MADDOX. i e right to object—
fl[r. IGEI\IFIN GSTON. We should like to hear some explanation
of this bill.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, thismilitary reserva-
tion was set aside in 1859, It consisted then of about three sec-
tions of land, the post, the meadow, and the timber reserve. The

t reserve is the land referred to in the last amendment to the

ill, and there is still reserved something over 600 acres.

Subsequently the other two parts were turned back to the In-
terior Department for disposal, and Congress passed acts provid-
ing for the appraisement of them; but pending the enforcement
of it Congress passed some legislation for the relief of persons
who settled n the land before it was set aside by Executive
order as a m.lJ}J’g:ry reservation, leaving a liftle over 400 acres still
in the hands of the Interior Department.

In 1897 this land was appraised, with the improvements which
were put there by four or five settlers who went onto the land
about I;hjrtgyeam ago, after it had been set aside as a reserva-
tion, but who, owing to the unsettled condition of the country,
believed that they would get title from the Government. When
the land was appraised the improvements that these men had put
upon it were included in the appraisement. If they were to ac-
quire the title to the land under the appraisement heretofore pro-
vided for, they would have to pay for the land and also for the
improvements that they themselves had put on it. That hardly
looks fair, and this bill simply provides for the raafppmisement of
about 400 acres of land, according to the report of the Secretary
of the Interior, appraising the land and the improvements
rately. The provision is that if the purchaser, the hjghest bidder,
is the owner of the improvements, he shall not have to pay the
appraised value of his own improvements,

. LIVINGSTON. Supposehedoesnotgetit. Doesthe other
party pay for these improvements?
Mr. JONES of Washington. The other party pays for the im-
provements and he gets it, and the Government gets the value of
the land. It is recommended by the Interior Department and has
the unanimous report of the committee.

Mr. MADDOX. You say you have a unanimous report from
the committee? A

Mr. JONES of Washington, It is unanimously reported from
the committee.
te;ll%rl:?MADDOx. ‘Was it referred- to the Secretary of the In-

Mr. JONES of Washington. It was referred to the Secretary
of the Interior, and his report is printed in the Tt of the com-
mittee, and he the last amendment put in the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a panse.] The
Chair hears none.

Theamendments recommended by the committee wereagreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
g;?dmg;dand being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third

e, an

On motion of Mr. JoxEs of Washington, a motion to reconsider

the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table,
HOUSE ELEVATOR CONDUCTORS.

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I present
privileged report from the Committee on Accounts. 8 3

or must be satisfied that the | ¢+

The Clerk read as follows:
House resolution No. 228
Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and is hereby, authorized
and directed to provide for the gzmﬂnt to the following conductors of the
House elevators in the Capitol following sums, to wit: L. B. Cook,
George Wintel M. F. O'Donnell, ﬂ%; 8. A. Barnes, §160.47; B. E.
being the difference between 31.![(!] and

Walker, §200, and J. E.
&.eﬂlipermnm fmm.ml{k]ﬁd to July 1, 1904, as has been customary in
past under the genoral ency appropriation bill.

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the gentleman
tell us something about this. There seems to be some discrimi
tion made against these gentlemen who operate these elevators.

Mr, HUGHES of West Virginia. The law gives the elevator
men $1,200, but there is no appropriation made annually for that
amount. This simply gives them an appfvrapriat:ion for the two
years that this iation is not made for. It is a supplemen-
tary allowance, and been done before by Congress. I have
here the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—

Mr. MADDOZX. Do I understand you to say that the law gives
it to them, and there is no appropriation?

Mr, HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes, sir.

_Mr. MADDOX. And your committee is making the appropria-

n?

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes, sir. There is an appro-

priation of $1,100 a year, but not of $1,200 for the 2

thMr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker,Iobject untilI can look into
e matter,

Mr, MADDOX. But the gentleman says it is a privileged re-
port. It is a matter that your committee ought to look after.

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not think it is privileged.

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I will say to the gentleman
from Indiana it is done every year, and I will read the CoxGRES-
SIONAL RECORD——

Mr, HEMENWAY. ButIunderstand you are going back with

this.

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. We are only appropriating
for the next year.

Mr. HEMENWAY, You are gqing ahead and not confining it
to this fiscal year. :

Mr. HUG of West Virgi Yes, sir. It is for this fiscal
year. If the gentleman permit me, here is the CoNGRES- .
SIONAL REcORD of May 15, 1902,

Mr. MADDOX. It is subject to a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair misa; ded the terms of the
resolution. The Chair supposed that it was a resolution directing
the payment of this amount from the contingent fund. If so, it
would be privileged. But it does not seem to be a resolution for
that purpose. It is really a resolution directing the Committee
on Appropriations to include in the deficiency appropriation bill
this amonnt. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the resolution? y

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will withhold his
decision with reference to the privileged character of the resolu-
tion just a moment, I would to call his attention to the fact,
having been on that committee for eight years at least, it has
been customary for the Committee on Accounts to report such

S€pa- | regolutions—not ** directing.” I have never known that expres-

sion to be used before. I was not present when this resolution
was considered by the Committee on Accounts last Thursday, and
therefore am not familiar with it: but it has been customary for
the Committee on Accounts to report a resolution providing that
the Committee on A riations shall make an appropriation for
these matters, and until that has been done by law that the
amount be paid out of the contingent fund. That is the usual
way of reporting these resolations.

The SP That is not this resolution.

The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time on
the matters herein stated, viz: * * * the Committee on Accounts, onall
matters of expenditure of the contingent fund of the House,

The Chair thinks this is not a privileged resolution. Is there
objection to the present consideration?

) Ert‘. HE AY. I object until I can have time to look
mnuo 1

Mr. BARTLETT. I have notcalled the matter up. Your col-
league on that side called it up.

Mr, HUGHES of West Virginia. I hope the gentleman will
not object to this. This is the usual appropriation made every
year. This is the same appropriation that is made by the Senate,
and for some time these men were cut off by the House from
$1,200 to $1,100, and it has been provided in this way by the House
for the last six or eight years. It is a small amount, and I hope
the gentleman will not object.

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not know what you have got in there,
and you seem to seek to provide for two fiscal years. That is un-
usual. I think we had better let it go over until I have an op-
‘portunity to see it.
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Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I ask the privilege of with-
drawing the resolution. b

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia with-
draws the resolution for the present.

D. 8. PORTER.

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
i.nons consent for the present consideration of the following reso-

ution,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks
unanimons consent for the present consideration of the resolution
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Ap%xfl?lpristions is anthorized to provide

in the general deficiency appropriation for the p:gemant to D. 8. Porter
of the sum of &0 for extra and ex services to Committee on Pen-
gions as assistant clerk of said co ttee by detail.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to.

HERMAN GAUSS,

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-

inous consent for the present consideration of the following reso-
ution.

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks
unanimous consent for the consideration of the resolution which
the Clerk will Tk,

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Approgjr]ilaﬁans is authorized to
in the ral deficiency appropriation for the payment to
Gauss of the sum of §750 for extra and expert services to the
Invalid Pensions as assistant clerk of said committee by detail.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to know something about that. I have heard the other
case, as we have thrashed this over before in the House., Now,
who is this man? $

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. He is a clerk from the Pen-
sion Bureau detailed to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Mr. MADDOX, Mr. Porter is detailed—

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. To the Pension Committee,
There is a different man in the Committee on Invalid Pensions
and the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. M%DDOX. ‘Why do you give this one so much more than
the other!

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Because he has so much
more work to do; so many more bills come before the Committee
on Invalid Pensions than before the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. MADDOX. Then is there any necessity for the clerk de-
tailed to the Committee on Pensions at all?

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow
me a word? I will say thatthe gentleman referred to, Mr. Gauss,
works more hours than any other clerk of any committee, the
Appropriations Committee not excepted. It is expert work, it is
careful work, and this is the resolution, and I certainly
would be very sorry indeed not to see :t&&sa

Mr. MADDOX. If the gentleman allow me, in the lan-

¢ of my old friend Cox, who was here, let us get this straight.
ich committee is this man assigned to?

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia, Tothe Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Mr. MADDOX. Then the other was the clerk to the Committee
on Pensions, which we have already ?

Mr, HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes, sir.

Mr. MADDOX., I presume that is the one I ought to have ob-

ected to.
s The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to,

F. B. LANSON,

Mr, SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask nunanimous consent
for the present consideration of a bill which I will ask to have
reported at the Clerk’s desk. .

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which
the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 9135) for the relief of F. R. Lauson.

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the ’l‘mam?' is hereby authorized
to issne to F.ef‘{‘. Lauson, of Tionesta, Pa., a duplicate o! Unitedhgtabee 4 per
cent bond No. 100044, the original having been burned; but before issuing
gaid duplicate bond the Secretary of the sury shall take from said Lauson
a bond in the sum of $300, with two satisfactory sureties, conditioned to in-
demnify the United States against said original bond No. 100044, and all claims

rovide
erman
ttee on

The amendments were read, as follows:

In line 4 change the word * Lauson * to * Lanson.”

In line 5, after the word * centum," insert the word *coupon.”

In line 6, after the word *four,” insert the words ‘‘funded loan of 1007."

In line § change the word * Lauson " to “ Lanson.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
Ject, I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania which
committee reports the bill?

Mr. SIBLEY. The Committee on Claims.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have always understood, Mr, Speaker,
the custom of the House was that the Speaker did not recognize
for unanimous consent bills coming from the Committee on

Mr. SIBLEY. I want to say to my friend, if he will pardon
me for a moment, that this is not a claim. It merely autgorizes
the Secretary of the Treasury to reissue a bond for one that was
burned. It involves no claim upon the Government. The House
passed it unanimously in the last Congress, but it did not get over
to the Senate. It is an act of tardy justice. If it was a claim
upon the Treasury I should think it wonld be clearly out of place,
but as it is I trust the gentleman will not object.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Reserving theright to object, Mr, Speak-
er, I gimply want to say this, that I do not see anything on the
face of the claim of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that would
warrant my being opposed to the bill. I believe, though, that
each side of this House ought to be kept on an mﬂal footing. If
it is going to be a custom of the Speaker to allow Members to take
bills from the Claims Committee, to select meritorions bills for
unanimous consent, I think it is all right, but if we are not going
to enter into proceedings whereby the Members can take up by
nnanimous consent bills coming from the Committee on Clai
and Committee on War Claims, I do not think then any privi-
leges ought to be shown; but as the Speaker has made this the
first opening, and as he may hereafter recognize Democrats on this
side to take up bills from the Committee on Claims, I will not ob-
ject to this bill, and if we are going into it by unanimous con-
sent— :

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman to
ask unanimous consent. The Chair has a well-defined policy
touching the laying of bills before the House for unanimous con-
sent, and the ir will say that policy does not cover the con-
sidering of claims so called by unanimous consent, so the Chair
would decline to make a bargain about it. So far as recognizing
both sides of the House isconcerned, the Chair has not kept books;
the Chair has been clearing off a good many matters by unani-
mous consent, at least for the consideration of the House., One
gide of the House has not been recognized as much as the other
this morning because requests have not been made of the Chair.
Is there objection?

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

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

The title was amended.

On motion of Mr. SIBLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS WABASH RIVER IN VIGO COUNTY, IND,

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 13480, an
act to anthorize the Southern Indiana Railway Company to con-
struct a railroad bridge across the Wabash River in Vigo County,
Ind., with Senate amendments.

The Senate amendments were read.

Mr. HEMENWAY, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con-
cur in the Senate amendments,

The motion was agreed to.

CRANE & CO., DALTON, MASS,

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3256)
entitled ““An act directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost
check drawn by Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk, in favor of
Crane & Co., of Dalton, Mass.,”’ with Senate amendments.

The Senate amendments were read.

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the Sen-
ate amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Military Affairs was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8473) to sup-
plement an act of Congress approved Feb: 27, 1899, entitled
** An act for the relief of the Fourth Arkansas Mounted Infantry,”
and the same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr,

Hunr for ten days on account of important business,
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SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of
_ the Union for the purpose of considering the sundry civil bill;
and pending that motion I ask unanimous consent that the House
agree to ten hours’ general debate, five hours to be controlled by
the gﬁntleman from Missouri [Mr. BENTON] and five hours by
mvself,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration of the sundry civil ap-
propriation bill, and pending that motion asks unanimous con-
sent that general debate be had for ten hours, five hours to be
controlled by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, BEN‘TON} and
five hours by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY], Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, with Mr. BurToN in the chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
House bill 144186, the title of which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

. 1 making a iations for the sun eivil nses
nff'hgm(:‘rn(v%rfmeﬁgr the ﬁmi";?&‘ﬂ‘amg June 30, 19‘.26.‘:% for ot?!fel?: pur-
poses,

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, this is the last of the gen-
eral appropriation bills to provide for the expense of the Govern-
ment for the fiscal year beginnin&.'fuly 1 next.

It attracts more interest from the membership of the House and
the country at large than does any one of the twelve regular ap-
propriation bills, for the reason that it %rovidea in great or small
degree for every one of the many branches of the public service,
and in particular for the many civie public works authorized by
Congress and in progress in every State of the Union, such as
public buildings, that afford to the masses of the people substan-
tial evidence of the wealth and dignity of our t national Com-
monwealth; for light-houses and the establishment for their
maintenance, to aid and encourage the development of our com-
merce at home and our commerce with the maritime nations of
the earth—a system that is to-day the best and most generously
equipped in the world, and the only one that is maintained by any
country absolutely without direct charge or tribute upon or from
commerce; for the continuance of work on the deep-water harbors
and waterways of the country, work ttél&e{)b i:hlén progrﬁ:;z ucnsder the
continuing-oontmct:gstemim y - ngress,
that has been handed down ang will forever be wn to fame
as the first Reed Congress; the Life-Saving Service that has proved
80 beneficent and humane a blessing to our seafaring le and
to all who are exposed to the perils of the ocean; the Fish Com-
mission, that has developed the food-fish interests of our seas and
inland waters to an extent that is almost incredible; the public-
land service, that provides for the di of the public domain
to the eager homeseeker—a service, also, that has, through the
Geological Survey, pointed out the way to incalculable wealth
buried beneath the surface of the earth; the maintenance of the
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, those havens of
rest and comfort provided by a grateful Republic for the needy
veterans who have fonght in its wars,

All of these, together with many other meritorious objects, are
provided for in this bill—expenses of the United States courts, the
expense of public printing and binding, and of other functions of
government that are probably uninteresting to mention now, as
well as many purposes not strictly germane to any one of the
other appropriation bills, or which ]{ave arisen and become neces-
gary gince those bills were passed.

This is the result worked out by the committee in the prepara-
tion of this bill, namely: A reduction under the estimates sub-
mitted of $17,147,116.09, and of $28,915,208.99 under the like ap-
protgriation for the current fiscal year, which must be gratifying
to the House, and will, I am sure, meet the approval of the coun-

try.

Thislarge reduction is made and is proper, notwithstanding the
bill carries every dollar that is required for each public building
now authorized and in the course of construction and the exact
amount stated to be necessary by the Engineer Department for
all river and harbor improvements in progress under the contract

system.
The sum total of all the annual supply bills, including the one

under consideration, as reported to the House by the committee
charged with their preparation, is $507,802,324.26. Adding to
this sum the requirements estimated at $84,971,820, under per-
manent appropriations for interest on the public debt, the ex-
penses of collecting customs, and other purposes, exclusive of the
sinking fund, we have the total adjudged to be necessary to con-
duct the Government next year, namely, $682,774,144.26.

No ap[i)rgiable increase that would materially affect the latter
sum has been made by the House in the consideration and passage
of the bills,

In January last it was my privilege to call the attention of the
House to the serious situation then confronting Congress, de-
manding the consideration of estimated expenditures submitted
by the Departments in the regar annunal Book of Estimates,
amounting, exclusive of the sinking fund, to $727,474,206.79, a sum
which I predicted then, and which subsequent events have veri-
fied, would be augmented by supplemental estimates that would
swell the whole to not less than $747,817,922.79, or an excess of
$42,845,862.07 over the revenues, which are estimated at $704,472,-
060.72 for the fiscal year 1905.

By the omission to pass a general river and harbor bill at this
session of Congress and by the wise economy exercised in the
greparation of the appropriation bills, notably in the case of the

ill under consideration, where a reduction of more than $17,000,-
000 is made under the estimates, the sum total of all our proposed
expenditures is reduced, as stated, to $682,774,144.26, or nearly
$22,000,000 under the estimated total revenues. Thisreduced sum
is sufficient to meet all reasonable additions that may be or have
been made to the bills by amendmentsof the Senate and sufficient
also to cover all legitimate deficiencies that may have to be pro-
vided for next session.

The large and unprecedented reduction of nearly $29,000,000
made in this bill com with the appropriations for the current

was made possible, in the first place, by reductions in amounts
or each of three objects, namely:

For public buildings, from $12,511,783.79 to $4,556,233.79, a re-
duction of $7,955,650. A careful inquiry into the exact status of
each building and the ascertainment of available balances under
previous approgﬁations justify this reduction.

For river and harbor contract work the total is reduced from
$20,228,150.99 to §7,872,200, or a reduction of $12,355,950.99. The
committee ascertained that there were balances available for river
and harbor works amounting to $37,000,000, and with the unguali-
fied concurrence of the Chief of Engineers that the amount in
each case carried by the bill was amply sufficient, the whole has
been thus reduced.

For the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers the total
is reduced from $4,804,813 to $3,782,689, making a net reduction
of $1,112,124, which was possible for the reason that the sundry
civil act for the cutrent year carried two nunusual amounts under
the heads, namely, ‘‘ For completing the Mountain Branch, at
Johnson City, Tenn., $900,000,” and *‘ For completing the Battle
Mountain Sanitarium in South Dakota, $350,000.” A

In the next place, the last sundry civil act carried an unusual
number of itemsthat are not necessary to be continued for another
year, such as the following items, each of which carried $100,000
or more:

Agricultural Department building. .ocoeceeeee e eenees
Denver mint, farniture and machine:

o e e e B 200, 000
Garfield and Providence hospitals, new buildings.......——.... 200,000
Great Britain, to carry out treaty of January 24, 1008, with ... 100,000
House of Representatives, office building ... - cceee v 750, 000
Louisiana Purchase Exposition, exhibits. ... .cceeecooeeeccneennn 175,000
Manila military posts - - - 1,000,000
Chlcaszo mmt.aﬂhpost ..... 230,000
Fort Snelling tary 110,000
Bchuylkill Arsenal b :lin% ............ 125,000
Relief of destitution in the Philippines. 8, 000, 000
National Museum building ....._.....__. 250, 000
Newport, R. L, wharf ____.............. gL 24 ceee 100,000
Reovenue-cuttor SLEAMAIE .. e ccmnresmamaance s s e s smm 220,000

[Mr. BENTON addressed the committee, See Appendix.]

Mr. BENTON. Mr, Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr, MIERS].

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, the Secretary of the
Interior on March 15, 1904, issued an order governing the granting
of pensions under the June, 1890, act, to take effect April 13, 1904.
I have had a t many inquiries from soldiers over the country
and from Members of the House as to what the effect of this or-
der will be—how much it will cost to execute it, how many and
what class of soldiers would be benefited, and similar questions.
I have had a good deal of curivsity, as well as a very great desire,
to know for myself, and to that end I have made a calculation
that I desire shall go into the Recorp for the information of the
House and to the country concerning these inquiries. o =

It may seem a little presumptuons that a Member of the minority
should attempt that responsibility, but having waited since the
15th of March and no gentleman from the majority and no one
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from the Bureau having undertaken to furnish information,I
thonght I might venture to make some suggestions along that line.

I desire that the order itself shall be inserted in the RECORD,
which is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, March 15, 1904.
The COMMISSIONER OF PENSTONS.

Srr: Your letter has been received, submitting for my consideration an
order touching the rate of.%ennuon' allowed un r the act of June 27, 1890
The order in question is as follows:

Order No. 78.] DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
BUREAU oF PENSIONS,
March 15, 1904,
‘Whereas the act of June 27, 1800, as amended, des that a claimant
shall *be entitled to receive a on not $12 per month and not
less than §6 per month, ned to the degree o mmmnssr
port, and in determining such inability each and every r{:émllbad y
considered and the aggregate of the disabilities shown to be rated;"” and
‘Whereas old age is an infirmity, the ave nature an extent of which the
jence of the Pension Bureau has estab) with reasonable certainty;

an

‘Whereas by act of eag in 1887, when thirty-nine years had elapsed af-
ter the Mexican war, all soldiers of said war who were over 62 years of age
were placed on the n roll; and
‘Whereas thirty-nine yeara will have ela; mAprﬂl%lm since the eivil
are many survivors over 62 years of age: Now, therefore,
udication of n claims under said act of June 27,
X / bemsn otgnsidemdnam;aﬂdmtaaualmt.uulm
con oes not a T, other legal requirements are

ha stmant he is disabled one.

month; after 65 at$s month; after 68 at month, and
af.ter?ﬁyears,sgm mmg:rh. Tours, At § per i

2. Allowances at higher rate, not exceeding $12 per month, will continue to
be made as heretofore where disabilities other than age show a condition of

inability to perform manual labor.
8. 13, 1904, and shall not be deemed ratro- -

shall take effect A
active. The former rules of the Office fixing the minimum and maximum st
modified as above.

65 years and 75 years, respectively, are here
ARE,

EF.W
Commdissioner of Pensions.
In nse thereto I have to state that one copy of the order has been a:
proved g hm‘mﬁ {ﬂnﬂmi P

indorsement thereon, and is tted for the files of
your Office.
Very respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary.

Under this order it is provided that when a soldier shall have
attained the age of 62 years he shall be deemed to be one-half
disabled and shall be admitted to the pension roll at $6 a month.
At 65 years of age he shall receive $8 a month; at 68, 10 a month,
and at 70, $12 a month. I desire next to place in the RECORD an
estimate furnished by the Pension Bureau, giving the number of
soldiers, the age, and the service, in order that we may make
an estimate as to how many will have arrived at the ages of 62,

65, 68, and 70 years.
According to estimate furnished the Commissioner of Pensi
there will bosnrvainvingluly 1, 1904, m,unbypmaimm oy
ESTIMATE.
The follo table shows the estimated number of soldiers of the civil

met, that when a cla has passed the age of 62 mmﬁﬂn{i 1904, and the length of service at each compiled

hnltf'in ability to perform manual labor and is enti to be rated at §6 per ' from records Se g:‘(‘)‘ﬂim): s (oo

Years of service.
: Total sur-

Age. Twoand | Two to | Oneand |Onetoone One-half | = 5500rg Deaths

T’”’gg““dmmw two and |one-half to| and one- mu and less. each age. deathrate. first year.
. Per cent.

8,500 8,200 1,300 2,700 8,500 4,500 8,300 | 2,000 1.80 450
5,800 2,900 1,100 2,400 8,000 4,000 2,800 22,000 2.08 444
8,800 4,400 1,700 8,700 4,800 6,100 4,500 84,000 2.18 T34
12,700 6,400 2,600 b, 400 6,800 8, 800 6,400 49,000 2.81 1,138
15,300 7,700 8,000 6,500 8,200 10,600 7,700 50,000 2.47 1,457
17,200 8,600 3,800 7,200 9,200 11,900 8,600 66,000 2.66 1,749
16,100 8,100 3,100 6,500 8,700 11,100 8,100 62,000 2.85 1,767
15, 600 7,800 3,000 6,600 8,400 10,800 7,800 60, 000 8.01 1,842
15, 100 7,500 2,900 8,400 %lﬂ) 10,400 7,600 58,000 3.3 1,020
14,300 7,100 2,800 6,000 , T00 9,900 ’f.ﬂ]] 55,000 8.67 1,064
13,500 6, 800 2,600 B, 700 7,200 9,400 8, 800 62,000 B.86 2,007
12, 500 6,400 2,400 5,400 6,800 8,800 6,400 49,000 4.18 2,048
12,000 8, 000 2,800 5,000 6,400 8,800 6,000 46,000 4.53 2,084
11,000 5,400 2,100 4,600 5,900 7,500 5,500 42,000 4.90 2,068
9,900 4,900 1,900 4,200 5,800 8, 800 B, 000 88, 000 5.3 2,023
8,600 4,800 1,700 3,000 4,600 5,900 4,800 83,000 5.78 1,007
7,800 8,700 1,400 3,100 8,900 5,000 8,600 28,000 6.28 1,758
B, 700 2,900 1,100 2,400 8,000 4,000 2,900 22,000 6.82 1,500
74 4,900 2.100 800 1,700 2,200 2,900 2100| 16,000 7.41 1,188
75 and up 14, 000 7,000 2,700 6,000 7,600 9,700 7,000 b4, 000 11.50 6,210
Total o oo i) R0 [ 43,700 95,400 121,300 158, 400 118, 600 870,000 417 86,230

In this inquiry there are two questions involved. The first is,
‘What proportion of the soldiers will have arrived at the ages
indicated in this order on the 13th of April, 1904? For that m
pose I use this estimate, furnished by the Bureau, and the
one I can find, with the date of July1,1904. From that estimate
I ascertain that those who havearrived at the age of 62 are 78 per
cent; those who have arrived at the age of 65 are 638 per cent;
those who have arrived at the age of 68 are 49 per cent, and those
who have arrived at the age of /0 are 20 per cent. I find that to
be true from this table, and I think it is a matter of demonstra-
tion from the public history and from the knowledge of man.
The war began in 1861, forty-three tiem ago. A man who is 62
years old now was 19 years of age then and 28 at the close of the
war. As a matter of history, you will remember this is about
correct. Those who went into the service in 1862, a large portion,
were 19 or more years of age. : ;

At the close of the war, in 1865, I think the public history will

rove the fact that a large portion of them—about the number
fm-md here, 78 cent—were 23 years of age. So that for the
purposes of this argument I shall assume the figures and the
percentages that I stated a moment ago to be correct. The next
question is, What class of soldiers will be affected when this
order is executed? There are, as it were, three classes of soldiers.
One class, which is drawing a pension under the general law,
is the soldiers who have proven their disability of service origin.
Another class. which is drawing under the act of June, 1880, by
reason of their disabilities, although not proven to be of service
origin. Under this order there will be another class to take into
account. That class will be the soldiers who heretofore have not
proven any pensionable disability and are not on the pension roll.

By data furnished by the Pension Bureau—and, I believe, con-
ceded to be approximately correct b{aa]l gentlemen—there are
180,000 or 200,000 soldiers living who have never proven their dis-
ahilities and are not pensioned. Let us see how the execution of

thisorder will affect this class. First, we ought to determine out
of 180,000 or 200,000 soldiers how many will probably, under this
order, be admitted to the pension roll. It isthe intent of this or-
der that all a soldier has to do is to prove that he is 62 years of
age, without proving any disability, and he will then be entitled to

a ion at 86 a month, or $72 a year. -
r. NORRIS. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman permit a
question?

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. I wonld like to know the gentleman’s idea of
this proposition: Under the order that he is ing of will it
be necessary for the applicant for a pension, in his ju ent, to
be examined by the medical board?

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. As I understand this order, it will not
be unless the soldier wants to go on the roll at a higher rate than
that anthorized by the limit of age. In other words, if he is 62
years of age and he is satisfied with $6, then no other proof is
necessary. If he is 65 years of age and is satisfied with $8, no
farther proof than his age and ninety days’ service is necessary,
and the same with respect to 68 and 70 years of age; or at least I
think that is the intent of the order. 8 ;

Mr. NORRIS. My question, if the gentleman will allow me,
was prompted by a new r article which I read on the sub-
ject. That article quo e law with reference to applications
for an increase. The law, as I understand if, provides that the
increase shall date from the day of the medical examination.
Then the question recurred as to whether it would always benec-
essary in getting an increase, even under this order, to go through
the fcrmﬁ'ty of a medical examination.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I would much prefer to answer that
more fully a little later.

Mr. NORRIS. V well.

Mr. MIERS of In . I think myself that unless section
4698} of the Revised Statutes is amended the gentlemen over at
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the Pension Bureaun will find great difficulty in executing this
order, but if necessary this section can be amended.

Mr. NORRIS. That was my idea.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I t{ink the law must be changed in
order to properly execute the order. I prefer to take thissabject
up a little later in the discussion.

Mr. CALDERHEAD. On thatsubject, Mr. Chairman, the De-

rtment, under the rule of practice followed over there, has no
g?ﬂiculty in considering 75 years an age at which they will allow
88, unless unusual disability is shown in the case. Now, Ithink,
under the same Fracﬁce, they will have no difficulty in this.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I think that is not the question pre-
sented by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. NOrRIs].

The data furnished by the Pension Bureau lead us to conclude
that there are about 180,000 soldiers of the war of the rebellion
that are not on the roll. Assuming that of this number 100,000
would take advantage of the order, the increased expenditure at
§6 per month, §72 per year, would retiluue $7,200,000.

'Eje order further provides that when the soldier becomes 65
Lem-s of age he shall be placed on the roll at $8 per month. This

an increase of §2 per month, or $24 per annum. By the forego-
ing table we have determined 68 per cent of the soldiers have ar-
rived at the age of 65. Then we have 63,000 to be increased by
$24 per annum, requiring $1,682,000.

The order further provides that at the age of 68 the soldiers
shall be put on the roll at $10. This is an increase of $2 per
month, $24 per annum, Forty-nine per cent have attained the
age of 68. There would be 49,000 to be increased by $24, and
this would require $1,176,000.

The order further provides that when the soldier becomes 70

ears of age he shall be placed on the roll at $12 per month.
H*I:u'.s would be an increase of $2 per month, or $24 rI‘ux:r annum.
Twenty-nine per cent have attained the age of 70. There would
be 29,000 more who are to be increased §2 per month, or §24 per
annum. This wounld require $696,000. Total, $10,704,000.

Thus it will be seen that it will require an increase of $10,704,000
to execute this order in favor of the men who are not on the roll
at all; over $10,000,000 per annum for the men who have no
present pensionable standing, for the men who presumably have
not an ache or a pain, men at least who have never established
any at the Bureau. With such a liberal order without the war-
rant of law giving this enormous sum to this class, we would be
led to expect great things for those who wear the scars and have
establishgd their claims by proof on file at the Pension Bureau.
I do not at this time care to discuss the right of the Bureau to
make such an order, further than to say that if it establishes a
service pension it is certainly legislation, and the Bureau would
not claim the right to legislate.

If it is a matter of proof, it has been the privilege and duty of
the Bureautoapplyd;e}aroofallthesefem; and if it has not done
it, it has been ve ict in duty. 1 prefer to proceed with the
inquiry as to the effect of the order and see what it proposes for the
men that carry the wounds and injuries from long and hard serv-
ice and for the men who have established their disabilities under
the June, 1890, act.

First let us see how many are drawing pensions under the old
lawlessthan$6. See the report of the Commissioner of Pensions of
June 30, 1903, and it will be ascertained that four men are draw-
ing §2 per month. This would be an increase of §4 per month or
$48 per year,and, there being four of them, it would require $192,
There is one man drawing $3 per month. This would be an in-
crease of $3 per month, or $36 per annum. There are eight men
drawing $4 per month. Thiswould be an increase of $2 per month,
$24 per year. This would require $192. There are seven men
drawing 85 per month. This would be an increase of $1 per
month, or §12 per year, and would require 384. Total, $504.

his is the amount for those on the roll by reason of the general
law. We will next ascertain how many on the roll whose claims
have been established under the same act are drawing less than
$6. By an inspection of the report of the Commissioner of Pen-
sions of date June 30, 1903, at page 73, it will be ascertained that
there is not one. If there are only twenty soldiers all told who
are drawing less than $6, why fix an age limit of 62 for $6? The
order fixes the age limit of 65 in order to draw $82 The real age
limit is therefore 65, and 62 isinserted in the order to fool and mis-
lead the publie.

Let us Eroceed with the investigation.

Next, those at 63 are ta be increased to §8 per month.” To de-
termine how many are drawing between $6 and 8 under the gen-
eral law, see report of Commissioner of Pensionsof June 30, 1903,

There are 37,410 that are drawing $6. If they are to be in-
creased to $8, the increase wounld be $2 per month, or §24 per year.
Sixty-eight cent have attained the age of 65, and 68 per cent
of 87,410 is 25,438, At $24 would require $610,532.

There are 290 others drawing $6.25 t087.75. Would be an aver-
age increase of less than $1, but we will count it $12 a year. Sixty-

eight per cent of 290 would be about 200. That number at §12
would require $2,400.

Nextr?gose at 68 are to be increased to $10 per month. This
would be §2 per month, or §24. Same report shows that 34,156 are
drawing 88. Forty-nine per cent have reached the age of 68.
;‘g)ﬁy-nine per cent of 84,156 is 16,636, At §24 would require

1,664,

There are 558 drawing between $8.75 and $0.75. Counting the
average of $1 per month, $12. Forty-nine per cent of 558 would
be 275. At $12 per annum would require $3.300.

Next those at 70 are to be increased to $12 per month. This
would be §2 per month, or $§24 per annum. Same report shows
that 23,789 are drawing $10. Twenty-nine per cent have reached
the age of 70. Twenty-nine per cent of 23,739 would be 6,884,
At 824 would require §165,216.

There are 273 drawing between $10.20 and $11.75. With this
average increase at §1 per month, $§12 per annum. Twenty-nine
per cent of 278 wounld be 80.. At $12 require $960. Total under
general law, $1,184,072,

‘Next we will determine the amount of increase under June act,
(See same report.)

' Those at the age of 65 are to be igcreased to $8. There are
87,984 drawing $6. To increase to 85 wounld be §2 month, or
824 ‘Eer annum, -eigh{feer cent of 87,984 is 59,829, At §4
would require $1,435, re are 6 drawing from §7 to $7.50.
Take $1 as the average—$12 per year—would be, if all are 63, §72.

Next, those at the age of 65 are to be increased to §10—$2 per
month, §24 per annum. There are 141,203 dmwin%e&. Forty-
nine per cent of 141,203 wonld be 69,189, At$24would be $1,660,536,
and 1 at $§12 weuld be $12.

Next, those at the age of 70 are to be increased to $12 per month,
an increase of $2 per month, or §24 per annum. There are 58,744
drawing $10. Twenty-nine per cent of 53,744 is 15,585. At §4,
$374,040. One at §1 per month, §12 per annum, would make $12,
To#%al, under June act, $3,470,568.

RECAPITULATION.
Tothose not nowon the roll. ... coeee e e $10, 608,
To those under June, 1800, 80t . e eeeeerroracnacnan —neeesence 5y 470,568
To those under the general law ($504+§1,184,072 1,184,576
i e L T I R 15, 263, 144

You have under this hurry-up order an increase on account of
the soldiers who have no pensionable standing, without a wound
and without any disease, with no disability of any kind that can
be established—at least, never has been—3$10,704,000.

First, $10,704,000 to those with no pensionable standing, then
$8,470,568 to those under the June, 1890, act, and only §1,193,606 to
those who trace their disabilities to service origin. This is the
reverse of what we should expect. It gives an increase of
$14,174,568 to men who do not show their present disability to be
of service origin.

To the great army of men making up the present great roll of
honor, some limbless, armless, blind, totally disabled by rheuma-
tism, locomotor ataxia, or any and all other causes, many of whom
are unable to dress or undress themselves, many unsgle to feed
themselves. Many gave three and some four years of the best
part of their lives, Many spent months, some years, in rebel
prisons; all dra under the general law, where all their dis-
abilities are established and of record. The sum total of all theit
increases is §1,184,072 + 504; total, $1,184,578.

They say that thirty-nine years after the close of the Mexican
war the Mexican soldiers were given a service pensisn of $12a
month, I wonuld first of all call your attention to the fact that it
was not done by an Executive order that can be ignored, changed,
or repealed by the next Administration, or ignored by the present
one. If was done by law, as this House would have done except
for this Executive order. Congress passed a law by which the
executive department should be governed. The precedent was
both just and patriotic; but asto the old heroes of 1861-1865, who
fought for four years as no other men have ever done in any con-
troversy in any conntry, their imit at 62 yearsis fixed at $6. You
citethe p ent of the Mexican soldiers, who met all the n-
sibility that came to them within about a year, and their pensions
were fixed at §12. So much for the precedent. The harder the
service the less the recognition.

Some gentlemen have asked, has the Bureau the right to issne
the order? I am not prepared to say the Burean had no such au-
thority. There was already by a former administration an age
limit of 65 fixed asone limit and 75 as the other, I think they
therefore had the riiht by reason of precedent.

I think they had the right for another reason. That is this: In
this great Department that has been in existence for over forty
years they have been taking proof, have been examining disability,
and if it is ascertained as a matter of public history, by reason of
examinations made and records kept, that a man at 62 years of
age is half disabled, and if at 65 he is two-thirds disabled, I
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think it would be right to apply this as evidence. ‘* History has
proven that fact and should make a prima facie case.”

It is not so much the right of which I am complaining, but the
circnmstances under which it was done. There ga.d been a great
demand from the Grand Army of the Republic for a service-
pension bill. The Invalid Pensions Committee had wrought in
season and out and was about ready to conclude and report on a
service pension, with other legislation that would have been
wholesome, when the Executive order came and stifled the will
of the Grand Army of the Republic and of the House, includin,
the fifty-odd Members who had introduced bills looking towarg
the liberalization of the pension laws.

The President of the United States or the Secretary of the In-
terior, Congress in session, chardged with the duty of enacting
legislation, with legislation already formulated and ready to pre-
sent to the House, issued this order. I submit it was, at least, in
very bad taste, and if the Executive order has carried this House
away from legislation on this subject, where is it to end? If an
Executive order may do what is done in this case, another Execu-
tive order may change the rule, and that Department may execute
pension orders just as it pleases, without reference to law or the
right of the soldier,

As an American citizen®s a Representative charged with a
duty, I would have much preferred that this House should have
done thzatgg orderly legislation, even if the present order was to
be executed. And I am quite sure this House would never have
approved this order. If ans order establishes a service-pension
law, it is 1e€i.alntion, and the Department did not have the right.
If it is simply an application of evidence, they might and should
have applied it years ago.

None receiving pensions above $12 can be reached by this order,
no difference what their condition may be—limbless, armless, or
what the nature of the injury may be, this order gives them no
relief. I ask you, gentlemen, who are charged with legislation,
are you willing to see an Executive order go into force that will
spend $14,174,5668 for the men who have no disability of service
origin and only $1,184,576 for the great army of men who have
proven their disabilities to be of service origin?

To me it looks like the case is wrong end first. I would rather
have enacted some legislation that would have given $10,000,000 to
the men who can prove and have proven and placed on record their
disabilities of service origin. And this House on pension days
has universally increased the pension of an old soldier who is found
to be totally disabled to the extent of requiring the aid and assist-
ance of another to $30 per month, Not a dollar is given to this
class.

Would you not rather have given to that class a ion of $30,
what we are doing on every pension day? Itwould take less than
$2,000,000 to do it. Yet this order takes $10,000,000 and places it
on those who have no disability which they can prove of service
origin and leaves this class entirely out. Would you not, if you
had been permitted to meet the responsibility, rather have done
something for the men to whom we are giving on every pension
day, and thereby have relieved the House of a great many of
these special pension bills and placed the money where it is needed
the worst?

I approve every bill we pass. Whenever you point me to an
old soldier who is totally disabled to the extent of requiring the
aid and attention of another, by special bill or otherwise, I shall
always vote to increase his pension. But I donot like to do it for
one and leave the others in the same condition all over the coun-
try without any relief. I prefer that this House, after a report
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, shall consider the whole
matter, and in a high patriotic spirit enact some legislation that
will not only relieve the House, but will be of some service to the
old soldiers of all classes and conditions.

Mr, NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a
question?

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. Does not the gentleman think the same respon-
sibility rests on the House to legislate as he suggests is done
under this order as if the order had not been made?

Mr, MIERS of Indiana. I welcome the inquiry, and answer
yes. I want to say further, in answering the question, one pur-

se I have in this argument and in putting these figures in the

ECORD is that this House may understand what the order is, and
thereby see the necessity of doing just what the gentleman from

Nebraska su%gesm.
i order, and who is the author of it? In the

Why this hurry-
‘Washington Post of March 18, in speaking of the Senate steering

committee, it was said:

The committee discussed an order of business for the rest of the session,
and decided to sidetrack the general bnﬂdlmmm the several labor
bills, the Hepburn-Dolliver liquor bill, and all r legislation. The meet-
ing yesﬁeor;lady wd‘fh the first session the steering committee has held for the

acl

rpose on an adjournment mme. In lasted nearly an
Egur and was attended by all but one memg:r.

