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ILLINOIS. 

'Villiam T. Bedford to be postmaster at La Salle, in the 
county of Lasalle and State of Illinois, in place of William T. 
Bedford. Incumbent's commission expires July 1, 1906. 

George E. Dexter to be postmaster at Tiskilwa, in the county 
of Bure~u and State of Illinois, in place of David H. Baker, 
resign2:d. 

Daniel E. Keen to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, in the 
county of Wabash and State of Illinois, in place of Daniel E. 
Keen. Incumbent's commission expired May 21, 1906. 

INDl.!.:!'C~. 

Albert II. Coles to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of 
Huntington and State of Indiana, in place of David L. Elliott. 
Incumbent's commission expired March 15, 1906. 

IOWA. 

Frederick W. Meyers to be postmaster at Denison, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Iowa, in place of Frederick W. 
Meyers. Incumbent's commission eA!>ired January 20, 1906. 

Walter A. McClure to be postmaster at Greene, in the county 
of Butler and State of Iowa, in place of Wesley L. Booton. In
cumbent's commission expired April 22, 1906. 

Elrnei· E. Schrack to be postmaster at Parkersburg, in the 
county of Butler and State of Iowa, in place of John Bird. In
cumbent's commission expired March 12, 1906. 

K.!.NSAS. 

Robert M. Armstrong to be postmaster at Council Grove, in 
the county of Morris and State of Kansas, in place of Robert M. 
Armstrong. Incumbent's commission expired January 16, 1906. 

Thomas E. Dittemore to be postmaster at Eureka, in the 
county of Greenwood and State of Kansas, in place of Thomas 
E. Dittemore. Incumbent's commission expired March 15, 1906. 

William H. Ellet to be postmaster at Eldorado, in the ~ounty 
of Butler and State of Kansas, in place of William H. Ellet. 
Incumbent's commission expires June 27, 1906. 

Robert M. Hamer to be postmaster at Emporia, in the county 
of Lyon and State of Kansas, in place of Robert M. Hainer. 
Incumbent's commission expires June 30, 1906. 

Thomas E. Hurley to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the 
county of Ottawa and State of Kansas, in place of Thomas E. 
Hurley. Incumbent's commission e~1>ires June 27, 1906. 

Charles B. Spencer to be postmaster at lola, in the county of 
Allen and State of Kansas, in place of Henry L. Henderson. 
Incumbent's commission expires June 27, 1906. 

MICHIGAN. 

William M. Beekman to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the 
county of Eaton and State of Michigan, in place of William l'tf. 
Beekman. Incumbent's commission expired March 5, 1906. 

PENNSYLV A....''HA.. 

Frank E. Hollar to be postmaster at Shippensburg, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Hiram E. Booth, of Utah, to be United States attornc::y for · 
the distri~t of Utah. 

PENSION AGENT. 

Selden Connor, of Maine, to be pension agent at Augusta, 1\Ie. 
POSTMASTERS. 

IDAHO. 

Francis M. Winters- to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Bear Lake and State of Idaho. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

J. F. Long to be postmaster at Stigler, district 14, Indian Ter-
ritory. ' 

IOWA. 

W. A. McClure to be postmaster at Greene, in the State of 
Iowa. 

F. W. Myers to be postmaster at Denison, in the State of · 
Iowa. 

KENTUCKY. 

Thomas F. Beadles to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Kentuch7. · 

George W. Bury to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Hickman and State of Kentucky. 

L. W. Key to be postmaster at Mayfield, in the county of 
Graves and State of Kentucky. 

Edna J. Kirk to be postmaster at Paintsville, in the county 
of Johnston and State of Kentucky. 

Ludlow F. Petty to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county 
of Shelby and State of Kentucky. . 

Odin A. Reynolds to be postmaster at Covington, in the 
county of Kenton and State of Kentucky. 

Perry Westerfield to be postmaster at Sebree, in the county of 
Webster and State of Kentucky. 

l\HCHIGL'<. 

Miles S. Curtis to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Michigan. 

Frank L. Irwin to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
Calhoun and State of Michigan. 

Scott Swarthout to be postmaster at Lakeview, in the county 
of Montcalm and State of Michigan. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

TuEsDAY, June ~6, 1906. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m . 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CoUDEN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 

approved. 
EVENING SESSION. 