It is said one of the reasons for meeting at this early date was the issuance
of the Executive order in lien of service-pension legislation, which removed
one of the principal factors which might lengthen the session of Congress.
It had been known that Members of the House were urging that a service-
ggt;lalon_hﬂl be enacted, and that their insistence would result in delaying &

adjournment. With this out of the way and nearly all other obs

to early ournment, there is believed the steering committee to be less
likelihood for a demand for Congressio invaatigatl.xigns of the Post-Office
and other Departments,

So all building bills are to be sidetracked. All labor bills are

to be laid aside. By whom? By the majority. Why? Is it to
show its friendship for labor, or is it becaunse it is afraid to meet
the issue and leave it to the country?
. Doesanyone believe this will satisfy the soldiers? Will this sat-
isfy that great organization, the Grand Army of the Republic?
‘Will this satisfy the country? Will this satisfy the fifty Members
who have introduced bills to liberalize and increase pensions? If
I were to answer, I would say ** No.”

But the author says there is a precedent, and cites the act of
1897 that gave to the Mexican soldiers at 62 years of age a pension
of $12 per month. I grant the law and approve it as wise and
patriotic. How does this order follow the precedent? At the
age of 62 it only gives relief to twenty soldiers now making the
great pension roll, and only ts $504 of relief to those at theage
of 62, It offers to the soldiers who fought more hard battles,
made greater sacrifices than any other class of soldiers ever did,
the sum of $6 fper month, and, while pretending to fix the age
limit at 62, in fact establishes the minimnm age limit at 65 years;
cites the Mexican law that gave $12 absolute at 62 to uphold the
order that gives to twenty of the heroes of the rebellion $6, and
fixes the age limit at 65.

Shame on such mockery!

And the * Executive order in lieu of the service-pension bill.”
““Members of the House were urging a service-pension bill.”
‘‘In order to avert the service-pension bill the Executive order
was promulgated.”” Do you sanction an adjournment to defeat
labor legislation? If gou do, don’t go to the country declaring
that you are the friend of labor. If this Executive order is your
idea of the obligation of the Government and your duty to the
soldier, you must explain to them and to the country.

‘‘ Members were urging the service-pension bill.”” Yes, and we
were so urging it that it could not be put off any longer. It would
have been reported to this House before now. It remains to be
seen whether your President can kill pension legislation this way.
It has been talked for days that he advised such an order. I do
not believe this House will approve any such practice. It
has been said it was a shrewd political move; that your President
is a man of action; that he does something. I grant you that
he is a man of action; but don’t he sometimes act too quickly,
before consideﬁn%:e}gt the result will be? Don’t you.think in
the matter of the tive order he acted without knowing that
it would cost the country nearly $11,000,000 to place names on the

roll that had no ionable stmldini;
Don’t you think he acted without knowing that he was offerin
an affront to the great army of veterans now on the pension ro

by killing their bill? Don't you think he acted unwisely when he

vised the adjournment of Congress to avoid the responsibility
of further investigating post-office frauds and to avoid the respon-
sibility of taking a position in favor of or against the Hepburn-
Dolliver bill?

Don’t you think he acted hastily when he advised adjournment
of Congress to avoid action on labor bills? Don’t you think if you
act on the advice of this man who does something, for effect and
for political advanta%that it may cost you the next House of
Representatives and his sure defeat for reelection? Don’t you
think that because he is & man that does so many ill-considered
and poorly advised things is the reason why the country, and es-
pecially the business interest of the country, is afraid of him?

Don’t you think such double dealing and doing so many rash
acts may cause the Democratic party to elect to the Presidency
some safe, conservative man who is the friend of capital and labor
alike? Don’t you think you better consider the Hepburn bill be-
fore you adjourn? Don’t you think you better take up these bills
introduced by the friends of labor and let the country know how
you really stand toward these great questions? Don’t you think
you better reconsider and act on the pension legislation now for-
mulated and ready for action?

Or won't you think at all, and will you follow without thinking
this man, who acts on impulse and is ready to defeat legislation by
a trick and scuttle away to avoid responsibility? Is that what
this House is organized for, or is it to meet and transact the pub-
lic business to the best interest of the whole country? Such con-
duct is more like madmen than Representatives of the people.
R:télember that whom the gods would destroy they first make
m

i This body of Representatives to be adjourned! Why? Because
it is about to be called npon to vote on labor legislation. This
House has had pending before it the eight-hour bill and the anti-
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injunction bill ever since I have been in Congress, and the Repub-
licans have been in the majority, and under some pretext or
another have prevented consideration.

Adjourn Congress! Why? Because the Republican managers
are not willing to say how they stand on labor legislation; because

they are not willing to say how they stand on public building | zant

bills; not willing to say how they stand on the Hepburn-Dolliver
liguor bill; adjourn while a great many Members of Congress were
urging the passage of a service-pension bill. We were—Members
were—urging and the committee was ready to act, and an Execu-
tix;? order came for the purpose of cutting off legislation on that
subject. ’

I would therefore answer the inquiry of the gentleman from | N

Nebraska: Yes; I think the House is duty bound to enact a
pension law that will express the judgment of the House on this
subject. The responsibility rests with every Member of the House,
and so far as I am concerned I am willing to meet it, and if
need be remain in session for not only one month, but two, three,
or four months, and I am glad to accept the responsibility with

3769

HS. gszs. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda M.
and;
- 8. 4529. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse N,
ones;
S. 4531, An act granting an increase of pension to Julia C. Van-

nt;
S. 2252. Anact granting an increase of pension to David Inches;
8. 2248, An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick
Sommers;
S. 3988. An act granting an increase of pension to John L.
Hughes;
S. 3352, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary M.

ash;
S. 8056, An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick
Fleming;
S. 2458. An act granting a pension to J, H, Oney;
Ba?ﬂ 4708. An act granting an increase of pension to Sammuel
£¥;
8. 4308, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E.

others Members of this House and show how we stand on labor | Pill

legislation and all these other bills. So far as my influence is con-
cerned I shall insist that we stay here and meet these responsi-
bilities, so that labor, the old soldier, and the country may know
what we represent. EAp lause. ]

[Here the hammer fell.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I ask leave, then, Mr. Chairman, to
extend my remarks in the RECorb. ,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks leave to
extend his remarks in the RECORD. Isthere objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none, and leave is granted.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Under theleave to extend, and in con-
clusion, I would nurge that the House of Representatives proceed
to perfect and pass a bill that meets with the judgment of the
House. that can not be done, then I favor the execution of
the Executive order in the way that will be equitable and give
the greatest relief to the old soldiers. To that end, if it is neces-
sary to amend section 4698%, so as to certainly exempt the appli-
cant from examination I am heartily in favor of doing so.

I wonld further enact a provision that will make the applica-
tion so simple that there need be no delays on that account, and
suggest the following as a form for an application:

Hon. COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS.

Bir: Having reached the age of — years, I hereby apg%y for such increase
of pension as may be warranted under the act of June 27, 18%0, under order

No. — construing said act. ]
Iama tgensioner under the act by certificate No, —at the rateof §—
r month.
WI gerved as —— Company —, Regiment, Volunteer ——, from
, 186-, to ——, 186, and in Company —, Regiment, Volun-
teer ——, from ——, 186-, to ——, 186-,
I was born in ——, State of , on the day of , 18—,
My post-office address is , connty of , State of .
v ery respectfully, ——
Witnesses to signature: -

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that
the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the following

titles in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives

was requested:

H. R. 691. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca
C. Shurlock; and

H. R. 11169. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben
Griffith Porter.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested:

8. 2650. An act to transfer Capt. Seth Mitchell Ackley from
the retired list to the active iist of the Navy;
= SI.I 4480, An act granting an increase of pension to Jane E.

uller;

8.2194, An act granting an increase of pension to Phoebe Buch;

5. 4727, An act granting an increase of pension to W. W. Tanner;
: S. 2508. An act granting an increase of pension to Morris H.

ones;

S. 4635. An act granting an increase of pension to David Mise-
ner;

S. 2645. An act granting an increase of pension to Lay Roy B.
Church;

S. 2880. An act granting a pension to Jane Smith;

082,3. 3493. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. Van
mpen;

S. 2075. An act granting a pension to Claude C, Swafford;

S. 8490. An act granting an increase of pension to Bucklin H.

ow;
. 8. 1570, An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper Rob-

inson;
Fx?il 2030. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias L.
er;
8. 4363. An act granting an increase of
S. 4514, An act granting an increase o
Whitehouse;
S. 2582. An act
Sherman;
S. 8227, An act granting a pension to James F'. Mears;
N{i.h301§4. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen F.
ichols;
M?I 4778. An act granting an increase of pension to Juliette
nez;
DS. _2?61. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara E.
anleis;
8. 4602. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram Imus;
MS. 8327. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac N.
oore;
¥ E;d4428 An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin W,
ord;
S. 4275, An act granting a pension to Nancy Noxon;
Drs“; 3561, An act granting an increase of pension to Anna E.
per;
8. 4759, An act granting a pension to John M. Manlove;
S. 2657, An act granting an increase of pension to Robert T,

Wood;
g S. 4139. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. Hen-
erson;
i 8134827. An act granting an increase of pension to John S, Burk-
olaer;
S. 8308. Anact granting an increase of ion to Jesse C. Lott;
Rs.t4s15. An act granting an increase of pension to Angeline P,
00T;
8. 4776, An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse Maurer;
S, 4496. An act granting an increase of pemsion to Harvey
Fletcher;
S. 460, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C,
Nicholson;
S. 3198, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel D,
Reynolds;
MS. 4487, An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron M.
ason;
S. 4777. An act
McCormick;
S. 4001, An act granting a pension to Benjamin A, Provoost;
Fisﬁ 4242, An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew
sher;
8. 4381, An act granting a pension to Mary P, Wilson;
5 S:ti%& An act granting an increase of pension to Emma J,
JEIRRA
AJ?' 2569. An act granting an increase of pension to John W,
en;
S. 4621, An act granting an increase of pension to George
Draper;
S. 4731. An act granting an increase of pension to John A,
Brown;
LS. 2636. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin D.
ane;
A&j&%. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio P.
DS' .237.2. An act granting an increase of pension to David M,
V18]
S. 3986. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Speaks;
. %12&. An act granting an increase of pension to David W,
ohns;

Pension to Eli Veazie;
pension to John P,

granting an increase of pension to Harry M.

granting an increase of pension to Thomas
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StI?MB An act granting an increase of pension to William G.

otit;

PS 4511, An act granting an increase of pension to James L.
orter;

HS 4007 An act granting an increase of pension to Francis G,
offmi
S. 8236 An act granting a pension to John McDermid;
8. 4249, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Gilroy;
S. 8018. An act granting an increase of pension to George W.

Sullivan;
8. 4192 An act gmntmg an increase of pension to James H.

S, ;6 An act granting a pension to Mary H. Cornell;
PS 4678. An act granting an increase of pension to John W.

aris;

S. 3385. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. Blair;
Be%fag An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth

ord;

8. 5077. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes Har-
mon;

8. 3777. An act granting a pension to Sarah S. Smith;

S. 4364, An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua
MeceCormick;

Sb%'ﬁ AnwtgmhnganmnmsaofpenmonboAmandnJ

Fry
Stgffmm Anactgranﬁnganincreaseofpensionto.ﬂicel[
OI
D§34670 An act granting an increase of pension fo Thomas H.
vine;
8. 5110. An act granting a pension fo Cornelia K. Smith;
8. 8305. An act granting an increase of pension to James K.

Dgs_m An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph L.
de”ﬁl? An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda L.

8. 4015. An act granting an increase of to Daniel Taylor;
S. 5032. An act granting an increase OF pensiun to Charles H.

Edick; and
S. 4935. An act granting a to John Waarsteson.
The message also announced that the Senate had passed without

amendment bills of the following titles:
H. R. 2401, Anactgranﬂngapenmontolmkin]laynarﬂ
H. R. 6848. Anactgmnﬁnganmcreaaaofpenmouto.]ohnw

Plattenburg;
R. 11557. An act granting a pension to Alfred D. Burton;

MEGER 1852, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel
ure;
H. R. 10264, An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis
C. Amberg;
Wth?I 12036. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob
e
BI%IB 5682. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
nunt;
H. R. 8742. An act granting an increase of pemsion to Jason
Robinson; s i
H. R. 6258, An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore
CHP“I%O An act ting an in £
gran an increase of pension to Joseph
B. Deeter; 2 .

H. R. 9308, An act granting a pension to John Lindsey;

H. R. 6249, An act granting an increase of pension to
J. Fairbrass;

H. R. 3027. An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Vickers;

H. R. 6501. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah
BB 9155, An act ting a pension to Orlo H. L

gran a on ;
H. R. 194, An act granting an increase of penmonyt%nMaryJ

Bradley;
H. R. 2189 An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
H. R. 1285 An act granfing an increase of pension to Adam
gz 11606. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb J.

Ma
1}11.153 An act granting a pension to Harriet Snyder;
I:LH B.il}l?l. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah

Tyac
M]E{. % 6611. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin
urphys;

H. R. 10847, An act granting an increase of pension to James
OH R. lh’?ﬁ An act tin in £ George
1 gran an increase o msion to

W. Kimble; . =

GH.beR 987, An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas
TuDer;

Mlclcgksos An act granting an increase of pension to George W.
H. R. 11068 An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua

D. Griffith;
H. R 5698, An act granting an increase of pension to Joel M.

derick

R 10935. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca | Street

H.

H.

H. R 10576. An act granting a pension to Lulu E. McKee;
H. R. 2490. An act granting a pension to John Maynard;

H. R 1268. An act granting an increase of pension to John B.
H.

R 790. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver A.
Filman;

Pagkg, 8725, An act granting an increase of pension to John A,
Wal]?cem An act granting an increase of pension to Emma R.

H. R. 8287, An act granting an increase of pension to Abram T,
Caﬁnﬁ-{ 5873. An act granting an increase of pension to Sirbrina

H. R. 5648. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret | Palm

Herold;
R

H. R. 8482. An act granting an increase of pension to John C.
Foo
H. R. 5395. An act granting a pension to Mattie Aten;
H. R. 8180. An act granting an increase of pensmntoWi]lxa.m
ith:
H. R. 133. An act granting an increase of pension to James W.
Smith;
H. R. 6087. An act granting an increase of pension to Anthony
Bracklin; *

H. R. 4114, An act granting an increase of pension to Robert
8. Carns;

H. R. 1519.
H. R. 2371.
H. R. 7079.

- H
C

An act granting a pension to Thomas P. Moore;
An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Herman;
An act granting an increase of pension to John J.

. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward
B I-leqtic e?[t)".ﬁ"f An act granting a pension to Florence R. Russell;
H. R. 10.;60 An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph
I‘OHH }IJ{e "754 An act granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah
M{I. R. 2767, An act granting an increase of pension to John E.

Neary:
H. R 11141. An act granting an increase of pension to John B.

Keller
H. R 5091 An act granting an increase of pension to William | Lose

EKenned
H.R. 2557. An act granting an increase of pension to James Carr;

s I%{ Rh57£ An act granting an increase of pension to Christopher
ichar
J%ci? 5824, An act granting an increase of pension to Casper
oer’;
H. R. 11175. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac
S. Drummond;
H. R. 1528, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
C. Joralemon;
DH R. 5476. An act granting an increase of pension to William
371‘1
HHBeIfl 10179. An act granting an increase of pension to William
E'sn?thh 10822. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew
1
HkR 5527, An act granting an increase of pension to Frances

G
D“H. R. 6416. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna S.
nn:
M%‘ R. 936, An act granting an increase of pension to William
1liian;
H. R. 10912, An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard
J. Whitney:;
H. R. 7411, An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew
Caldwell;
H. R. 6880. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
T. Preston;
H. R. 8050. An act granting an increase of pension to John I.

H. R. 5855, An act granting an increase of pension to Herbert
M. Blagkwell, alias Tavi W Moar: o
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Tlilm}fnl?m An act granting an increase of pension to Corinne
o
H. R. 1515. An act granting a pension to Lucy Warren;
H. R. 2110. An act granting a pension to Mary Farrell;
o l':ll1 0% 720, An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman
. ge;
DaH' a]?}tJ 742. Anact granting an increase of pension to George W.
rrah;
H. R. 8044, An act granfing an increase of pension to Seymour
F. Burlingame; ; ) .
01}11 R. 10019, An act granting an increase of pension to Susan E.
H R 1170. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis L.

MH- tIaniOSQQ. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis
arshall;
WH R. 10531. An act granting an increase of pension fo George
Farr;
H. R. 11428. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus-
tus Fellows;
H. R. 11220, An act granfing a pension to Francis M. Good;
H. R. 8789. An act granting an increase of pension to George
K. Knowlton;
HHKeI}J 5952. An act granting an increase of pension to William
tn
H. R. 8611. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
W. De Motte;
H. R. 2589. An act granting a pension to Susanna Cosgrove;
Dl? R. 10209, Annctgmntnnganmcrea.seofpenmtoh{argmt
elaney;
i3 & R 10901, An act granting an increase of pension to John
g;IlI R. 8025. An act granting an increase of pension to James
yton;
MH R.8078. An actgranting an increase of pension to William J.
osier;
BH. R.8806. An actgranting an increase of pension to George H.
weet;
H. R. 6271. An act granting an increase of pension to Catha-
rine M. Wonderly;
(}a}g— R. 6024, An act granting an increase of pension to Calisto
tro:
H. R. 6563. An act grantingan increase of pension to John Bar-

ar;
nﬁ R. 10792 An act granting an increase of pension to Fred-
erick Lockley
JI{ R. 233- Anactgmnhngsnmcmeofpmmantommm
eoman
Ih]iil R. 2855 AnactgranhnganmcwaseofpenmontoJohnW

H. R. 6432, An act granting a pension to Ellender C. Miller;
H. R. 4094. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary P.

Sheets;
H. R. 4097. An act granting a pension to Franklin B. Lippin-

cott;

H. R. 9082. An act granting an increase of pension to Chester
F. Kimball;
olzé]ﬁ)eﬂﬂw An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim

rt;

H. R. 9592. An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Steinmann;
= H. lﬁ 9081. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin

Miller;
H. R 9726. An act granting an increase of pension to John Mec-

Eliece

H. R. 9117. An act granting a pension to George T, Young;

H. R. 7353. An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Schreiner;

H. R. 7244, An act granting an increase of pension to Willia-
mina R. Allenbaugh;

H. R. 2121. An act granting a pension to Gertrude Merrill;
MH R. 494:8 An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas

o

ILR .068 An act granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Constant;
HiHh Ilt 9979. An act granting an increase of pension to Fzra

chols;

. An act granting a pension to Charles V. Billig;
. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel

. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha
. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah
. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper

An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel
Louis T}'ner,
HH R. 6956. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellis
ouse;
H. R. 6653. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah
Standley;
RE;.'. R. b1255'!.'). An act granting an increase of pension to Emma
« Lamb;
H. R. 6823, An act granting an increase of pension to Seneca.
R. Pollard;
DnH:kR 1882, An act granting an increase of pension to James
H. R. 9581, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
W. Lloyd:
H. R. 12056. An act granting an increase of pension to Kezia

Cherry;
Hng 9576. An act granting an increase of pemsion to Eli M.
McElwain;
FHHaB 4798, An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret
1'1'18.
H. R. 7726. Anactgrmtmgapenmonto.’l’uperlﬁ' W. Rogers;
H. R. 12457. An act granting an increase of pension to Nannie
J. McGuckin;
H. R. 7664. An act granting an increase of pension to George
P. Malloch;
H. R. 11074. An act granting an increase of pension to Merritt
R. Simpson;
WH“]?‘.mlsm? An act grantmganmcrea.se of pension to George
H. R. 8836. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin

Pitman;
H R 1575. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry F.,

WH R 11654. An act granting an increase otpenmon to Augustus
agner;
EH R. 4968. An act granting an incraasaof pension to Robert
H. R. 3288. An act granhng an increase of pension to Nathan
L. Meands;
H. R. 11575. An act granting a pension to Abel N. Button;
RH R. 7221. An act granting an increase ofpenslontoJohn
an:
e Prlll 5296. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio
ce;
H. R. 12417. An act granting a pension to Hiram Parker;
H. R. 6589. An act granting a pension to Jacob B. Mock;
H. R. 7568 An act granting an increase of pension to Albert
:501 An act granting an increase of pension to Emily

H R 11660. An act granting an increase of pension to James

AE{,IR 11649. An act granting an increase of pension to Malinda
yers;
H. R. 3167. An act granting an increase pf pension to James
Littleton;
H. R. 9801. AnactgmnhngapensmnboJaneMcNell :
E%%knm An act granting an increase of pension to James
MCHE
H. R. 2a’?2 An act grenting an inerease of pension to George
W. Steffey;
Egl.lllgls 7308. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius
1
H. R. 7778. An act granting a pension to Frank H. Clark;
BBH. Bﬁ??ﬁﬁ An act granting an inecrease of pension to Jesse T.
mne
H. R. 8035. An act granting an increase of pension to William

H. R. 9709. An act granting an increase of pension to Lonis De | D. Hall

Witt;

H. R, 9820. An act granting an increase of pension to Vincent | A

Anderson;

hérny.'zses. Anact granting an increase of pension to Henrietta
. ce; .
H. R. 9307. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh S.

H. R. 9392, An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret | Smith

J. Robbins;
H. R. 11845, Ansctgmhnganincrem of pension to David
C. McVicker;
H. R. 4941, An act granting a pension to Mary J. Wilson;
H..RISOOB A.nactgra.ntmganmcreaseofpensmntoﬁenry

H. RE. 7500 An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E.

H. 7470 An act granting an increase of pension to Tsaac B.
Gofmth alias Napoleon B. Gordon;

H. R. 6859. An act granting an increase of pension to William
A, Sheridan;
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H. R. 5373. An act granting an increase of pension to Moten M,
Pitts;
H. R. 4889, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C.
Beltz;

H. R. 8002, Anact grantinga pension to Martha J. Derrington;

H. R. 12050. An act granting an increase of pension to David R.
Luttrell;

H. R. 9996. An act granting a pension to Henry Mason;

H. R. 9990. An act granting a pension to John Bartmann;

H. R. 6420. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick
Mehring;

H. g 2191, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
D. Filkins; : .

H. R. 12073. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza J.
Gardner; |

H. R. 12053. An act granting an increase of pension to James

Large;

ngR. 11894. Anact grantingan increase of pension to Jeremiah
Sheldon;

H. R. 11655. An act granting an increase of pension o James
Lynch;

YEII}. R. 4634, An act granting an increase of pension to Randolph
T. Stoops;

H. RP§262. An act granting an increase of pension to Irving
Holcomb; : 1 :

H. R. 6824, An act granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min Manning;

H. R. 9789. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
M. Morrison;

H. R. 7394, An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia
Hutchins; . )

H. R. 7698. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min R. W. Mockabee;

H. R. 620. An act granting an increase of pension to George D.

d; .
. R. 2014, An act granting an increase of pension to Charity
M. Farmer;
H. R. 3266. An act granting a pension to James M. Simms;
H. R. 42380. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper
M. Griggs;
H. ng%lﬁﬂg. An act granting an increase of pension to Nannie
J. McDowell;
H. R. 11563. An act granting an increase of pension toJulia A,

Allison;
H. R. 12805. An act granting a pension to Margaret J. Snook;
H. R. 4353. An act granting an increase of pension to George

Brown; ; : -

H. R. 1905. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias
Holliday; -

H. R. 1877. An act granting an increase of pension to George
H. Suits; and :

H. R. 1861. An act granting an increase of pension to James
Wilkinson,

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session. o

Mr. POU, Mr. Chairman, we are told that the present session
of Congress will soon end. Before the short session shall con-
vene the American people will be called u]i»on to decide whether
the party in power has been true to its pledges and whether it
shalYabe continued in power. In the last Presidential election the
Republican party was successful. It went before the people of
the country upon a platform which was approved at the polls. It
has occurred to me &nt it would not be improper to consider some
of the pledges made in that platform and to ascertain, if possible,
whether or not those pledges have been performed. Probably
the simplest way to consider this question would be to eliminate
the promises concerning which there has been an attempt to per-
form. Certainly the number is few and their importance insig-
nificant,

There has been some extensionin the rural free-delivery service,
in which the minority heartily concurred. The independence of
Cuba has been established in pursuance of a resolution introduced
by a Democratic Senator, and a Department of Comme;*ce qnd
Labor has been constituted without protest from the minority.
There was really no issue with respect to these matters. The
Democratic party had declared for a Department of Labor and
for the independence of Cuba, and the earliest and best friends
of the rural free-delivery service were to be found upon the Dem-
ocratic sile of this Chamber. There were, however, in the
Republican platform of 1900 certain pledges of not only national
but ojintemational importance, not one of which has been per-
form:

Upon the very threshold of the platform we find a declaration
renewing the allegiance of the party to the principle of the gold
standard, and declaring further that—

‘We reco that interest rates are a potent factor in production and
business vity, and for the purpose of further equalizin, of er

eq gand

lowering the rates of interest we favor snch monetary legislation as will en-
able the varying needs of the season and of all sections to be promptly meﬁ
in order that trade may be evenly sustained, labor steadily employed, an
commerce gnlarged.

It will hardly be contended by any Republican statesman that
there has been any performance of this promise., Republican
journals all over the country for many months have been calling
the attention of the country to the insufficiency of our monetary
legislation. Your y declared its renewed allegiance to the
principle of the gold standard, and yet Republican newspapers
are constantly warning you that the gold standard is not safe;
that the parity of the different kinds of money issued by the Gov-
ernment is not assured; that this parity could be destroyed bya '
Presidential order. You admitted in your platform that some
legislation accomplishing this purpose was necessary, and yet you
permitted the Fifty-seventh Congress to convene and adjourn
without putting one line upon the statute books to carry out this
pledge, and I predict that you will permit this session of the
Fifty-eighth gress to adjourn without performing that
promise,

Time and again we have been told that the remedy had been
discovered. Several bills have been introduced by eminent Re-

ublican statesmen. The distinguished gentleman from New

ersey, during the Fifty-seventh Congress, after much research,
introduced a measure intended to carry ont this pledge, but up to
this time it seems that it has been absolutely impossible to effect
an agreement on the majority side of this Chamber, Therefore
without indorsing your proposed measures I call your attention
to the fact that the Republican lf)a.rty will go'before the coun
in the coming campaign compelled to face a broken pledge wi
respect to its platform on monetary legislation.

TRUSTS.

Again, you have not only failed to pass any measure curbing

their power, but it has been actually demonstrated that your
is the friend of trusts and monopolies. I find these words

in your platform:

ca:ivtgll;%cgwet mtv]:?bgﬁnmtgbn&a%i(?nﬂzgswe@géc%ﬁyhm extend ou:-a rtnigrildg

increasing foreign trade; but we condemn all conspiracies and combinations

intended to restrict business, to create monopolies, to limit production, or

to control prices, and favor such la%i.&lntion as will effectively restrain and

prevent all such abuses, protect and promote competition, and secure the
rights of p borers, and all who are engaged in industry and com-

roducers, la
merce.

Let us see what the Republican party has done with respect to
the sup ion or regulation of the trusts. Like the poor, it
seems the trusts are to be with us always. Bear in mind the Re-

ublican party is in power. It has the Presidency and both
%ouses of Congress by large majorities. If it desires to deal with
this great national evil, it has untrammeled power. Thereisabso-
lutely nothing in the way. Aye, more than this, the minority
stands ready to help you if you are really honest in your purpose.

When your party swept the country in 1900, few were those
who supposed that any attempt would be made to rid the Amer-
ican people of the trust evil. If was charged—and, so far asI
know, never denied—that the trusts had contributed immense
sums to the Republican campaign fund. It was believed that
your party drew life and strength from the trusts. Withont their
aid you never could have won that victory. Indeed, the victory
of 1900 was regarded as a trust victory. It is trne you had de-
nounced them in your platform. It is true you had promised re-
lief. Itistrue you had promised to execute the law, but few
people believed you would do it. The creature can not control
its creator; consequently your party, it was believed, could not
control the trusts. On the contrary, thinking men reasoned that
they would control you.

It is a humiliating fact that money is all-powerful in our elec-
tions. Very small majorities change results. Human nature is
weak. Money is plentiful with the favored few, who stand ready
to give it away to those who will serve them. Your Yarty. Mr,
Chairman, took their money, What you did with it I leave for
the American people to decide. It was charged, and not denied,
that your campaign fund amounted to millions, Those in charge
of the fund know whether this is true or not. For one I do not
believe any political party has legitimate need for even $1,000,000
in any one campaign. For one I believe the man who sells his
vote should be punished. but I believe the man who buys that
vote should receive the greater punishment.” The penitentiary is
the proper home for men who go over the country raising great
sums of money to debauch the American voters.

ut your party had nsed the money contributed by these crim-
inals, and it would have been contrary to human nature for that
party to legislate its most valuable friends out of existence. So
that when the victory of 1900 was won, the trusts felt that for
four years more, at least, they were safe. The rich wounld grow
richer. The trusts had found employment for the laboring man,
who was told that he must be content, thank God and the Repub-
lican party that something had been found for him to do. His
dinner pail was full. For four years more he was to have plenty
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to eat—a full stomach. He must be satisfied with that. He must
not dream of higher and better things. The trust had provided
him with work and filled his stomach; therefore he must be satis-
fied and vote the Republican ticket. How beauntifully everything
was fixed! How satisfied was the trust. For four years not one
wave of trouble was to sweep across its benevolent breast.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not willing to be construed as reflect-
ing upon the honor or integrity of any individual Republican
statesman. I am ready to admit that yon have in the ranks of
your party statesmen who are just as sincere, just as honest, and
just as patriotic as can be found in the ranks of the party to which
?[ belong, but it is impossible for your party to conceal the fact
that the trusts of the country felt that the victory of 1900 was
their victory and that they had nothing to fear from those they
had helped to elect. But when the strenuous Colonel Roosevelt
was made President by the cruel hand of the assassin the trusts
became uneasy. Men all over the country who honestly believed
the trusts were oppressing the people, because they were fixing
the price not only of what they sold, but of what they bought as
well, said that at last a man was President who was bold enough
todefy the trustseven if by so doing he wasretired to private life.

Colonel Roosevelt had written much against the cruel and nn-
just practices of the trust, While governor of New York he had
declared that—

The man who by swindling or by wrongdoing acquires great wealth for
himself at the expense of his fellow stands as low morally as any predatory
medi@val nobleman and is a more dangerous member of society. Any law
and any method of construing the law which will enable the comm: to
Eeumah hir:‘.inlther by taking away his wealth or by imprisonment, should

welcomed.

He had exhibited on various occasions a great desire to get at
these lawbreakers. All over the country he had declared his nn-
dying hostility to all enemies of the people. From childhood he
had led the strenuous life. He was a soldier—a man of iron.
Every drop of his blood was tingling with patriotism. He was
the Prince Rupert of the patriots.

He was, it was supposed, the very apotheosis of everything self-
sacrificing, courageous, and American, and yet every day since
he has been President the law has been violated. The criminals
are known, too. His representative in Congress filed an exhibit
actually giving the names of 800 trusts. He had learned much
about their internal affairs, for this exhibit gave in detail the
amonunt of preferred and common stock, together with the bonds
they had issued. This exhibit, which can be found on page 1848
of the RECORD of the last Congress, declared that—

The list as a whole, therefore, contains the g‘re.pd total of nearly 800 trusts,
with a total eapitalization of nearly fourteen billions. These totals are fully
83 per cent larger than thoss of any other lists hitherto published.

Here we have a statement indorsed by the gentleman from
Maine, understood to represent the views of the President, that
at that time 800 trusts were doing businessin the country, in spite
of the Sherman law, with a capital more than half as great as all
of the money in circulation in the United States.

Until the advent of Mr. Roosevelt it was supposed that the
Sherman antitrust law was not sufficient to deal with these great
lawbreakers, but Mr. Roosevelt’s Attorney-General soon discov-
ered the mistake. It was soon given out that whether Congress
legislated or not the Sherman law was sufficient to accomplish
the desired result. While all this was taking place, Mr. Chair-
man, I hazarded a prediction. It was this: That the efforts of
the Republican party to suppress the trusts were a sham and a
pretense; that the trusts cared but little about the suits threat-
ened and instituted; that at heart the Republican party was in
sympathy with the trusts, and thatall the noiseand clamor of the
Administration would practically end in nothing.

You may prevent two certain railroad systems from carrying
out a particular deal, but you have done nothing, absolutelynoth-
ing, to prevent these two roads from charging their own prices
for the transportation of freight and passengers, nor have you pre-
vented the trusts from selling to the people at trust prices and
buying what the people sell to them also at trust prices. Thisis
going on now without interruption and will continue just as long
asyou continue in power a party which uses trust money to carry
elections and which chooses trust attorneys to represent the peo-
ple of America in their efforts to free themselves from the clutches
of their oppressors. The truth is, the people of this country are

ying y more for the necessaries of life than ever before.
%hile wages are being decreased, the cost of living is constantly
increasing. The truth is that wages have only increased a trifle
during all the flush times our Republican friends are boasting
about, while the cost of living since 1896 has increased from 33}
to 50 per cent.

The New York Herald of Sunday, March 6, contains the follow-
ing statement, which is well worthy of consideration:

At a time when there is complaint of contraction in trade and industry
and wages are being reduced it is uncomfortable to find that the cost of liv-

is increasing.
mﬁ!:very housewife will peruse with interest the article in this morning’s

Herald giving in detail the recent advance in all the necessaries of life. The
course of prices in the last seven years isreflected in Dun’s **index number "
showing prices proportioned to consumption.

In making up this index number the prices of all necessaries of life are
taken, and in each case the price is multiplied by the country’s per capita
mnnumpgjc;}it ?hlt?h pracludast a:g] tm:i mx}lmodltyd hs;vi.n m?re i;hem its

roper w n the aggregate, the price of a pound of coffee, for instance

it?g taken nine times a%? the price of a bussh%? of wheat five and one-half

times. Extreme low prices were touched July 1, 1897, Comparison of the in-
dex number of that date with more recent ones is interesting:

Fer capita cost of living.

These figures, of course, do not show the actual cost of living, becauss
wholgisaa]: psl‘-ol:,:s are used and no account is taken of rent or lnxuries or ex-

As shovs;ing the tendencies of the times nationally, however, allusion was
made to the tabulated data contained in the bulletin of the Bureau of Labor
of the Department of Commerce and Labor last November, One table shows
that in 1836 the average cost of food per family was £206.76. Since then, taking
the same relative retail prices of food, the average increase has been §5 a year.

When it is shown that there has been an enormous increase in
the cost of living the Republican party, which is the servant of
the trusts, at once proceeds to shower congratulations uponthe
farmers of the country on account of the increase of the price of
farin products. But, Mr. Chairman, I will show before I con-
clude that neither the trusts nor the Republican party is entitled
to any credit whatever for the high prices which, thank God, our
farmers have been receiving. The truth is the trusts have been
advancing the price of manufactured products even when the
prices of %a.rm products were declining,

The present high prices which our farmers enjoy came in spite
of the trusts, and our sturdy sons of toil, upon whose shonlders
rest all permanent prosperity, will hardly be deceived into giving
their natural enemy, the trust, credit for the remunerative prices
they are receiving. 'When the price of farm products is fixed by
the trust the farmer is no longer a free man, but a slave. When
the farmer puts the Republican party in power he puts the trust
in power, and when he puts the trustin power he has surrendered
up his liberty and is no longer a free man.

Mr. Chairman, there is absolutely nothing in American politics
more criminal than the attitude of the Republican party with re-
spect to the trusts and monopolies. You proceed upon the assump-
tion that the American people are a nation of idiots. The man
who draws a salary, the man who receives fixed wages, was never
in a worse condition than he is to-day. You leave him absolutely
at the mercy of the trusts. You say he is prosperous, but his
salary and wages have not been increased and he is forced to pay
more for the necessaries of life than ever before in the history of
this country. The man who receives $1,000 per annum and is
forced to spend $1,000 is not in as good condition as the man who
receives $500 per annum and is only forced to spend $400. And
the thousands of persons in our cities and towns who work for a

ed salary are awaking to the melancholy reality that the pros-
perity of which the Republican party is constantly boasting is a
mockery and a sham; and this is especially true when these very
persons see millions of dollars’ worth of the necessaries of life,
which they are forced to consume, shipped across the ocean and
to Sonth America and sold to aliens cheaper than the identical
goods are sold to them.

I repeat that there is absolutely nothing in the whole history
of American politics that is more criminal than this. You are
punishing t.hesa_pefgla because they are Americans. They are
forced to patronize the trusts or do withont the articles the trusts
sell. All competition is shut out from abroad and all competition
at home is strangled to death. In the midst of the many and
varied remedies which are offered to meet these conditions the
Democratic party, which youn abuse as incompetent and unfit to
rule, offers one which is so simple that a child can understand.
‘We suggest what you yourselves invoked as your best and only
remedy. If is this: Reduce the import duty upon the trust-made
articles to that point which will force the manufacturer to sell as
cheaply to Americans as he does to foreigners. f
’ en the coal strike was on and thousands were almost freez-
ing in the cities, when men faced each other in grim despair,
when the horrid specter of revolution appeared here and there ir
our great commercial centers, what did you do to meet conditions
which then surrounded us? Were you then willing to **stand
pat?” No, Mr. Chairman, ly{on were forced to do something, and
do it quickly. In that black hour the world saw the Republican

eaders in this House report a Democratic measure, a measure
demanded by the Democratic platform, suspending import duty
on coal, I believe, for one year. When you reported that measure
you acknowledged your own impotence, as well as the justice of
the Democratic contention.

It is not denied that to-day all sorts of manufactured articles
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which the people are forced to nse are being sold cheaper abroad
than at home. If the removal of the import duty upon coal had
a tendency to relieve the sitnation during the coal strike, why will
not a reduction of the import duty upon these articles have a
tendency to relieve the situation now? Is there any reason why
the trust can not sell its goods as cheap to the American as it does
to the Austrian or the Russian? If the manufacturer can sell his
goods 5,000 miles away from home at a certain price and make a
profit, can he not sell the same goods at home for the same price
and still make a profit? Your position upon this question is not
only immoral, it is actually eriminal. Why not rise to the neces-
gity of the homr? Why not rise above party and report a measure
which will provide some relief to millions of American toilers?

Ah, Mr. Chairman. the question suggests its own answer. The | P
Republican party is afraid of the trusts. It isafraid to offend the | Russia
will be knocking at the door | B

trusts. In a few months that
of the trusts begging for money. To do what? To buy up votes
to elect Theodore Roosevelt President of the United States. )

You know if you reduce the duty upon trust-made articles you
will get little or no help. Without money to buy votes, without
money to corrupt our elections, without money to distort and
nullify the will of the people the Republican party is in a hope-
less minority. Without a huge corruption fund you would cer-
tainty have been defeated in 1806; and without a huge corruption
fund I believe it will be impossible to reelect . Roosevelt.
Mark the prediction, Mr. Chairman! You will pass no antitrost
legislation at this session of Congress. Look out for the announce-
ment. In a few short months the Republican party will be beg-
ging money from the very men whom Mr. Roosevelt, before he
was President, denounced as ‘“‘standing as low morally as any
predatory mediaeval nobleman.’”” Mark the prediction, Mr. Chair-
man! In a few short months you will see campaign managers of
this strennous moralist crawling about the country begging help
from the very men he has time and again denounced.

But there is another plank in your platform which ghall not
escape notice. In that platform I find the following:

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION, AND OTHER LABOR LEGISLATION,.

In the further interest of American workmen we favor a more effective
restriction of the immigration of cheap lubor from foreign lands, the exten-
sion of opportunities of education for working children, the raising of the

e limit tg?' child labor, the protection of free%:bor as against contract con-

‘et labor, and an effective system.of labor insurance.

Have you done anything to restrict immigration? If so, what?
You made the promise. Did you mean to carry it out when you
made it, or did you include it in your platform m’mplg to catch
votes? The responsibility is npon you, not upon us. But if you
will propose any proper legislation restricting im tion, I
think you will no opposition upon this side of the ber.

Mr. Chairman, the section from which I come is the recipient
of much advice. We are uently told that we are too con-
servative; that we are behind the times; that we are not ** up-to-
date.” I admit that we are conservative, and I thank God it is
so. It is well, I think, that at least one great section of the Re-
public has protected itself against the poison that comes from the
influx of indiscriminate foreign immigration, and for one I re-
joice that the State from which I come has a smaller percentage
of foreign population than any other State in the Union. The
last c];nsua gives us less than one-tenth of 1 per cent of foreign

tion.

w7 ore than once in the history of this Republic the distorted
form of revolution has appeared within our borders. Onceinour
history the people of the South attempted to leave the Union.
They believed they were axemisigfg & constitutional right. Per-
haps this attempt was an error of judgment. God knows our
gmbm‘ ent has been great. It seems the penalty has not yet

n Hmd. Bat, Mr. Chairman, if the hour ever comes when the
horrid specter of revolution shall rise up amongst us, I predict

that our great commercial centers, weakened as they may be in | 1

their Americanism by poison from foreign lands, will turn their

eim first of all to the conservative old South for both moral and | German

physical support; and I predict that, if such an hour ever comes,
the first volunteers in the defense of law and order and govern-
ment will be men of the South— rity of the heroes who fol-
lowed Stonewall Jackson and Ro E. Lee. [A plaus:‘;]

The day is not far distant when we will payl'.ge penalty for
our generous laws with respect to immigration. For the fiscal
year ending June 80, 1900, 448,572 alien immigrants arrived in
the United States. Of these, 54,288 brought with them $30 and
upward, while 271,821 brought with them less than $30. During
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, I believe that somewhere
grants arrived in the United States.
These figures are alarming in themselves. The census of 1890
shows that our foreign-born population, constituting one-seventh
of our total population, furnished one-third of all insane persons
of the country and one-half of all the paupers supported by pub-
lic institutions,

In 1891 three-fourths of all prisoners in New York City
were foreign born and nine-tenths of the balance were of foreign

near 800,000 foreign immi

parentage. In Massachusetts the report of the prison commis-
sioners for the year ending September 30, 1894, shows that 85
per cent of all commitments for that year were persons of for-
eign parentage and that the foreign population of that State
fornished ten times as many criminals as the same number of
m who were native born. The average number of criminals

ed by our native-born population is 2.7 per cent for every
thousand. average number of criminals furnished by foreign
population is 5.4 per cent per thousand. Below I give a table
showing the number of criminals furnished by each thousand of
our foreign population:

NMoat of this information is obtained from House Documen
0. 46,

There are at the present time abont eleven and a half millions
of foreign-born persons in the United States. In some communi-
ties they are actually in the majority, while in many communities

they hoid the balance of power. 1t is our solemn duty to see to
it that the American laborer, the highest and best of the
man who toils, ig!&mtected from the competition of these half-fed,
half-starved, weak-minded paupers and criminals from foreign
lands. The Republican party, Mr. Chairman, promised to give
this protection, and you have broken that promise. You may
rest assured that the laboring people of America will hold you

responsible,
3 SHIPPING LEGISLATION.

I am forced to call your attention, Mr, Chairman, to still an-
other broken pledge. I find the following in the platform of your

party

Our present di dence upon for ing for nine-tenths of our for-
eign carrying e is a great loss to the motthiscuuntry. 1t is also
a serious danger to our trade, for its sndden drawal in the event of En-
ropean war would sarioml{ géppla our e:;ﬁding foreign commerce. The
national defense and nava. clency of country, moreover,

compelling reason for legislation which will enable us to recover our

place among the trade-carrying fleets of the world. f

The disa rance of" American commerce from the sea has
been melancholy indeed. Our registered ocean fleet in 1810 was
108,000 tons larger than it isnow. The testimony of Mr, Win-
throp L. Marvin, of Boston, before the House Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries is well worthy of consideration,

Not since June, 1901~

Declared Mr. Marvin—

has a keel been laid in any American shipyard on either coast of the United
States for one steel steamship designed and built for the purpose of
commerce. TFere has never been a time in our history—not even in the Rev-
olution, not even in the war of 1812, not even in the war between the States—
when ocean shipb in the United States was in such a condition of
absolutely arreslt‘)ed deve ent. The ocean of United States
istry for for commerce is smaller now by a few tons than it was
the year I893. e proportion of American commerce earried in American
ships has sunk from 12 per cent in 1893 to 9 per cent in 1903,

We are sending into foreign lands mearly $5,000,000 worth of
American products and commodities every day, of which less
than 9 per cent are carried ?on American bottoms, and during
the year 1903 the tribute to foreign ships for carrying mer-
schanﬂﬂﬁégeﬂ%andfmmthe nited States amounted to more than

100,000,000.

I give below a table which shows how the tonnage of fleet reg-
istered for deep-sea commerce of the United States compares with
that of other nations:

w
ormer

Tons.

s ey o d S MO e AT SR e S| ISR - _ 878,000
S A P I S Vel B S TD SR eI | & e 1,180,000
S AR e ST S S R 1, 480, 000
ooy o gl el I T IR Jp S e Ll LA e I N i 1, 6680, 000
l!m .............. 2,960, 000
British Empire ........... 14, 800, 000

I believe that the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries
has reported a bill providing for a commission to investigate the
United States merchant marine. This is what might be called
*“ do-nothing legislation. * But for the arrogant. demands of the
trusts we might hope to see a law passed giving a rebate off the
Dingley tang rates on goods imported into this country on Ameri-
can bottoms. But the Republican party will not pass any such
legislation. It would tend to injure the trusts, and the Repub-
lican belengs, body and soul, to the trusts. So here is an-
other, Mr. Chairman, which you must add to the list of broken
pledges of your party.

RECIPROCITY LEGISLATION.

I find also in ththtiormof 1900 a plank headed ‘ Reciproc-

ify favored,” in the following words:

We fa the associated Foiluyuf reﬂmrod direc fo open our
mnr:nmggrmmhhi;g:ms ‘or what we mwogmm% in return
oreign mar
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Will any gentleman rise this floor and say that this prom-
ise has been performed? I believe that some twelve or thirteen
reciprocity treaties were negotiated during Mr. McKinley's Ad-
ministration and sent by him to the Senate for ratification, which
still sleep in the Senate archives. Itistfruetihatb:;tgou;'m
ance you passed a reciprocity measure for the efit o \
but tg:g I believe, l'.lgcn?i]. The truth is, the Republican is
in a dilemma with respect to reciprocity legislation. When that
party is in a dilemma there are three or four gentlemen npon the
majority side of this Chamber who are always put forward tfo
speak, either the distinguished gentleman from New York, the
leader of the majority, or his lieutenants.

The distingnished gentlemen from Ohio and Pennsylvamia are
always put forward when the party is in a real dilemma, and we
must all bear testimony of their artful success in extricating their
party from its difficulties. Realizing that trouble was ahead of
the in the next campaign, the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. DarzerL] the other day undertook to define the Republican
position with re to reciprocity. In a nutshull it amounted
to this: That reciprocity was only desirable with respect to non-
competing articles. When this dectrine was announced amaze-
ment as well as amusement was apparent on both sides of the
Chamber. What sort of reciprocity would you have, Mr. Chair-
man, between noncompeting articles? To what extent do you
suppose we would reciprocate?

iprocity, as I understand it, is the equity of protection. It
was intended by Mr. Blaine to relieve protection of its harshness.
It was intended fo level down the injustice of protection. There
is no need for reciprocity unless we impose import duties, and
there is no need for the protection afforded by import duties un-
less there is competition between articles brought into this coun-
try and those manufactured at home. What sense is there, Mr.
Chairman, in imposing a duty for the purpose of protection upon
articles from abroad with respect to which there is no competition
at home? If there is nocompetition, then there is no need of pro-
tection, and if thereisno protection there can be no need for reci-
Eroeity. The speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will

y excuse the Republican party from the denunciation which
awaits it for its failure to perform this promise.

There are other promises, Mr. Chairman, which the Republican
%rty made of lesser im , which have also been broken.

e truth is, the record of that party during the Fifty-seventhand
Fifty-eighth Congresses is one of broken pledges. During the
short time allotted to me to-day it is impossible to discussall of the
breken promises of the party, for there are other matters which
I desire to discuss briefly before concluding my remarks.

When the Republican is armgmg for its failure to do
these things, with seeming confidence it invariably answers,
‘* Notwithstanding all this, the country is prosperous.” If seems
that no matter what takes place, if the country is prosperous we
must all be content. No matter what injustice is being perpe-
trated, no matter how vicious, how criminal, the laws that are in
force, you must not dare to change them becaunse the country is
prosperous. We must let well enongh alone. We must ** stand
pat.” Yes, Mr. Chairman; stand pat even though you are
robbed while you are Mdmuisl pat. erich are getting richer.
The poor have work and a full stomach. What more conld any-
body ask? They tell us tariff schedules must be amended by the
friends of protection. Would it not be better if they be
amended by the friends of the American people? [Applause.]

Now, Mr. Chairman, the plain truth is, no political party can
legislate a people into ity. All that any political party
can do is to administer the Government as economically as possi-
ble, pass no law which discriminates against any class or section,
stimulate as far as possible our trade with foreign nations so that

our surplus products may find a market, and see to it that public
servants are honest and faithful in the di of their duties.
The man who tells the people that his political party is entitled

to the credit of the high price of cotton or wheat isa ;
I admit that a party can advance the price of any article people
are forced toconsume by enacting laws which strangle competition.
I admit that the Republican has brought Prospeﬁty to the
trusts by tendering to them the American people as their legiti-
mate prey. Iadmit you have brought prosperity to the manu-
facturer by giving him a monopoly. And this is the only pros-
%;rity for which the Republican is justly entitled to eredit,
t on various occasions during the present session we have been
entertained in this House by speeches from eminent Republican
statesmen, claiming credit for whatever prosperity the country
has enjoyed. We of the South are congratulated on onr iei-
pation in this prosperity. It is gratifying to us to know that our
progress aronses such enthusiasm amongst our brethren of other
sections. We of the South congratulate onr brethren of the
North and West upon the prosperity they enjoy. We assure
them that their interest in onr welfare is fully reciprocated and

that the people of the South contemplate with pride the progress |

of the American Republic everywhere, [Applauseon Democratic

side. ]

Now, let us analyze this rity argument a little. The
publican party is in power. country is prospering. Thgg-
fore the Republican party bmu%ﬂ:buut this prosperity. The
Republican party is in power. tsellsata ‘foﬂar per bushel.

Therefore the Republican party is entitled to the credit of dollar

wheat. Again, the Republican party is in power. Co
for 15 cents Therefore this party is enﬁﬂettdogoﬁ

creditoflf)-gg;t otton. Post hoe; ter h
) cotton. ; propter hoe. Is thern
humg;nbemgsublindthathemnoﬁmthe ta.ﬂwyorthtia;eara;g
men

The Panama Canal treaty was ratified a few da 1
thereafter the price of cotton advanced 2 cents perr;oaug:d. 3'111%;:1;
fore the ratification of this treaty cansed the advance in the price
of cotton. The man who employs logic of this kind can prove

anything.

]’.; 1898 the Democratic party regained control of the State from
which I come. Since then the price of cotton has been almost
constantly advancing, Therefore the Democratic victory in my
State—not the Republican victory in the nation—eaused the ad-
vance in the price of cotton. One argument is just as sound as
the other. No man but a demagogne would employ either: and
yet, Mr. Chairman, it is a dangerous argument. = Let me submit
some statistics which clinch this fallacy.

If it be true that the Republican party can advance the price of
wheatorcotton it can maintain that advance; and if it fails to do
so, then it should be condemned as unworthy of the support of the
American people. I am not as familiar with the prosperity of
other sections as I am with that of my own, but I assert, withont
the slightest fear of successful contradiction, that the prosperity
which the South has enjoyed and is enjoying to-day has been ac-
complished by the pluck and energy of the people of that section

under the smile of Providence, in spite of unjust sectional legis-
lation. [Applaunse on Democratic side.!
God knows, Mr. Chairman, there has room for progress in

the South. Eighteen hundred and sixty-five found her prostrate
and her wealth destroyed. A mighty conguering army had de-
stroyed much, but there were some things which could not be
destroyed—the pluck of her people and the natural advantages
vouchsafed by Almighty God.

Yes, Mr. irman, the South is prospering. Emerson’sanaly-
sis of the law of coggmnsaﬁon is not more beautiful than it is
true. The South suffered, buf she learned. If you could stand
upon some mountain peak and with one sweep of the eye take in
our beloved land, you wounld see quite a different picture what
vou would have seen had you stood on the same spot forty-four
years ago. You would to-!ay behold fertile fields which produce
everything needful to man; you would hear the morning ush-
ered in by the din of many thousands of factory whistles; and as
the day wore on you wan]s hear the remotest ends of that favored
land linked together in one unbroken chain by the ringing of our
school bells.

But the Republican party putsin an a
says, “‘Idid it all.”” And yet during all these years of our prog-
ress we have been payms t%enalty. Being large consumers,
we have been taxed fo e manufacturer rich. You force
our farmers to buy in a protected market and to sell in an unpro-
tected market. Inmy Statethere were in 1870 only 39,897 cotton
spindles. In 1900 the number had increased to 1,133.432. You
say we should thank the Kepublican party for this mighty in-
crease. What! Thankthe Republican party when that party has
forced our manufacturers to pay a tax of 45 per cent upon every
one of the million of spindles turning to-day, upon every spindle
to be put hereafter in motion, and upon every of machinery
used in our cotton mills? For what must we m you—for tax-

ing us?

m%respectfully submit that no sufficient reason can be given wh
any man engaged in the business of manufacturing cotton shoul
vote the Republican ticket. At the last sessionof Co Ihad
the honor to submif certain statistics showing that the price of
cotton-mill machinery was cheaper in England than it wasin this
country, and that the difference was f:lglii about covered by the
Dingley tariff rates upon machinery o: t kind.

Everybody, Mr. Chairman, knows the reason why the present
prices of wheat and cotton are high, The demand is far greater
than the supply. For thirty years, ev time the southern
farmers have received high prices for their cotton these prices
have been accompanied by a greater or less calamity to the crop.
I believe the same may be said with respect to the wheat farmers
of the West, but I know it is true with respect to the cotton
farmers of the South.

Let us take the crop of 1893. The crop of that year was 7,549,817
bales. It brought to the southern people in money §292,937,809,
The next year, 1894, there was an increase of over 2,000,000 bales
in the crop, but the farmers did not receive as much money for

just here and
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that crop as they did for the crop of 1893. In 1894 they produced
9.911,251 bales, which brounght $288,918,504. Thus we see that
the southern people did not receive as much money for nearly
10,000,000 bales in 1894 as they did for seven and one-half million
bales in 1893. The crop of 1898 was greater by mearly 100,000
bales than the crop of 1897, and yet the crop of 1897 yielded the
southern farmers $56,000,000 more in money than did the crop of
1888. The crop of 1899 was nearly 2,000,000 bales less than the
crop of 1898, but it brought the southern people about $81,000,000
more than did the record-breaking crop o¥61898.

_So that we see there is no relation between Republican rule and
high prices for farm products., If there were, the question might
be asked why the price of cotton touched the lowest point during
Mr. Harrison’s Administration it had ever touched up to that
time since the civil war. Onlya demagogue, Mr. Chairman, em-
ploys such argument. But in our country, unfortunately, some-
times demagogues must be answered.

The record of the Republican party is not only one of broken
pledges, but one of great extravagance. Year after year our ex-

mses increase. A few years ago the newspapers were full of

e ** Reed billion-dollar Congress.”

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have none but billion-dollar Con-
gresses. It is quite the practice during these latter days to treat
with ridicule almost any man who dares to speak for economy.
Some day, probably when a panic is upon us, it will be ascer-
tained that the Republican party, intoxicated with power and con-
tinued success, is now engaging in a perfect carnival of extrava-
gance, The fatal mistake was made when those in power were
tempted away from the safe and conservative pathway marked
out by the founders of the Republic. This used to be a republic,
not an empire. At one time in our national life the idea of own-
ing colonies several thousand miles across the sea, governed from
‘Washington, was abhorrent to the average American citizen.

Orver in Arlington, Mr. Chairman, are buried those who gave
up their lives for the Retguhiic. Thereare others buried over there
also. A few gave up their lives in an effort to divide the Repub-
Ee. Wereit regﬁiredof us we could assign a sufficient reason for
the sacrifice of all of these brave men except one. Passing along
the silent avenues of that donblysacred spot you came to the grave
of the man who lost his life in defense of Union. Why was
this man sacrificed? Let the poet answer:

In the beauty of the lilies Christ was born across the sea;
As he died to make men holy, so this man died to make men free,

Passing on to the grave of the dead Confederate, you ask the
same question: Why was this man sacrificed? And the answer
comes back: Hishome was invaded; he believed his constitutional
rights were violated, and he died that his constitntional rights
might not be taken away from him. His death is not without

its compensation. Lethimsleep; let himsleep. No victor’scrown h
pressed down upon his ﬂpallid brow, but a brighter crown, woven | J
oW

from God’s perennial ers, awaits the awakening of him who
died for the right. [Prolonged Applause.] .

Ah, Mr. Chairman, here is another grave. The granite that
marks it is not quite so dark, nor the sod that covers it quite so
thick. It is the grave of the poor unfortunate who lost his life
in our efforts to subjugate a people who for centuries had been
struggling to be free. is man was just as brave as the Federal;
just as brave as the Confederate. Can we morally justify his

sacrifice? Let history answer. We never needed the Ph.ilipgi;na w
sbe a

Islands. We do not need them to-day., They will always |
source of expense and irritation. There is nothing American
about them, nor can they ever be made American. Butif itis our
destiny to retain them, we of the South, Mr. Chairman, will will-
ingly help bear the burden. If any nation dares to attack them,
we will helpdefend them. Aslongas they are under the Stars and
Stripes let it be understood that they are to be developed and pro-
tected. In every war the country has ever fought the South has
done its part. It stands ready to-day to do its full duty if any
inch of soil under the Stars and Stripes is imperiled. )

But thereisa better conception of arepublic. Ifisarepublicex-
tending from ocean to ocean, from the Arctic pole to Panama
Canal, with the ontlying islands of the sea as sentinels to give
warning in case of. attack. Letits motto be, ‘ Equal and exact
justice to all men; equal opportunity for all citizens, States, and
gections,” for these are the symbols of permanent union and
everlasting political life. This, Mr, Chairman, would be a

nuine American republic, and then indeed we would fulfill the
poet’s description
Achilles—

Thus the broad shield complete—the artist crown'd
With his last hand, and pour'd the ocean 'round;

i ed the waves to roll
I.&nnlcll‘gggt%?{)xgln;r‘s verge, and bound the whole.

[Loud applause on the Democratic side.]

of the ornamental border of the buckler of | Carr

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informallyrose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by
Mr, PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had in-
sisted npon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 12684) making appro-
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian I
partment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other pur-
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and had appoinfed Mr. STEWART, Mr.
Prarr of Connecticut, and Mr, Dusols as the conferees on the
part of the Senate. .

The messagealso announced that the Senate had passed without :
amendment bills of the following titles:

H.R.4990. An act granting a pension to Georgia R. Demarest;

H.R.12434. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca
McKinney;

H.R.12436. An act granting a pension to Ida E, Nerber;

H.R.12439. An act granting a pension to Lydia Gavitt:
HHI'}aI.;ii 12965. An act granting an increase of pension to William

; ey;

H.R.11313. An act granting a pension to Anna C. Ray;

H. R. 11610. Anact granting an increase of pension to Alexan-

der 8. Hill;
H. R. 11597, An act granting an increase of pension to Aman-
thus P. Joyner;
H. R. 11562. An act granting a pension to Lucretia Davis,
formerly Hamilton; §
AbI]I:l. R. 11612. An act granting an increase of pension to G. H.
ey;
MH. R. 11615. An act granting an increase of pension to Socrates
oore;
H. R. 11616. An act granting a pension to Angust Bockerman;
H. R. 11692, An act granting a pension to Mary J. Neely;
HHL:[R. 11838. Anact granting an increase of pension to William
. Mann; ,
H. R. 11846, An act granting an increase of pension to David
Kinsey;

H. R. 11908. An act granting a pension to Margaret Jones:

H. R. 11939. An act granting an increase of pension to C. C.
Fisher, alias John C. Pickerell;

H. R. 12134, An act granting an increase of pension to Albert
Haldeman;

H. R. 12326. An act granting an increase of pension to Mat-
thew Curran; -

H. R. 4405. An act to correct the military record of Carl W,
Albrecht;

H. R. 9504. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus

onns;
H. R. 9562, An act granting an increase of pension to Warren
R. Herrell;

H. R. 9834, An act granting anincrease of pension to Elizabeth
McL. Haughey;

H. R. 9862. An act granting a pension to Mary Yaw;

H. R. 8713. An act granting an increase of pension to Elam

en; :
H. R. 8462, An act granting an increase of pension to James

alts;
% R. 2929. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
F. Gates;

H. R. 11177, An act granting an increasg of pension to George
Manypenny;

H. R. 1%5{35 An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen
N. Leach; -

H. R. 4599, An act granting a pension to Ella F, Whitehead;

H. R. 4623, An act granting a pension to Electa L. Willard;

H. R. 4539. An act granting a pension to Jane E. Tatum;

H. R. 544. An act granting an increase of pension to Leuther
St. John;

H. R. 725. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander
M. Ballou;

H. R. 728. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
F. Evans: =

H.‘%{. 782. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. B.
Thompson; y . .

H. R. 744, An act granting an increase of pension to George W.

H. R. 1267. An act granting an increase of pension toD. Miller
Gordon; 7
H. R. 1568. An act granting an increase of pension to JamesV,
Tabor;
a11. Iii. 2041, An act granting an increase of pension to James
. Adams;

-
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H. Ri 2144, An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva
A. Pool;
WH.FR.dmz. An act granting an increase of pension to George

. 2ord;

H. R. 3033, An act granting a pension to James M. Hurley;
MH. R. 3149. An act granting an increase of pension to John S.

avity;
H. R. 3171. An act granting an increase of pension to George
N. Crawford;

H. R. 3434, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel
Parmley; fi

H. R. 3533. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert
M. Mellroy;

H. R. 8642, An act granting an increase of pension to James H.

Martin;
HH. R. 8832. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli T.
oyt;
H. R. 4120, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry R.
Guss;
H. R. 4141. An act granting a pension to Mary Shiver;
H. R. 4252, An act granting an increase of pension to George
M. Gibbons;
H. R. 4330. An act granting a pension to Catherine Tully;
KHi' R. 4565. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie
eefer; :
H. R. 4718. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas

Td;
C%II 111'\;. 4877, An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias
; 8;
VH. Rh 4892. An act granting an imcrease of pemnsion to Elias
eatch;
H. R. 4028, Anact granting an increase of pension to James H.
Masterson;
LHﬁiE'l' 4949, An act granting an increase of pension to George
; er;
H. R. 4980. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
F. Connor, alias B. Smith;
H. R. 5330. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert
D. Gardner;
H. R. 6365. An act granting an increase of pension to John W,

Hay;
g. R. 6706. An act granting an increase of pension to James

liss;

H. R. 7482. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie
Pettit Morrison;

H. R. 7487. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis

Knapp;
- %ﬁsn. 9504, Anact g=anting an increase of pension to Augustus

0 3
k I% %0478. An act granting aa1 increase of pension to William

. Hayter;

H. R. 10845, An act granting an increase of pension to John C.
‘Webb; and

H. R. 11498. An act granting an increase of pension to William
A. Porter,

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL,

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield fifteen minutes’
time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER].

Mr. BAKER. ] irman, I propose to-day to address my-
self to the consideration of the ship-subsidy commission bill,

If this bill were the most innocent bill that ever came into this
House, yet the conditions which gave it birth and the antecedent
circumstances which led up to the introduction of the original
ship-subsidy bill in the Fifty-sixth Congress shonld have stamped
that bill with an indelible stain of dishonor, which sghould have
precluded the possibility of any man, not blindly partisan, sup-
porting it. The history of the events which preceded the appear-
ance here of this commission bill clearly prove that it is but one
of the ever recurrent efforts to still further rivet the shackles of
monopoly upon the le.

I am well aware tmenial will be made that this is the repay-
ment to an organized band of unscrupulous but wealthy pluto-
crats, who were appealed to during the cam%algn of 1808 to
‘““gave’ the country and incidentally the Republican party from
that annihilation in the then perding Congressional elections
which the chairman of that committee foresaw and which he
pictured in glowing language, if terror can be so Iiictured. Or-
ganized plutocrats at that time did not so completely understand
as they do now how insincere was the advertised statement of
the chairman of the Republican committee that he favored cer-
tain reductions in the tariff schedules, particularly those affecting
steel and iron. Because of this they refused to contribute to the
Republican campaign fund of that year,and therefore the ‘“honor’’
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of the country, which had been ““saved'’ at such tremendons cost
two years before, was in serious danger. The outlook was a
Ea]li.ng. It really seemed then, to those in charge of the Repn

can campaign, that there was great. danger of the people again
coming into their own, at least of taking the first step forward in
that direction by the election of a Democratic Congress.

Whether the “ business interests’ felt that they had been
‘“touched " too heayily in the campaign of 1896 I do not know,
but certain it is, and no one familiar with the facts upon the other
side of the House will dare den%; it, that those interests were not
* coming to time ” as the Republicans had a right to expect they
would during the Congressional campaign of 1898. They were
evidently deluded with the idea that there was at least some ele-
ment of sincerity in the ostentations demand of a certain gentle-
man for the revision of the steel and iron schedules, and there-
fore refused to put up the *‘stuff”” through which alone the
‘“honor”’ of the country could again be saved.

In this situation of dire distress, and with the imminent possi-
bility of the appalling calamity that wounld happen if the Demo-
crats should have a majority in the Fifty-sixth Congress and
thereby prevent the consummation of some of the contracts
entered into two years before and which had not been entirely
carried out, there was but one thing to do, and that was to enlist
the active efforts of the man who, in 1896, raised the most colossal
corruption fund which a political party ever had. These ‘‘ busi-
ness’’ interests—the plutocrats—had entire confidence that any
contract they might enter into with him would be lived up to to
the letter; aye, that they would not merely be able to get their
** pound of flesh "’ ont of the American people, but a large part of
their i%’m.’xe if they felt disposed to foreclose their mortgage to that
extent,

The contract was duly entered into, $400,000, or was it 300,000,
was turned over by the *‘ right '’ people and placed in the right
hands, but not, as I am informed, into those of the nsual com-
mittee. However, that is a mere matter of detail, and it is not
for those on this side of the House to worry as to who dispenzed
this corruption fund. It is sufficient for us to know that that
fund was provided; that it came almost entirelr from a few men,
and that the contract provided that the legislation which these
men demanded should not only be theirs, but that every word of
the bill, the passage of which would constitute the execution of
the contract, should be written by thers, They were not con-
tent, as the protected manufacturers had been in the case of the
McKinley bill, merely to write the particular schedule which had
to do with their industry, but they insisted upon the right to
write every word of the bill, dot every i, cross every t, and this
right was accorded them.

In an article written while the ship-subsidy bill was before this
House, Royal Meeker, secretary of the tariff-reform committee
of the Reform Club of New York, speaking of the ante-election
bargain of 1898, out of which that bill sprang, said:

i d the 8

Mo 2R oy g A et e R ey
Hanna introduced the bill prepared by the notorious *committee" of ex-
perts, com of the shipowners who would receive the bounty granted by
their own little bill. It is usual for the beneficiaries of protection to prepare
the measures by which they profit in the seclusion of the committes room,
but never before did such a gang of raiders so openly and arrogantly demand

ublic money. No attempt at concealment was made. It was well known
Ehnt the steamship companies made a large donation (said to be £00,000) to
the Republican campaign fund for that year on<the stipulation that they
were to write their own subsidy bill and that Senator Hanna would exert
his power and influence to put through this gigantic raid on the National

ury.

That Democrats were not the only ones who learned of the ante-
election bargain, under which a large corruption fund was pro-
vided, in return for which the contributors were assured of the
passage of a ship-subsidy bill, is seen in a statement prepared and
extensively circulated at that time by a prominent Republican
and a protectionist. I regret that time wdl.)l not permif me to do
anything more than quote a few of its more salient paragraphs.
The document is headed:

SOME FACTS REGARDING THE HANNA-PAYNE SHIPPING BILL.
[By Samuel Adams Robinson, M. D.]

To those who know me it is not necessamy to explain the incentive of this
appeal in order to Iprevent them from misunderstanding m{ position, but for

ose who do not I will say that as I own property in New York City, inelud-
ing deep-water front, which this bill would surely increase the value of, and
have no property or other interest, except my interest in the general welfare
of the country, that it could injure, its enactment into law would certainly
beneilt me pecm}iarﬂy. X : Z g 3

Enowing that a committee largely composed of representatives of the
most powerful transportation lines in the United Statesand Europe had been
for a number of years working to secure legislation in the interest of those
great corporations, I could but infer that they were the authors of this bill,
and thought it fair to conclude that it was intended to benefit the interests
they re;rresentetl.. rﬁgardle%s of all elsei. " . s

L4

During the six years in which I have devoted my time and income to eco-
nomic work I have always been able to secure a fair presentation of my
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views in such newspapers as I selected, and although, owing to a desire to
avoid notoriety, I rarely signed an article, and, indeed, seldom presented my
viewainh:;:l OWD WO ousands of newspapersall over the land have

th
sent them. Though an active advoeate of the gold

and currency refl I have very seldom found a man or paper advocating
free silver that mtgivaﬂirhmmswmsided%em.
* s ® » * L &

It has remained for those who advocate this bill to teach me that.lhria
part of the press of the United States can be so muzzled as to make it well-

impossible to the truth before the 1_1:;:11)]1{:. Only inability to get
what I have said and will say in this circular to the people in the usual way
has induced me to publish it in this manner. Iam by no means alone in this
experience, as will be seen by the following, which is one of numerous in-
stances that have come to my knowledge.

So that, according to Doctor Robinson, these genflemen have
added the crime of suppressing free speech to that of corrupting
the suffrage. .

This is what the Doctor has to say on that subject:

One of the most prominent, able, and honorable officers of labor i
tions, members of which are en in the ship ing trades as well as in
other industries, informs me that in his long experience he has always found
newspapers ready to print any information which he gave them and anxious
to interview him u{)onmb,]emm which the organizations he represents were
interested, but that he has seen the editors of many pa; that had hereto-
fore been anxious to publish his confributions, and mmmme to induce
one of them to print a line against the Hanna-Payne bill, though he knew
that some of them were personally opposed to if.

I know ingtances in w’ newspapers have been compelled by those ad-
vocating the bill to stop the publication of anything caleulated to teach the
people its true character. Men in very high aosltkms have amazed me by
their efforts to muzzle the press with regard fo this bill.

Mark, ‘“ Men in very high positions’’ have been “ muzzling the

ress’’ so that the public should not know the real facts concern-
ing this bill. We hear a great deal about terrorism nowadays.
Can there be any worse terrorism than that which can prevent
the great organs of public opinion from expressing their views on
proposed legislation?
at can possibly be the relation between the plutocratic snb-
gidy hunters and ne pers which they can *‘ compel *’ fo stop
publishing matter tending to enlighten the public mind on this
subject? Nothing that has been said on this side of the House in
denunciation of this bill can compare in severity with this asser-
tion of Doetor Robinson. If, however, but * lifts the lid”’ and
discloses how unserupulous are the methods employed by these
finanecial *‘ magnates’” when they are inte in legislation.
Bill Tweed's methods were crude and uncouth compared with
theirs.

Doctor Robinson continues:

i d lify hich I have al in

R i T AUk A st e ey Somsicy< Awe &l Tebaces 80
suspect that the brutal power of capital an oorﬁrutiom could so su
the truth, and I warn them that our free schools have taught our people the
importance of a free press.

Doctor Robinson evidently foresaw the attempt to form a ship-
ping trust which would gain strength from this poliey of ship
subsidies, as he says:

aas Tor Subaiian ta hot 11h Most dhngerous Teatmr

{ah B
sl?t:shmntl: ??wonlﬂ. create is much m@% feared.

That the International Mercantile Marine Company has been
less of a financial success than its sponsors ted is probably
largely due to the fact that they overcapitalized the bounty which
the Griscom Company—the International Navigation Company,
a large constituent element of the Internati Mercantile
rine Company—now receives from the United States Treasury.
The extent of this bounty is indicated in the fact that it received
in 1902 for earrying the United States mail two and one-half times
as much as the Cunard Line was paid by our Government, al-
though if carried only half as much first-class mail (letters) and
only uarters as much printed matter. Great is *“ patriot-
ism,”’ especially when it is capitalized at cent per cent!

Doctor Robinson also says:

Is that he has ‘ect right toadvoeate this
mmﬁwm %‘315{;&3«3 that he voted ?nmtita saurfsm a.gah:g’ the bill
under which the Griscom, which is our only subsidized line, now runs; he
was then a Senator from Vermont, and being now a Philadelphia lawyer his
position is of course entirely different; indeed, I am told by one of the men
on the inside of shi cireles that he now receives on i{lﬂ.!l]} for each
time he goes to Wi ntoprgmotat.hepamgsaff.heb i

And concludes with this very truthful characterization:

The gmaaisofithiab{ﬂhgreed.ibsmaskenterprisaand patriotism, and its
oy v SAMUEL ADAMS ROBINSON.

W ASHINGTON, D. O., February, 1859,

The present Speaker of this House hit the mark when he said a
few years ago: -

i assist certain to make a sale of steamships at

. m&rbotm geir ngwo ﬁ;’w i.ndil:'idmfs to knock ntsth:
g&f;o! Congress for profit at the general expense.

Asa resident of the rural West he is apparently unfamiliar with
the ways of *“ Wall street.” The gentlemen there don'tsellships;
they have found it much easier to sell stocks, trebly inflated.

yers of the United
gigantic monop-

BAME OLD CROWD! BAME OLD STORY!

A very noteworthy fact in connection with the whole procedure
at this session in relation to the ship-subsidy question is this:

The men who were back of the original plan to profit at the ex-
pense of their fellows in the Hanna-Payne ship-subsidy bill are
the same men, or at least represent the same interests, that clam-
ored for subsidies in the earlier years. They are the same men
who have been clamoring for subsidies ever since this proposed
malodorous legislation was initiated. They are the same men
who appeared before committees of Congress at all subsidy hear-
ings of late years. They are the same men, or inly repre-
sentative of identical interests, who appeared at the hearing in
advoca’glof the pending bill to provide a ship-subsidy commis-
sion. ey are the same men who have appeared before House
and Senate committees in advocacy of the bill to extend the coast-
wise laws to the Philippine Islands, and thereby give a monopoly
of this business to the ships that some of them control; the same
men who have advocated the bill to force the carriage of all gov-
ernmental supplies in American vessels regardless of cost.

These two glhppme shipping bills would affect comparatively
few ships and very few lines. They are not worth to the ship-
ping interests anything like the legislative value placed u
their passage. The cardinal point of the whole agitation is that
the commission bill and both Philippine shipping bills are steps
in the direction of a general ship subsidy, and therein lies their
strength and their enthusiastic and united support among the
beneficiaries of these particular measures and those who to
benefit from the general subsidy measure which is designed to be
passed at the next session of this Congress. Allof the argnments
that have been made at all of the hearings have been subsidy ar-
guments. The same old crowd, the same old subsidy, the * same
old story—nothing new.’”

RESULTE ABROAD.

The subsidy system has many earnest advocates in this country
who never fail to point in a genaml way to results obtained in
foreign countries through the fostering care of their governments,
it being stated that wherevey there has been an extensive develop-
ment of the merchant marine this was due to the systematic ap-
propriation of large sums from the state treasury for the special
object of encouraging shipping. These assertions have been made
so frequently by newspapers, on the platform, and in Congress
that a great many people consider them a matter of record, and
no longer question them. ' An examination will, however, show
that they have no foundation in fact. Take the

EXPERIENCE OF FRANCE.

France and Italy are conspicuous examples of the negative re-
sult of subsidies, The French ship-subsidy system dates from the
year 1881, and was rearranged in 1893. The payments in the year
1896 (the latest date contained in the United States special con-
sular reports) were:

. nes.
T Dot AT 10 DREVIEREION - ..o mew o eres o e s o o rm sy 9,574,720
For bounties toconstraetion. . . . il oLl A , 108,
For postal subelies . e e e st e e 28,153, 000
e T G e e e e e e e S T 30, 864, 068

Thus the yearly payment from the French tredsury for the en-
couragement of shipping reached in 1896, an average year, the
great sum of nearly 40,000,000 franes ($8,000,000;.

Now, let us see the result. According to the report of the
United States consul at Havre of bet 6, 1889 (made to the
State De and published in the Special Consular Reports,
Vol. ), the total increase of French mercantile m the
five years from 1893, the of the enactment of the new law, until
1808 was 66,961 tons, * increase being limited to vessels which
receive no benefits from the bounty law of 1803, while the steam
togma.ge engaged in meeting foreign competition actually showed
a decrease.”’

After eighteen years of boun:tyégayments, a committee of the
French Parliament in 1898 repo as follows:

We do not hesitate to say, without fear of contradietion, that our mer-

chant marine is in such a state of decadence that there is resson to be uneasy
about our naval fleet. *

After quoting the above in his report of September 6, 1899, to

.,

the State Department, the United States consul at Havre, says:
Many other extracts might be quoted from the reports of various cham-

bers of commeree, speeches made in the two houses of Par t, and
from lectamdeﬁmedbyaipermtnmnomics,mhmﬁngthn'dmmmd
state of the merchant navy of France.

As appears from the fignres given above, the French Govern-
ment pays postal subsidies, premiums on the construction of
French ships, and preminms on vo made by French ships.
The effect of this policy is thus deseri by the United States
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consul at Marseilles in his report to the State Department of July
20, 1899 (Special Consular Reports, Vol. XVIII, p. 36):

i i to domestic builders, found
m%tﬁmmmn“mtﬁ %mnmmgdthtgigl;?i?:mg] thn; poi(i:t wnzm rea?:llllned
where the builders were accused of calcula the amount of premium

which proposed constructions would command and adding that amount to

their own cost price, thus absorbing the premium for navigation and the one
for construction.

This consul concludes that—

The merchant marine of France is in an unsatisfactory condition—

and expresses the opinion that—

The inferiority of the French merchant marine is attributable to the
timidity or indifference of French capital.

FAR FROM SATIEFACTORY,.

The Italian Grovernment pays navigation subsidies and con-
struction bounties, but the United States consul-general at Rome,
in his report to the State Department of July 25, 1899 (Special
Consular Reports, Vol. XVIII, p. 72), makes the following com-
ment: .

In view of the efforts of the Government to encourage Italian shipping, the
long seaboard, and the necessity of shipping to the economical life of the
country, the results are certn.in]¥ far from satisfactory; and it is particularly
remarkable that the tonnage of Italian steamers remains generally so low,
while in other countries the tendency has been toward the employment of
hrs(:ler ships a8 more economical in working. The bulk of the subsidies are
paid to two or three companies, which by constant favor have established a
sort of shipping monopoly and successfully use their influence to crush all
possible rzw&l

Here in this country, where we are told * there are no trusts,”
of course no shipping monopoly can ever be created.

GREAT BRITAIN'S MERCHANT MARIKE.

Great Britain has, according to latest reports, a merchant ma-
rine consisting of 8,352 steamers, with a total of 13,652,455 tons.
By far the greatest part of the world’s ocean carrying trade is
conveyed in British bottoms, and there is hardly a port in any

of the globe where Britigh ships do not ply and the British

is not a frequent visitor. But has this result been brought
about by Government bounties? Let us see what United States
consuls say on this point in their reports to the State Department
in response to a Department circular instructing them to investi-
gate the condition of the merchant marine in the countries where
they are located and the policy adopted by the Government for
its promotion. Presumably they were expected to find every-
thing that would constitute an argument for ship subsidies; and
yet the United States consul-general at London—a cousin of Pres-
ident Mc¢Kinley—on September 12, 1899 (Special Consular Re-

ports, Vol. XVIII, p. 107), reports as follows:
cular ]go‘licytor
ons are paid for the

The Government of this country does not pursue any
the purpose of promoting its me t marine. Bubven

use of certain vessels as armed cruisers in case of war, and payments are
made for the carriage of mails,

And (p. 108):

The policies of the other nations toward their merchant sln;;ging do not.
meet with much discussion or criticism in this country, nor are they copied.

He might have added that British shipbuilders are able to un-
derbid French shipbuilders béth as to cost and in time of con-
struction, although the latter pay their workmen a much lower
per diem wage than is paid in British s]np{arda.

The United States consul at %1‘\%1})00 , on Aﬂfﬂﬂ"; 30, 1899
(Special Consular Reports, Vol. , Pp. 111 and 112), makes
the following statements:

The Government does noth:.n‘f to p;gmote the merchant marine in the
way of subsidizing it or the builders who eonstruct it. Payments, aggregat-
ing some §243,000 per annum, are made for the eall of certain steamers (eleven)
asarmed cruisers in case of war. The mail subsidies Etmnrd. which thecolo-
nies pay a part) are put up to competition, and the pest bidder, having
regard to efficiency, secures the contract.

And—

While much interest is taken in ghi regarding
the policies of other nations toward their own merchant %iep(fmg, there isno
Reégephbla sign that the British policy has been influen: beyond stimu-

g

Brﬁiﬂatl;-shipowners to greater efficiency and economy in the working
o

ng circles in Liverpool

KO GOVERNMENT ENCOURAGEMENT. 3

Trrespective of the payments for postal service and the compen-
gation to the eleven steamers that may be nsed for cruisers, no
subsidy or bounty has been paid by Great Britain to steamship
lines for their support or enconragement. For a country like
Great Britain, with its vast system of colonies and mili and
naval posts, the maintenance of constant and efficient mail com-
munication is of the utmost importance, which has been paid for
since the day of the sailing vessel, when it surely never occurred
to anyone to consider such payments as in the nature of subsidies
for the encouragement of shipping. I quote the following from
an editorial in the well-known English shipping jo Fair-
play, of December 3, 1903:
aﬂl\'o gum living cou]::dtﬁét;luud tig g;_:;c ttji.att aﬁgzﬁhsh Government gvm-

ered enco emen
or form. %rc:lixsmiss mgg; lmsarh!eyn tnrumsthe m’f’fﬁﬂﬂé
sidy,"” which implies a fixed payment for no specific work. As pointed out
agein and again, our Government is charged with the delivery o?a the mails,

and also with the delivery of stores for different ts of the world. Ineach
case the work is put up to tender, and, provided the contractors tendering are
ina position to ensure the proper performance of the contract, the lowest
bidder gets thework. Payment for the carriage of mails no more constitutes
what is understood as a subsidy for the entof uhxppingmthm pay-
ment for the carriage of stores, and the sort of en ent shipowners
get from our Government in the latter connection may be infe from a
study of the terms recently issued by the Government for the carriage of
stores to the Cape.