Frank E. Hollar. Incumbent's commission expired February 5, Mr. PAYNE. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that to-
190G. ] night, at not later than 6 o'clock, the House take a recess until 

Lynn G. Thomas to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 8 o'clock, remaining in session until not later than 11 o'clock, for 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Lynn G. general debate only on House bill 19750. 
Thomas. Incumbent's commission expires June 27, 1906. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-

TEXAs . mous consent that at not later than 6 o'clock the House take a 
Robert T. Bartley to be postmaster at Ladonia, in the county recess until 8 o'clock, and remain in session until not later than 

of Fannin and State of Texas, in place of Robert T. Bartley. 11 o'clock, for general debate only on the customs administrative 
Incumbent's commission expires June 30, 1906. bill. 

VIRGL·IA.. 

J ames l\1. McLaughlin to be postmaster at Lynchburg, in the 
county of Campbell and State of Virginia, in place of James l\I. 
McLaughlin. Incumbent's commission expired June 24, 1906. 

WASHINGTO:S. 

Noah 0. Baldwin to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county 
of Garfield and State of Washington, in place of Noah 0. Bald
win. Incumbent's commission expires June 27, 1906. 

WITHDRAWALS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I believe it was indicated in 
the request yesterday, but the request does not indicate it this 
morning (I may be mistaken .about yesterday, but I should like 
the gentleman to include it as a part of his request) that the 
time be equally divided between the two parties, half of it to be 
controlled by him and half of it by me. 

Mr. PAYNE. I prefer to leave the time in the hands of the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole . . Of course it will be 
divided equally. That is always the custom of the House. 

:Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, it is generally customary to state 
that, too. 

1\Ir. PAYNE. Oh, no. ExecttUve rwrn·inations withdrawn June 26, 1906. 
Henry B. Wardman, of Pennsylvania, to be consul 

United States of class 9 at Aguascalientes, Mexico. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Last night, the gentleman will remember, 
of the I was put in a rather delicate situation at -one time, because of 

William H. Underwood to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 

Exl::cutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 26, 1906. 
CONSUL. 

I,ester Maynard, of California, to be consul of the United 
States of class 7 at Sandakan, British North Borneo. 

a request for unanimous consent to go beyond half the time on 
your side. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is a very unusual performance. If the 
speeches were all one-hour speeches, you could not divide the 
time equally, three hours in one evening. I think we cun get 
along without any difficulty and let the Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole divide the time. 

1\Ir. WILLIAMS. If it is under::;tood that the Chairman of 
the committee will divide it equally between the two parties. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that is the general custom. That is all I 
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can say. I have no control over the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I shall make no objection, with that 
understanding-that the general custom is to be followed. 

The SPEAKER. What is the request? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I said, Mr. Speaker, that with the under

standing that the general custom as stated by the gentleman is 
to be pursued, I shall make no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

PRESERVATION OF NIAGARA FALLS. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 
report on the bill (H. R. 18024) for the cbntrol and regulation 
of the waters of Niagara River, for the preservation of Niagara 
Falls, and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous consent tliat 
the reading of the report be dispensed with and that the state
ment of the House conferees be read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The conference report and statement are as follows : 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
18024) for the control and regulation of the waters of Niagara 
River, for the preservation of Niagara Falls, and for other pur
poses, having met, after full and free conference~ have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
fo1lows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 6. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend

ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, and 5, and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the Honse recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the •aid amendment numbered 1 and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: " or contracted to be used in factories the buildings 
for which are now in process of construction, not exceeding to 
any one individual, company, or corporation as aforesaid a 
maximum amount of eight thousand six hundred cubic feet 
per second, and not exceeding to all individuals, companies, or 
corporations as afore·.said an aggregate amount of fifteen thou
sand six hundred cubic feet per second; but no revocable per
mits shall be issued by the said Secretary under the provisions 
hereafter set forth (or the diversion of additional amounts of 
water from the said river or its tributaries until the approxi
mate amount for which permits may be issued as above, to 
wit, fifteen thousand six hundred cubic feet per second, -shall 
for a period of not less than six months ha~e been diverted 
from the waters of said river or its tributaries in the State of 
New York." 