But leaving aside the question to what extent, if any, the pay-
ments made by the British Government for postal service are in
aid to the steamship lines that receive them, the indubitable fact
remains that these lines re t only a small part of the great;
ocean tonnage of Great Britain’s merchant marine, and that by
far the greatest part of it receivesno consideration whatever from

‘the Government. It has grown up and prospered becaunse of the

enterprise of the British people and because the Government has
given it a fair field and no favor without putting difficulties and
obstructions in its way. If the British Government has deviated
from its long-established policy, in granting a large subsidy to
the Comard Line for the construction of two very large and v
fast vessels, it has no doubt done so because the situation creat
by Mr. Morgan’s steamship merger seemed to require extraordi-
nary measures in order to relieve public apprehension, which, as
time has shown, was entirely unjustified. The action of the Brit-
ish Government in this is an exceptional one,and the two
steamers to be built with ent aid do not affect the gen-
eral policy of Great Britain under which, with its fleet of over
8,300 steamers of over 13,500,000 tons, it has reached its preemi-
nence in the world’s shipping traffic.

GERMANY'S EXPERIENCE,

The experience of Germany also proves that a country can obtain
a large and steadily growing merchant marine without offering
a reward forit. Up to the year 18¥5 Germany paid no subsidy
whatever to any steamship line. In that year, however, follow-
ing the French example, a system of subsidies for t.hecarriafeof
foreign mails was adopted by the Government. In what light
the payment of subsidies was considered by the German shippi
trade is splendidly illustrated by the following protest, publish
at the time by the Hamburg Merchants’ Society.

After a formal preliminary, it says:

Thus far German commerce and navigation have been able to compete
with those of other nations, and their present strong ition is chiefly due
totheir own exertions. Evenif the French Gomnmanmould extend larger
monopolies and subsidies to theirnational fradeand commerce, the Hamburg

shi g merchants are not afraid that, if let alone, their own development
would be injured or suffer under such adverse 1 tion. The and
%ty atf m.tiun?l trade are, before all, created by the na talent and
on of a people.
yvernmental measures, whether they consist in throwing artifi

cles in the way of foreign eompetition or in direct support of the national
g.:gglmy here and there temporary advantages to individual enter-

but they will never be able permanently to raise and elevate the ship-
ping interest. On the wnmy.u experience has shown in France, they
paralyze individual energy en the spirit of enterprise and effect
the decline if not the rum of trade. the interest of German commerce
and of the national flag, the Hamburg merchants most-earnestly and r

mmy that all governmental measures for their protection be definitely
s€ 5

The Germanlaw granting subsidies for a mail-steamship service
to Asia and Australia was enacted on April 6, 1885, the beneficiary
being the North German Lloyd, whose first steamer on this serv-
ice left Bremerhaven on June 80, 1886. The contracts under the
first subsidy enactment were made for fifteen years: the Hamburg-
American Line did not submit offers for these contracts, but pre-
ferred to remain unfettered by Government regulations.

HOW THE HAMBURG-AMERICAN LINE FARED.

How did the Hamburg-American fare without the subsidy pay-
ments? Atthe beginning of the bounty periodin 1886, thatline had
26 ocean steamers of 66,000 tons. During these fifteen years when,
according to the a ts of the subsidy hunters who are clam-
oring for this bill, it would not be possible for it to compete, the
line steadily grew and expanded, until in 1901 it had 127 ocean
steamers of 630,091 tons and maintained 35 different services to
all parts of the world. Without any aid from any state or gov-
ernment whatsoever it grew to be the largest steamship enter-
prise in the world,

In 1900 the German subsidy contract was renewed, and the
Hamburg-American Line, believing that the interests of Ham-
burg required a participation in the east Asiatic fast mail service,
agreed 1o ct two steamers in accordance with Government
regulations and place them in this service. These two steamers,
the Hamburg and Kiautschou, ran for two years on this route in -
connection with the service maintained by the North German

Lloyd.

'I{a Lloyd placed altogether thirteen steamers in the Imperi
mail service and received at first $1,047,500 and by the law of 1899,
$1,830,420 per annum for this service. (Report of the United

States consul-general in Berlin, of October 25, 1899, Special Cons,
Rep., Vol. XVIII, p. 59.) N
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The two steamers built by the Hamburg-American Line, which
joined the service in 1901, received a proportionate share of the
subvention, but in the fall of last year the Hamburg-American
Line voluntarily withdrew from the contract, preferring to main-
tﬁgi.u its own service to eastern Asia without Government restric-

ons.

They do things differently here. We never hear of men who
have been given the power to draw a subsidy, or any other form
of governmental assistance, surrendering such a privilege., To-
day the Hamburg-American Line, after an existence of nearly
fifty-seven years, a fleet of 125 ocean steamers of 619,916 tons
and 155 other vessels of 81,235 tons, or a total of 280 vessels of
651,151 tons. Theseare employed in thirty-nine different services.
During its whole life it has received no subsidy from any source
with the single exception noted above, viz, that out of its whole
fleet of 125 ocean steamers but 2 ships, and for only two years,
}jmrticipated in a subvention which the German Government gave

or a fast service to the Far East.

Nothing can better illustrate the value of subsidies than the
voluntary withdrawal of this line from participation in it. Evi-
dently the company discovered that therr business was not stim-
ulated by the subsidy.

The New York Herald of November 21, 1903, contained a letter
from Senator FRYE, written in reply to an interview with Mr.
Ballin, director-general of the Hamburg-American Line, pub-
lished in the Herald of November 17, 1803. Referring to the re-
port of United States Consul-General Mason, at Berlin, published
in Special Consular Reports XVIII, for the year 1900, the Senator
Bays:

consul on to sh om: in
m%mmmﬁgﬁemdimd w‘i&%?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂf G%ﬁanm sg
stimulated construction in the Empire that both the North German Llloiid
and Hamburg-American companies were enabled to order home ships like
the Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse, Friedrich der Grosse, Koenigin Luise, Auguste
Victoria, Fiirst Bismarck, Patricia, and Palatia,

“That they did this at all,” Consul-General Mason declares, * was msinly
due to the fact that they were forced into it by an act of legislation.”

Granting that this represents Consul-General Mason’s meaning,
then he is in error npon his own showin%'. for how can the Ham-
burg-American Line have been forced by legislative acts to patron-
ize home builders, when, as the consul states in the same connec-
tion, the imperial statute enacted in 1884 (actually 1885) granted
subsidies to the North German Lloyd only?

Second. The Hamburg-American liners mentioned above were
constructed in the years 1889, 1890, 1899, and 1893, respectively,
while the Hamburg-American Line ‘‘ enjoyed the benefits’ of a
subsidy for two steamers (out of a fleet of 125), together with
thirteen Lloyd steamers, from 1901 to 1903.

Third. Regarding the advanta%es of this subsidy, attention is
called to the report of the United States Commissioner of Naviga-
tion for 1899, which shows on page 155 that the North German
Lloyd ‘‘ thus far has not only made no profit from its contract to
carry the mails, but rather has lost 5,258,563 marks."

That the Hamburg-American Line was not ‘‘ forced by legisla-
tive action to withdraw its patronage from British constructors’
(Vice-Consul-Geeneral Mason’s report) is amply proven by the fact
that during all this period it has repeatedly ordered ships in Brit-
ish yards, notably the Pennsglvania, sister ship of the Patricia,
mentioned above, in 1806, and has now contracted for its latest
and largest vessel at the yards of Harland & Wolff, in Belfast.

I want to quote from the statement of a former Member of this
House, Hon. John De Witt Warner, representing the tariff reform
committee of the Reform Club, made to the Committee on Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries on January 30, 1800, and over which
the gentleman from Ohio, General GROSVENOR, presided:

STATEMENT BY EX-CONGRESSMAN JOHN DE WITT WARNER.

Mr. WARNER. I represent my own opinions, of some years’ standing, and
the Reform Club. Our tariff-reform committee has taken decided action
against the bill, and has asked me to come here and o it

At *(f)," on 10, the provision is that a vessel not take the sub-
gidy when less than one- of the whole length of her outward and home-
ward voyages shall have been on the seas betweena port of the United States
and a foreign port. In one sense every mile of a vessel, even though it went
all sfound r’t;cha world, would be between a port of the United States and a
foreign port. o

I take it, however, that what is meant is that it must have been on the sea
between a of the United States and the first foreign port on her outward
voyage or the last foreign port on her homeward voyage. But, gentlemen,
if you want the bill to mean that, you have got to say so. Otherwise that
provision leaves a ship to wander around the world, to take a journey around
the world, if you ﬂpleane, and do practically all its work in carrying foreign
Eods between different toreiin ?orta and then collect the American subsidy

om the United States, and the longer it stays away the more it collects.

1 take it for granted that your committee will amend that. I do not sup-
pose you mean anything like that, but it seems to me that is a very serious
objection to the bill, un you want to make it a great deal more prepos-
t.erﬂins‘ tthan its enemies have ever suggested that anyone really meant to
make

Now, there is a clause viding that the Becretary shall *‘ contract.”
What does that mean? It either means that there is some discretion left to
the Becret: of the Treasury as to the contract he make, or else it
doesnot. If it does not mean'that the Secretary is to have any discretion
whatever—

The CHATRMAN (Mr. GROSVENOR). It says in plain terms “any,” and it
mandatorily and specifically means any owner of any ship,

Mr. WARNER. I accept the Chairman's conclusion; and that is just exactly
what I thought would be claimed by the friends of the bill. Now, if that be
true and the Secretary of the Treasury has no discretion whatever, then the
word “ contract " here is a farce, and can only mean a bogus contract upon
which a claim may be made that this bill and its provisions can not be re-
pealed, thereby to get around the plain hint of the decision of the court in
the case of the Lo na sugar bounties. Take either horn of the dilemma,
gentlemen. ghi;h_etr this Hlar Se‘;cozgmt'r‘lsj a rEar\:-e-, put in there for this

urpose, or else it gives the retary of the Treasury a power which no
Eﬂn will ever cﬂm knowingly to give any u.d.minisu-atigr? officer.

. WACHTER. Can all American ships bé manned by American sailors?
Is the sg?ply large enough?

Mr. WARNER. The supply of American sailors is as adequate to man all
American ships, if an t23)1:»(1rttm‘lt:y is to be given American labor, as the sup-
ply of American capital 1s to corral the whole American trade, if the aim is
to foster the export trade in our produce and manufactures.

ﬁ:‘ g.\cnns‘i}: do not wn:;t anﬁrl “iﬁc.“ Is it?

. WARNER. Yes, unquestionably, on enough. If you will put
in a subsidy in this bill providing forrmijrnmga v “t% mme); and carl:'y-
ing, say, one-quarter or even one-tenth of the amount you propose to pay
capital, you can have manned by American sailors every single ton of Amer-
ican ships entitled now to r&i;mtry in the foreign trade.
= ?e HAIRMAN. Youwould provide a scale of wages inan act of Congress,

en’

Mr. WARNER.- No, sir.
%ha %ﬂm RMAN. Why Iiofo D i
r. WARNER. Because i dizing perizing eith
capital or labor. b = e
he CHAIRMAN. But if you were going to ﬁ:ﬂ this—
Mr. WARNER, Yes; if I'were going to do that, I would make a fairer di-

vision than is here ¥opoaed
The CHAIRMAN, You would regulate by the law the price of clothing, and
80 on

3
Mr. WARNER. I certainly should take as good care of the American sea-
man as I did of the American millionaire.

The CHAIRMAN, That is another thing.

Mr. WARNER. And I would not give a dollar to one unless there was a dol-
lar provided for the other, and at the same time pretend that I was looking
out for the seaman and not the millionaire.

Mr. FORDNEY. You object to the bill from beginning to end. Have you
a:aﬁhr%g to offer in its &e ef

r. WARNER. Yes; trade in ships.

The CHATRMAYN, And free trade in goods also?

Mr. WARNER. Yes. This country has had free trade in men ever since the
Republican Administration during our war time sent over and arra for
foreign laborers to come here and take the place of those in the fleld. You
have a little bit of a contract-labor arrangement which, if it were prcé])oaad
in regard to goods as an alternative for the tariff, there isnot a onist
in the country but what would go wild. We have free trade in labor.
long as we have that, let us have free trade in goods,

r. HoPkINs. That is not a fair statement.

Mr. WARNER, That is the truth.

The CHAIRMAN. I have heard you talk this way abhout free trade before,
but I do not recollect of ever hearing you agitate the question of keeping
that foreign labor out.

Mr. WARNER. No; I am in favor of keeping our ports open for labor and
£or goods, but I am not in favor of keeping goods out and letting labor in

Tée.

Mr. WACHTER. * * * You do not mean to say you are the only friend of
the workingman in this room?

Mr. WARNER. No; not in the slightest. Iam free to say I do not i ne
that even the authors of this bill got it u.p in order to swindle labor. Idon't
think they cared what it did to labor. * * T have no doubt it is drawn
to meet the precise views of the gentlemen who drafted it. Iam not for one
moment impugning sheir intelligence.

® * * ® *® & L

The CHATRMAN, Is it customary to amend a bill by the adoption of the
amendments proposed by its enemies? gs

Mr. WARNER. Do I understand that this committea proposes to report this
Eill in the shape the friends of the bill want it? If so, there is no use of this

earing.
ThS%HAIR‘H.\N. 1 have no doubt that those who want to r t the bill at
all will take the advice of the friends of the bill rather than iﬁm who want
to load the bill with dynamite to kill it.

Mr. WARNER. I have been trying to entertaina doubtof that. Ihave been
trying to believe that this committes was not committed, but that it would
]Eﬁte&ﬁs thoroughly to the enemies of the bill as it wonld to the friends of

e bill,

* - * * * * ®

Mr. WARNER. I want to call attention to the fact that although it is
claimed by some of the promoters of the bill that the subsidy is not sufficient
to tempt ships to run exeressly for that purpose, yet there are two facts
which the committee should keep in mind: First, that under any conditions,
so far as they last for any great length of time, there is a great deal of run-

ing in ballast now by unsubsidized ships. If there isa great deal of running
?;n‘ga]lnst now by unsubsidized ships, then under a subsidy which pays a
premium for running even in ballast, no argument is needed to show Eat
the amount of running in ballast would be vastly increased.
#® * * ® * *

*
Mr. WARNER. The second point I want to make is this: It will have the
tendency to induce ships not engaged in legitimate commerce between two
rts to abandon that regular trade and, under the provisions in this bill, al-
owing them to continue their voyage, to go tramping around the world.
The cost of the actual voyage being small in com son to the cost of start-
ing and going back for cell with demurrage, and so forth, the ship will find
it profitable under this subsidy to keep on around the world half empty.
SHIPPING INDUSTRIES ALREADY PROSPEROUS,
President McKinley, in his speech at the Chicago Commercial Club ban-
quet on October 10, 15, said:
“Our shipbuilding has been greatly increased. For the first time in all
our history the tonnage of our steam vessels exceeded on June 1 the ton-
of all our sailing vessels, ba and other craft. We bailt in 1887 and
1508 more vessels of steel than of all other materials combined. Our tonnage
increased during the year 100,000 tons, and is without a parallel in our recent
history. More Iarizrocean steamships are under construction in the United
States than ever 'ore. Our shipbuilding plants are being enlarged and
new establishments projected.”
L * * L L ] - *
SUBSIDY NOT PROPORTIONED TO CARGO.
Though prefaced by canting *‘ whereases,” professing great solicitude for
the farmer, laborer, etc., and espacially for the American seaman and the

American Navy, it is so drawn as to give no benefit to those classes, but in
their name to secure additional profits to capital already profitably invested.
As a result it has been expressly repudiaf

and condemned by the greatesk
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interests as to make its ‘popular " s rt a farce. ,
The sglr:it- Eln which tlgls bl}l is drafted is mdlmtedulllly the fnéct lt%:t v:]l;ﬂ_e
i ighters, ca e of carrying ca UA! in actual tons their
mmragistemd gnmgem a.nﬁamki.ug lirilnats s;g%?ug?are s%bmdjzed at 2§ cents
T T red ton per 100 miles for the first 1,600 miles and at 2 cents per reg-
ton per 100 miles for the remainder of the voyage, swift passenger
steamers, so constructed as to carry of freight not more than one-fourth to
one-sixth of their registered tonnage, but running 21 knots an hour, are sub-
sidized at 8.8 and 8.3 cents, respectively, for tered ton per 100 miles;
that is, in proportion to American exports carried the subsidy is from six to

ten times as high on passenger steamers as it is on freighters.

COLOSSAL IMPUDENCE.

The impudence with which the gropoead extortion is demanded is unique
even in a history of scandals, inclu ing that of the sugar trust. If thec
had not been openly made that, provided the subsidy grabbers were agreed
upon division of the , Congress ought to be satisfied and objectors con-
s[g%red impertinent, it would be almost incredible that it should be pressed.
This is, however, precisely what the subsidy beggars are doing. For exam-
ple, at page 30 of the committee’s printed hearings, 1900, Mr. Griscom admits
that his company would receive, say, $1,500,000 in subsidy within aﬂ'ear after
the passage of the bill. (Other caleulations make it about §2.500,000.)

At page 33 of the same hearings, Mr. Clyde, dlsoa {iopoeed beneflciary,
refers to the *‘committee,” including Mr. Griscom and himself, ** which pre-
pared that” (subsidy) * bill,” states that * the committee is satisfied with the
ail;nunt th?t- I Gdrgmaﬂ dl::’a company " (International Navigation Company)
“ig to receive,” an :

If we are satisfied, we who to share the direct benefits of this bill,
to begin with, if we are satisfied to see one single member of that committee
receive that much money, in whose affairs we have no interest whatever, we
think you can be sure tha% he is not getting more than the services he rem
are fairly worth. If wecan amonﬁonrselvea as to how that money can
be distrituteﬂ (to themsel\'eag s0 as_to do the most good and build up the
la-r&lest possible merchant marine, I do not think that you should give weight
to the adverse criticisms of people who have had no practical experience in
the ownership or operation of ships.

It is not that the claims of these gentlemen are more than
have been those of some others, but that t‘l’lig, more than others, have not
seen fit, in this one particular, to assume a ue that they did not have.

SURRENDER TO TRUST BLACKMAILERS,

The worst feature of this subsidy scheme, as shown by the personnel of its
backers and admissions and statements of hearingsalready bad, is, however,
this: It indicates a final and hopeless surrender on the part of a great indus-
try, blackmailed by our most indefensible trusts into cooperation with them,
and an acceptance of their aid to secure for itself equa Slﬂﬂdar from the
Government instead of demanding Government protection against their

rapacity.
¥ LABOR BOUNTY GOES TO CAPITAL.

Similar also is the contrast between the $2 yearly for full registered ton-
nage, no matter if employed for only three months in the year, that is
assured deep-sea flshing veseels, with the requirement of only one-third
American crew, and a bounty to each of §l per ton * during his neces-
sarily employed " on the voyage. 3

This is more delightful when itis recalled that, since no minimum wage is
specified and the employer gets his men in the open market, this §1 bounty to
sailors is really an a?ldltional contribution to the vessel owner, since a sailor
can, on even terms, otherwise ship with the subsidized owner at a dollar less
a month,

& - - L ® * -

A feature of Senator Edmund’s ar%e]qnant is the stalwart character of the

United States Constitution in sustaining the strain of anything subsidy
hbers want, and its fragility when faced with anything which would ac-
mny carry out what they profess they are after.

SUBSIDY COMBINE A NEW YORK CONCERN.

I take it that no one is expected to believe that Mr. Griscom’s little ro-
mance of how a thoughtful statesman, dreaming of our export trade, inang-
urated this movement by calling in a dozen interested investors, the very

entlemen whom the thoughtful statesman in question already knew from
islative experience were the most unscrupulous grabbers on earth.

”ﬁi,"he fact is that this subsidy is essentially a New York eoncern, the profits
of whose schemes would inure most largely to New York and fo interests
centered there. The source of its energy is on the opposite side of Trinit;
churchyard upon which my office looks. The office of its figurehead an
fugleman, Mr. Smith. is also at New York—naturally and for the convenience
of the great New York interest—and will doubtless remain there under the
new appointment he has just received as special agent of the census in charge
of shipbuilding inquiry. Mr. Smith has thus been added to those whom
(Government position gives special tg;gortumties to aid this shipbuilding com-
bine and to make its arguments **official.”

I sincerely disclaim any objection, in case the rest of the countryis willing
to be taxed i) have its avails poured into the coffers of New York capitalists,
Inasmuch as any distribution of such largesse could scarcely be on the basis
of merit, I do not even complain that you have picked out the least needy
and least deserving gentlemen among us. Ido want to make it ?flmn. how-
ever, that if the rest of the country is willing thus to sacrifice itself for some
of our fellow-citizens, it is not by our request; and the rest of the country
will not be thanked by us for it.

HAUTE FINANCE.

As an evidence of the kind of *‘ haute finance *’ that is induced
by legislation of this character may becited that in an address be-
fore the Senate Committee on Commerce January 12, 1899 (page
29 of official report), Mr. Clement A. Griscom, president of the
International Navigation Company (a large constituent element
of the International Mercantile Marine Company),in speaking of
what would have to be done under the provisions of the then
pending bill, said his company would have to build 66,000 tons
of ships, at a cost of §7,500,000, if the bill became a law. This
was equivalent to saying that they would cost $125 a ton.

And yet we are told that the 1,000,000 tons of shipping taken
over by the International Mercantile Marine Company—Morgan's
shipping trust—is capitalized at $190 a ton, although most of the
ships are said to be 10 years old and over. 'What the value of 20-
year old ships is is indicated in the recent sale of the City of Rome
(originally one of the finest liners traversing the Atlantic), which

It is no wonder that being capitalized at $190 a ton the bonds
of the combine have within a few weeks sold down to 84}. Nor
is it surprising that the combine demands its pound of flesh in
the form of a ship subsidy. The only thing that surprises is that
these modern Shylocks should have consented to postpone its col-
lection in view of the uncertainties of the pending Presidential
election. It would be more natural for them to foreclose their
mortgage now and insist upon this largesse to boost the bonds of
the comhine and to give a little life to its preferred stock. But
ggrhaps they have not yet shaken out all of the innocents who

ught that stock because of their sublime, if childlike, faith in
the ** high ** character, *“ deserved *’ reputation, *‘ great’’ ability,
‘* commanding * influence, ete., of the eminent neiers who
recommexded the shipping water as a desirable investment—the
water being ample to float the largest of the combine’s ships.

In discussing this guestion of subsidies the Journal of Com-
merce, one of the great commercial papers of the country, said
only a few days ago:

[Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, New York, Saturday,
March 5, 1904.]

It has been maintained that in spite of the high standard of wages in this
country the materials for shipbu m,ican be produced at less cost than in
any other country, and that even the labor in using these materials in con-

on does not cost substantially more.

In commenting on a magazine article by Mr. Cramp, the Phila-
delphia shipbuilder, an advocate of subsidies, it further says:

He pub the stress entirely trgon the cost of operating after the ship is built.
But supposing it is true that building ships costs 25 to 30 per cent more and
operating them costs 30 to 40 per cent more under thas American . what is
tgg logical argument so far as American commerce is concerned? It proves,
of course, that it is much cheaper to haveour exportsand imports carried in
foreign It enables us to get more for the exports, as will have to
be deducted for rtation, sggpoaiug that cost to come out of their
value, and to pay less for the im! , a8 it will cost less to bn'nﬁntham toour

; in other words, the real balﬁncs in the trade will be more in our favor,
t pays us to have the carrying done rather than to do it ourselves.

In cing of the mooted question of the comparative return
to capital in the United States and in Europe, it says:

So far as return upon capital is concerned, it is doubtful whether there is
any material difference now between the demands of this country and the
most advanced countries of Europe.

I assume it refers to capital engaged in non-monopolistic enter-
prises, for there can be no question that capital invested in mo-
nopolies is receiving a very large return, the earnings of the
United States Steel Corporation for the two years 1901 and 1902
being probably equal to the actual capital (not capitalization) in-
vested in its plants, railroads, wharves, etc., while the “‘captains
of industry’’ who manipulate such companies as the Brooklyn
Union Gas Company, the Consolidated Gas Company, and the
Metropolitan Traction Company, of New York, get back the sum
of their original investment in from three to five years, while re-
taining their stock. It continues:

But if capital does not go into building and operating ships for the ocean
carrying trade, it is because it can under present conditions do better in’
other employments, If our higher stan of wages is what makes it im-
practicable to build and operate ships for this trade in competition with
others, it is solely use that standard can be maintained in other employ-
ments and not in that. Both capital and labor do that which will give them
the best return, and from the proceeds they hire others to do what it will not
pay them to do.

SOUND ECONOMIC POLICY.

This is the only sound, economic policy. It is equally as sound
for aggregations of individuals (nations) as for individuals, and
never would be departed from if shrewd men had not learned that
the surest way to success, if they had ‘‘ an axe to grind,” was to
talk ** patriotism," as they could then rely upon prejudics taking
the place of reason, and thus could more surely put into effect
their plan of taxing others, of course, solely for the good of those
they taxed.

The Journal of Commerce then goes on to puncture the claim
ihat ship subsidies would place no added burden on commerce.

t says:

It is said that under the subsidy polioy Americans would be able to pay the
hiszh wages and build ships, and pay the high cost of operating and aair the
ships, in competition with those of other countries and without increasin
the cost of ocean t: rtation, and thereby the mercantile marine wou!g
be built up, labor and ecapital would have increased employment, und there

would be no added burden upon our commerce. But the cost of transporta-

tion has ta be paid, and it has to come out of the production of the country.

It well says:

If subsidies could have the promised effect, which they could not without
an enormous annual cost—far beyond that caleulated by &e advocates of this
policy—it would only be because the Government paid a large partof the cost
of transportation directly to the shipowners.

Of course to the gentlemen on the other side of the House this
will not appear as particularly objectionable, first, because cam-
paign contracts must be lived up to—they are debts of ** honor,”
which even the supporters of the ‘‘Towa " idea must stomach as
the price of the party’s success in 1898; and second, because it is
in no sense a chang:ﬁ;)ef rinciple (or lack of it) in the operation
of *“ protection.” of conferring the power through a tariff
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schednle to levy an indirect tax upon consumers in the form of an
enhanced price which the protected manufacturer is enabled to
exact because of the duty upon the foreign competing article, the
Government first collects the tax and then turnsit over to the
subsidy-hunting shipowner. ,

The Journal of Commerce continues:

If the Government paid it theéévenpla would have to furnish the funds, and
the burden would be transferred from shitggem to the general body of pro-

r ld be largal&inm'esaed in process. ight rates would
not be visibly higher, but there would be an invisible upon the in-
dustries and e of the country much larger than that w! now goes to
foreign shipping. We admit that this is a purely economic and commercial
consideration, but it is intended to meet ments which pretend that sub-
sidies would be an economic and comm benefit. These proceed upon
fundamental fallacies.

It is more than a fundamental fnlla.gg. It is more even than a
gelfish, cold-blooded proposition to * coddle”” one industry at the
expense of other industries. It is even more than the consumma-
tion of a shameful bargain to permit these ship-smbsidy ‘* beg-

8’ to get direct from the United States Treasury a hundred

Ilars for every one they contributed to the Republican cam-
paign chest to save the **honor’’ of the country in a Congres-
gional election, It is an attempt upon the part of an insatiable
band of monopolists to get the people to enter into contracts ()
to pay out millions of dollars annually, so that should the Demo-
crats regain control of the Government the assistant Republicans
as well as Republicans will plead the inviolability of this con-
tract as an excuse for maintaining the ** sacred " tariff.

The New Yosk Commercial, in its issue of December 6, 1902, less
than a month after the election of the Members of the present
Congress, ina flispatch from this city dated the day before and
headed :

FRIENDS OF SHIP SUBSIDY TO MAKE A STRONG FIGHT,

has the following significant comment upon the relations which
had been established with this band of greedy cormorants, the
ship-subsidy ** beggars:”

1t is asserted, moreover, that the managers of the Republican Congres-
sional committee have come back from their recent emgugn feeling very
friendly to the subsidy idea.and that thiswill be a new and potent influence,
operative in States wgam the subsidy has hitherto been weak.

It wonld be interesting to kmow how much it cost the hunters
for ship subsidies to secure this ‘‘ very friendly "’ feeling.

Evidently the potency of this influence was overrated, or per-
haps the contribution was not large enough to call forth the most
strenuous efforts, for I find from an editorial in the New York
Commercial Bulletin of February 25, 1903, some ten weeks later,
that this * cause,” this ““ holy and unselfish * canse of the ship-
. subsidy grabbers, has lost ground. It says:

I8 THE BLOW TO SHIP SUBSIDIES FINAL?
i i Fifty-sev ngress has o the
of E: g:g‘;as-hgap;i:ebdd t:iﬂtlhzf %fety-sixt.h cOegthCo and it is 1;% thatwt?l};
* teanse™ has lost ground, notably so since the 11 passed the Senate on
the 17th of last March.

1 had always heretofore assumed—at least it has been repeatedly
g0 preached to me—that the Republican party was the especial
guardian of the ** honor”’ of the country. This being so, have we
not a right to expect that ‘‘honor™ should be kept with them;
that they shounld get the ‘‘ goods’’ and get 'em quick. Why this
failure on the part of the Republican party as represented in this
House in the Fifty-seventh Congress to live up to the terms of
the contract entered into in its behalf by those who had the man-
agement of its campaign and solicited the funds which enabled the

arty to retain its control of this House? The Republican Mem-
}I;ers were the beneficiaries of that corruption fund and should
have honored the contract that their agent entered into with the
ship-subsidy hunters on their behalf, or else they should have
publicly repudiated the acts of their agent in this matter and de-
from positions of power in the party those who had entered

into the contract.

‘Was this done? Not at all. On the con , the agent, the
go-between, the solicitor of the corruption fund which gave the
party control of the Fifty-seventh Congress was canonized, while
the providers of the *“stuff ’ got nothing for their pains, their
efforts, and their *‘ inflooence.” Well may they exclaim, *‘ How
ungrateful are republics,”’ or, rather, the Republican party, which
is the same thing here. :

The Commercial Bulletin, in commenting upon the refusal of
the House committee ** by a vote of 10 to 6 to give the bill a favor-
able report,” says:

This is the death blow of this particnlar measure, due to a recognition by
a ittee that it had no vital in public sentiment.
e ot o domand of the Peopie, bt WS &R Attempt 0 forestall ma-
el St b g g e S e e
woauld cost, and what benefit or mjury it would bring them.

Of course “it had no vital support in public sentiment.’* Of
course **it sprang from no demand of the people.” Of course it
was an attempt “to get something for the benefit of certain
$ ve® interests.” But is that any reason why the slnl’)-
pubsidy hunters shouldn’t get what was promised them? Haven't

e bi

they done their part? Why should they be treated different to
the manufacturers of * blowhole” armor? Why are they not
as much entitled to their pound of flesh as were the protected
manufacturers who wrote their own schedules and had them in-
serted in the McKinley bill? 'Why should ship-subsidy campaign
contributors be treated differently from the Pittsburg nabobs, who
are permitted to keep a tariff of §7.84 a ton on steel rails while
they are underselling foreign competitors, laying their products
down at the very gates of English steel mills at a lower price than
the English manufacturer can produce them? Wasn't the sched-
ules of the Dingley bill so fixed at the behest of the wire-nail

ple that they could charge twice the price for their goods that they
sold them abroad for? Hasn't the an?rar trust been permitted to
squeeze some $30,000,000 a year out of the American people as its
part of the “ swag?”

WHAT MR. E. M. BREWER SBAYS.

T also want to read to the House some excerpts from a-pamphlet
printed and circulated by Mr. E. M. Brewer, of Boston, but written
by Mr. Edward Kemble, a former president of the Boston Chamber
of Commerce.

In an introductory note Mr. Brewer says, among other things:
Dl e ey Fe T S i e e T ity o

] a
has been ldndly {ﬁ‘;ar:‘ed me o m]ishjng av:élig;gmho ﬁ: cgg%mmn 23 :yilgg
article on dmtorshipugr was prepared by Edward Kemble, esq.,
an ex-preeident of the Chamber of Commerce of Boston.

Iam also of mmmn that it is not MMM the individual at this
late dagu_to esta himself in any line of or to make any invest-

ment which ecan not flourish without Government support in the shape of
subsidies or bounties.

Iam also op to the prineiple of shipping subsidies as a matter of sen-
timent. The sight of a stately vessel bean:%ﬂ flag of one’s country would
of course be pleasant and gratifying when it is known thatshe has been built
and maintained by individual capitalalone. To know thatshe has been built
or operated in part by Government subsidy must * take the shine off.® In
short, the larger the snbsidy or bounty the less the glory.

‘What old-fashioned ideas to express in these ‘‘ get-there’’ days!
How obsolete and out of date they must aglpear to the gentlemen

who want to raid the Treasury through ship-subsidy legislation.
He concludes thus:
I have read nothing in o ition to shipping subsidies which has ap ad

to me so forcibly as Mr. Kemble's article, and I do not see how 1 can better
help the cause than in an effort to gi‘ve it circulation in pamphlet form
andina erent field.

27 EiLny STREET, BosToxN, March 20, 1902,

THE SHIP-SUBSIDY PROPOSAL—COGENT REASONING OF A BOSTON MERCHANT—
HE SCOUTS THE SUGGESTION OF SENATOR FRYE'S BILL THAT A SUBSIDY I8
NEEDED—THE AMERICAN AND THE FRENCH ARE THE ONLY TRANSAT-
LANTIC LINES WHICH ARE SUBSIDIZED.

[By Edward Kemble, former president of the Boston Chamber of Commerce.]

The new subsidy bill which has been submitted to the SBenate by Senator
FrYE seems to have for its chief object the making of a gift of public money
to several existing lines of rous American stea ps. At all events,
i willlnt!:aresnitshoui_dit_ law.

The International N aﬂfatm Company is already receiving from the
United States a subsidy of §750,000 per year., This bill will increase this
amount and increase the number of years durinﬁ which a subsidy shall be
paid toit. This line is prosperous, or if it is not it ought to beso. No one
can travel by it or read its n'eiﬁht and passenger lists who knows anything
abont the shipping business and come to any other conclusion.

Next is the old Pacific Mail Company. e are reminded that this com-

received from this Government, years E%D' a subsidy of $500,000
per year. Not satisflad with this, it proceeded to lobby in W; ngton for
more. Its methods excited so much scandal an investigation was ordered,
and it was found that the greater part of this munificent sum had been ex-
ge‘:indeg. iﬁ lobbying for a greater sum; and 8o it was cut off from any sub-

y at all.

We do things differently now. These are the days of ** econo-
mies”’ in business. It is easier, more direct, and usually more
effective to deal with campaign managers rather than with mere
Congressmen. There isno risk of '*squealing,’”’ and therefore no
gnger of scandal. The Collis P. Huntington methods are ouf of

te.

Mr, Kemble then says:

During our civil war, when our Government conld not
fleet engaged in foreign trade, our citizens were com to sell: the sub-
fects of Great Britain and other countries, ava: themselves of their privi-

to buy ships anywhere, bought ours and took the business with them.

e have never been allowed to buy them back, or any others to replace
them; or, if we did buy any, we have been obl]ge& to sail them under a for-
el.%ﬂgf with two exceptions!

ould Senator FRYE have us believe that our American line, when it
takes mn;::;t Eg&thatﬂ:to%s it does &omatjntam, and the MEB onA'l;gard at
the market price, perhaps r month, says to them: * an American
ghip, and we shall pay you Sﬂ?;er month?*
® » L] * L] & ®

Mr. FRYE eays, and it is often said: * Other nations pay subsidies, and the
United States must do as other nations do.” But it can not with truth be
said that other nations do this. It is the exception wherever and whenever
it lﬁ:ismbeen %ﬁh There is not ntonuho:;h on th% face o;} the mrt.lss ]whjch pae)&s
sn es as Mr, FRYE proposes to pay them—France alone possibly excepted.
‘What all other nations do, however—and I don’t know of one exception—is
to permit their people to buy ships anywhere and put them under the home

» . * * . * .
TWO LINES ONLY SUBSIDIZED,
the Atlantic ocean, between Europe and the United
States, possibly mn]ﬂnesor steamships, and most of them never received

one of government mo even for mail a! Only two of them
ve aysuhsldy; one iaonrngh “American line," the other the “French

E. M. BREWER.

rotect our great

There are
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line." No others in this service receive one dollar of subsidy. The Cunard
Linenone, the White Star Line none, the two great German eux'&‘m lines none.
These four lines last named are the fast lines of the world. They own some
twenty-five or more of the fleetest ships in the world, besides many others.
Not one of these fast ships receives any subsidy from any government.
These lines, however, are paid for the amount of mail they carry, both by the
United States and Great Britain, at so much per pound. Bids are received
by the Government of Great Britain for mail carriage, and the market price
is paid for it. '
"

. E £ L ] =
ys yearly to the Cunard and White Star lines

¢ ¢ *# The United States
and to the German lines, and others, the market price for the amount of

United States mail they may carry at so much mmund: ‘but these amounts
arenot subsidies. It pays toits own American §750,000 per year, whether
it earries any mail or not, This is a subsidy.

Listen to this!

These suhsidg tlemen are never tired of telling us all other nations ﬁy
subsidies, which is not true; but they never allude to the fact that all other
nations permit their subjects to buy or build ships anywhere, and put
under the home flag, which is true.

Surely these ardent patriots, these subsidy hunters, would not
be guilty of fibbing, or even of permitting their sleek and well-
fed agents to do so.

Mr. Kemblesays that the argument that we pay ont$200,000,000
annually for foreign freight which Americans may get by a policy
of ship subsidies is misleading. He very properly asks whether
these ship-subsidy hunters believe that should America put a
hundred ships in the foreign trade in one year then ** foreign ship-
ping lines would retire from the field!”” As he says, of course
nothing of the kind would happen. This new competition would
bemet by a reduction of rates, with the probable result that where
$200,000,000 is now claimed to be paid on the foreign commerce of
the United States there would be but $100,000,000 paid.

MORGAN'S “ COMMUNITY OF INTERESTS."

The advocates of this subsidy scheme also ignore the fact that,
despite the existence of fhe International Mercantile Marine
Company, competition yet exists in the matter of ocean freights.
Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan has organized a ‘‘ community of inter-
ests’’ among the great railroads of the country, but the Atlantic
Ocean is still comparatively free, and foreign purchasers of
American merchandise can yet say by what line it shall be trans-
ported. If the rates are the same and an American and British
ship are comfeﬁng for the business, he will probably select the
British vesse

He further calls attention to the fact that there are probably a
hundred foreign-built ships sailing under foreiffn flags which are
owned by Americans; that a portion of these belong to three great
lines plying between the United States and Europe which earn a
large portion of this money paid for foreign freight, which thus
already falls into American pockets; that this sum is overstated;
that a further portion is already secured by foreign ships, Ameri-
can owned, but sailing under a foreign flag; that it will be further
reduced if American ships are subsidized to go into the business;
that a large portion will inevitably be retained by foreigners in
any event; and then very cogently asks, What becomes of the
argument that *‘ we pay this great sum to foreigners, and that it
may be gathered back to us by means of subsidized ships?’

In discussing the matter of American-owned foreign ships to
become registered here, and for Americans also to be permitted
to buy othier foreign-built ships and sail them under our flag and
thus gef not only the ships, but the business, Mr. Kemble says:

How much easierand how much more businesslike it will be if we not only
permit these foreign ships now owned by Americans to be registered under
our flag, but invite our eountrymen to buy other lines to be put under our

flag also (but for foreign trade only), and so get not only ships, but the busi-

ness with them. This will build up our merchant marine and send our flag

over the seas—a matter which some public men talk much about.

I will not take the time to read any further, but will insert the
balance of this excellent article, which has a good deal of the ring
of that true Americanism which simply asks a fair field but no
favor.