Also insert in line 13, after the word "act," the following: 
"under the limitation relating to time above set forth." 

T. E. BURTON, 
R. P. BISHOP, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 

Managers on part of the House. 
H. c. LODGE, 
JOHN T. MORGAN, 

Managers em part of the Senate. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The House recedes from amendments of the Senate Nos. 2, 3, 
4, and 5. 'l'he Senate recedes from amendment No. 6. 

The amendments Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 5, are, for the most part, 
verbal changes, and do not affect the substance of the bill. 

Amendment No. 6, from which the Senate recedes, is a pro
vision that nothing contained in the bill shall be construed to 
hold or concede that the waters of Lake Michigan, or other 
lakes or rivers wholly within the territory of the United States, 
are subjects of international negotiations. 

Amendment No. 1; as pa-ssed by the Senate, enlarged very 
materially the list of individuals, companies, or corporations 
which might receive permits for the diversion of water from the 
Niagara River and seemed to create an element of uncertainty 
in designating those to whom such permits might be issued. 
The Senate amendment ls stricken out and in its place an 
amendment is inserted which fixes the aggregate amount for 
which the Secretary of War may issue permits -for diversion of 
water from Niagara River at 15,600 cubic feet per second. As 
the bill passed the House, it was anticipated that the aggregate 
would be 13,200 cubic feet per second. As agreed upon in con-

ference the diversion of 15,600 cubic feet is allowed, but DO per
mits for further diversion shall be granted until after the effect 
of the diversion of this approximate amount shall hu\c been 
noted for a period of not less than six months. 

It is to be noted that in the bill water may be . withdrawn 
from Niagara River for the creation of power upon permits 
issued by the Secretary of War. By section 5 of the bill all 
permits granted shall terminate at the expiration of the opern
tion of the act, to wit, three years from and after date of its 
passage, and the Secetary of War is authorized to revoke at 
any time any or all permits granted by hlm. In form, however, 
these permits are to be of two classes. In the first class is to 
be included an amount approximately the same as that now in 
use. These permits are not in ·form revocable. The second 
class of permits are to be made expressly revocable, and are only 
to issue in case the diversion shall not injure or interfere with 
the navigable capacity of the Niagara River or its integrity 
and proper volume as a boundary stream or the scenic grandeur 
of Niagara Falls. 

In the amendment as agreed upon, while the amount which 
may be diverted under the first class of permits is increased 
from 13,200 to 15,600 cubic feet, it is provided as a partial 
equivalent for this concession that none of the second or re
vocable permits shall be issued until the approximate amount 
of 15,600 cubic feet per second shall have been diverted for a 
period of not less than six months. The whole intention of 
the bill is to prevent the diversion of waters for the creation 
of power in case such diversion shall interfere with navigability 
or the integrity of the river as a boundary stream or the scenic 
grandeur of Niagara Falls, and permits of the second class 
are to be issued only in case they shall not interfere with the 
objects named. 

T. El. BURTON. 
R. P. BISHOP. 
J. H. BANKHEAD. 

1\Ir. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of 
the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
RIVER AND HARBOl~ IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, another conference re
port. I desire to call up the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
20266) to amend an act entitled "An act authorizing the con
demnation of lands or easements needed in connection with 
works of river and harbor improvement at the expen e of per
sons, companies, or corporations," approved May 16, 190G, and 
I also ask unanimous consent that the reading of the conference 
report be dispensed with, and that the Clerk read the statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

CONFERENCE REPOBT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
202G6) to amend an act entitled "An act authorizing the con
demnation of lands or easements needed in connection with 
works of river and harbor improvement at the expense of per
sons, companies, or corporations," approved l\Iay sixteenth, nine
teen hundred and six, having met, after full and free confer
ence, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of tile Senate and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: That the second section of said bill be stricken out, so 
that the bill may read as follows: 

"Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States ot .America in Oongress assembled, That an 
act entitled 'An act authorizing the condemnation of lands or 
easements needed in connection with works of river and harbor 
improvement at the expense of persons, companies, or corpora
tions,' approved May sixteenth, nineteen hundred and six, be 
amended so as to read as follows: 