It continues thus:

But Mr. FRYE says this will not protect our shipyards; thatif foreign-built
ghips are admitted to American re even ?ur foreign trade 1::1::1%':.l “our
ship will not increase; they only for coastwise, lake, and river
trade," and cries out, * What shall we do for the dying industry!"” But
shipyards have not built ships to any great extent for foreign trade for forty

ears or more, T Ay t.heg' have not been able to do so,at least not for the
uropean trade; and yet, behold their enormous growth within i

There is no more successful or flourishin %u:]ine buginess in this country

than this “ dying industry,” as he calls it. ipbuilding plants are grow-

ing in size, have doubled in number within a time, are equal to any in

orthoi)world.mtmmngoutsomao!theﬁnestsh!‘psinthawor and are full
usiness,

‘What more does he want?! The American Shipbuilding stands
third on the world’s list of ship’ i phulxinl:mmtnt turned
outlastgl?rltfutt?; can not or ‘f ngthﬂtémoutahipsat mwtd%
will enable us to go competition for uropean trade. © have,

te nd steel plates to be built into y

l:ouﬁseem. oretha%.w con b ship mad otAmarimn'“ inEn?
s @ uy o iron =
hndchalpurthanwemnbwmd.xmeﬁrganironintheUniMBmm

Mr. Kemble might have added that that ‘“American iron” is
sold abroad at free-trade prices, while, because of the tariff, the
Steel Trmneezes American ahl&bnilders by compelling them to
—trust—prices for

pay prot e steel plates they use,

§750,000 A YEAR, BUT WANT MORE.

One of Mr. FRYE'S arguments for a new subsidy bill is this: He says that
*the four ships of the American Line, although receiving a subsidy of 759,000
per year, have never realized any profit, but have been m&ppormd by the
mm{an’f‘s ships (called the Red Star Line) which sail under the Belgian
flag.”* This is a most extraordinary statement, and by it he condemns the
whole subsidy em by words out of his own mouth. If this were true, it
would be a conclusive argument against any subsidies whatever. Here isa
line of first-class ships running between New York and Southampton and re-
ceivin%gom the United States a subsidy of §750,000 per year, which, accord-
ing to Mr.FRYE, not only makes no money, but is maintained by another line
running between New York and Antwerp, which receives no subsidy at all.
Both lines have weekly sailings and are owned by the International Naviga-
tion Company. The only logical inference is that subsidies are an o to
success and that p lines are more us without them.

ore, he declares that these ** rican Line steamers each car-
ried, according to sworn statements, last year §4,200,000 worth of farm prod-
ucts, while the same tonnage slow steamer could not have carried more
than 000 worth of wheat.” BSince the steamers of the Antwerp, or Red
Btar Line, are not only slower but smaller than those of the American Line,
I presume they are covered by this statement. So it transpires that, al-
though slower and smaller and without any snbsidﬁ]and. I may add, with
tgm- lists insignificant when compared with those of the American
E}?;:n ey not only supported themselves, but helped support the others!

Mr. FRYE says subsidies will put more ships afloat and so make rates
lower. How low would he have them? It has been possible lately to con-
tract for grain to Europe at 1d. per bushel, which is less than §1 per ton!
Hundreds of thousands of tons have been carried d the past five Jears
at 2d. and 3d. per bushel, or less than about $1.50 to §.50 per fon! And pro-
visions cotton on the same low basis. on to-day can be contracted
to Europe at about 12 cents per 100 pounds.

There is a f of pride in the desire that our flag may wave in fi
seas, but what satisfaction or what honor is there when it flies from the
masthead of a subsidized ship? Sentiment is robbed of all nobility when it
is supported by the foree of money.

Commerce 18 in the line of in dual enterprise, not of governmental
favor, and while it should be fostered and encouraged and protected by Gov-
ernment in all legitimate ways, it is of no eredit or importance when sup-
ported by Government money. Our flag at the masthead of s man-of-war

POWeT, On & Bu merchant ship the vulgarity of riches.

“FLABBY " ECONOMICS.

A few weeks ago, in a previous g:ech, I took occasion to com-
mend the lucidity of expression of the editor of one of the leading
Chicago weeklies—the Public. In Mr. Post’s article on this
subject, from which I now quote, the House will observe that he
has fully maintained his deservedly high reputation as an ex-
pounder of economics, of economics that mean something, not
those of the usual flabby professorial style that commence no-
where, lead nowhere, and end nowhere, but usually whose most
marked characteristic is a demand for the preservation of the
sanctity of *‘ vested rights.”” The article has buf recently been
called to my attention, and is entitled:

SUBSIDIES THE CLIMAX OF THE PROTECTIVE SUPERSTITION.

[By Louis F. Post, editor of the Public.]
At the risk of being as a (reek bearing gifts, I should like toask
nists—those who upon iple, of mug:i

ieve in
and not the trusts that seek protection merely for their own interests
to its ts to their own private nse—

rbm%mmm hgfn the probable effect of ship subs: upon
ar vy
ularity o.f&\‘lgeircrc:'l’igeu-i;ahadY oteing, ) IR et ) b
ubsidies are unguestionably in line with the protective idea, for they are
ong of the modes of * enco domestic iu@ustrym means of taxation.
But they are altogether too candidly direct in me and too recklessly
transparent in purpose. The masses of the people may feel their burdens,
even under our indirect system of taxation,and are certain to recognize their
plundering character. Is it wise, then, for sincerely philan i¢ and pa-
triotic protectionists to risk the possibilities of exposure of essential
mil]?;-& ?5! protection to which this all too candid mode of application will
su

I am glad to observe that one of the leading Republicans, one
of the few who have shown occasional hesitancy in responding to
the party whip—the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. WILLIAM
ALDEN SMITH—has just come over to this side of the House to hear
what I have to say as to the absurdities of the protective policy.
I submit to him how difficult it must be for any sincere believer
in that principle to reconcile these inconsistencies.

‘When we remember some of the “ recklessly transparent’’ state-
ments that were for years unblushingly made by protectionist
orators and newspapers, such as, for instance, *‘ the foreigner pays
the tax;” *‘ protection raises wages,” while also ‘‘inducing com-
petition, and consequently redgcin%prioes;” and *‘ there are no
trusts,’” ete., I fear Mr. Post is a little too confident when he
asserts that the masses ** are certain fo recognize their (subsidies)
plundering character.”

He continues:

For my part, I quite willing toconcede the iority, for the purpose
ofpmm%mmtﬁe industry, gt suhaldie: wm%’}tﬁut"& thgpubuc
Treasury over subsidies paid by consumers of domestic indirectly to
the beneficiaries under compulsion of protective tariffs. The direct subsidy
O e 0 Tha T3 S it Abovi Dok Bvecybody ikt kivw who

1t 18 and al
gahitmdhowmnchhe:gg o o s Al

In this I fear he also exhibits an unwarranted confidence. The
astute gentlemen who are responsible for this commission bill are
taking good care that the people shall not know, if they can help
it, how deep they are going fo put their hands into the public .
Treasury under the plea of building up the American merchant

Imarine.




3184

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

MaroH 26,

He proceeds:

Everybody can know also whether those who do get it divide t;p fairly
with their workingmen, according to the true intent of the law. Of the in-
direct or protective tariff subsidies that is not true. beneficiaries can,
and in practice actually do, conceal their plunder. It comes from so many
individual sources, ami in ways so various and complicated, that no one can
keep track of it except the beneficiaries themselves. In consequence their
workinﬁen are systematically robbed of the share which protective laws

d t they should receive.

The only resource of workingmen is to strike when they suspect an unfair
division, and that is very unsatisfactory all around. In this respect alone
the direct subsidy has marked advantages over the protective-tariff subsidy

Another of relative advan

isits effect u the public at large.
The olzgmt&ot both methods
e

to encourage domestic production. In this

re: riff method operates with great and harassing awkwardness,
In order to encourage the Fmduction of woolen goods, for insta: obstruc-
tions are put in the way of the importation of foreign woolens. oge that

are imported commercially are subj to import taxes, which increase the
price not only to the amount of the tax, but also to the amount of several
commercial profits upon the tax, while those that are imim'ted by travelers
eause their owners no end of annoyance, to say nothing of the expense, when
they land at a home port.

I have never been able to understand how a sincere protection-
ist—one who really believes that it works out as its advocates
claim—could square his belief in protection with his action in re-
turning from abroad loaded with foreign goods; and so far from
travelers who do this (and all protectionists who have money do,
James G. Blaine * by courtesy’ bringing in some thirty-five
trunks) having any cause for mmFlaint that they can not bring
their foreign-bought personal belongings in without paying a
heavy duty, it has always seemed to me-*that they were nothing
less than traitors to the cause of ‘‘ protection,” which they es-
poused only so long as it trod on other toes than their own. But
that is merely a side remark. The article continues:

All this extra cost and annoyance must be submitted tountil the domestic

roduct has been bron,%ht up tothe standard of the com tir%%foreign article.
Vor does the burden fall off then. For when the domestic product reachesthe
foreign standard of quality and price, its gomtacted manufacturers insist
upon h:win%’the Emt,ecure tariff continued, to enable them to * invade™ for-
n markets in the name of American enterprise, this invasion consisting in
aeri ing t;hﬁzjr nf:oda at free-trade prices abroad while maintaining protection
prices a g

So that, instead of the theory of protection working out as its
devotees insist it does, viz, for the benefit of the whole people,
in their receiving the advantages of that competition which we
are told it Ii;(;motes, the foreigner, the despised and hated for-
eigner, gets his goods from the American manufacturer at free-
trade prices, while the same manufacturer sells the same goods
here in the United States to the gullible worshigﬂrs of the * pro-
tection ** idol at protected or ‘‘ trust’’ prices. t let Mr, Post
speak for himself:

And that is not all. Sheep raisers clamor for protective tariffs on wool to
enable them to force their product upon the domestic woolen manufacturers,
who foree their product ugon tailors. And tailors clamor for protective
hri%s u O!t:hclothm g to enable them to recoup the extra price they have to

or cloth,
pnf-‘rotecﬁve tariffs are thus ﬁﬂed up all along the line, from the item of the
growers of the raw materials to that of the last touch upon the finished
roduct. For what! Simply to build up an infant industry, and to enable it
ﬂ) invade foreign markets after it has been built up. Isa more wasteful
re that expensive and harassing process of in-
gﬁm&t subsidies with the direct subsidy and note how indescribably superior

e latter is.

Under the direct subsidy nobody would be annoyed by custom-house offi-
cers while the infant industry was growing to maturity. The disadvantages
under which the American producer labored being overcome by subsidies
paid out of the public Treasury, his g;ods would enter the domaa{ic market
at lower prices than the foreign goods.

The *“ Public’’ forgets that cheapness is a curse and not a bless-
ing. Did not President Harrison say, ‘A cheap coat makes a
cheap man?"*

Consequently foreign goods wonld stay out, except to the extent that the
domestic p‘rodli:er was unable fully to meet the home demand, which would
be only in the infantile years of his industry. During that period he would
be encouraged by having as much of the home market secured to him as he
could supply, while home consumers would not be pestered with custom-
house Wations in order to procure from abroad what he could not supply,
nor burdened with excessive prices for either the foreign or the domestic
article. And, although the American people would have to pay the direct
gubsidy, they would not also have to pay interest upon it every time thesub-
sidimg goods changed hands in trade, as they must under a protective tariff.

This is one of the advantages that bounties have over the pro-
tective (?) system, as the interest upon the tax and the profits
upon it add about 50 per cent to the duty, so that a tariff tax of
60 per cent really becomes a 90 per cent tax by the time the con-
snmer purchases the imported article.

The samo advantaieou.s difference would continue after the domestic
goods had been brought to the level of the foreign standard and the home
market could be fully supplied. 'I'hf_{k?]ould then be sold at home at a price
low enough to keepout the fomign a e, and, thanks to the subsidy, would
also be sent abroad to undersell foreign goods in their own market.

Other reasons might be urged werespace abundant. But enough has been
said to ehow the superiority of the direct-subsidy system. Whether for the
purpose of building up an infant ind at home or of ena‘blm%llt to, in-
vade foreign markets after it is built up, indirect subsidies thronﬁh protect-
gga tariffs are vastly inferior to direct subsidies paid out of the public

sury.

But the direct subsidy has also great djmdvnnlzfes. It is simple. It is
easily understood. Itis manifestly for the benefit of special interests, and
not for the general good. And, withal,itisce if overdone—a fate which
am?drfd‘ilm all protective methods—to end ly in an outburst of indig-
nan| ©

method conceivable! Com

For myself I sometimes doubt whether protection can be * over-
done.” The American people are so gullible and throw all reason
to the winds the moment some one gets up and declares he has a
scheme fo ** tax the people so as to make them rich!”

These do not sound like disadvantages, and, so far as the public is con-
cerned, theyarenot. But they areserions disadvantages from }f.)he protection
point of view. Such a method of encor ng domestic industry might, if
once it were adopted, everlastingly discredit the whole protection theory.

t is reason enough for the shyness which shrewd protectionists have
heretofore exhibited toward direct subsidies for industrial enconragement.

Lately, however, the fat and Emed{ beneficiaries of grotective tariffs,

emsely

finding no longer any profit for t es in that method of taxing Peter
to enrich Paul, have been turning with favor toward the direct subsidy sys-
tem, The first step, the sugar bounty, was not encouraging. It was & mis-

nature of this

take to begin with a product like sugar. The purely priva
‘bounty was too obvious, Fora beginning sh;g ?n bounties are better. The
people know but little about the modern shipping business, and they are
ambitious to of a great mercantile navy.

Mr. Post hits it there.

This is but an illustration of how the passions of the people,
here as elsewhere, are played on for their own undoing. This
fever for ‘' bigness” in a navy is being sednlousgacultimted by
the magnates of the trusts, as they well know that almost any
kind of a steal can be put through if they can but throw the
glamour of ** patriotism ’ around it.

_Bubsidies for ships, therefore, do not seem so much as bounties on sugar
like private gifts, even if the chief beneficiaries of the subsidies be great
magnates of the countg.

But if the system of subsidies once takes root in shipping bounties, is any-
one so fatuous as to believe that it will end there? Let the protective tariff
system answer. Its multitudinous ramifications and the horde of 8 in
all kinds of industrial exploitation clamoring for its favors abundantly tes-

tify that there is no limit to public gifts for private benefit short of the will
nng ability of the giver. pri

A “horde of beggars®’ forsooth! On what meat has this mere
editor of a Chicago weekly newspaper fed that he dares to stig-
matize the financial magnates who are perspiring with patriotic
fervor in their efforts to convince the American people that the
safety, glory, and honor of the nation are at stake if they do not
indorse ship subsidies.

If this irreverent editor does not look out he may find that
these * captains of industry *’ will be foreclosing their mortgage
on the Republican party and demand that a * Pennypacker ** law,
a ‘‘lése majesté”’ law, a press-throttling law be passed by this
House, so as to protect the men who contributed so liberally to
save the country in 1898, and who merely ask to be paid back
a hundred for one through a ship-subsidy bill.

Let shipowners be subsidized out of the public Treasury, and a ery for
similar direct subsidies will go up from every industry that can not make
the direct subsidies of the protective tariff serve it. ships, why not ex-
ports? European nations, now cited as examples of ship subsidizers, do sub-
sidize some exports with a view to the commercial invasion of other countries.

Shall we shrink from equipping our ex?orters for that kind of warfare?
It has been seen how one tariff breeds another. Why shall not one subsidy
breed another? There is no reason for confining subsidies to the en
ment of international trade. If it is good public policy to subsidize shi far
foreign commerce, it must be good public policy to subsidize ships and rail-
mi??cf?rioodd‘)memﬁm ‘olioy o subsidize commodities # rt, 1t must bo

is g ublic policy to su comm ies for export, it must
good public li}lcyto aulgdlm commodities for home consumption. Does
anyone doubt, at any rate, that these extensions of subsidies can be urged as
plausig_{_m the ship subsidy on grounds of }mhlic policy? If, for example,
aprotective tariff on wool for the protection of American sheep could be made
an issue in national politics, why not a subsidy on wool, now that the pro-
tective tariff fails to protect it?

It is entirely true, as Mr. Post says, that there is just as much
reason (and as little) for subsidizing goods for domestic consum
tion as for export, and can be urged just as plausibly. A subsidy
to a woolgrower is as justifiable as a ‘‘ duty’’ to a wool manu-
facturer.

Protectionists who believe that protection is a legitimate public polic
should make no mistake about the ship-subsidy question. Witg ship suhsi
dies for a starting point and precedent, there will be no end to the objects
vociferously seeking subsidies and no conceivable end to those getting them.
But long before the possible end is reached the whole thing will strike the
American sense of humor as unspeakably ridiculous, and the subsidy sys-
tem, with the protective system, of which it is part, will collapse.

Of conrse the cry for ship subsidies is no more ridiculous than
one which was put to such good use a few campaigns back—** the
foreigner pays the tax.” For myself, I wish I could discern
some evidence that the American people turn their *‘ sense of hu-
mor’’* on to these questions of taxation. For while the ridiculouns
talk about the tariff not being a tax because *‘it is paid by the
foreigner”’ is no longer put forth, yet those who formerly ad-
vanced it are not ‘“laughed out of court’’ when they advance
other protectionist superstitions, some of which yet do service.

Since that is a consummation which free traders devoutly wish for, they
might be quizzically asked why they object to this protection-destroyin
system of subsidies. It might be ur that the ship subsidy should be wel-
comed by them as an ally. But free tradersare not playing inagame. They
are not opposing protection for sport. They oppose it gecause, whatever
may be the mode of application, it is in tice destructive to wholesome
industry and in prineiple economically and morally lparnicions,

The subsidy movement is the normal culmination of a long era of

tion by tariffs. In that era a few gisantic trusts, promoted and buttressed,
if not caused t;{[.n];;'towcnon. have devel ey hold the fate of legiti-

mate ind st at their mercy, and threaten even the political integ-
rity of the public. They have erted the intellectual standard of
schools and colleges. They have polluted the moral atmosphere of churches,
They have insinuated their influence into newspaper sanc 8.
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¢ Insinuated ’’ does not describe the sitnation. If he had said
they have acquired many of the leading newsgupers of the coun-
try and were directing their policy, he would but have stated the
facts

The article concludes as follows:

They have dictated policies in legislative assemblies, seated thair own pro-
fessional servants upon the judicial bench, corrupted numlmt]ﬂf conven-
tions, and by trick and device diverted the course of public opinion itself.
And now, glutted with pelf and drunken with power, they cynically propose
torob the public boldly, directly from the public Treasury, as for a genera-
tion they have been robbing it stealthily by means of tective tariffs.

That in doing this they will canse the whole protection edifice to crumble
is reasonably to be expected. But that much. ed ending of the most ab-
surd and demoralizing superstition of economic history is not a reason for
advocating subsidies as the destructive means. This would, indeed, be domlf
evil that good might come. - Much more to the honor of American intelli-
gence and American sensitivenessto rightand justice would be for American
c%timtgsh;p to condemn the protective scheme with deliberation than to leave
it to the fates.

Rather than to approve the shipping subsidy, though in the reasonable
;1:83 that its development would ex the absurd iniquity of protection

loosen the grasp of that superstition, conscientions and intelligent citi-
zens will demand tt.heahg)pingF:g‘l;s{ ¥ be condemmned, use it is one
of the forms of that superstition. traders would rather kill protection
with the club of common sense or the sword of co: ustice than help to
poison with an overdose of subeidies, however reconciled they might be to
seeing it so poisoned by its friends.

I have recently come across another article on this subject,
which, although treating it from a different standpoint from that
of the Public, yet is equally interesting and instructive. This

article appeared in ‘‘ the” Democratic pa{»er of Pennsylvania some
months ago, but has only now been called to my attention. In-
cidentally I would say if the papers which are published in Phila-

delphia and Pittsburg which call themselves Democratic were as
fearless and unfaltering in their devotion to and advocacy of the
fundamental Democratic principle “equal rights to all, special
privileges to none,’ asis the Johnstown Democrat; if they applied
that principle in its fullness when discussing public questions as
that paper does; if they denied the right of any man fo a position
of power or influence in the party who has not consistently and
unequivocally championed that principle, even the protection-
.soaked State of Pennsylvania would soon become Democratic.

I regret that the limited time allotted me prevents my readin
the entire article, and that I must therefore content myself wi
merely summarizing its contents, The article is headed:

SRHIP SUBSIDIES IN NEW GUISE.

After quoting a cireular which was being sent out b}r the Home
Market Club, of Boston, asking certain questions of ** governors,
presidents of railroads, banks, etc.,” it says: *‘ The club’s own
preference is not left in doubt.” Subsidies, it says, are ““not
warranted by the Constitution.”

After referring to the fact that *“three such bills have failed
since 1897, though promised by the great party leaders in return
for heavy campaign contributions, and that certain influential
leaders ** did their best to deliver the goods,” it says:

Some of the leading trusts, by a great display of timidity and good sense,
advised their Republican Congressmen to go slow in voting for a subsidy bill.

It says:

They feared such a bold appropriation of the people’s money would spoil
the tnr{ﬂ “graft” which gave the trusts such unparalleled prosperity.

It says:

They virtually said to the shipping people:

o O!Ycoursa wg should like 1.0}111;. you in on a good, fat ﬁrn.ﬂ:, but we don't
want you to spoil our gmrtian{l in the end yours too. e must manage to
keep tie Republican party in power somehow or all will be lost.

“The people are easy if yon approach them in the right way and on the
right side; but, like a young cow, they will kick and refuse to be milked when
proached from the wrong side. Don't jeopardize both our interests by
rash. We know the people will stand for indirect
o not see them, or because they vmn!iy imagine that
them, or that, in some absurd way, they are

ey might rebel and kick our whole graft over
“"Ve &aﬂ gladly help you if you can devise
iff-tax system. See

a
attempting somethin
taxes, because they 1
somebody else may be payin
benefite such taxes; but t
if we should show our hand.
some new scheme that will fit on the present indirect
what you can do.”

There is just one other paragraph in this article which I will
call attention to. After alluding to a contract which the Inter-
national Mercantile Marine Company has made with England,
which, it says, ‘‘ may prevent that patriotic trust from participa-
ting so largely in these tariff profits,” continues:

Just why this shipping trust should make such an unfavorable contract
with the British Government is not apparent, unless we conclude that the
trust is open to legal attack, both in Great Britain and this country. Inthis
case it is prudent to get some kind of a legal status and toavoid trouble with
British eourts. It would be verﬁiuncom ortable if this trust was ontlawed
in both eountries and could not land its ships at either end, except under a
pirate flag or the flag of some small foreign country.

“OUTLAW" AND “ PIRATE,” INDEED!

Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the distinguished patriots who or-
ganized the International Mercantile Marine Company, who so
generonsly let the American investor ““in*’ on this ** good thing, "
but who find themselves still carrying a part of the immense
body of water npon which its shares are based. being capitalized
at §200 a ton, when new ships cost but $120 a ton, on their behalf
I protest against the use of such langunage.

* Outlaw *’ and ** pi- | we should send out of the country more g

rate,’” indeed! Is there no sanctity where millionaire promoters
are concerned? Would it not be in order for this House to com-
municate with the attorney-general of Pennsylvania, suggesting
that the Pennypacker *‘ press-muzzling *’ law be invoked to pro-
tect these ‘* princes of finance”’ from such attacks?

If such language as this is permitted to be used about these
gentlemen, the next thing we shall hear will be that this auda-
cious paper has used equally reprehensible language concerning
the dominating factor of the anthracite coal trust, for it will be
remembered that it was the same fentleman who organized and
controls the coal trust that offered the shares of the Mercantile
Marine Company to a confiding publie.

Mr. Chairman, the foundations of American liberty are bein
undermined when the country permits such language to be u
whengpeaking of the men who so patriotically saved the ** honor
of the country.

The extreme position that the advocates of ship subsidies are
sometimes driven to in order to maintain their claim for this
form of special privilege is evidenced in an oratorical outburst of -
Senator FRYE, who said:

Trade can not precede the mail! The mail must precede the trade!

Can one conceive of a more absurd misstatement than this?

In order to prove his wild observation the Senator would have
to show that the chief delight of the primitive savage is to pro-
duce and consume literature. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. SiBLEY] three days ago, on my disclaiming any sympathy
with paternalism, insisting that I was an individualist, said that
he felt sure that the House wonld be glad to have me some time
or other explain what I meant by *individunalism.” While that
is, of course, too e a subject to take up to-day, let me say to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that individualism is the direct
antithesis of the principle, or lack of it, upon which this ship-sub-
sidy commission bill is This bill is paternalism run mad.
It is the worst form of paternalism, because it is paternalism for
the exclusive benefit of a few millionaire shipowners and trust
exploiters,

PROTECTIONISTS THE ONLY BOUNTY HUNTERS.

Isn’t it rather singular that the only people who advocate sub-
sidies are the protectionists? You mnever hear of a free-trader
advocating ship subsidies or other forms of bounty. Itis only
those whose theory, if carried to its logical conclusion, would
prevent all trade, destroy all commerce with foreigners, who con-
tend that the people should be taxed and the proceeds turned over
to subsidy beggars and bounty hunters in order to ** foster ”’ trade.
True, not all protectionists are for subsidies. Perhaps that is
due to their having a somewhat more logical mind than the
others, and they see that if trade is so bad a thing that we must
erect artificial barriers to prevent those who have a desire to
trade from doing so, it is illogical to subsidize people to do that
very thing.

I confess that the workings of the protectionist mind are incom-
prehensible to me. First we are told that trade is a bad thing;
that we must produce the things for ourselves, thus giving em-
ployment to American labor and profits to American capital. To
insure this being done we are told that it is necessary to prohibit
those who have a desire to trade with foreigners by erecting an
artificial wall in the shape of a tariff tax upon goods brought to
this country. So far the position of the protectionist is intel-
ligible, if not commendable. Buf when they proceed to the next
position and say we have a surplus which must be disposed of
abroad and that we must create a market for this surplus, then
the mind gets confused. For I assume that even protectionists
will give the inhabitants of other countries credit for possessin
equal intelligence with ourselves. If thatis so, then if the pro-
tective theory is correct for the people of this country it must be
equally correct for the people of other countries.

ven if foreigners are not nat y endowed with equal intel-
ligence, they have American protectionist literature to educate
them, for there is no export duty on it, and from it they canlearn
the beauties of that system. This being so, the hated foreigner
will naturally say, * If foreign trade is a bad thing, as the Ameri-
can protectionist contends, then we must erect an impassible bar-
rier over which the American manufacturer can not ‘push’ his
goods.” Should they carry this policy to its logical conclusion
and make the barrier really impassible, then obviously these ** sur-
plus ™ ucts of ours would be returned to us, and would, I as-
sume, if the the protectionist theory is correct, rot on our hands,
I shall not digress to ask how there can be a *‘surplus’ of any
product in any country, if there is (as there certainly is in this
country) in that country those who are in need of some of that
very product and who are willing, aye, begging for the opportu-
nity to exert their labor in the production of almost anything to
exchange for that product. To do so would be to stir nup another
phase of this question of monopoly.

We then come to the next step in ment%logmtection. viz, that

s than are brought
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in, becanse in doing so we enrich ourselves, and of course ship-
subsidies are a means to that end. It must beobvions that if we
{dlmake the bounty large enongh—sa suﬂiment to ‘{my for the
building of the ships and all the cost operafing
them—we can not only send our * surplus" abroad, but also our
entfire products. If this is the correct thing to do—and certainly | £
:}t;lpsim%:i %oulﬁaen be jusﬁijxe&—thendw&a o;:;y tx;eed toamend the
p-subsidy plan in one particular, an is pa.yabom:rtyon
all products of every kind and nature shipped abroad, but only on
condition that the subsidized ships shall return here mdgtj’r We
'enor-

could thus very rapidly increase our * balance of
mously.

Because this ** favorable * balance-of-trade theory is interwoven
with and is the corollary of “ ﬁghtm ** for a market for our sur-
plus goods which gives strength to cry for ship subsidies, I
will append to my remarks, althoungh I will not read it to the
House, an article which I con‘mbuted to the Johnstown Demo-
crat racently on that very subject. While the leader of the
minority has honored me by incorporating it in one of his recent
speeches, yet, as it is apropos to this subject, I will grmt it nnw,
including, however, the concluding paragraphs, whic

THE BALANCE-OF-TRADE FALLACY.
Congressman ROBERT B, From the Democrat, Johnstown,
By Pa., Sa‘:ﬁxg, Fehm;.:uy 14, }.!E b =
Wﬁngmox.D C., February 13, 1504
consider how widespread baBat. th ucoepta.nce
thﬁ:?imt. that not only does . ennble the p?tr'ot manu-
topny]nghwnges.hut. tinnomeomlt-wny,whichwmhs
explnjn.tt.“ * their payment by protected manu-
ht not, I assume, to be an occasion for surprise to find how
va]sntisthe dea that that country whose exports exceed its imports is
by made pmeperu'u.a

isu;ri‘ah'meptﬁigd iuu'!;so m&nyd.avoteen.mi:mm-
even mos most

ﬁpmmmimnon of the sub;act should it &

tho
be sufficient to e: fallacious-
ness. T‘hntlt.).qu‘deapmdthsmis acce , is due o
the rarest gf.ﬂaaaemsto be theabi
to think in simple kngugn to reason from a
premise. The civilma.tm‘n o! yis E:ﬂanently s0 complex, its ramifica-
tions so varied and extensive to so lace interlace through evarynrtery
commerce, it seems to be to so lnrgusnexm involved
nations and the * world-power " idea, that practically all who give tha matber
any cotﬁsiderutﬁun throwup the sponge " so soon s they commence to think
upon the subject.
_The cies of nations, the fates of empires, aye, the very existence of
ﬁ?.]:{ ,saemstomnstpmpletoheinwhedmtheconbestforcuglo
eommm and so prevalent is with commerce,

hich the great nations of the world are & in
the idea of * war " associa’
that it has come to be the usual term of expression that this or that nation
must “fight™ for commercial ,and the reason advanced
le to-day wh mtmnsmmt is m umthepast,ostensl‘blyfaﬂmri
nggmngizamantf the extension of th Phlcslboundarm
nations, but that they must * ﬂ.ght- for mrke%“ ﬂgg or the rlg}n'. to push
their produnects amon § con.rae:t
that this talk of fighting at-t,he crpmdocr.“t.hmtn
sity of war and warlike methods, these bases from hich“attmh a.lmll
e made upon the semicivilized countries of the Orient, is confined to coun
tries like ﬁm, but the underlying thought isequally applicable to the more
civilized na
‘We are told that it is essential to the continued prosperity of the‘l]’nited
States that it shall “*open up' a market in Asia for its *superfluous® prod-
ucts. 'We are told that wi a certain limited number of years our trade
vnththaOrmnthasmmso&SUto&Oormagbelm)@rcant.sndt'hatitmw
amounts to two.or three hundred millis

tell mat%at the niﬁgml trade or ﬂm Lnl‘bed States amounts to eighteen or
tw daol
It:sni? not singular that these devotees of war and warlike met.hods, these

e who advocate the necessity of a big navy in order tosecure nogan

" who wonld force our npcm the heathen Chinese, should
et have advocated the creation and establishment of ag)gumc State militia
gmﬁerthatt.hﬂgmdﬂ}mdmdmhsw!fork may be forced npunthepeo—
of Ohioand Pennsylvania; that the manufacturers in Illinois require a
standing army in that State to force the sale of thei:r upon Wis-
consin, Jowa, and Indiana? And at to those who are not ted with
this virus for immense armies or navma it should no more fan-
tastl.c and unreasonable for the e uf theaelmd other States to insist that
created within their shall be forced upon the people of

0] Smtaathnnthst-washonld,uamtbn. force our goods npont.he
adq Chinaman, the Jap, the Russian, or Hindoo.
I'lmve snid the mvaienoa ot this idea that markets must be fo
indirectly, if not directly, for the % t
fhmenaﬁmwluchu]ﬁrt the most and the least are thereby made
the most dyahl.tanamllhmthi.nkunthjssuhjminasim-

le way, wﬂla ly the same powarsoflogical analysis which he gives to his
p ask himself

e question why the of something by ﬂ
!argenumbe.:rut tnthﬂh-w(hecﬁve mﬁﬂtyhnsa

people erenteffectu
them, as & whole, than what would follow
sncl falsi

& individ
must at once see the utter absurdit; of the oontan‘h.on %hst an

excess of exports proves that the us{
are great of individs mis Itisj as true a hundred
viduals can not send out a million dollars’ worth of wealth, re-

t.housa.nd
ﬂn,wo. and thereby become rich, as if it were the transaction

ceiving
of one individua

Pﬁerhupa‘l‘.hamost thing in connection with this delusion is the
fact, admitted even most ardent advocates of the * tableness ™ of
excess exports, that Great Bri admittedly next to the
most prosperous nation in the worl hasfornlo‘ng p&iaddrel.rshunhn-
porting_hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of dhm-ax-

ports. Fcrrthaymenﬂingé‘m?}.llﬂ.herm mma mrt:ha

a:pot?wm animrmﬁsoft‘.-. 'IIJ' ited S

|axcess over B8 uUn

If t.h:eeontantion that that nation is most wh.lch a.ne:oem

of exports is it follows that bythhﬂmamnsthlve
excess of imports has

sound, then it
been glmost entirely denuded of all wealth,

been going on for decades and must now ﬁ-ﬁmtamwyblmomof dollars.

If this contention is the correct one, then the year ending June 30, IEB,m.da

relatively thirteen hundred millions of dollars poorer than the

TUnited Sta: fcm.r hundred millions of this being the United States excess
of exports and nine hundred millions Great Britain's excess of imports.

The explanation usu.nllg ﬁ“ en this so-called * fayorable  balance of trade

is that, to quote Presi cKinley, we get it backin “pure gold.” Thisin

the fact that our total excess exports 1d nmi mlwr during the

l.nst hundred amounts to overa billion dolﬁ's be interest-

g to kmow how these “balance of trade” theorists wcmmt for England

hnving an enm-mm stock of gold and silver. Bhe has, however, accumnula-

tions running into the hundreds of millions of these us metals, while
the United hesisunea!thehrgeﬂt?mduwmotgo and silver. Ho that
we have the anomaly, if this balan theory is correct, of the nation
whose impc {income) ha exceed her exports (outgo) geveral
hundred millions and produces none of the me! erefore must
port them—accum large amoun ml:w the Unﬂed Btates, a large

, eXports several excess of her

Two elemeuts that go to make up this so-called “ favorable " balance are
tmdsrvalmtion of our ssw,ow,unor b}n{m {fcrr t.he
y ]

W&e Him smttied th hrug:t mem’mcﬁ

mwﬂxspmt'byfmmrs

ninety millions of apparent excess exports is Iruight
charges paid to ships owned abroad, rln British.
There is snotharpg!amant also i e A erlooked. That is the tribute

gemerally ov
war{r}fmtothmwho own American aoﬂhut.who ]ive abroad. How
iatheremmmeansotkmwtng Dbut tha scores
if not hundreds of millions of dollars a year there anbnnodon William
“;Ldmmmisrapumdﬁormwm tribute to the amount of

s year. When we consider the scores of andEm-;?anﬁﬂm
married to American becanse of the large
rmtruﬂst:::wanﬁtgvﬁhot?mgh-hme:ttw g?ﬂﬂo
a year, we get a gl tribute thus paid to foreign-
ers—to increase our ‘l‘).?:vmhls” balance.
of $50,000,000 of Pitts]
tinnounsly resided tluw-

, the owner

tribute from ﬁmwﬁmmmnh thetmrgr £ 8 year,
some o

Carns himself spending millions in Gmt Brimtn) cablad to

beneinctremto b had passed away and that

America that burg's “mﬂy
shewas a ** true and loyal " Pi

If one who lays a city or nation tribute and draws from that country
millions of dollars nc! wealth for which he gives no return, thm‘by increas--
ing the “balance of trade "—excessive the eountry so laid under
snnlgb‘?' hge;bilt, d th "énmhter:'o%& mﬁym&dgmmm }

an and the @

Zimmarmm:s,etaL.arﬂEtud dbenefa.ctors,b]thn nundremxand =
on stocks they dra: nfhn unestionably swell American exports an
consequently increase its * favorable" trade balance

Of course we can not those oceu; the dﬂapldatad shanties on
the Schenley estate nor those crowded into r donble-decker tenements
in New Yor! boapggdutahuwgood it is for them &nd the country

should contribute tmspanttarLondonmmsians Bcotni:
castles. ﬁnotbmnadumtodmtheaohoolu!“iﬂghﬁmm“m
are therefore incapableof advantage of anoutgo in excess of
inpome. Being untutored & mystaries of the *balance of trade" dec-
trine, they would probabl exchim
"Ha uur ca-oitmde ! theory! Yonu leave us what we have here-
and we'll manageto getslongmth income
mdwm‘l:wn t our balance of trade is ‘unfavorable.' "

ROBERT BAKER.
“STACEING™ THE CARDS.

In a speech delivered at Concord, N, H., August 23, 1902, the
President said:

About all we have a right to expect from the Government is that it will
seo that the cards are not stacked.

That sentiment I heartily applaud. It may not be the most re-
fined manner of expressing the idea, but that’s of no moment.
The important thing is that it correctly defines the most essential
funci:lon of government—to insure to all * equality of opportu-

The difference, however, between Mr. Roosevelt and myself is
that I believe in that grmmple in its fullness and wonld apply it
in its entirety, while he has done nothing to show that he really
beheves in it, let alone apply it as a principle of government. On
o cor;]hfyh'ary the policies for which he stands and which he ap-

es I it.

This bill does not merely provide that the cards shall be
““stacked *” against the common people and in favor of the ship-
subsidy beggars, but if its real p is carried out it will com-
pel the people to pay for the *‘ chips *’ which those gamblers use.

The greatest evil of the times, the one which must be uprooted
before there can be any marked imprevement in our govern-
mental affairs, is the purchase of legislation by corporations, es-
e | pecially by such as seek to obtain special privileges. The money
which they confribute to party campaign funds, municipal,
State, and national, is producing a cancer which 1sdestroym the
very life of the Republic. As Iintimated in the beginning, i
bill were the most innocent bill which ever came before thrs
House the circumstances which led up to its introduction should
forever condemn it.

EXGLIEH BY-ELECTIONE.

A few months ago our Republican friends were pointing to

Great Britain as eﬂdeme of the growth of the protectionist de-
Insion. Ome of the Ohio Members, who has since become a mem-
ber of the other House, even went to the extent of inserting in
the RecorDp some forty pageaof speeches of that great reaction-
ary, Joseph Chamberlain, with the undoubted object of making
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them available for distribution through the mails free of cost by
the Republican Congressional committee, If iz true that for
some weeks now we have heard no more about the great change
of sentiment in England on the tariff question. Even the gentle-
men on the other side of the Chamber have apparently heard
something of the results of recent by-elections in Great Britain,
so that they are not now so sure that her fiscal system is to be
overthrown and that she is to return to ** protection.”

In order that my Republican friends may have the facts before
them, and as those facts have been kept from them by their lead-
ers, I will insert, as an appendix to my remarks, a table showing
the results of recent by-elections in the United Kingdom, which
show that Chamberlain’s appeal to the ignorance, bigotry, and
passions of the people there has been invain. That this arch
traitor to the principle of free trade will adopt some other expe-
dient to resuscitate himself politically, now that he can no longer
use his ‘“ Little-Englander ** and ** pro-Boer *’ slurs to arouse the
passions of the people, there can be no doubt; but that will be
small comfort to protectionists here, as he can be of no further
use to them now that his protection policy has been shown to be

unpopular.

fwmnceraly trust that they have not wasted their campaign
funds by ordering several million copies of Chamberlain’s "
becanse, if they havé done so, then they will have to make another
call upon their friends—the beef trust, the steel trust, the oil
trust, the sugar trust, and the anthracite-coal trust—for more
campaign contributions, with the result that we who live in New
York will find the Morgan-Baer combination recouping them-
selves ten times over by squeezing up the price of our coal, while
in common with the inhabitants of the rest of the country we
shall find the other necessities of life also ** boosted ** up.

As the Republican leaders have recently found so much to ad-
mire in Mr. Chamberlain, it is entirely appropriate and quite per-
tinent to ask them what they think of the latest outcome of his
war o annihilate the two Sonth African Republics—the Trans-
vaal and the Orange Free State. This war, conducted and insti-
gated by the South African mining millionaires in conjunction
with Joseph Chamberlain, was, the British people were told, to ex-
tend tthf.! *“ benefits of British civilization’’ to the people of those
countries,

Having destroyed the freedom of the Transvaal, the South
African mining multimillionaires—the Biets, Robinsons, Neun-
manns, Barnattos, Joels, et al.—have now gone a step farther and
compelled the Tory Government to introduce slavery there in the
form of Chinese labor under contract. Although opposed by the
Liberals, Mr. Balfour’s Government has been able to force a rati-
fication and approval by the House of Commons of this new form
of slavery.

SOMETHING WORTH EMULATING.

If my Republican friends desire to emulate Great Britain (a
country, by the way, that a few ago theioould say nothing
bad enongh about), why don’t they emulate her in some of the
§°°d things she is doing? As I have said, the cost of ship subsi-

ies, as of all other forms of governmental favors, must be borne
by the great mass of the people so long as indirect systems of tax-
ation are used. Recognizing this, the progressive men in Great
Britain have for some years now been attempting to puta part of
the burdens of government upon those who obtain nearly all its
e il o they have made than has be
ow much greater progress they have e en
made here (although the average American boasts of our greater
prog{ressiveness} is shown in the vote of the House of Commons
on Mr. Trevelyan's bill for the taxation of land values. Two
years ago Mr. Trevelyan was only able to muster 156 votes in
favor of a similar bill and was defeated by 71 votes. Last year
the same bill was beaten by 17 votes. On March 12, this year,
the vote was 223 in favor to 156 against, a majority of 67, Eow
significant this action was is shown in the fact that not only did
Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman (the Liberal leader) speak for
it, but it received the support of every prominent Liberal who
was present, and not a Liberal vote was cast against it.

On the other hand, not only did Chamberlain’sson, Austen Cham-
berlain, the chancellor of the exchequer, vote against it, but sev-
eral other leaders of the Tory and reactionary forces did likewise.
In com_m;ntintgs g:ﬁa the mat;exil the London Standard, the Tory

, intima t more of the present overwhelming majori
in g&rﬁament wonld have voted against it were it not &at a geti
eral election is anticipated. Surely its enemies could offer no
stronger testimony to the increasing growth among the people of
the demand that land values ghall bear a large part of the burden
of government than the Standard’'s comment,

LET US TRY FREEDOM,
Mr, Chairman, instead of this bill for a shig;iliubaidy commis-
sion, let the committee which reported this bill bring in here
measures providing far ‘“ free ships.”” We have had forty years

of * protection; *’ lef ns nowtry freedom! It may bethat like the
elephant which has been chained to the floor for years, that the
shipping merchants and shipowners may not at once realize that
they are free, they may for a short time stay in the same place,
being under the delusion that they are yet chained and tethered.
But we need not fear, they will soon understand the advantages
of freedom, they will quickly utilize them; they will as soon as
they are permitted show that American enterprise. American in-
genuity, American eadativeness, when backed by the requi-
site capital, can hold its own against the world. Let us adopt the
President’s statement that the “‘cards are not to be stacked.”
Let us adopt it in good faith, let us set our faces toward the light
and declare a ** free field and no favor *’ for all,

_Mr. Chairman, what a relief to turn from the sordid commer-
cialism, the hard, cruel, domineering spirit of those who throngh
such instrumentalities as this bill wonld lay a nation under trib-
ute, would pry open the doors of the National Treasury, so that
its sponsors may revel in unearned wealth—wealth wrung by an
insidions system of taxation from the necessities of the poor—
what a relief and what a change to turn from the contemplation
of such cold-blooded, grasping selfishness and insatiable greed and
note the noble, humanity-loving spirit which the editor of the
Arena has breathed into the pages of a recent number of that
magazine. Ihave but a moment left within which to call atten-
tion to one or two striking passages from his article in the Octo-
ber Arena on ‘** Material prosperity and permanent greatness:’

To serious-minded students of history one of the most disquieting signs of
our day is the all but universal tendency to elevate mate:

LA SR e S

us now
manshi arsmtlonﬂwnaciau?nea t ol gtadis::t:tm—
diency to override the demands of the eternal ethical verities. Out of
wrecks of the past comes no clearer voice than that which proclaims the
doom of all nations that have exhlted trade or material p rity over
the m& of moral or intellectual rectitude. The austere m@-‘; al,
the hy and noble art of Greece, the justice or law of Home, gave to
those ancient civilizations their immortality; and the power and tness
of their peoples passed not from them nntil after they permitted ggu domi-
BBt Baciu the paseion: T8 Ieritn s sl T e spatecialtly
i , or ease, and luxury, 1 and un-
just subjugation of others finally wrought their downuil;{l ::d doferaut?l ol
HUMAN ACHIEVEMENT AND SORDID GAIN.

Among the many examples of sophistry, as shallo it is pernici
T L i s T aiats facm o Ik ta penidion.
that the incentive of money or material personal gain is the chief inspirer of
genius, invention, and discovery.

Genins is nothing if not restless and active. Her children may beand often
are erratic. They :{: seldom slothful Bign over the l‘-];:.:;t ogdtgose who have
been chief among e g:ets..pn ters, sculptors, tists, discov-
erers, and inventors, and it w?lsf seen that while few were dxl'l[van by hmvi-
ger.or lured by avarice, mni' were terribly hampered by poverty and -
alyzed by the ever-present fear of the starvation and suffering of tg\:rm
defpe;;dyant upon t]tnhm' It Wit% be seen tli;.;.t the 2 ?t bensrsl.ctorsl of hu-
INA were elther among a T, W. 8011, 611 Perso
rather the beneflt of humanity, mm in oomgfortahle circnmmbg}f
as would be within the reach of all men and women under just social condi-
tions inw];#;zih aquﬂop%tgniﬂea and rights shounld be guaranteed toall and
special eges none.

The elevation of material considerations above the requirements of the
basic moral verities and the underlying principles of pure Democracy is
deadly to free government. The b: er vision of justice and the prond
consciousness that the new freedom which fosters ii]o]r and growth would be
no longer the prize of the few, but the splendid heritage of the millions,
would give a deeper, richer, diviner meaning to life than was possible in any
age in which egotism was the dominant note, and where war and competition
fostered the savage in the soul of man.

Mr. Chairman, instead of buttressing the narrow, stupid, selfish,
bigoted *‘ protection’ policy by instituting a tgolicy of bounties,
let us declare that the trusts must throw off their infant’s garb,
their swaddling clothes, behind which they have been hiding
themselves while robbing the people, and that they must now do
what the American farmer has been doing all along—sell their
products in a free-trade market at home as well as abroad. Let
us say, as far as we can by our action on this bill, that the Amer-
ican people are tired of this cry of the Goliahs of the trusts tha
the}i &hre not battle with the pigmy Davids of the commercial
worid.

If we will but do that we will have taken a great step forward;
we shall have inaugurated a policy that will result in the ulti-
mate overthrow of every form of special privilege,a policy which
if applied in its fullness will drive every harpie and every cor-
ruptionist ontof the Halls of Congress, and thus purify American
politics. Do this, and this Republic will become what in incep-
tion and purpose it was designed to be—a beacon light for liberty,
for freedom throughout the world. [Applause.]

APPENDIX.
[From the Westminster Gazette, Baturday, March 19, 1904.T
THE WEEK—THE DEFEAT OF THE GOVERNMENT.

The political situation develops more slowly than some impatient people
destm,guut still develops continuously in the Zame direcﬂon.m'l"be Govern-
ment grows weaker, undermined the by-elections in the country and by

thy or confusion in the House of Commons. On Tuesday the we_'g;ﬁcw-

i our

is quite well understood
expected

[
aly defeated on an Irish vote in committeeof supply, and thongh
gmg makes light of the incident its serionsness

of the Unionist party. The division was . A mostur
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gent whip had been sent out to supporters of the party, and yet they did not
exert themselves to put in an appearance.

The recriminations which have followed in the correspondence columns
of the Times and elsewhere merely bring this fact into greater relief. The
Government has still an enormous nominal majority which should leave an
ample margin for all accidents and sudden emergencies. That it can not be
brought up by & three-line whip is a morbid symptom which speaks for
itself. The incident is not solitary, for on other recent occasions ministers
have only escaped defeat by 14 or 20. No one seriously ted that Mr.

our, after resisting all the %gvocstmns to resign which the last nine
months have offered, would quit post because an vote had been re-
duced by £100. Butit is an unwritten law of Parliament that a government
can not more than once beaten on an estimate, however trivial. For a
m.inistg which can not rely on a majority for its mog:ﬁhusinem is properly
assumed to be without the power of conducting the y administration of
the country. .

EAST DORSET.

The result of the East Dorset election announced on Thursday proved that
constitnency to be in line with all others that have recently been tested.
The majority of 80 by which the seat was wrested from the Tories exceeded
the anticipations on the Liberal side and beat all previous records in the con-
stituency. Mr. Lyell, the new member, was an excellent candidate, but he
had to fight a wealthy and po; r opporient, who resided in the constime::{
and had even been mayor of its ¢ ough. This gentleman sought sal-
vation as an opﬁnent of Mr. Chamberlain's policy, but the constituency
rightly judged that the only method of opposing a tionist gowrnment
‘was to defeat its candidate, whatever private o ms he might hold upon
the fiscal question. East Dorset concludes a series of by-elections which
been without parallel in the memory of most livmg politicians. Inall parts
of the country, and in rural and urban constituencies alike, the Government
have suffered continuous reverses, and latterly without any break whatever
in their misfortunes. ;

One fact alone is suﬂlcwnt:&hnpreasive. Since the beginning of the year
ten seats, formerly held b Unionists and four Liberals, have been va-
cated, and as the result of the by-elections these are now held by eight Liber-
als and two Unionists, No Unionist has been able to secure reelection ex-
cept in the immbla st:ron%holds of South Birmingham and the city of
London. This record for than three months, and it shows how en-
tirely the Government has lost the confidenceof the country. The cartoon
published elsewhere, which “F. C. G." has ﬂfﬂn us for this wegk, mctl{
sums up the &resent gituation. Like the cat in the picture, the Governmen!
holds on ﬁfe!.ng its claws deeper into the tree, which is rudely shaken
these events. t us add, while speaking of by-elections, that the unoppose
returnof Mr. L. V. Harcourt, which also has taken place this week, is by
no means without significance. If he was permitted a walk-over it was not
from any benevolence on the part of his opponents. They did their best to
find a candidate, but without success.

That the tide is still running strong inst the Tories and against Cham-
berlain’s policies of protection in Great Britain and Chinese slavery in South
Africa is shown in the last English by-election, i. e., that of East Dorset,
where a Tory who was elected in 1900 by a majority of 96 has been st ded

. TRADE AND THE EMPIRE.

[Mr. Chamberlain's proposals examined in four speeches and a prefa
note by the Right E[on. H.H. Asquith, K. C., M. P., home secretnrg in Lo
Rosebery’'s ministry.] i

PREFATORY NOTE.

I have been requesfed to republish these speeches in a collected form. I
do so the more reaq.'lif because, whatever judgment may be passed upon
their controversial value, they &o not, 8o far as I am aware, contain any
statement of fact, whether statistical or historical, which has been success-

fall 1mpufgned.

’I{mseo us who are engaged in the defense of free trade are constantly
told that our whole stock in trade consists in the mechanical iteration of catch-
words, in blind & to authority, in ignorant indifference to actual and
potential economic f , and in obsolete conceptions of the Empire.

My object in the utterances which are here gathered together has been to
vindicate our fiscal system, not as an academic d , but as a concrets and
liv‘lng; policy. Asat first, thongh onl{ a first s that process of justifica-
tion, it is necessary to expose without delay the blunders of fact and of logie
which have so far accompanied every stage in the new protectionist cam-

FHE H.H. A.
NOVEMBER, 1903, e

[I.—Speech at Cinderford, October 8, 1003,]

A little less than six months ‘ﬁ the then colonial secretary startled the
world by the announcement that the British Empire was in danger; that its
unity could only be preserved by preferential tariffs, and preferential tariffs
invol vmg a tax upon the necessary food of the people of the United King-
dom. These opinions the speaker has during the present week further de-
veloped and defended, and with them it will be my duty in a few minutes to
come to close quarters.

MRE. BALFOUR'S " LEAD.”

It seems that there is a wide gulf between a convert in principle and a fel-
low-worker in the mission fleld. *“I do not think,” said Mr. our at Shef-
field, “that 'Eubhc opinion in this country is ripe for the taxation of fi o

It is not as though he, the leader, as he reminded us, of a t party, givin
a lead to that partl{ upon & critical occasion—it is not as \‘il;e:ghpge gmleaaeg
to agree with public opinion.

On the contrary, he does not ise his view that public opinion npon

this topie is the slave and the dupe of ingrained politi

vert: rical analogies; but bad as he thinks i
it, he is not going to engage his R::’ty to combat an
mself and his colleagues he has abandoned the open mind, but the open
fleld he leaves to Mr. Chamberlain. He is asked to give a lead, and what is
the lead that he gives? In effect, what he says to his followers is this: For
the moment we will all com to talk generalities about retalintion or free-
dom of negotiation, which may mean anything or which may mean nothing;
in that way the unit]&rof our pa: ill be secured; but, none the less, our
lamented colleagma . Chamberlain—who, as all the world can see, has
from me and I from him in a glow of mutual appreciation and regret—

prejudice and per-
and wrong as he thinks
to convert it. No; for

by & Liberal with a majority of 820.
[From the Daily News (London), Thursday, March 3, 1004.]

THE NORMANTON TRIUMPH—WHAT THE RESULT MEANS—MRE. PARROTT
INTERVIEWED.

The great victory achieved by Mr. W. Parrott in the Normanton division
for Liberalism, labor, and free trade was one of the main topicsof conversation
in political eircles yesterday, We showed in our last issue how complete this
triumph was, Mr. Parrott having beaten his protectionist nent, Mr. Dor-
man, by & majority of 8,946, a figure which compared with a Liberal majority
of 1,419 at the general election. )

If the united Liberal and Labor vote at Norwich be excluded, to Mr. Par-
rott belongs the distinction of having secured the greatest majority yet
recorded at an election since Mr. Chamberlain announced his protection

cy. How that policy has affected majorities and seats may be gathered
m the following list of constituencies contested since May last, when Mr.
Chamberlain made his first pronouncement on * tariff reform: "

Previous By-elec-
majority. ti%g"
al,491 a2, 856
b 600 al,586
LB adf
b479 b521
bas1 5190
53,050 51,428
53,082 AT
b2 414 b2, 012
3,819 B970
a7l al, 476
b 837 a4, 264
a4 al,205
b500 ad4
09,4 a132
©3,5673 3,076
al,419 a3, M6
aLiberal. bConservative. ¢ Union.

In these sixteen constituencies the aggregate votes cast at the last previous

elections and at the bg:lectiona show an enormous gain by the Liberal and
Free Trade party. The figures are:
P Protec-
Liberal. Honist.
By-election vote 5, 841 70,080
Previous election vote. 52,855 69,990
Net increase ... .cococccimennccneaa 23,086 40

At the general election these twelve seats were held, four by Liberals and
twelve by Conservatives. They are now held, nine Liberals and seven by
Conservatives. In other words, the Liberals have gained five Tory seats out
of twelve, a proportion which works out at 44 per cent. If that ratio could
be maintained a.t.arPuneml election in r t of the 389 ministerial seats,
the fisc-trade majority in Parliament would be overwhelming. No wonder
Tories shrink from a general election.

parted
our lamented col e will continue to conducr.é ostensibly from outside,
his pro nda for the taxation of bread and meat.

In the meantime I, the hfsnma minister, having shed my free-trade col-
leagues, will contemplate operations from afar, withun ised, though
for the moment inactive, sympathy, waiting, with my sickle ready for the
ripening of the harvest,

Bir Robert Peel, speaking to a world then engirdled by protectionist tariffs,
in 1846 said: *'I do not care whether foreign countries remove those tariffs or
not. It is the duty and the interest of country to fight tariffs by free

imports
FOOD OR RAW MATERIAL.

It isall very well to use this vague rhetorical language about n
and standing up to the foreigner and not takiniuhig insults lying down. I
want to know from Mr, berlain npon what is he going to retaliate.
Here we come to the Yer% crux, and, indeed, the very heart, of the whole
matter. You can not retaliate effectively in this counﬁ u%on protected
countries without imposing a tax upon food or raw material. ive you one
or two figures which haye been put in very striking form by Mr. Sydne;
Buxton. He takes Russin and the United States, the two most protec
countries in the world. Suppose you want to retaliate upon Russia. Outof
our total imports from Russia, amounting to twenty-five millions (§125,000,000),
twenty-three millions, or eleven-twelfths, consist of food stuffs and raw ma-
terials, so that we can not retaliate upon Russia without at the same time
injuring either our working ¢ or our manufacturers, or both. What is
the case of the United States? Out of one hundred and twenty-seven millions
($635,000,000) of imports from the United Statesin 1902, one hundred and eight
millions, or five-sixths, were also food stuffs or raw materiala.

The moment you n to translate these vague platform phrases into
ractice, y »u find that they can not be carried out as a policy without doing
0 you here in GreatBritain as §mt. and probably more harm than the per-

sons aggi.:st. whom that policy is used.

The board of trade estimate of the annual earnings of our shipping comes
to ninety millions a year.

In 1870, just about the time that Mr. Chamberlain has laken for his com-
parisons, our tonnage of over-sea shipping was 5,700,000; in 1902 it was 10,000,000
tons. Inotherwords, it has increasgg very nearly 100 per cent. Now,in 1870
the over-sea shipping tonnage of the United States was 1,500,000; in 192 this
had fallen to 000 tons, or a diminution of between 40 and 5) per cent.

If it is true, as Mr. Chamberlain has told us, that we are sending less manu-
factured gooci.s into the United Statmﬁu must not forget that at the same
time we are ?erforming for the Uni: States, not gratuitously—great as is
our affection for the United States—not ﬂntu:tousl , but for value received,
the service of carryinﬁtlheir goods as well as ours all over the world. While
their shipping has declined, owing to the excessive cost of shipbuilding which
protection brings about, our shippimmder free trade has most continnously
and most prosperously increased. tection is an inclined plane. Once you
put your fgot on it there is no logical halting place until you get to the bottom.

There is no ground whatever for saying either that British trade, as a
whole, is stagnant or decaying, or that the Empire can only be maintained
by reverting to fiscal devices which were tried and found wanting in the old
days of protection. Free influx of food and of raw materials, from every
possible source of supply, into this country is not only as essential, but is
more essential to our national strength and prosperity than it was in the
days of Cobden and Peel.

THE ALTERNATIVE POLICY.

Do not, however—and this shall be my final word—donot let it be supposed
that because we are driven to defend the citadel of free trade, we therefore
think that all is for the best and are content with a policy of folded handa.
That there are disquieting features in our industrial as in our social condi-
tions no honest observer, certainly no member of the party of ?rogmes. will
be found to deny. We have seen industries in which we ought to have main-
tained our supremacy falling behind, and in some cases entirely taken awa
from us by our competitors, Defective knowledge, inferior processes, l.s.ci
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of flexibility or versatility, a stubborn industrial conservatism, these are the
real enemies of British trade and have done us infinitely more harm than all
the tariffs and all the dumping syndicates that were ever created.

Better education, better ining, better methods, a larger outlook, these
are our primary needs—and it says little for our polit sagacity that we
should allow our minds to be diverted from them gg quarrels as to the quan-
tum of dogmatic theology that is to be administered to little children, or by
attempts to revive the buried fallacies of protection. True it is, also, that in
spite of the continuous growth of our national prosperity we still have with
us the unemployed, the ill-fed, the aged poor; but here again let us look to
natural and not to artificial remedies. Instead of raising the price of bread
let us try to raise the standard of life. Temperance, better housing, the ten-
wure and taxation of land, these are matters as to which we have allowed our
legislation to fall deplorably into arrear. To take up the taskina s&u‘it of
faith and of resolute purpose is, I hope and believe, the mission of the Liberal
party in a Liberal Parliament.

[II.—Speech at Newcastle-on-Tyne, October 24, 1903.]

We are met, as I understand. not primarily for the ordinary purposes of a
political demonstration, though they will not be left out of sight, but we are
met to take our share in the defense of principles which we believe to be
vital to our national Emperi ty and our imperial union; principles whichhave
been suddenly attacked—I say suddenly, because a year ago no one would
have dreamed of the situation in which we now find ourselves—suddenly at-
tacked, Isay by apowerful and formidable statesman, while the government
of the é[ay surveys his operations not merely with benevolent neutrality, but
with unaisgui sympathy, and do not conceal from us their intention, if
the assault should turn out to be successful and the stronghold should fall,
of joi.ninq hands in the hour of triumph with the attacking force and shar-
ing with it in the glory and, I suppose, in the spoils of victory.

_ There is no doubt that during the last thirty years there has been a con-
giderable diminution in our aﬁcn]tnml population, though let me say par-
enthetically that the way to bring back the people to the land is not torevive
the state of things that prevailed before the r?ealof the corn laws, when the
agrical laborer to work for 7s. a week.

PROTECTIORIST COUNTRIES.

Mr. Chamberlain points to the mty of protectionist countries, which
he says has increased more rapidly our own. Headmits that the cir-
cnt{:ncea of the United States are excagnonal. He does not go into the
case of Germany—I wish he would—I wish he would tell us by applying what
test—the comfort of the people, the accumnulation of wealth, the rate of wages,
the hours of work, the average standard of life—he makes out that the pro-
tectionist pogn:lntiun of Germany is a more favored one than the free-trade

ulation of this country. :

ut since he was at Glasgow, in the interval between Glasgow and New-
castle, Mr. Chamberlain has discovered another protectionist paradise. Itis
Bweden. Now, as regards that, only two days ago I was turning over the
consular re]iort for the last year from Gothenburg, and a more doleful piece
of reading I have rarely come across for years. And onl yesterday—I ex-
pect some of you saw it in the there was a letter ¥rom a gentleman
well qualified to speak, Mr. Bayley, who employs labor both in this country
and in Sweden,

It was a most significant story. He said they began in Sweden with a
small import duty on maize, with the result that their trade in bacon, which
up to that time had been a valuable one, was taken away from them owing
to the increased cost of feeding pigs by free-irading Denmark, and in the
course of twenty years the average cost of living in Sweden had risen 20 per
cent. Emigration had increased in the same time 50 per cent; and, as regards
wages, Mr. Bayley tells us that he, employing the same class of labor to do
the same class of work, pays 40 per cent less wages in Sweden than in Lon-
don. Idon't think the example of Sweden is one likely to encourage the
working classes of this country to change their fiscal system.

The of trade estimate is that the annual value to this country of the
carrying services we render amounts to ninety millions. Those ninety mil-
lions ought to be added to your exports if you are to form any fair judgment
of what t.he%:mmmt to. This is not the academic view of a recluse or an
economist, ke the case of the only mercantile country into whose trade
this element of sea carriage enters in anything like the same proportion as
ours. Take Norway, which has & large mercantile e. Youfindin Nor-
way, if you study the returns, exactly the same phenomena, though on a
smaller scale than here.

The imports for each year seem largely to exceed the exports. Why is that?
Because Norway is receiving, just as we receive, payment for the service of
her mercantile marine. _Ta'ke. on the other hand, the United States of
America. Their mercantile marine has dwindled until it is on}g a half of
what it was thirty yearsago. What is the result? Other nations have to do
their sea_carriage for them, we in particular; and that is one of the great
causes why their exports exceed the imports, because they have to pay in the
{g:m of exports to us ‘io].: mn‘yh%ﬁeir goods over the sea. I ::Iy you can not

ve out of account £90,000,000. Mr. Chamberlain never refers to itat all.

TRADES INJURED BY TARIFFS.

I do not deny—no free trader denies—that protectionist tariffs are a hin-
drance to the natural extension and distribution of the world's industry. It
is not true that this eighty-six millions of manufactures could be just as well

ehere. A greatmany of them are things which under any circumstances
foreign manufacturers conld make cheaper and better than we could make
them ourselves, and one of the great advantagesof free trade is that instead
of having to make these things ourselves which other people can make better for
us we can, in our turn, devote ourselves to making other things which we can make
better than they can and exchange the proceeds one against the other,

THE 10 PER CENT TAX.

They talk about putting & 10 per cent duty on these things, What would
be the result? Ican tell you in a sentence. If the 10 per cent duty excludes
the forellfn %c")%gs, youw get no revenue from your tax. That, I think, is
plain. it not exclude foreign goods, the consumer will pay more in
the shape of price than he did before, and to that extent the effective demand
for other goods will be diminished.

Mr. Chamberlain has watered down his G w proposal that the colonies
should prevent the setting up of new industries which could come into com-

ition with our own—a pro scouted throughout the whole length and

readth of the British Emgira as soon as it was uttered—to one that they
ghould not be * encourrllfe to manufacture goods for which they have no
natural aptitude.” Well, that is the doctrine of free trade. If you had free
trade, not preferential tariffs between the colonies and ourselves, that is ex-
act&ty what would happen.

If the taxation does not fall on the the consumer, why does he exempt
maize, and why does he axanégz bacon? Now we are fortunate enough to
know the reason, because Mr. Chamberlain has told us why he has dealt with
these commodities in an exca;ite.ional way. Maize, he says is the food of
some of the poorest of our people; bacon is a staple food of the majority of
the population,

But if the consumer does not ;vay if the foreigmer E{s, why should nob
the foreigner pay on what is the ood of the Pourest? 'hat is my first ques-
tion. Iam going to put him another, which I hope he will also answer at the
same time. Why, if these do not fall on the consumer, does he take credit
for the gain which will acerue to the consumer when he removes the tax on
sugarand on tea?! If the consumer doesnot pay, what advantage is it to him?

EVILS CRYING ALOUD FOR REDRESS.

‘While we oppose with all our force these ill-considered 1s, fallacions
as we believe them in ent, disastrous in practice, let no one su

that the only alternative is to wrap ourselves in the inertia of a comp t
optimism. @ Liberals do not deny, we assert, not for the first nor for the
hundredth time, that both in the industrial and social spheres there are evils
which cry aloud for redress. We want first and foremost a reconstruction
of our educational system from the bottom to the top upon a just and even
and democratic foundation, and adapted in all its stages to the requirements
of our trade, our country, our age. We want, further, a serious attempt to
grapple with the problems of the tenure and taxation of land, both in the coun-
try and in the towns.

_—

[III.—Speech at Paisley, October 81, 1903.]

‘We have been challenged to a controversy, in which it is no exaggeration
to say not only the material prosperity of these islands but the harmonious
working of the British Empire isatstake. That controversy is bemf CaTTi
on under conditions which are absolutely unprecedented in political history.
A distinguished statesman has been let loose for the p from the re-
straints and responsibilities of office. A purged Cabinet, which does not con-
taininitsnew formany izable Free Trader, looks on in favoring silence,
or, as has been the case, I t of not less than three of its members during
the present week, with the language of open encouragement.

he policy of the halfway house, which is the ostensible official programme
g the rnment, is umveirs?lg acknm:l ed to be cnﬂx:ﬁly a ormul}? for

e temporary ap ment of divergent and irrecon e groups. Now,
what does Sir Ro&rt. Giffen say? He points out that in order to show cor-
rectly the net export of the produce o tish labor and capital in goods we
must deduet from the gross total of our exgtet‘“mtod merchandise the value of
g:le imported raw materials contained in . That, I think, is perfectly

ear. v

Having made that geliminﬂ assumption, he applies the method to two
ears. He first takesthe year 1877—twenty-five yearsago—and he then takes
e year 192; and how do the res work out—t.he‘%f'nms of onr Tt
merchandise after that deduction has been made? In I877 the net produce
that British labor and capital exported—so ascertained—was valued at £140,-
000,000, In 1902—twenty-five years later—that net produce was valued at
£224,000,000. In other words, during those twenty-five years of this stagnant
export trade of ours there has been a net annual growti of £84,000,000.

WHAT I8 RAW MATERIAL?

I put this further question: ** Will Mr, Chamberlain or any of his friends
tell us what they mean by raw material?’ I know one definition. and one

only, for this . It is a commodity which comes here in order that
Bri{ish C8; italpan:i British labor may be exercised upon it.
Wire.— t is the fact about wire! Our exports of wire are increasing

and the German export trade in that commodity, although it is a very la
one, is, Iam told on excellent authority, declining year by year, and declin-
ing for a v% significant reason, ow‘l_nq to the heavy import duty which the
German tariff lays on the raw material out of which the wire is made.

WHAT I8 DUMPING?

Now, this leads me to say a word, if you will allow me to do so, 1_1&:1 the
question—I approach it with a gond deal of trepidation—the nerve king
topic of dumi.\sing, and here I feel I must mind my “p's” and *q's.” Mr.
Chamberlain is eo incensed with the levity which I have shown in this mat-
ter of dumping that he uses language about me which I venture to say indi-
cates a loss of temper, and, what sometimes accompanies loss of temper, a
loss of manners also. bentiemen. what is dumping? Iagree with Mr. (B:am-
berlain when he says that dumping only takes place, or takes place seriously,
when the country that resorts to it is in a state of depression. -

A manufacturer, or more often a syndicate of manufacturers, is enabled,
by a protective t{lﬂ'{, to keep up the price of the thing they make at an arft'giA
cially high level in their own home market, export the surplus supply of the
same commodity at a much lower price to foreign countries, ang un
the native producer. Thatis dumping. Well, now, let us note what are its
characteristics. In the first dumping, as Mr. Chamberlain says, does
not take dplaca except when the country from which the thing comes is in a
state of depression. In the next place, 1t is a process which, as all experience
shows, cannot possibly last long. ‘

It is, indeed, in the long run a snicidal g%].icy. I will tell {on why; for two
reasons. First, it tends to provoke a strong reaction at home among the
domestic consumers, who find that thg have been made to pay—as the com-
bined result of a protective tariff and the action of syndicates—more for the
same thing than other people in foreign countries pay for it. It leads to re-
sentment, indignation, agitation, and in the long run it is sure to lead to the
undermining of protection.

In the second place, dumping cuts its own throat in another way by su;
Plying the manufacturer abroad with the dumped material at an art-iﬂycin.lﬁ'-

ow price, and makes it possible for him to produce the finished article at &
lower cost and to drive the dumping nation—who have produced it at a
eater cost—out of the market. It hashappened over and over again. Itis
appemnf in Germany at the present moment. If you wish to know more
about it, [ would recommend you to read the boardof trade blue book. I
confess I am absolutely impenitent abont dumping.

*Oh," says Mr. Chamberlain, ** what can a lawyer know about these things?
Yon should leave them to men of business who really understand them.” I
am quite content to leave them to men of business whounderstand and appl
the rules of simple arithmetic. But since the appeal is to men of business,
will read you, if you allow me, a short passage from a h, made as
lately as August last, ‘bty & business man, whose name 1 will give you when I
have comse to the end of his remarks. This is what this man of businesssa

2 of my own company and on behalf of any manufacturer who
is fit to be in the business, I alwﬁaiher repudiate the suggestion that we need
protective tariffs or would beneflt by them. M mmgm}' has always donea
good business in the better qualities of wire nails, both for home an axggrt.
and that business we are increasing year by year. Itisa fact that we have
not yet been able to compete in the commoner lines, but I no more attribute
this inability to unfair competition on the part of the foreigners than I at-
tribute their inability to compete with us in some of our lines to unfair com-
petition on our part.

**Similar cases have come under my notice before, and I invariably found
the explanation of the foreigner's success to lie in some natural advantage,
or, and this js more often the case, in wiser methods of business. I have no
doubt that before long the able men se: my compan‘f will have discov-
ered the secret of cheap wire nails, and we shall then add that to the many
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others we have ca

titors. Meanwhile, if the knot
is to be cut by ma

England pay more for its wire nails, you take away
m inventors the incentive to invention and reward dullards for their
ess."

That is the opinion of a man of business, and the name of the man of busi-
ness is Mr. Arthur Chamberlain. If Mr. Chamberlain's picture is a true
picture—I do not say it is—that foreigners under a protective tariff are driven
to to get hold of our markets b dumggidnwu}iu days of depression, at
less t cost price, the producs of swea bor—if that is a true picture—
does it not to you that perhaps on the whole protection may not bea
panacea for the diseases of the industrial world?

‘Who is the foreign c;o:::getitar whom Mr. Chamberlain describes as less
“gerupulous ™ than we in these matters, who conducts his operations without
any of the legal Ymtections and mteitmrds upon which we most rightly in-
sist? Is it possible Mr. Chamberlain is ignorant that in Germany, our chief
competitor in this matter, and in almost every continental country, there is
a system of factory acts, copies from our own? On.'lg, Iam sorry tosay, in
some respects substantially in advance of them, And in Germany, in addi-
tion to the factory acts, they have, of course, as I thought we all knew, a sys-
tem of compulsory insurance for accident and for sickness,

If the existence of lawsof this kind wereareal handicap to industry, which
I am going to show you it is not, it is one from which almost all countries
suffer like ourselves. It is true that the German workman works longer
hours, gets less money wages, and is able to buy less with his money than the

British wor
For every 20s.—I am speaking of the skilled trades now—for every 20s.
that is received by the workman in the United Ki m the corresponding
German workman gets 12s. 6d. Since 1886, a period of over fifteen years,
mone]\; wages in these trades have had a eonsidembl{“gmam rise here than
they have had there, and while the mons; % ve been rising, what
about the cost of living? The cost of livin ;na en here under free trade
in the?i.oi: ﬂrlgeen yea:;s ¥ 3 per cent, and it has risen in Germany by some-
&) r cent.

r. Chamberiain has not put his finger upon the real spot. Thera is &
difference, & notable difference, between the conditions of the German work-
man and the British workman, but the difference is not between a country
where factory legislation exists and one where it does not; it is thedifference
between & country which lives under protection and a country which lives
under free trade.

[IV.—Speech at Worcester November 9, 1903.]

I have been told, I do not know whether it is true, that this city, and, in-
deed, this county, are treated by political map makers as within the range of
a certain sphere of influence whose headquarters are supposed to lie in the
city of Birmingham. That sphere, whatever may be its Sir:cise territorial
limits, is at present the seatofa deal of magnetic disturbance, and I
can not but think that you here In Worcester, if any such connection did
e Bileh WA T 0 SCL ARt Sl My Sl s s
nate it t & time at which Birmi m, whose grea o
the past is to have been associated with the name of John Bright, E bl;ying
invited to turn its back upon his creed, and to e the rallying center—
may I not say the dumping ground—af the crudest and rawest fallacies of

toction.
pr%oma of us have said of late that protection isan inclined plane. You begin
with a small dut{snd then baror:nyou know where you are find you are
landed in & very heavy duty. Well, just as protection tends to be an inclined
plane in ?x‘achce 80 it seems to me the development of the protectionist
argu ljnm;ln lahr‘: thelpresen_ t controversy tends to be and has proved to be an
inc e in logic. ;

Onean’;ons the many boons which free trade confers is that it tends, by
keeping open the sources of sug!)ly. not merely to enlarge the area of em-
E!lo ent, but to steady the whole course of industry. It counteracts; it is,

‘act, the only effective connter agent which has ever yet been discovered,
to those violent oscillations and fluctuations from w. countries that sur-
round themse¥es by a protective fence are constantly su!arin%

There is no fact in my opinion which is better attested in the history of
the world than that in the years which preceded the repeal of the corn laws,
despite the transient spurts naﬂé given to industry by u&pﬁamﬁ]ﬁg
abundant harvests, the material condifion of the great bulk of the Bri

le was deplorably and unutterably bad. Since free trade has become

of our established fiscal system there has been nothing comparable to

t, either in kind or in degree. It is always well to reinforce oneself when one
enunciates general pr tions of that kind by authority.

Therefore I will a very short sentence from a speech
Birmingham,on November 7, 1885. Mr. Chamberlai
and fair trade is nothing but his own scheme anticipated by more prescient
thinkers—used these words: “I warn you that at the bottom of this fair
trade there is the question, and if you discuss it you will find it impossible to
avoid it, of a return to those bad times of on, of the corn laws, which
were reepontsghie !l:’&:i ?;?l deeﬂt‘utélon and starvation wages from which

our forefathers suffered so greatly.” R pas !

Y Mr. Chamberlain will tell you that he has changed his opinions since 1885,
So he ‘but because Mr. berlain has changed opinions, the foun-
dations of the universe have not been shifted, nor have the facts of history
altered. I quite ex to be told before we are many months older, if the
controve at its present pace, that_ the multiplication table is an
obsolete a,t‘;fbw:th and that to hold that in this world it is universally or a

%n}ately u-lgg Yttl;at two and two make four is to entertain the snpe'rsg-
of a trog] :

THE APPEAL TO MR. MONTGREDIEN.

The facts of history do not alter, and Mr. Chamberlain ap to the an-
thority of an excellent book, Mr, }Itmtﬁredien‘s History of the Free-Trade
Movement in England [10]. Very well, let us go to Mr. Montgredien. Iam
going to read you a short from this work, to which Mr. Chamberlain
appeals, which deseribes the condition of things that prevailed here in Eng-
land and Scotland, not only in 1841, but in the years from 1841 to 1844, whi
immediately preceded the of the corn laws.

It says: *Bome of the are quite a and testify to an inten-
gity and universality of destitution, starvation, and misery to which no pe-
riod of temporary distress sinmthea.dc;gtlonot free trade in England can
show the slightest approach. In Leeds there were over 20,000 Esmm whose
average earnings were under 1s. & week. In Nottingham 10,500 s,
nearly one-fifth of the population, were in receipt of parochial .

“In most of the trades of Birmirrt‘ﬁhnmthe men were earning not
one-hulf, and, in some cases, one-third, of their usual wgm\w‘hﬂe some of
the masters were €0 near ruin t.hatthoyhadunﬂaturds{ ht to pawn their
goods to pay their men’s In Manchester 12,000 ter having

wned every article of tureand of dress with which they could possibl
%m Wer'e sup; by voluntary charitable contributions, Onethirg
of population of Coventry was out of work.” _

I need not go on. Those are samples taken from all the leading industrial
centers of the Kingdom. That state of things prevailed in 1841,

UNIVERSAL FREE TRADE.

‘When you are told that this country adopted free trade upon the assur-
ance, the promise, that other nations wor follow suit, and only w that
assurance, I ask you to remember the language of Sir Robert Peel mself.

asa dist on a platform, but with the authority of the
first minister of the Crown in the House of Commons on January 27, 1846

“1 fairly avow that in these tg:eat reductions on the uce of
foreign countries I have no guaranty t other countries will follow our
example. Wearied ?g’ our long-endured efforts, we have resoclved to consult

our own te
*It isa fact that other countries have not followed our example. Nay,
t]:lgﬁlhave in some cases raised the duties upon the admission of our goods."
en he ends with these significant, just, and true words:
**Hostile tariffs, so far from being an argument against the removal of re-
strictive duties, furnish a strong argument in its favor.”
A CONCLUDING PARADOX,

One other concluding dox. You are told by Mr. Chamberlain that
protection enables foreign countries to undersell us here with the produce of
cheap and sweated Iabor, and therefore we are to tax the imports that come
in from foreign countries to make the balance even. In the same breath we
are told that the foreign workmen's condition, if not actually better than
that of our own, is steadily im%)roring at a more rapid rate, and therefore,
apparently, we ought to adopt pretection in order that we may share his
happy fate.

SUMMARY.

Iam not going to add to the number I have given of self-contradictory
propositions; Iam rised at my own moderation. But let me, in order
that there may be no doubt about tils—[et me recapitulate what I have been
saying. Hereare five distinct and cardinal
tains its own confutation:

(1) British trade is stagnant, and yet 1902 and 1903 threaten to be our rec-

years.
(2) A tax on food does not fall on the consumer, and yet we dare not tax
bacon and maize because they are the food of the poorest of the community.
(3) We must not tax raw material, and yet if we do not some of our most
important colonial interests, like those of South Africa, will obtain no prefer-

ence,
(4) We are to put a 10 per cent duty on imported mannfactures, which is
bring us a revenue, on the assumption that fm-eign gooda

tions, each of which con-

at the same time
come in and pay the duty, and to secure additional employment for British
labor, on the assumption that the same foreign goods do not come inat all.
5) Last, and not significant, protection enables fore countries to
undersell us here by sweated labor; let us therefore, in order to improve the
condition of our own workmen, adopt the same system of protection which

makes that sweated labor possible,

WHAT DOES IT COME TO?

You are asked to take this, the first step on avag(iippery Jjourney, on the
strength, as I have shown yon, of a series of unpro and unprm'agie asser-
tions, in reliance n & pledge to which no human being can be held, that
you will not be invited to go beyond the first stage npon the road, and worse

than that, in my judgment, in the illusory h that by impanllng the very
foundation of griJﬁsh prosperity you will glt’l?engt.‘hening the fabric of the
it. Experience, the

pire.
I venture to say that aveﬁt.hin is experience
of our own fathers who tried it, there is nothing néw abont this scheme, and
gave it up, experienceis against it. Argumentabundant, overwhelming, un-
answerable, at any rate unanswered, is against it. Authority is against it.
The authority of mrx living man who has been ble for the stew-
ardship of our national finances, with, indeed, one exception, our new chan-
cellor of the exchequer, who, alﬂgrent.ly. ismot &itsmra that he owes to his
illustrious predecessor, 8ir William Harcourt, that great discal instrument
of the death duties whfch. more than any other reform since the establish-
ment of free trade, may enable us to discha the vast burden of unneces-
sary expenditure which has been piled by and his colleagues upon

the shoulders of the people.
its cynical author ‘*a leap in the

A celebrated measure was once called
dark.” This is more thana leu.?am the dark; itisa piece of pcnL{1‘,ic.alﬂplu,ugitugf
nt o

Let us demand that without delay it shall be submitted to the ju
the people, and when their good sense and sound political instinet got it
out of tﬂe way, then, and not till then, we shall be able to take up again the
interrupted task of reform, and to provide the real dangers which
menace the prosperity of our trade and the consolidation of our Empire.