" 'That whenever any person, company, or corporation, munic
ipal or private, shall undertake to secure any land or ea ement 
therein, needed in connection with a work of river and harbor 
impro\ement duly authorized by Congress, for the purpo ·e of 
conveying the same to the United Stutes free of charge, or for 
the purpose of constructing, maintaining, and operating locks, 
dry docks, or other works to be conveyed to the United States 
free of cost, and of constructing, maintaining, and operating 
dams for use in connection . therewith, and shall be. unable for 
any reason to obtain the same by · purchase and acquire a valid 
title thereto, the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, cause 
proceedings to be instituted in the name of tile United States 
for the acquirement by condemnation of said land or ea ement, 
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and it shall be the duty of the Atton;tey-General of the United 
States to institute and conduct such proceedings upon the re
quest of the Secretary of War: Prov ided, That all expenses of 
said proceedings and any award that may be made thereunder 
shaH be paid by the said person, company, or corporation, to 
secure which payment the Secretary of Way may require the 
said person, company, or corporation to execute a proper bond 
in such amount as he may deem necessary before said proceed
ings are commenced.' " 

T. E. BURTON, 
R. P. BISHOP, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
S. R. MALLORY, 
KNUTE NELSON, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement was read, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The Senate amendment adds certain material enlarging the 
description of the purposes for which lands or easements may be 
acquired under the act. Attention has been called to objects 
other than those included in the bill in the form in which it 
passed the House, and ·this addition is regarded as desirable. 
Accordingly the House concur, but it is recommended that sec
tion 2 of the act be stricken out. 

T. E . . BURTON. 
R. P BISHOP.' 
J. H .. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of 
the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre
sentatives was requested: 

S. 4235. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Sullivan; 

S. 6259. An act granting an increase of pension to Oakley 
Randall; 

S. 4174. An act granting an increase of pension to J. P. Gar
land; 

S. 4695. An act grunting an increase of pension to John H. 
Mullen; 

S. 4365. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew 
Kerwin; 

S. 5547. An act granting an increase of pension• to Hillary 
Beyer; 

S. 6339. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Dearey; 

S. 6148. An act granting an increase of pension to James S. 
."Whitlock; 

S. 4185. An act granting an increa-se of pension to George B. 
Barnes ; 

S. 4345. An act granting an increase of pension to J. Dillon 
Turner; 

S. 488. An act granting a pension to Emma K. Tourgee ; 
S. 6359. An act granting an increase of pension to F. D. Garn

sey; 
S. 5042. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 

S. Jones; 
S. 5104. An act granting a pension to Ellen Bernard Lee ; 
S. 6367. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

J:ohnston; 
S. 752. An act to extend the United States pension laws to 

the participants in the battles of New Ulm and Fort Ridgely, 
Minn. , in the Sioux war of 1862; 

S. 6151. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark Ham ; 
S. 5637. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

Himmel; 
S. 6205. An act grunting a pension to Hansford G. Gilkeson; 
S. 6197. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 

Henry; 
S. 4991. An act granting a pension to Lycurgus D. Riggs ; 
S. 2225. An act granting an increase of pension .to Samuel 

White ; 
S. 5710. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 

Daughenbaugh; 
S. 6283. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara A. R. 

Devereux; . 
S. 6228. An act granting a pension to Betsey Hattery; 

S. 2880. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Coad; 

S. 5994. An act grgnting an increase of pension to John 
Dickey; 

S. 5081. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy Flor
ette Nichols ; 

S. 6381. An act granting an increase of pension to John Mc
Donough; 

S. 4366. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 
Willhelmy; 

S. 6471. An act granting .an increase of pension to Ella E. 
Kenney; 

S. 6082. An act for the relief of Stephen A. West; 
S. 265. An act to correct the record of discharge of Amos 

Dahuff; 
S. 6492. An act to correct the military record of James Dev

lin; and 
S. 5402. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 

Lang. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 

following resolution : 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of 

Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1304) for the con
struction of a driveway and approaches to the national cemetery at 
Salisbury, N. C.; the bill (S. 5288) appropriating $5,000 to inclose and 
beautify the monument on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina, 
and the bill (S. 5484) aut)J.orizin~ the Secretary of War to accept the 
tract of land at or near Greenevtlle, Tenn., where lie the remains of 
Andrew Johnson, late President of the United States, and establishing 
the same as a fourth-class national cemetery; the matters covered by 
the said bills having been included in the .Army appropriation bill ap
proved June 12, 1906. 