During the delivery of the aboye speech the time of the gentle-
man from New York expired. |

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the ReEcorp. Is there ob-
jecﬁt:gz; [After a panse.] The Chair hears none, and leave is

Mr. BENTON. I now yield to the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. THOMAS],

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, we have
been informed that it is the policy of the Republican party to
make no appropriations for the rivers and harbors and waterways
of the country at the present session of Congress. We are told
that a deficit of $42,000,000 is confronting the Republican Admin-
istration during the tﬁreaant fiscal year; that no bills appropriating
money, except for the absolute needs of the Government, will e
passed. and that only the usual and necessary supply bills will Le
framed and enacted into law.

After a period of reckless wastefulness of the public money and
of extravagance; after large appropriations for a large standing
army to maintain a policy of imperialism, and acquisition of for-
eign territory to be held as colonies, contrary to the spirit and

ius of our free institutions; after the most lavish expenditures
ggﬁ)atﬂa ships, armored cruisers, and a large navy, and after a
wasteful expenditure of the public money for many other pur-
poses & of economy has seized the Republican party nl)on
the eve of a Presidential election. Millions have been and will be
| expended upon our Army and Navy and upon the Philippines, but
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not one dollar at this session of Congress is to be appropriated for
the benefit of the peopleat home, for public buildings, or for rivers
and harbors to open and improve the t highways of com-
merce, the waterways of our country. It is announced that not
even a survey preliminary to the improvement of a single river,
harbor, or waterway is to be authorized. All must wait until
next session and until after the campaign, so that the Republican
party can show the people how economical it has been. ;

This is purely political strategy, Mr. Chairman, against which
I protest. There are manynecessary and important works in ttgg
district and State which should be continued and inaugurated,
but under this Republican policy I am powerless and my party is

werless. The rivers and harbors and great waterways of my

istrict must await a political cagn}paign to get that recognition
to which they are entitled. Beaunfort Harbor and its adjacent
waters, the Neuse and Trent rivers and their tributaries, the New
River, the Northeast and Black rivers, in my district and State,
must be neglected by a great Government because 1;egolif:iml exi-
gency demnands there shall be no money appropriated by the Re-
publican party at this session of Congress other than for govern-
mental necessities.

I have discharged my dnty, however, and have insisted npon
just and liberal provisions for every river, harbor, and waterway
in my district. No portion of it and no interest in it shall be
neglected while I have the honor to represent its people. Forthe
harbor of Beaufort I have asked an a ({)ropriation of $250,000,
which is no more than this harbor should have for the purpose of
making it navigable by seagoing vessels of the largest tonnage
and capacity, inc the depth of water on the bar from 14
or 15 feet to 20 or 25 feet. I have insisted that Carrot Island
Slough and the other waters adjacent to Beanfort and Morehead
City should be improved in accordance with the recommendations
of the engineers and the necessities of the case. I have asked
that provision be made for carrying out existing projects, includ-
ing tEa projects for the Neuse and Trent rivers, New River, the
Black and Northeast Cape Fear rivers. It is especially important
that depth of water in the last-named river should be increased
in order to give needed facilities to the citizens of Duplin County.

But I arose, Mr. Chairman, to call special attention o and
discuss the great project of improvement of our inland waters on
the Atlantic coast. This project, upon which a report of the
Board of Engineers of Rivers and Harbors has recently been sub-
mitted to Congress, is known as the ** Waterway from Norfolk,
Va.,fo Beauf:;t Inlet, N ort(t)tn(?l,arolina.” Tﬂmtnm ci? mf vz:ttlixlJa
importance, affecting not my own ) ially
haz?l?or of Beaufort, but all North Carolina commerce. Indeed,
it effects our national eommerce, and is a ject which is na-
tional and not local in its scope, interest, and importance. It is
a project in behalf of which my colleague, Hon. Jorx H. SMarr,
has wrought so long and effectively, and in which I am heartily
cooperating with him.

In the river and harbor act approved June 13, 1902, the follow-
ing provision was incorporated:

8E0. 14. That the Secretary of Waris hereby directed fo cause preliminary
made at the localities named in this section as

direc limi examination shall first be made, which shall
o eyt conotli e Comminl et
e

importance,

ve, of the river or harbor mentioned, and a report as

ability of its improvement. Whenever such examination has
been made, in case such improvement is not deemed advisable, no survey
thereof or estimate therefor shall be made without the direction of Con :
but in case the report shall be to the effect that such river or harboris
worthy of improvement, the Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his dis-
cretion, to cause surveys to be made and the cost of improving such river or
harbor to be estimated and to be reported to Congress: Provided, That in all
cases preliminary examinations, as well as survey&.egmndedformthisact
shall be anmimﬁ and rev'lewend?'hy the board provided for in section 8 of this

act, to wit:
NORTH CAROLINA.

Waterway from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort In]aa North Carolina, with a
view to the construetion of a channel not less than 16 feet in depth, upon the
most advan us route between the points named: Provided, That_the ex-
amination an surrev‘vshanbemndo hyaboudoghﬁmm officers detailed
by the Secretary of War, and any report made . include the probable
cost of any private waterway that it may be to the interest of the United
States to in with the proposed improvement: Provided
Jurther, That the total expense of the examination and of any survey which
may be made shall not exceed the sum of §5,000.

the special board of

Under aunthority of this act of Co

engineers, of which Col. Charles J. Allen was president, in their
reports, dated September 22, 1902, and Aungust 31, 1903, estimated
that the cost of the project was not out of proportion to present
and p ive commerce. But the regular Board of Engineers
for Rivers and Harbors, in their report of February 9, 1904, ex-
presses the opinion that it is not advisable to undertake the con-
struction of the waterway with a channel of 16 feet in depth; but
the belief is advanced that a channel of less depth would be of
great advantage to commerce and the military interests involved,
and the recommendation is made that a new inquiry be made by
Congress-with a view to ascertaining the cost of a channel 10 and

12 feet deep and of suitable witth. Gen. A. Mackenzie, Chief of
Engineers, in his re to Secre of War Taft, transmitting
all these reports to gress and reviewing them all, says:

Owing to the nature of the country, and on account of various works of
improvement heretofore carried on by the General Government and private
E&rﬁeﬂ there were numerous alternative locations subject to consideration

v the Board in selecting the “ most advantageous route between the points
named,” as required by the law.

As a result of its investigations the roiites selected by the Board in the dif-
ferent divisions of the waterway are as follows: Via Cooper Creek, Rose Bay,
Adams Creek, and Beaufort Inlet, covering a total distance of 194.1 miles be-
tween Norfolk, Va., and Beaufort Inlet. amount-(§5,000) allotted by the
act for this examination and survey was not sufficient to ;%ermit of a definite
location of the exact lines of the nnel waf. he Board specific-
a]]g states that the selected route has been defined In general terms only,
and that before the definite location of the different parts of the route can be
made further detailed Emrvafgowﬂl be necessary,

The estimated cost of a 16-foot channel by the route indicated is fixed by
the Board at $10,000,000 in round numbers, with §150,000 annually for mainte-
nance of the comp! waterway. This estimate of first cost includes exca-
vation, retaining walls, right of way, s, and one tidal lock, but does
not include the purchase price of any canal rights, for the reason that the
route selected does not follow the line of any existing private canal.

In concluding its report of Angust 81,1908, the Boa. enx‘Prﬁm the opinion
that the selected route is a perfectly practicable one, and that a waterway
can he tedalong it for theamount of the estimate named—g10,000,000—
provided the appropriationsare of sufficient size and are made with sufficient

ity to allow the work to be carried on constantly and systematically.
idering all available dataas to its %Dreeent and prospective
commarga the Board gives the further opinion that the estimated cost of
N B s i e e
commerce, o the of the com wa ay as & fac
in the scheme for coast defense on the Atlantic seaboard. v

These reports have been referred for consideration by the Board of Engi-
neers for Rivers and Har as provided in sections 3 and 14 of the act of
June 13, 1902, and attention is invited to this Board's rt of February 9,
1904, herewith. After reviewing at lenﬁ the reports of the special board,

‘bors expresses the opinion that it
the construction of a waterway fromn Nor-
folk to Beaufort Inlet with a channel not less than 16 feet in depth, the Board
Delieves that a channel of less than 16 feet depth would be of t advan-
tage to the commercial traffic and military ed, and recom-
mends that a new inguiry be initiated by Congress with a view to
route, and the cost of channels 10 and 12 feet deep, r.

ing the best tively,
and of suitable width, between Norfolk, Va.,and Beaufort, N. 0., with'a
view to de undertaking creation of a chan-

the advisability of
nel of either of the depths mentioned.

I concur in the view of the Board of E eers for Rivers and Harbors
that it is not advisable for the United States to expend $§10,000,000 in con-
stmcﬁing a channel 16 feet deep from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort Inlet, North
Carolina.

Vel"y respectfully, your obedient servant,

A. MACKENZIE,
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, U. 8. Army.
Hon. War. H. TAFT,
Secretary of War.

Mr. Chairman, this is af least a partial victmz for this greaf
project. I regret the Board of Engineers should have reported
against a channel 16 feet deep, but they admit the value of the
groject. to commerce, and with all due respect to General Mac-
enzie and the Board of Eng%hneersdl gc;t R;::;la a;ntihl:,}faxbom. th%% .
wrong, in my opinion, as to the disapp: 0 proposed
or any change?;a the i)roject. Measured in dollars and cents, the
$10,000,000 expenditure, which the project of 16 feet depth would
require, is a mere bagatelle com with the advantages of
the waterway to the commerce of the country. - One battle ship
equipped costs, according to the best estimates, about $8,500,000.
This waterway would cost only a little more than one fully
equipped battle ship. For the cost of one battle ship Congress
could give a safe and cheap inland route from Baltimore to the
South, reducing freight rates, increasing transportation by barges,
and-avoiding the dangers of Cape Hatteras, that *“ ocean ‘ Blue
Beard ' standing with outstretched arms and welcoming to the
chambers of death the white-winged brides of the sea.”” Upon
Cape Hatteras many a gallant ship, richly freighted, has been
doomed to destruction.

The project is now being discussed to appropriate a very large
sum for the purpose of erecting a light-house at this cape npon
the outer Diamond Shoals, so well known as the most dangerous
spot upon the Atlantic coast. The special board of engineers
says:

In regard to the dangers of Cape Hatteras, the records of the Life-Saving
Service show that wi the twmt:glﬂve ears not less than $3,000,000
worth ofogropertg:nd aix%m en lives have lost on the shoals in the
vicini (.'sga tteras alone. The records of the losses in the vicinity of
Ca kout are not immediately available, but the losses are no doubt

cient to add materially to the aggregate of the two capes, and argue
strongly the necessity of a safer route under existing conditions.

An inland water route would lend itself admirably to the method of barge

tion and the lowering of freight rates, and would bave a varg
greatinfluence in developing a traffic that at present doesnotexist. It woul
offer a safe route for hua\;e from Baltimore to the mouth of 8t. Johns Biver,
Florida, and possibly to Cubaand other West India Islands. It would enable
coal, machinery. mg manufactured articles to be shipped south, and lumber,
cotton, phosphate, and southern products to be shipped north by the most
economical method known. According to Captain Lueas’s estimate, based
nch&n extended investigation of this subject, and contained in his report
of November 22, 1800, the commerce of this route would amount to as much
as §115,000,000 per anmum. ]

The ion of such an inland route wonld be important from a mili-
tary point of view, and there are not a few who do not hesitate to eay that
the hnggrtance of this feature alone is sufficient to warrant the e: iture
of whatever sum may be necessary tosecure its co on.
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After due consideration, the Board is of the opinion that the &rn.aposed in-
land waterway can be secured for a sum not exceeding $7,000,000; that it is
entirely feasible, and that the improvement is worthy.

Notwithstanding this report, the regular Board of Engineers
overrules the ial board of engineers and declares that
$10,000,000 would be required, and this is too much money to be
expended by the Government at this time for this t project,
and recommends a new survey for a depth of 10 and 12 feet,

ROUTE RECOMMENDED.
The special board of engineers says in regard to the route:

The existence of two large sounds in the path of this waterway divide it
naturally into divisions, which will be separately discussed.

First.” The part from Norfolk Harbor to Albemarle Sound.

Second. From Albemarle Sound to Pamlico Sound.

Third. From Pamlico Sound to Beaufort Inlet,

Fourth. Beaufort Inlet.

The routes selected by the board in the different divisionsof the waterway
and their lengths and cost are as follows:

: Excavation.
Division. Route selected. | Length. Cubic Estimmtted
yards. Length. I
Miles.
B54.2 | 84,022 000
56.8 | 3,719,000
19.7 | 1,837,000
.8 45,000
130.0 | 10,023,000

The selected route passes from Norfolk up the south branch of the Eliza-
beth River to near the mouth of Mill Creek; thence in a direct line by a land
cut to the Pasquotank River at the mouth of Cooper Creek; thence down this
river to and across Albemarle Sound and lég the straight portion of the Alli-

tor River; thence in a land cut through the marshes of the

iver, across the neck of land and into Rose Bay; thence into the Pamlico
River, down this river, around Brant Island H{il t-house, and up the Neuse
River to opposite the mouth of Adams Creek; thence Eg Adams Creek and
by a land cut to the head of Core Creek; thence down Core Creek, Ne rt
River,and across Beaufort bar to the ocean. The length of this route,allow-
i;ﬁﬁ for a direct line across the deeg water of Albemarle Sound, is about 190
es. This distance can be considérably shortened, and the route will be a
better protected one if a cut should be made across Brant Island shoal not far
from Brant Island. The Board has not sufficient data upon which to base an
estimate for the work, but it will not be great., ;

This route has the advantages of the greatest possible amount of protec-
tion from storms throughout its1 of having safe harbors at each end
of every land cut, of passing close to beth City, Morehead City, and
Beaufort, and of being conveniently located with reference to the cities on
the Pamlico and Neuse rivers.

In thus expressing its choice of the route the Board desires to specifically
state that the selected rounte has been defined in general terms only, and that
before the definite location of the different parts of the route can be made
further detailed surveys will be nmnr{

The Board is of the opinion that the selected route is a perfectly practica-

/ble one and that a waterway can be constructed along it for §10,000,000, {m}
vided that the :}Ppro riations are of sufficient size and are made with sufficient
regularity to allow the work to be carried on constantly and systematically.
The annual cost of maintenance of the completed waterway is estimated by
the Board at about §150,000,

COMMERCTAL IMPORTANCE.

The termini of the waterway, as defined by the act, are at Norfolk, Va.
and Beaufort Inlet, North Carolina; but as Norfolk is at present connected
by a deep channel with Chesapeake Bn&and the Atlan n,and Beau-
fort Inleg opens on the same ocean south of Capes Hatteras and Lookont, the
object of the waterway is evidently to furnish an inland connection een
the Atlantic Ocean at Chesapeake Bay and the same ocean south of both

ik v the former, have long been the terror of
navigators. ore the in uction of steam the around Cape Hat-
teras was hazardous in the extreme; and though at the present time this
cape is not as great an obstacle as formerly, yet it is still a serious menace to
navigation. The records of the Lita-savm&gervice show that within the
last quarter of a century not less than 3, worth of property and sixty-
seven lives have been lost in the vicinity of Hatteras alone, and if the recorgg
of all the losses between Cape Henry and Beaufort were available the total
would be much greater. Indeed, in a recent publication it was stated * that

Hhese two capes, and

17 cent of the vessels along the coast are wrecked at this point.”
ot only is Cape Hatteras a source of dat}rﬁr. but by reason of the conflict-
ing winds and currents to be met with at t point sailing vessels are fre-

quently delayed in rounding the cape, even when the weather is not stormy

enough to be a source of danger. Indeed, these d;]ﬁye have beenso uent
that the establishment has several times been seriounsly contemplated of a
line of seagoing tugs to wait near Hatteras to tow away any vessels

that might be delayed there, !

All dangers, both of loss and delay, have had their effects upon the
rates charged for freight and insurance between the South and North Atlan-
tic ports, and could these dangers be avoided there would of course be a con-
giderable saving in these items.

It has been clearly demonstrated inrecent years that the cheapest method
> tra]ﬁxt is in large barges towed by suitable tu&s.

me e

od is now carried on to a large extent on
Great Lakes, and it has successfully introduced between points on the
Atlantic coast north of the Chesapeake. Inall cases the introduction of this
Egth(g t(::f gg.rrymg ftreight has resulted in the reduction of freight rates by
m T cent.

Owing to tﬁ difficnlties and dangers due to Capes Hatteras and Lookout
all attempts to introduce the barge system on our South Atlantic coast have
up to the present been unsuwaenfu.l, and the traffic around the capes is now
carried on almostexclusively in steamers or in large sailing vessels. Assouth
of Beaufort there is no very menacing cape and as ble harbors are quite
numerous, there is every reason to believe that the cpe of a waterway
nvoid.in;%hesa capes would be shortly followed by the extension of the barge

method of transportation to our South Atlantic with a resulting de-
crease in freight and insurance charges. Dotts,

While it is to see that the openln%of the waterway wonld resultina
considerable sa in freight charges, it is not so easy to arrive at any reli-
able conclusion as to the extent of the commerce which would be affected and
the amount of freight that would be saved.

informed that the Board was investigating this matter, the commer-
cial es of the various cities on or near the South Atlantic coast undertook
to assist, and the letters and statistics received from these commercial bodies
are appended to this £

These cities may be c. as those north of the waterway, those south of
it, and those situated along itscourse. A brief analysisof the papers received
from these cities will now be given.

The cities of Baltimore and Norfolk are both situated north of the water-
way, and in the papers received from them it is estimated that the saving in
réuﬁt charges on the commerce to and from them will amount to about

000 annually.
The ports of Vyﬂmjngton Georgetown, Charleston, Savannah, Brunswick,
Fernandina, and Jacksonville areall situs‘,ted eonth of the southern terminus

of the waterway, and from the statistics received from these ports it would
aplaaa.r that their total coastwise trade is now about 4,500,000 tons annually,
valued at%?ﬁ.mwélpmtically all of which is with ports north of the Chesa-
peake, Of this total trade they estimate that about three-fourths will ba
affected by the new waterway,and that the annual saving in freight charges
will be about §2,500,000.

While accepting as sufficiently accurate this statement of the present
coastwise e, the Board nevertheless believes that the effect of the open-
ing of the new waterway upon it has been somewhat exaggerated. Thata
considerable amount of this commerce wounld ahort\lg seek a che:ﬁr method
of transportation is undoubtedly true, but the Board is more inclined to put

the ratio at one-fourth than at three-f . This commerce is now largely
carried in steamers that give it qluick and regular transit, and it wounld be
some time before it would be like

to change to a less mfulnr though pos-
sibly slightly cheaper method of transportation. Acooipt ng this figure of
one-fourth as more nearly correct, we have, as the total present commerce
that would be affected by the waterway, about 1,100,000 tons, valued at about
m&p’&u&mﬂe annual saving in freight on this wounld probably not be less
n !

The commerce above considered would all, as far as the new waterway is
concerned, be ‘‘through™ freight, but there will also doubtless be a large
ihlmount of local freight passing to and from points situated along the line of

e i
Statements from the canals show that in the past temeam the
total commerce of these canals has amounted annually to about 400,000 tons,
valued at §4,100,000,and carried inabout 7,000 vessels. Asthepresent conditions
of navigation through these canals are such as to restrict the traffic to vessels
of s1 a'lzeﬁnd as there isa considerable toll charged, these figures give no
basisupon which to estimate theamount of local freightin the new waterway..

Of the cities affected by this local traffic, statistics have been receiv
from Elizabeth City, Wi ngton, and Beaufort. The total commerce of
these points is about 1,500,000 tons annually, and they estimate th[;l?mhabla
saving in freight charges due to the new waterway at about $750,000.

All the figures given above as to the commercial importance of the new
waterway are based upon the traffic at present carried by water, but there

are other items which should be considered, There is a ] amount of
commerce originating at or near the seacoast and now carried to other sea-
ports by rail t would undoubtedl

seek water h‘ans;é}hrgﬁnn should such

transportation

rtant factors in the development of a country, and

eap and safe route along the middle m.rt of our At-
i

tra rtation be madecom tively cheap and safe.
is og?gf the most im: % fa f .
the opening up of a
lantic eoast would certainly have a very large effect in stimulating trade be-
tween the different sections, increasing that already existent, and bringing
into being much commerce that at present does not exist.

Especially would this be true of the country to be traversed by the water-
way. This region is at present&morg sup?:]led with rail transportation,
while its water trade is hampered by the lack of a practicable ocean outlet,
the small size of the existing canals, and the toll charges thereon. With
these difficulties removed there would undoubtedly be a great and rapid de-
velopment of this on and its trade.

To what extent and at what rate this increase and development would take
place are matters of sm]ntkm. but, judging from the effects of the opening
of the canal between es Superior and Huron, there is reason to believe
that the development would be sufficiently rapid.

MILITARY IMPORTANCE,

From a military and strategic point of view the construction of thiswater-
way would be of great im ce. In connection with other canals already
existing, it would permit our torpedo boats and small gunboats to pass by an
interior and protected route from one part of our coast to another, and to
thus concentrate at any desired point,

Besides these abstracts from the reports of the engineers I will
inco te in my remarks, Mr, Chairman, and ask to have read,
the following letters from the Wilmington (N. C.) Chamber of
Commerce and from citizens of Beaufort:

[Letter from the Wilmington (N. C.) Chamber of Commerce.]
APRIL 16, 1603,

DEAR SIR: At a meef of the chamber of commerce held this day (Tth
April) the plan to open an inland waterway from peake Bay to the At~
lantic Ocean at Beaufort Inlet, in North Carolina, was brought before the
meeting by Mr. Willlam W. Worth, chairman of our commi -on harbor,
shipping, and commerce, and very freely discussed, and received the unani-
mous indorsement of the chamber, It was concluded by all that such an in-
land waterway would in a great many ways benefit this port. It wonld open
to us an enormous territory, fully 200 miles of sounds, besides the wide terri-
tory to be reached therefrom by using the rivers flowing therein, constitut-
ing hundreds of miles, which we can not now It would from the very
nature of things t in the establishing of barging, the cheapest known
method of transportation, hm&gin from this port outside to Beaufort Inlet

s

being perfectly practicablean e at any season of the year,
'I]‘iﬁta city an{l mediate vicinit oonsnfnes annually 60,000 to 75,000 tons of
bituminous coal. ing from Chesapeake Bay would enable us to land

this coal 60 cents ton cheaper than now obtainable, causing a savin
thereby of $45,000 annually, which result would larﬁely increase its use. ]
ship by water annually 75,000,000 feet of lumber, poles, ties, and piling. The
present rate to Baltimore is $4.25 per thousand. ba this lumber and
timber could be landed in Baltimore and other Chesa; e Bay markets ﬁl.‘lﬁ
per thousand cheaper, thereby causing a saving of §131,000annually in han

of wood products alone. We handle annually of canned me, cemen
and heavy groceries in value about £6,000,000. These goods would naturally
seek the route offering the cheapest rate of transportation and would be the
principal cm-gg com.in%otohja way, and on which we could reasonably expect
a saving of about §100,000.
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By this waterway we wou!d avold the dangers of Capes Lookount and Hat-
teras, thereby lessening the rate of insurance, and reduce to a minimum time
in water transportation, as vessels would not be forced to wait favorable
weather to get around Hatteras, Weareconfident the opening of this water-
way would result in the establishing of new enterprises and industries in our
immediate vicinity and the enlarging of some we now have. Asthe making
or unnmking of the centers of trade is now dependent la.rge‘i{ upon the rates
of freight, it was the nnanimous opinion that the opening of this waterwa
could but result in benefiting our immediate commerca in every way, whic
now exceeds in volume $50,000,000 annually. The aggregate of saving on in-
ward and outward freight which would directly accrue to us by reason of

the construction of this canal and waterway would be $276,000 annually and

of immense benefit indirectly.
Our total domestic tonnage for 1902 was 235,807 tons,
Yours, very truly,
Wu. E. WoRTH,
J. A. TAYLOR,

JNO0. A. ARRINGDALE,
Special Commiltee Wilmington Chamber of Commerce,

Col. CHARLES J. ALLEN, Corps of Engineers, U. 8. Amg.
President of Board o) E‘ng:’awers having under consideration the frg}ect
of an inland waterway between Norfolk, Va., and Beaufort Inlet, North

‘arolina.

[Letter of citizens of Beaufort, N. C.]
JUNE 29, 1903.

DEAR BIr: Ata mass meeting of the citizens of the town of Beaufort held
in the town hall on the 8d day of June the undersi were appointed a
committee to secure data and statistics of the v ess, commerce, indus-
tries, and different enterprises of the town of Beau.for&,lnnd the county of
Carteret, N. C., to be forwarded to you, in reference to the project of the in-
land waterway from Chesapeake Bu&to Beaufort, N. C.

Beaufort is' a thri town on the eastern coast of North Carolina, the
county seat of Carteret County. According to the last census it has a popu-
lation of 2,185; itis the third oldest town in North Carolina; wasincorpora
in thl?“fear 1722 as & port of entry by the English Government; it hasa fine
natural harbor, and notwithstan the fact that it has never been deep-
ened by the (Government, yet vessels dra’ 14 and 15 feet of water can
come in with safety, Vessels have entered this harbor in the past drawin,
as much as 25 feet of water; in fact, Beaufort Harbor was the rendezvous o
the United States fleet in mﬁ, in¢ of General Butler, when the attack
was made on Fort Fisher, and also the later one in charge of General Terry.
This latter fleet contained near 300 vessels, B{ls reference to a recent report
of the United States engineers in re to the Beaufort Harbor it can be
seen that with an outlay of from $60,000 to §100,000 the harbor can be deepened
8o that vessels drawing 25 feet of water can come into our port.

The town of Beaufort is only about a half-hour's run from the sea, and the
harbor is landlocked on all sides and makes a good refuge for vessels from
storms in any and all directions.

The county of Carteret is a very fertile county. The principal industries
g;a ﬂ.ulg, - clams, and other sea products; farming, trucking, timber

erests, ete.

The Gulf Stream is within 19 miles of our coast, and owing to its nearness
truck and early vegletsbles can be raised at least two weeks earlier than they
can be raised within 80 miles in the interior. Our soil is capable of raising
cotton, corn, m{édﬂm' ggtoea vegetables, and numerous other products.

There was listed for tion in June, 1902, in the county 157,908 acres of
land; 1,856 town lots. The aggregate value of the real and personal property
was, in round numbers, &&%,Im The report from the custom-house for the
port of Beaufort shows 22 red vessels, with a gross tonnage of 2,675
tons. Thereareat leasteight timesas manysmaller craft, whichare e‘n%neged
in commerce in the county, not registered in the custom-house, they being
under custom-house tonnage. The amountof the sales of the merchants
in Carteret County for the year ending December 30, 1808, Ba%esam inround
numbers, about $1,000,000; th
itafgregates sﬁn,ﬂ(ﬁ; the number of vessels en in

e county, dredgers, 54, smaller craft, 1,000. e number of licenses issued

as T66.
The different commodities handled in the county for the year ending De-

2,500 | Oysters........... ls.. 1,000,000

7,600 | Turpentine,crude, barrels.. 1, 000

£5.000 | Clams......-...... ‘bushels.. 75,000

2,000 (/1. D C .= 200,000

100,000 | Timber. .cccceceeeen.e feet_. 25,000,000

100 | Lus 20,000,000

000 , 000,000

Vegetables pounds. . 000 10,000

Cattle...... -..head.. 000 500, 000

Horses ... 000 100, 000

b o0 %09
o -

Eg t.!:’... 10,000

Flsf. ........ 10, 000

In gathering the above statistics the committee have in some instances
%ut:sblﬁ to get ldoﬂni

- est are v oW,
With the inlzl:;fi waterway we feel confident that this business would in-

crease treble.
All of which is respectfully submitted.

Col. CHARLES J. ALLEN, C:??a of Engineers, U. 8. Army,
President of the Board of Engineers having under consideration the
gmject of an inland waterway from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort

nlet, North Carolina.

Mr. Chairman, as stated the other day upon the floor by the
entleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY], this is an era of canal
guilding. The era of railroad building must sooner or later come
to an end. The water-controlling period of the world is upon us.
The whole drift of the times is toward the construction of water
routes of transportation, supplementing railroad routes, and made
necessary by the growth of population of the country. In the
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history of the centuries the time has arrived in which wa propose
to build the great isthmian canal at Panama connecting the At-
lantic and Pacific oceans, shortening the distance between New
York and San Francisco 10,080 miles, From New York to San
Francisco by way of Cape Horn it is 14,840; by way of the
Panama Canal it will be only 4,760, a saving of over 10,000 miles,
and over fifty days’ time by freight steamers between those two
points, with a corresponding economy of sailing time to other
points of the two coasts.

Soon, by means of this great canal, the Inmber, cotton, cotton
manufactures, coal, and iron of the South will be shipped to the
Pacific coast and to the far Orient. Bearing a relationship to the
construction of the Panama Canal, and in line with the general
drift of the times,is the improvement and extension of theinland
waterways of the United States. Inland waterways tend to
cheapen the cost of freight, to develop industry; they cheapen
the rate of h‘an&portation not only for the products of the farm-
ers, but of manufacturers as well. In the world at large the Suez
Canal i#g now open to commerce; the great Baltic Ship Canal is
now in operation. Germany has within a very recent period ex-
pended more than $90,000,000 in the construction of a canal, and
France has entered upon an extensive system of similar improve-
ments. -

On this continent Canada has a éxn)llondid system of waterways.
In the United States the city of Chicago has started to build a
great canal to the sea for its shipping and that of the Great Lakes;
and without the aid of the State or National Government has al-
ready expended for that purpose $35,000,000, and has already con-
structed a great canal through which almost any vessel that can
go through the Suez Canal can pass, making a great waterway
from the Great Lakes, through the Illinois and Mississippi rivers,
to the Gulf of Mexico. The State of New York has just deter-
mined to expend over $100,000,000 in enlarging the Erie Canal,
The citizens of Philadelphia are clamoring for a 35-foot channel
to the sea. The citizens of Delaware are asking Congress to
deepen and widen the old Delaware and Chesapeake Canal, mak-
ing a ship canal for our ships of war and our merchant marine
and constitutin% alink in that wonderful water passageway which
exists almost all the way from Sandy Hook to Florida.

With this well-recognized drift of events, I believe and I hope
the day is near at hand when this great project of an inland
waterway along the North Carolina coast, a project which has
been agitated for so many years, and which was first snggested
nearly one hundred years afo by Albert Gallatin, will soon meet
the approval of Congress. I find in a valuable pamphlet on ‘* In-
ternal Improvements in North Carolina *’ an article which out-
lines the scheme of Albert Gallatin for a great coastwise canal
in the early part of the nineteenth century, The article states
the estimated cost of this work was placed at $3,000,000.

According to Gallatin’s idea a seagoing vessel would enter the
first canal at Boston Harbor, pass through the Rhode Island Bay,
Long Island Sound, the harbor of New York, and reach Bruns-
wick on the Raritan. It would then follow the second canal to
Trenton, where it would meet the Delaware. It would follow
this river to Christiana or New Castle; then through the third
canal to Elk River and the Chesapeake. Down the Chesapeake
Bay and up Elizabeth River it would enter Albemarle Sound
throngh the fourth canal. Then by Pamlico, Core, and Bogue
sounds it wounld reach Beaunfort, N. C. From Beaufort vessels of
smaller draft conld be made to reach the Cape Fear Inlet by cut-
tan% two small necks of land. Below this point inland navigation
conld be continued between the ontlying chain of islands and the
coast of South Carolina and Georgia.

This bold plan of Gallatin attracted much attention and met
with widespread approbation, but the war with Great Britain
interrupted its execution. To North Carolina Gallatin’s plan
was very acceptable. The Secretary, before he made his great
report, had surveyed a part of the route. In 1818 additional sur-
veying was done. If the plan of connecting Norfolk and Bean-
fort were carried out, North Carolina confidently expected to see
all the coasting trade of the United States 8““ that way in order
to avoid the dangerous navigation around Cape Hatteras.

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that this great project, advocated thus
early by the distingnished Gallatin, will sooner or later become a
reality, making the seaports of North Carolina, especially the
great harbor of Beaufort, all that the God of nature intended
they should be, and benefiting the commerce of the whole coun-
try. Would it not be better for our national interests to spend a
little less money for battle ships and cruisers to sail the seas and
expend a little more money for the defense of our coasts,improv-
ing our navigation, the increase of our commerce and coastwise
trade, and the benefit of the people who live at home?

Mr, FULLER. Mr. Chairman, I am not a believer in made-
to-order issues for a Presidential campaign. Such issues, em-
bodied in a platform, constitute a platform intended to getin
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on, l:iut lgﬂo’c to stan%o%m._ A platforgl to catchl voteg, ﬁo; foo%)ethe
people, but not embodying any vital principles. ve been
somewhat amused during the present session of Congress at the
efforts of certain Democratic leaders to get a made-to-order plat-
form, differing materially from the platforms of the
gating to the rear or evading old issues in order that the Demo-
cratic party might be rejuvenated with something resembling
actuality, so that there might be some possible chance of inducing
the voters of the country to forget its and again intrust it
with the control of the Government. Those efforts seem to have
thus far been futile, and it now seems that the coming political
battle must be fought out along old lines and on well-established
questions of principle.

There is one issue, and one only, on which the two great politi-
cal parties of this country are divided to-day, precisely as they
have been divided in the past. That is the issue of protection to
American industries and American labor. There is no other is-
sue—for this campaign there can be no other issue—upon which
every Republican stands on onse side and every Democrat upon
the other side. This issue is as important now, as vital, as ever
before in the history of this country. Protection is as necessary
to precerve and maintain universal prosperity of all industries,
of all classes, as it was originally to secure and bring about such
prosperity. Strike it down in any d and just to that extent
you will strike down the interests and the prosperity of our man-
ufactures, onr agricultural interests, and the interests of every
man who toils with hand or brain. The “ academic idea of free
trade is as dangerous as it would be to intrust all the great af-
fairs of this Government to the ent of “academic”
. minds. Ttis not matter of dispute that since the passage of the
Dingley tariff bill we have I?lnr?];)yed in this country a period of
unexampled prosperity in which all classes have participated.

Yet there are those who claim, in opposition to all the teachings
of history, that freer tr:‘:)ﬂe with fotrelgnh' nlf.tions mhegg%t the

le of this country by giving them cheaper i ar as
Egg)petitive roducts ave concerned, I deny that any class of our
people woulg be benefited by free trade or by a material reduction
of present tariff rates. Certainly not thelaboring man, for eve
dollar’s worth of additional products imported from other lan
would fo just that extent lessen the demand for labor here, for
we should be purchasing from abroad what could be made at
home, which ought to be made at home, and which otherwise
would be made at home by American labor, The business inter-
ests of the country would not be benefited by sending out of the
country the money that shounld be used to pay for material and
labor produced at home, for in the one case we should have only
the goods and some other country would have the money, while
in the other case we should have both the goods and the money,
which would inevitably go back into the channelsof our own e
to produce and pay for still other %:od.s and furnish employment,
comfort, and independence to the laboring men of our own coun-

wer duties wonld inevitably increase importations and just
as inevitably would close some of onr factories and throw out of
employment some of our citizens. Such has always been the ef-
fect; such always will be the effect. In these days there is much
of humbug and claptrap in connection with the doctrine of reci-
procity, which is the handmaiden of protection or of free trade,
as the case may be. Reciprocity in noncompetitive products is
the doctrine of Blaine and McKinley, and is in truth the hand-
maiden of protection. Reciprocity in competitive products is
just the opposite and is only another name for free trade. In
other wordg. there can be no such thing as reciprocity unless we
get our fair share of the benefits, and as we can derive no benefit
Dy admitting free-of-duty articles that come in competition with
l.iia articles produced by our own citizens, such an act would not
be one of reciprocity, but of simple free trade; nothing more and
nothing less. There would be no reciprocity in admitting, for in-
stance, Canadian cereals, eggs, butter, and other farm products
free of duty in competition with the products of our own farm-
ers, for of such articles we can more than supply the home mar-
ket, and admitting ﬁ'reat quantities of the same articles from Can-
ada would inevitab g reduce the price our farmers would receive
at home, and would also compel them to seek a market abroad
for just so much more of the home crop and therefore operate to
reduce the export price as well, . :

No: our farmers will never consent to let in the natural -
ucts of Canada duty free fo compete with them in their own home
market, and woe to the political party which advocates such reci-
procity as that. Canada can offer us nothing to uately com-
pensate for admitting its products free. If they should admit our
manufactured goods, such as farm implements, for instance, free
of duty, their own growing industries of the same kind would be
driven out of business, their own laborers thrown out of employ-
ment, and in the end it%ould be but a bad bargain for both coun-
tries. Flood Minnesota with Canadian wheat, so that the great

t, rele- |

flour mills would be inde ent of home producers, and every
farmer of that State and of other surrounding States would suffer,
Flood Canada with our manufactured products free of duty and
her own factories, wonld go ount of business, her own laboring
men be driven out of employment.
tion is fair e as opposed to free trade; that is, we
should admit free of duty or at a low rate of duty by reciprocal
arrangement with other countries such articles as they grow or
produce and the like of which we can not grow or produce, on
consideration of such countries admitting our products u
equally favorable terms. But every competing product of or
factory should pay a duty equal at least to the difference in wages
and cost of production between the country from which it comes
and our own country. Thus we protect our own producers, give
emp;tl)lyment to our own people; and necessarily, as we are. and
for time must be, the greatest producing nation on earth,
the country of the greatest resources,we shall inevitably keep the
balance of trade in our favor, and thereby insure for all time
the prosperity of our people. When we sell more than we buy,
when the balance of trade is constantly in our favor, we are sure
to be materially prosperous. With all our wonderful resources,
the balance of trade has generally besn against us in times of free
trade or low tariffs, and always in our favor in times when the
doctrine of protection has prevailed. We havesold more toother
countries since the passage of the Dingley protective law, and at
the same time we have bought more. notwithstanding the tariff,
becanse we have been better able to buy. Bat our exports have
increased to a much greater extent than our imports, because
under the stimulus of protection our products have greatly in-
creased, new industries have been established, and our people
have been constantly employed.
. Let usdoalittle comparing here between the condition of affairs
in this country and in Gireat Britainy the one under the policy of
protection and the other under the policy of free trade. The ex-
port frade of Great Britain has fallen off in thirty years about
$110,000,000 per year, and her imports have in the same time in-
creased about $800.000,000 per year, being a net loss of a little less
than a round billion dollars per year. t wonder is it that
her statesmen are seriously considering a radical change of policy
from free trade to protection! Take the same thirty years in this
country, and the figures, without other argument, ought to be
enough to convert to the cause of protection every Democrat in
the United States. Our imports in the calendar year 1903 ex-
ceeded those of 1873 by $400,000,000, an increase in the thirty
years of 67 per cent, while at the same time in the calendar year
1903 our exports exceeded those of 1878 by $917,000,000, an in-
crease in thirty years of 161 per cent.

Neither imports nor exports decreased by reason of the
of the Wilson bill and the enactment of the Dingley bill, but
under the protective system both increased enormously. Our
imports in the calendar year 1903 exceeded those of 1893 by
$219.000.000, and the exports of 1903 exceeded those of 1893 by
$608,000,000. For the calendar year 1903 vur imports, including
those from Hawaii and Porto Rico, were $1.035,119.829, and our
exports were $1,50%,314,082, leaving a net balance of trade in onr
favor of $4:8,194.103. And in the last seven years, under the pro-
tective system, the net balance of trade in our favor has been
more than three and one-half billions of dollars.

It will be seen by the figures that under the protective system
we buy more and we sell more than under free trade or a purely
revenue tariff. It works both ways. By building up our indus-
tries we produce more and thus have more to sell to other coun-
tries, while by keeping our people constantly employed in re-
munerative pursuifs they have more money with which fo buy,
and thus our foreign trade increases materially and our home
trade enormously. Let me guote a British anthority as to the
effect of a protective tariff. Mr. Chamberlain, talking to the tin-
plate workers at Cardiff, Wales, said:

You have the iron, you have the coal, you have the workmen, you have
the people who have tor generations been devoted to this particuiar trade.
Itis everywhere that this particular trade is favorably eitnated,
and yet trade which ought to have been yours under any theory of true
free trade or free exchange received a few years agoa mighty aad er-
ing blow. The ter part of this trade was done with the United States of
America. The Mc tariff of 1801 put on it & prohibitive duty. Thisdid
not operate on rﬁm trade immediately, but, asalways happens in such cases,
behind the ta a t industry grew up in America—a great ind
which, at the praungrfiame. produces 400,000 tons of tin plate every year an
ﬂﬂm employment to 5,000 workingmen. * ¢ * ‘What was the position at

time Ifr. MeKinley put on the du At that time the whole mannfac-
ture of tin plates in erica was 500 tons. Now, in a few years it has in-
creased to 400,000 tons. A trade of 400,000 tons yom can not disturb. The
vested interest is too powerful; the advantage to the conntry is too evident;
the trade you have lost you have lost and you will never get it back.

Is not that an object lesson the effect of which no free trader or
tariff reformer can get around or explain otherwise than as an
irrefutable argument in favor of the doctrine of protection? I
might go on to show you from the figures that the consumer did
not, either, in that case pay the tax, because, as a matter of fact,
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the product was immensely cheapened to the consumer. A great
ind bu 1t up, 50,000 men given employment, and all the
money kept at home instead of being sent out of the country to

v for the same product! In innumerable cases the same result
E:.s followed protective legislation. In the last year, just one
single year, it is stated by the Chattanooga Tradesman, 5,236 new
industries were started in.the Southern States alone. How many
millions of dollars wereinvested in them I donot know; how many
American citizens were given employment I can not tell; but
this I do know, and every intelligent being knows the same thing,
that the protective laws npon our statute books made this won-
derful feat of development and prosperity possible.

Think you the Sonth can be again humbugged with the fallacions
idea that its people would be benefited by reducing duties and
amending tariff schedules so that these new industries would have
to compete in the open markets of the world, and of this country
in particnlar, with the same kind of products Earodnced in other
lands where wages are only a third or a half what they are here?
Can the laboring men of the land be induced to ever vote again
for a policy that will close these factories and throw them out of
employment? The days of free soup houses, of Coxey’s armies,
of mﬂ]?;lna of men out of employment and looking for work, are
altogether too recent to be wholly forgotten.

Mr. Chairman, the logic of events has made the one and only
issue of the coming campaign. It is the mount issue, if you
please, and the issue that will continue ident Roosevelt and
a Republican Congress at the helm. It is the issue that will in-
sure the continuance of our wonderful prosperity in every avenue
of trade and commerce north, south, east, and west, in every
nook and corner of this broad land; the issue npon which every
Republican holds the affirmative and every Democrat the nega-
tive, unless, indeed, the Democratic party is ready to admif that
the Republican party has been right upon this issue duringall its
past history, while they have been wrong, and as to both these
propositions, in the light of experience, there can be and there is
no shadow of doubt.

‘We have all heard the argument—we shall doubtless continue
to hear it in the next campaign—that the tariff fosters trusts and
great monopolies. No one can deny that such trusts and monop-
olies exist in free-trade countries as well as in this country; no one
can deny that they exist in nonprotected as well as in protected

industries. Butthe mere fact—and Iadmit it is a fact—that they
derive benefit from a protected tariff is used as an alleged argu-
ment against the entire policy of protection. Would yon take
away the benefits of protection from all industries, from all the
people, because some great corporations are benefited? I would
not. The rain falls on the just and on the unjust, yet I have
never heard any one argue against the plan of an all-wise Provi-
dence in that respect. The wicked as well as the good, the rich
as well as the poor, high and low alike enjoy all the blessings and
the benefits of sunshine and shower, yet who would deny the
actuality of the blessings or the benefits or propose to alter or
change the Divine plan in order that the undeserving might be
shut out from the enjoyment of such blessings and such benefits?

The protective system benefits all and is for all our peocfﬂe. I
would not crush out a small industry to injure a larger industry.
I would not think it a blessing or a benefit to deprive a thonsand
or a hundred thousand or a million of our people of their employ-
ment, of their chance to earn a livelihood, even if by so doing the
greatest and richest corporation on earth could be driven out of
business. If it were to never rain again, if the sun were to never
shine again, the righteous would suffer quite as much as the sin-
ners. Strike down your protective tariff system and not the
trusts alone would be crippl-i'ed, but the prosperity of all would be
destroyed. We can manage our great corporations; we can con-
trol them: we will manage and control them, but not at the ex-
pense of all business, of all industries; not by closing all factories
and all avenues of }deuct:ion: not by throwing all our laboring
people out of employment, but by wise and enlightened super-
visicn and control.

1 believe that even with our present tariff laws we are getting
quite as much of foreign manufactured goods ghipped into this
country as we need. Iﬁt would shut more of them out I would
be willing to increase rather than redu..e the tariff rates. The
last fiscal year, 1903, onr imports increased over the year previous
by more than $100,000,000. The imports of manufac articles
for the year were more than $112,000,000. That is quite a G
enongh amount of manufactured goods from abroad to be ad-
mitted into this conntry in a single year tocompete with our own
manufacturers, especially when we consider thatif the same guods
had been made here by our own people fully $300,000.000 of that
amount wauld have gone into the pockets of the laboring men of
this country. Does it seem reasonable in the face of these figures

. that any laboring man would vote to take down the tariff bars
and a‘.’dmit unlimited quantities of such foreign manufactured

Mr, Chairman, I do not believe in the sacredness of any tariff
schedn;g:.f Botl;lneﬁmm, no doubt, they need revising, to make
more ect the protective system. t as to the system as a
whole the Republican party *‘ stands pat.”” That will be its plat-
form. That will be the issue, and on that issne, with hun
of thousands of votes from those who have heretoforse voted the
Democratic ticket, but who as sensjble and patriotic Americans
can not do otherwise than vote with the Republican party on this
great issue, we shall sweep the conuntry.

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from

e TABRICH. M

Mr. CH. . Chairman, there has during the current
month been a vast amount of discussion in this House upon the
subject of the Post-Office Department. Many able addresses
have bzen made by Members; much information has been elicited
concerning its workings and methods. The iniquities that fester
and canker the conduct of the Department have been thoroughly
thrashed out; its abuses have been made manifest, The rotten-
ness existing among many of its higher officials has been trumpeted
forth to the country. Cgarge and counte have been in-
sistently made, and a veritable tempest of wrath seems to have
devoured this House and the country at large whenever the
malodorous snbject of the administration of the Post-Office Depart-
ment has been broached.

And yet, with this Department the storm center of the Adminis-
tration, with the courts justly punishing parasitic officials who
have used their exalted positions for the purpose of plundering
the nation and guiltily enriching themselves, and thg the spec-
tacle before us of frantic attempts upon the part of all concerned
to shift the blame from themselves to the shouldersof others, with
absolute recklessness of the guilt or innocence of those accused
s0 long as their own miserable, pitiful persons are protected, little
has ‘geen said of the rank and ﬁYa of the employees of the Depart-
ment. :

And this, too, is strange, because I doubt if the Government in
any branch of its service contains a body of men more faithful to
its employer, more si minded in its devotion to duty, and of
greater public utility this same class of uncomplaining, un-
murmuring, hard-working, and thoronghly efficient postal clerks,
carriers, IMessengers.

‘While I realize that any statement that I may make in their
behalf must be necessarily inadequate, lame, and halting, since
no one without the actual ax-ﬁ-ianca in the arduousness of their
work and the assiduity of their efforts can effectually portray
them, still, I shall call the attention of this House to some of the
important features, which, while of so common and everyday oc-
currence as to almost fail to excite comment, are yet of such a
character as to demand prompt and careful attention. I wish
also to call to the attention of the Hounse some remedial legislation
that I have gorroﬂpasad. which, 1n my judgment. will tend to mgifi-
gate the ar and rigors of the very unenviable condition of
these postal amlfloyees

Briefly. then, T have offered two bills during the present session,
House bills Nos. 13693 and 14096, which have been referred re-
spectively to the Committee on Reform of the Civil Service and
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

The first of these bills is one entitled **A bill to provide for the
employees of the United States engaged in the postal service, who
are incapacitated by injuries sustained in the performance of
their duties or who e fu uated after twenty succes-
give years of service, and for other M

In it I have provided that clerks, carriers, messengers, and the
men engaged in the difficult, arduous, and wearing duties of the
Railway Mail Service be recompensed when they gave sustained
physical injuries which prevent them from further performing
their duties.

In this connection it may not be amiss to dilate for a few min-

utes upon the character of men engaged in the Railway Mail
Service, and the importance, danger, and physical strain of their
work and of their own courage, fortitude, bravery—aye, un-
vaunted and unappreciated heroism.
. The railway postal clerk leads the life of a nomad. His wak-
ing and sleeping hours are spent in the uncomfortable and nerve-
racking environment of the United States mail coach, and his
waking far exceed in number his sleeping hours. His duties de-
mand his entire attention. The minuteness of detail that he
must attend is tremendous. He must be a man of Eood educa-
tion, quick, alert, and indefatigable. He must stand a frigh'ful
strain, which inevitably undermines his constitution. Hi resigcn-
sibilities are enormous. His labor highly essenfial. He is in
constant danger of his life. Yet in the face of all these obstacles,
which might well appall a man of S; training and fortitude,
he goes about the performance of his duties in a manner which
must force admiration from the most grudging miser of praise,
by sheer force of simple self-devotion and apparent unconscious-
ness of self-sacrifice,
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How often have you gentlemen read in the public prints of
railway disasters, frightful wrecks, bold robberies, almost unbe-
lievable catastrophes, and at the end of the account noticed two
or three lines to the effect that the railway mail clerk stuck to his
car, defended his mail, gave up his life, or suffered dreadful phys-
ical tortures in the course of the effort required of him by the
circumstances in safegnarding and defending the trust reposed in
him. You have read numberless accounts of his guickness of
wit, his address and adroitness, his bravery, and his utter unsel-
fishness when these gualities were necessary to insure the invio-
labilit{r of his trust. It is, as I stated above, so common as to
scarcely excite remark, and yet this is heroism—true heroism in

the ordinary walks of life, and it is not exceeded in sublimity by
the most admired and hysterically bepraised action on the field
of battle.

Are these men adequately rewarded? Does their emolument
or opportunity for substantial advancement compare favorably
with those of other public servants in less exacting, less arduous,
less necessary, but more prominent and showy positions?

Does a great government which, quite properly, cares for and
tenderly cherishes the lives of its defenders in time of war evi-
dence a corresponding solicitude for these tried, brave, and faith-
ful servants who so signally assist in promoting the arts of

ace?

In their old age, when exhausted nature precludes them from
continning in so exacting a branch of the service, and when, by
force of long habit, they are practically unfitted for other fields of
effort, does a benign employing government say to them: ** You
have labored faithfully; you have given much and received little;
you deserve well of your country, and it shall be your country’s
care and pride to deserve well of you?”’

Alas, for the fact that it is not so. It is a frite saying that re-
publics are ungrateful, and it must be admitted that our treat-
ment of these deserving men adds tremendous force to the adage.

Mr. Chairman, let us rectify this deplorable condition. Lef us
mete out at least a modicum of justice to these gilent, suffering,
persevering heroes. :

In my bill I have provided that when these men are so disabled
as to be unfitted for the further discharge of their duties they
shall receive a pension equal to one-half of the salary that they
earn at the time of their disability. Is not that a sufficiently
modest proposal? Is it too much fo guarantee a bare existence
for life to a man who has sacrificed the best that that life pos-
sesses for the promotion of the comfort and the well-being of his
country and his fellow-men?

I have made this feature apply also to clerks, carriers, and mes-
sengers in the postal service, and they are equally entitled to it.

It is true that the chance of injuryin their cases is considerably
smaller, but, especially in the cases of carriers and messengers,
cruel and continuous exposure and other factors in our compli-
cafed modern social and business systems render them always
liable to injury and to becoming incapacitated for further active
duty, and the reasons that I have previously cited apply here with

ual force and cogency. i
eqln this bill I haye also provided that superannuation pensions
be granted to clerks, carriers, and messengers in the postal serv-
ice and to employees in the Railway Mail Service, and this pro-
vision I regard as the essential feature of the bill.

While there is always the chance of injury in any of these serv-
jces, and in some cases the probability is greater than the proba-
bility of immunity, still the element of chance governs, and there
always exists thepr tof alifetime of service without mishap,
but old age is inexorable and a certainty, and from the palsying
and ruthless hand of time there is no escape. . :

Our postal clerks, carriers, and messengers are scantily paid,
hard worked, capable, deserving, and perform functions of enor-
mous utility. Tllj.]e carriers and messengers work long hours, per-
form hard physical labor, have great responsibilities, are inde-
fatigable, tireless, and devoted. They are constantly subject to
severe hardships, they are exposed to all the rigors of climate
without the means of ameliorating conditions which other men
more fortunate in their choice of avocation possess, and in thisserv-
ice they age quickly and their usefulness perceptibly diminishes
with their advancing years until the period is reached when they
are discarded like a cast-off garment which has served its pur-
pose. Indeed, of the two, the garment receives the more consid-
eration, from the fact that its owner frequently regrets it from
force of association and for the service it has performed, while
little if any sympathy is bestowed upon the worn-out public
servant, who has only given his entire life to the service of his
conutry.

My bill provides that when one of these employees reaches the

of 60 he may retire upon a pension of one-half the amount
of salary he earns at the time of retirement, provided he has been
in the Government employ continuously for a period of twenty
years, and that if he has been employed for a less period than that

and for a period of five years or more his retiring pension shall
be such proportion of one-half his salary as the number of years
of his service shall be of twenty.

Mr. Chairman, this ﬂproposal is not one that partakes of the na-
ture of a request for alms for any set of men, but it is a matter of
simple justice. :

The country wonld not te giving them anything for nothing,
but wounld merely be letting them haYe what they deserve and
what they have earned. Surely a lifetime of earnest effort for in-
adequate remuneration deserves and earns a guaranty of compe-
tence in enforced retirement.

The country owes these men not merely a debt of gratitude but
amore substantial, more tangible debt of dollars and cents, earned
through much travail and hard labor, and at a cost of absclute
life sacrifice, and it is incumbent upon you gentlemen in this
House to provide for the payment of that debfin your positions
as the nation’s business managers, just as yon would provide for
the payment of the honest obligations of any commercial enter-
prise the management, of which was intrusted to you.

The great business houses, the great industrial enterprises, all
the great employers of labor are rapidly realizing that they are
under both a moral and actual obligation to their faithful em-
ployees when these are compelled by stress of advancing age to
relinquish their labors, and these same concerns are providing for
the payment of that obligation.

Is a great government that ruthlessly takes the best thatisin
its servants to be held exempt from a similar obligation, or shall
we make the humbling and disgraceful confession that this same
great nation, so generous in the fostering of material advance-
ment, so prodigal in its benefactions to industrial enterprises, so
Eﬁrsistent in exemplifying the truth of the adage, ‘* To him who

th shall be given,” is too neglectful or too niggardly to prop-
erly provide for its deserving and patient servants?

For shame! Let us not stand before the world a nation that
self-confessedly appropriates the lifeblood of its human pillars
and then refuses to recompense them for their sacrifice.

Mr, Chairman, I have also, as I stated before, introduced a bill
that is now innocuously slumbering in the cavernons recesses of
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads with many other
worthy bills, which the timidity, to call it by no worse name, of
our legislators will not permit to see the beneficient light of day,
and that bill proposes an increase of pay for postal clerks, car-
riers, and messengers.

Mr. Chairman, that bill is a just measure, and all that I have
previously said about the neglect of the postal employees gathers
renewed force when their shamefully inadequate pay is taken into
consideration.

I have no power of expression that can voice my indignation at
the penurious policy which the Government has employed in deal-
ing with this question. We stand convicted before the world of
rank and f! nt injustice. Our neglect and our self-compla-
cency in the face of that neglect are nothing short of being abso-
Intely criminal.

We discuss calmly and smugly the well-being of Filipinos, the
righteousness of our conduct toward the Cubans, the beneficial or
harmful nature of our policies respecting the Porto Ricans, and our
duties toward hund.regs of alien races and peoples, and this is all
proper enough. We condemn the Sultan of Turkey’s treatment
of his subjects. Quite correct. But for Heaven’s sake, before we
remark on the mote in our brother’s eye, let us cast the beam
from out ourown. Let us be just to our servantsand true to our-
selves, ** and it must follow, as the night the day, that we shall not
then be false to any other man.” [Loud applause.

My bill provides for but a small increase. I would I thought I
could procure a greater.

Mr. Chairman, if we can not prevail upon ourselves to do entire
justice, let ns at least assure to these men a tithe of what is
their due.

One feature of my bill, to which I wish to call especial atten-
tion, is that of an automatic increase of §100 in yearly salary for
each five years’ service.

Mr, Chairman, no reputable business house fails to recognize
long, faithful service, and it is as little as we can do to grant the
miserably small additional pittance of $100 after we have been
faithfully served for five years. [Applause.]

‘When I reflect what a comparatively small sum it would re-
quire to effect the changes concerning which I have spoken, when
I reflect what haggling, what puerile objections are advanced to
the carrying out of these proposals, when I reflect, in addition,
what prodigality is indulged in for less meritorious reasons, I am
consumed with indignation and can hardly trust myself to give
coherent expression to my views.

Mr. Chairman, this is no attempt to procure partisan advantage;
it is no effort to place any man or men or party in a disagreeable

ition or bad light. I merely ask that some measure of justice
accorded hard-working, modest, deserving men, and I ask in




1904.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3797

the name of American manhood, American ideals, American
prineiples of right that earnestness and single-heartedness be
recognized and rewarded, and that justice, the eternal foundation
of an enduring nation, record its triumph and vindicate our claim
to perpetual fame and an exalted position in the plane of moral
rectitude. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit-
tee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, BurToN, Chairman of the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 14416, the sun-
dry civil appropriation bill, and had instructed him to report that
the committee had come to no resolution thereon.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 8889, An act to amend an act entitled ““An actto author-
ize the construction of a bridge across the Monongahela River,
in the State of Pennsylvania, by the Eastern Railroad Company,”

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro-
priate committees as indicated below:

8. 1570. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper Rob-
inson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S.76. An act granting a pension to Mary H. Cornell—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

‘8. 4773. An act granting a pension to Juliette Nunez—to the
Cos 3?“3;0;1 Pemg;'anonst'm pension to Mary P, Wilson—to th
. 4381, act ing a on . Wilson— e
Committee on Invalid Pe:gsions.

S. 8986. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Speaks—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S.8056. Anact granting an increase of pension to Patrick Flem-
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

. 8777. An act granting a pension to Sarah S. Smith—to the
%mﬁ“ﬁﬁn&@mﬁn in f pension to Bucklin H

3 ; act ing an increase o i ucklin H.
‘Wood—to the Commjtteea;m Invalid Pensions.

S. 8352. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary M.
Nash—to the Committee on Pensions.

S. 8198. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel D.
Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2727. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice M,
Stafford—to the Committee on Pensions.

S. 2582, An act granting an increase of pension to Harry M.
Sherman—to the Committee on Pensions.

8. 2458. An act granting a pension to John H. Oney—to the
Committee on Pensions.

S. 2361, An act granting an increase of pension to Clara E.
Daniels—to the Committee on Pensions.

S. 2124, An act granting an increase of pension to David W.
Johns—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

S. 5110. An act granting a pension to Cornelia K. Smith—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 5077, An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes Har-
mon—to the Commiftee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 5032, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H.
Edick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4936. An act granting an increase of pension fo Emma J.
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4935. Anact granting a pension to John Waarsteson—to the
Committee on Pensions.

S. 4915. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4827. Anactgranting an increase of pension to John F. Burk-
older—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4815. An act granting an increase of pension to Angeline P,
Root—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4777. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Mec-
Cormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4776. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse
Maunrer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

8. 4759. An act granting a pension to John M. Manlove—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4731, An act granting an increase of pension to John A,
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4727. An act granting an increase of pension to William M.
Tanner—to the Committee on Pensions.

S. 4708. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel
Baily—to the Committee on Pensions,

S. 4695. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio P,
Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 4678, An act granting an increase of pension to John W,
Paris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4670. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas H,
Devine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4635. An act granting an increase of pension to David Mise-
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiuns.

S. 4621. An act granting an increase of pension to George
Draper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4602. Anactgranting an increase of pension to Hiram Imus—
to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4531, An act granting an increase of pension to Julia C. Van-
zant—to the Committee on Pensions.

S. 4529. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse N,
Jones—to the Committee on Pensions.

S. 4528, An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda M.
Hand—to the Committee on Pensions.

S. 4514, An act granting an increase of pension to John P,
Whitehouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4511. An act granting an increase of pension to James L.,
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4507. An act aanting an increase of pension to Francis G.
H%ﬂﬁxgrg—ﬁt; the mn;:ll;tge on Invalid Pel;sions.

. . act gran an increase of pension to Harve

Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. o4

S. 4487. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron M,
Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4480. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane E.
Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 4428, An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin W.
Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4364, An act ting an increase of pension to Joshna Me-
Cormick—to the (gmmitt,ee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4363. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Venzie—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. :

S. 4308. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Pil-
low—to the Committee on Pensions,

S. 4275. An act ting a pension to Nancy Noxon—to ths
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4249, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Gil-
roy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4242, An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew
Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4192. An act ting an increase of pension to James H.
Whaley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4139, An act granting an increase of pension to John D. Hen-
derson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4001. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin A.
Provoost—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3088. An act granting an increase of pension to John L.
Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3778, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph L.
Cotey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3561. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna E.
Draper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3493. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. Van
Campen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 3485. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
Bedford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3885. An act granting an increase of pension to John A.
Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3327. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac N.
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

S. 3308. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse C.
Lott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 8305. An act granting an increase of pension to James K.
Deyo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3246. An act granting a pension to John McDermid—ifo the
Committee on Pensions.

S. 8227. An act granting an increase of pension to James F.
Mears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. -

5. 8034, An act granting an increase of pension to Helen F.
Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3018. An act granting an increase of pension to George AL
Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 2075. An act gnmtiug a pension to Claude C. Swafford—to
the Committee on Pensions.

8. 2657. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert T.
‘Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 2645. An act granting an increase of pension to La Roy B.
Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2636. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin D.
Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2560. An act granting an increase of pension to John W.
Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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S, 2508. An act granting an increase of pension to Morris H.
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2380. An act granting a pension to Jane Smith—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2872. An act granting an increase of pension to David M.
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S.2252. Anactgranting an increase of pension to David Inches—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 2248. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick
Sommers—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2194, An act granting an increase of pension to Phoebe
Buch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 2080. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias L.
Fidler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 725. Anact granting an increase of pension to Amanda L.
Mardin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 460. An act granting an increase of penmsion to Mary C.
Nicholson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 25. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda J.
Frybarger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A

S. 2046. An act granting an increase of pension to William G.
Scott—to the Committee on Pensions,

MINORITY VIEWS ON THE BILL 8. 2263.

Mr. LUCKING obtained unanimous consent to file views of the
minority on the bill (S. 2263) to require the employment of ves-
gels of the United States for public purposes.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do

now adjourn. :
The motion was to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 40
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next, at 12

o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu-
pications were taken from the Speaker’'s and referred as
follows: -

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
John H. Brag;;gm’mt The United States—to the Committee on
War Claims, ordered to be printed. :

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
Douglass Taylor, administrator of estate of Stephen Harris,
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims,
and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Uuder clause 2 of Rule XIIT, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named,
as follows:

Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10411) granting
right of way for trailway to W. W, Bass, of Coconino County,
Ariz,, for travel across the Grand Canyon of Arizona, and ferry
privileges, and so forth, across the Colorado River therein, re-
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re (No.
1957); which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal-
endar.

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 13350) conferring juris-
diction npon United States commissioners over offenses committed
in a portion of the permanent Hot Springs Mountain Reservation,
Ark., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re-

rt (No. 1958); which said bill and report were referred to the
E)ouse Calendar.

Mr. GRIFFITH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9298) granting
the right of way for the construction of a railroad and other im-

ovements over and on that part of the Hot Springs Reservation
g)own as West Mountain, Hot Springs, Ark., rted the same

rt (No. 1959); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union. ;
Mr. LUCKIN@, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 2263)
to require the em%i(;ymant of vessels of the United States for
public purposes, submi

with amendment, accompanied by a re

itted the views of the minority of said com-
mittee (Report No. 1893, part 2); which said views were referred
to the House {Calenda.r.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv-
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Hounse (H. R. 12553) granting
an increase of pension to Amaziah Havey, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1911); 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. 8014) granting an in-
crease of pension fo Thomas Audos, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1912); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committes on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8822
granting a pension to Bird L. Francis. reported the same wi
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1013); which said bill
and were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8790) granting a
pension to C. Annette Buckel, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a raElrt (No. 1914); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, fo
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8394) ting a
pension to Reuben W. Bartram, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1915); which said bill and

rt were referred to the Private Calendar.

. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6868) granting an
increase of pension to George R. Hanson, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1918); which said bill
and rt were referred to the Private Calendar.

: of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8921)
granting an increase of pension to John McCollister, the
same with amendment, accompanied by a relggrt (No. 1917);
which said bill and were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. SAMUEL W. H, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Hounse (H. R. §093)
granting an increase of pension to Melvina Bottles, rted the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1918);
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. 6713) granting
an increase of pension to John E. White, the same with
amendment. accompanied by a rep-rt (No. 1919); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 5314)
granting an increase of pension to John Woods, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1920); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3653)
granting an increase of pension to Andrew Sollenberger, reported
the same with amendment, accomg)aniai by a report (No. 1921);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. SNOOE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to which
was referred the bill of the Hounse (H. R. 6030) granting an in-
crease of pension to F. C. Wickham, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1622); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6048)
granting a pension to William Johnson, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1923); 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. 6000) to pension
John B. Salzman, reported the same with amenfiment, accom-

ied by areport (No. 1924); which said bill and report were re-
erred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was refcirred 1&};&&)1']1 };)f the H?imia( H. R. 245&)l
granting a pension to Lucin eith, reported the same wi
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1925); which said bill
and re 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. 2606) to increase the
pension of Catherine Bowsher, re; the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a reg:_lrt (No. 1926); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.
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Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 605)
granting an incresse of pension to Frederick Frick, reported the
same with amendment,accompanied by a report (No. 1927); which
said bill and t were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULIEE?rﬁ'om the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9575) grantmﬁ
an increase of pension to John Donahoe, reported the same wit
amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1928); 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. 6739) granting an
inerease of pension to Waldo A. Foster, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1929); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10790) granting
dn increase of pension to John F. Rockey, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1930); 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. 11776) granting an in-
crease of pension to Hugh Mooney, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a rt (No. 1931); which said bill and

rt were referred to the Private Calendar.

. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10169)
granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. Flanagan, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1932);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Houss (H. R. 9797) granting an
increase of pension to Thomas Langri reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1933); which said bill
and reg{o&ggre referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was regerredm the bfrn of t!laaa' 12[01:15981;’2‘lk (mm&
granting an increase of pension fo James er, t
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1934); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr.SNOOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14181 ting an in-
crease of pension to Sarah F. Burnet, e same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1935); which said bill
and regoﬁ 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. 11193) 1grm.ﬂ:h:lg
an increase of pension to Abbie W. Griffin, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.1936) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9909)
granting an increase of pension to James Frederick, re the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1937);
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. 10126 nting
an increase of pension fo Job Throckmorton, rlgpo E: game
with amendment, accompanied by a re (No. 1938); 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. 11315) grantin,
an increase of pension to Christian Mott, reported the same wit
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1939); which gaid 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. 12398) granting an in-
crease of pension to Samuel N. Johnson, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1940); 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. 11748) nting
an increase of pension to Edward E. Curran, rted the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1941); which

said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SNOOEK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, towhich
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11487) granting an in-
crease of pension to John Wybrant, reported the same with
amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1942); 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. 13310) granting
an increase of pension to Samuel A. Smith, jr., reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a m&r&mo. 1048); 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. 13843)
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Welsh, reported the:
same with amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 1844); which
said bill and re were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was raferred the bill of the House (H. R. 13657) granting
an increase of pension to Francis F. Rogers, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1945); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Imvalid
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18879)
granting an increase of pension to Abraham S. Van Fleet, re-
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
g:lﬁ} :dwh.ich said bill and report were referred to the Private

‘alendar. :

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Hounse (H. R. 14000) granting'
an increase of pension to Bradford A. Gehr, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1947); which
sgaid bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, towhieh
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14016) granting an in-
crease of pension o William J. Whealton, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1948); 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. 14102) granting
an increase of pension to Robert W, Foster, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1949); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14145) granti
an increase of pension to Abel 8. Brooks, reported the same wit
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1950); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, towhich
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 14184'3I granting an in-
crease of pension to James Ginnane, e same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1951); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, o which was referred the bill of the Senate (S.3985) grant-
ing an increase of pension fo Isabel F. Easum, reported the sama
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1952); which
said bill and were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9959) for the relief of
Mary E. O. Dashiell, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 1853);+which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clanse 2 of Rule committees were discharged from
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there-
upon referred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 14366) for the relief of G. A. Anderson—Commit-
tee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee
onAwaﬁ ?ﬁ'wg; to supplement of Congre

i -R. supplement an act o B8 & ved
February 27, 1809, entitled **An act for the relief of thepigggzrth
Arkansas Mounted Inf: ”—Committee on Military Affairs
disch and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

A Dbill (H. B. 3954) granting a pension to Cecilia H. Long—
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 4248) for the relief of F. G. Fuller and J. A.
Mitchell, executors of the will of John O'Dell, deceased—Com-
%Jtmecl on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on

ar Claims.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials

?flfhe following titles were introduced and severally referred as
OLLOWS:

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 14469) to exempt applicants for
pensions or increase of pensions from medical examination in cer-
tain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 14470) to incorporate the
?;éz;copal German-American Alliance—to the Committee on the

iary.

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 14471) to aunthorize Indian
allottees fo sell and convey their allotted lands, and for other pur-
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr, AMES: A bill (H. R. 14472) to further promote the
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efficlency of the militia, and for other purposes—to the Commit-
tee on Militia.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 14478) supplementary to an act
to regulate the sale of milk in the District of Columbia, and for
other p , approved March 2, 1895—to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 14474) establishing a United States
court at Checotah, Ind. T., and conforming other districts there-
with—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 14475) estab-
lishing a re term of the United States district court in Lew-
isburg, W. Va.—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By%ir.LAMARof Missouri: A bill (H. R. 14476) fixing a period
of limitation on judgments—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MUDD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 137) authorizing
the President of the United States to appoint a commission to ex-
amine and report upon a route for the construction of a free and
open waterway to connect the waters of the Chesapeake and Del-
aware bays—to the Committee on Railways and Canals.

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res.
54) to require the Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made
of Great Pedee River, in South Carolina—to the ittee on
Rivers and Harbors,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows:

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 14477) granting an increase of
pension to Patrick Deverix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14478) to remove the charge of desertion
now standing against Daniel Walsh—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs. ;

Also, a bill (H. R. 14470) granting an increase of pension to
Alden Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14480) granting a pension to Eli B, Carlton—
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 14481) granting an increase
of pension to Albert H. Estes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

gions.

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 14482) granting an
increase of pension to Edwin F. Barrett—to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 14483)
granting a pension to Nellie Galencia—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. y :

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H, R. 14484) ting an increase
of pension to Charles W. Leg—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions.

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 14485) granting a pension to
Charlotte M. Wylie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions:

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia; A bill (H. R. 14486) grant-
ing a pension to Alexander Ki . n—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14487) granting a pension to Charles Dillon—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 14488) granting an increase of
pension to Hugh H. Canaday—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 14489) granting an increase of pension to
John M. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 14480) granting a pension to
Degraphenreed P. McKinley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

B10M8.

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 14491) granting an increase
of pension to Eli Prebble—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons.

Z By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R, 14492) for the relief of
Barclay H. Warburton—to the Committee on War ms.

By Mr, PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14493)
granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. Parker—tfo the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14494) for the re-
lief of Fannie Y. Kilgore, surviving wife of Judge C. B. Kilgore—
to the Committee on Claims. . 1

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 14495) granting an increase
of pension to Jackson Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 14496) granting an in-
crease of pension to Frederick Fouce—to the Committee on Inva-
lid Pensions.

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill gih R. 14497) gmﬁng
an increase of pension to Theophilus P. McPheeters—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Petition of J. L. Gamble, commander of
B. Frank Maxson Post, No. 428, Grand Army of the Republic,
and others, of Alfred, N. Y., urging the speedy passage of certain
pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Ctas Zklanders,
David Knickerbocker Boyd,and H. Kent Day, of Philadelphia, in
féwor Od{s bill 8. 4845—to the Committee on Public Buildings and

rounds.

5 Also, iiso?tion ;Jof a mﬁpn of Ié,epublicans_ of Virfgl'iné:i in;
orsing the Jamestown tion and its purpose—to the Selec
Committee on Industrial Arts and 'tl%ns.

Also, resolution of the Patent Law Association of Chicago,
against the passage of bills H. R. 11585 and 8. 4062—to the Com-
mittee on Patents. 3

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the Patent Law Asso-
ciation of Chicago, against the passage of bill H. R, 11583, in rela-
tion to patents—to the Committee on Patents,

Also, petition of Citizens’ Committesa of San Miguel, Cal.,
against the selection of the J. H. Henry ranch, in California, for
a military training camp—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of S. V. Brewer Post, No. 328,
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, in favor
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, mers to accompany bill to give status to Nebraska Ter-
ritorial militia—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Resolution of the members of the
Tuscarawas County bar, of the northern distriet of Ohio, in favor
of having Tuscarawas County remain in the northern district of
Ohio—to the Committee on the J ud.icialliy.

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of E. H. Pope, of Belle Plaine,
Iowa, relative to giving the Metlakahtlans of the Annette Islands
a clear title to their island—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of Lodge No. 149, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers
and Iron-ship Builders, of Marshalltown, Iowa, in favor of bill
H. R. 7056—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries,

Also, petition of a union mass meeting held in the Presbyterian
Church at Tipton, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Patent Law Association
of Chicago, against the passage of bill H. R. 11585—to the Com-
mittee on Patents.

Also, petition of residents of Wilkinsbhurg, Pa., in favor of the
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Papers to accompany bill H. R,
2093, to increase the pension of Lewis Townsend—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Patent Law Association
of Chicago, against the passage of bills H. R. 11585 and 8. 4062—
to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Patent Law Association of
Chicago, against passage of bills H, R. 11585 and 8. 4062—to the
Committee on Patents.

By Mr. FLOOD: Petitions of Rev. Luke R. Markwood and 32
others, of Rockbridge, Va.; John P, Hughes and 30 others, of
Slaughter Precinct, Va., and the Mill Creek Church and 20 others,
of Arch Mills, Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr, FULLER: Resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade
in favor of arbitration treaties between the United States and
Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petition of Federal Union, No. 7187, American Federation
of Labor, of Streator, [ll., in favor of an eight-hour law and the
anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolution of Ponce
Section of the Chamber of Commerce of Porto Rico, in favor of
bill H. R. 7056, providing for a commission to consider and report
legislation for the development of the merchant marine—to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine anld Fisheries.

Also, petitions of Charles T. Morgan and 59 others, of Haver-
hill, Mass., and D, L. Bartlett and 89 others, of Amesbury, Mass.,
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. GREGG: Resolution of the Cattle Raisers’ Association
of Texas, relative to interstate commerce and in favor of the
Cooper-Quarles bills—to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce, ?

Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolution of Welch Post, No. 422,
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, in favor of
bill H. R. 5760—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, resolution of the Little Miami Division, No. 34, cf the
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Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, in favor of bill H. R. 2869—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Rresolution of Lodge No. 103,
Brotherhood of Boiler Makersand Iron-ship Builders, of Salt Lake
City, Utah, in favor of bill H. R. 7056—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. ol

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey (by request): Two petitions
of the joint committee of the American Anti-Trust League, of
‘Washington, D. C., relative to antitrust legislation—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of Division No. 14, Ancient Order
of Hibernians, of Norfolk County, Mass., in favor of the bill pro-
viding for the erection of a monument to the memory of Commo-
dore John Barry—to the Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of the Kearsarge Association of Naval Veterans,
of Boston, Mass., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, resolution of the Real Estate Exchange and Auction Board,
Boston, Mass., in favor of bill H. R. 7056—to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Chadwick Boston Lead Company, in favor
of bill H. R. 9050—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Manning Brothers, of Boston, Mass., in favor
on billdsS. 4845—to the Committee on Public Buildings and

rounds,

By Mr. LACEY: Papers toaccompany bill granting an increase
of p%nsion to John M., Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, resolution of the Commercial Exchange of Des Moines,
Iowa, relative to the reorganization of the consular service—to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union,
of Richland, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dalliver bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of the officers and directors of
the State Historical Society of North Dakota, in favor of bill H. R.
9876—to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill to
increase the pension of Charles H. Dunihueby—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolutions of public meetings held in
Duquesne Theater, Pittsburg, and Carnegie Music Hall, Alle-
gheny, on March 6 and 6, 1904, in favor of bill to create the Colo-
nization Bureaun and to provide for advances to actual settlers on
the public domain—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

, petition of Commodore Assembly, No. 8, American
Catholic Union, of Philadelphia, in favor of the bill providing for
the erection of a monument to the memory of Commodore John
Barry—to the Committee on the Library. .

Also, petition of David Knickerbocker Boyd, of Philadelphia,
in favor of bill 8. 4845—to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

Also, resolntion of a convention of the Republicans of Virginia,
in favor of the Jamestown Exposition—to the Select Committee
on Industrial Arts and Expositions.

Also, resolution of the Patent Law Association of Chicago, in
favor of bills H. R. 11585 and S. 4062—fo the Committee on Pat-

ents. .

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of residents of Watsonville, Cal.,
against the passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of the board of supervisors of the county of
San Joaquin, Cal., in favor of a bill declaring Bensons Ferry to
be the head of navigation of the Mokelumne River—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, resolution of Board of Trade of San Francisco, against
the passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolution of Lodge No. 188, Bfotherhood of
Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Geneva, N. Y., in favor
of bill H. R. 7056—to the Commitftee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries.

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Phi]adelpiléia Board of Trade,
in favor of bill S. 2641—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in favor of
bill 8. 4505—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Philadelphia Chapter of the American Insti-
tute of Architects; the City Parks Association, of Philadelphia;
and Edgar V. Seeler, president of Philadelphia Chapter of the
American Institute of Architects, relative to erecting public build-
ings on the Mall, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. RHEA: Petition of J. R. Young and others, of Logan,
ﬁy., in favor of bill H, R. 3574—to the Committee on Ways and

£ans.

Also, petitions of N. H. Simmons and 44 others, and Robert
Barbour and 40 others, of Glasgow, Ky., in favor of the Hepburn-
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, nine petitions of citizensof Todd and Logan counties, Ky.,
relative to amending the revenue laws—to the Committes on
‘Ways and Means,

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic
post at Gardner, Kans., in favor of the passage of a service-pen-
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill H. R,
5037, granting an increase of pension to R. H, Stillwell—to the
Committee of Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H. R, 14378,
to amend anact entitled ‘“An act to protect trade and commerce,”
ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Protective
Association of Carryall Township, Paulding County, Ohio, in
favor of a good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen-
sion to John Horstmann—to the Committee on Invalid gg:-

sions,

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of the A. Merriam Company, of
South Acton, Mass., in favor of bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee
on Ways and Means, 3

Also, petition of Annie E. Fillebrown and 38 others, of Ayer,
Mass., in favor of a forest reserve in the White Mountains—to
the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. ZENOR: Petition of the Troy Chair Company, of Troy,
ﬁld., in favor of bill H, R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

SENATE.

MoxNDAY, March 28, 1904},

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings
of Saturday last, when, on the request of Mr. Burrows, and by
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

Th:d. PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Journal will stand ap-
Prov:

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R.
McKEeNXEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
g&ased with amendments the bill (S. 4672) to anthorize the New

ork, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Company to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Connecticut River, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

he message also announced that the House had agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the following bills:

A bill (H. R. 3256) directing the issue of a check in lieu of a.
lost check drawn by Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk, in favor

of Crane & Co., of Dalton, Mass,; and

A bill (H. R. 18480) to authorize the Southern Indiana Railway
Company to construct a railroad bridge across the Wabash River
in Vigo County, Ind.

The message further announced that the House had passed the
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 9) to open for settlement 505,000 acres of land in
the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indian reservations, in Okla-
homa Territory;

A bill (H. R. 9135) for the relief of F. R. Lanson;

A bill (H. R. 9985) E_rovidin for the donation of lots A, B, K,
and L, in block 89, in Fort Dalles militaryaddition to The Dalles,
Oreg., as shown on the plat of the city of The Dalles, Oreg., to
the Oregon Historical Society;

A bill (H. R. 10208) for the relief of the Allegheny College, at
Meadville, Pa.;

A bill (H. R. 10866) to amend section 68, chapter 28, of volume
28, of the United States Statutes at Large;

A bill (H. R. 12685) for the reappraisement and sale of the un-
disposed lands within the Fort Walla Walla Military Reserva-
tion, in the State of Washington;

A bill (H. R. 13740) for the relief of the Western Alaska Con-
struction Company’s Railroad;

A bill (H. R. 14110) to authorize the donation of a certain un-
used and obsolete gun now at Chickamauga Park, Ga., to Phil
ggo?my l:'ioat of the Grand Army of the Republic, at Nelsonville,

0; an

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 186) for appointment of members

gefe B%gg: of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun-
r em.
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