The message also announced that the Senate had receded from 
its amendment No. 13 to the bill (H. R. 18750) making appro
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1907, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 12892. An act granting an honorable discharge to Seth 
Davis; 

H. R. 13836. An act for the relief of Taylor Ware; 
H. R. 9238. An act for the relief of William Saphar ; 
H. R. 5509. An act for the relief of Russell Savage; 
H. R. 6963. An act granting a pension to William P. Knowl

t on· 
H. R. 16384. An act regulating the speed of automobiles in the 

District of Columbia, and for other purposes ; 
H. R. 717. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar 

B. Morrison ; 
H. R. 17133. An act to amend section 558 of the Code of Law 

for t be District of Columbia ; 
H. R. 19364. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 

Ring; 
H. R. 4599. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 

record of Wakeland Heryford; 
H. R. 19659. An act granting an increase of pension to Marga· 

ret S. Miller ; 
H. R. 14930. An act granting a pension to Mary Whisler; · 
H. R. 10610. An act for the relief of James N. Robinson and 

Sallie B. McComb ; 
H. R. 18713. An act to validate certain certificates of naturali

zation; and , 
H. R. 19522. An act establishing regular terms of the United 

States circuit and district courts of the northern district of Cali
fornia at Eureka, Cal. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 10965. An act granting an increase of pension to Mor
timer F. Sperry ; 

H. R. 8903. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Dawes; 

H. R. 6510. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
A. Roberts; 

H. R. 3369. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Sriver; 

H. R. 19068. An act granting an increase of 'pension to Wil
liam Adams; 

H. R.19262. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Wickline; 

H. R. 19305. An act granting an increase of pension to Almus 
Harrington ; 

H. R. 3222. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Merrill; 

H. R. 6190. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
J. Schneller ; 

H. ·R. 6914. An act .granting an increase of pension to John 
Hecker; 
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H. R. 758!). An act granting an increase of _pension to Robert 
A. Scott; 

S. R. 7508. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min F. Andrews ; . 

H. R 8140. An act granting a pension to Lucy A. Thomas· 
II. R. 8552. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 

G. Horton; 
H. n. 1G8G7. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere

miall Y. Antrim; 
II. R. 14345. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 

Noolet; 
H. R. 1G807. An act granting' an increase of pension to Isa

bella Ellis ; 
H. R. 13075. An -act granting an increase of pension to Par

don B. Lamoreux ; 
H. n. 18165. An act granting an increase of pension to .Jacob 

Stauff; • 
H. R. 18125. An .act granting an increase of pension to Wil

helm Griese; 
H. n. 17528. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 

Slater; 
H. R. 1294. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

,W. Van de Bogart ; • 
H. R. GDOO. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Rawling; 
H. R. 19217. An act granting an incr~ase of pension to Wil

liam H. Burns ; 
H. R. 8D34. An act granting an increase of pension to Wesley 

A. J. Mavity; 
H. R. 1689. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

A. Bailor; 
H. R. 3238. An act granting an in-crease of pension to Samuel 

Hartley; 
H. R. 3724. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Likens; 
H. R. 4885. An act granting an increase of pensi-on to James 

Hennon; 
H. R. 4887. An act g1·anting an in-crease of pension to John F. 

Brown; 
H. R.17673. An act granting an increase of pension to .Jacob 

H. Heck; 
II. R. 17705. An act granting an increase of pension to .John A. 

Lovens; 
H. R. 1810!). An act granting an increase of pension to Abra-

ham E. Sheppard ; 
H. R. 18324. An act granting a pension to Charles H. Lunger ; 
H. R. 18732. An act granting a pension to James J. Christie; 
H. R.18829. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil-

liam Fox; 
H. R. 18869. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellis 

L. Ayers; 
H. R. 18888. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Lambert; 
H. R. 18896. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel • 

Smith; 
H. R.18956. An act granting an incr:ease of pension to J-oseph 

Scattergood; 
II. R. 19010. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Edwards, alias St. Clair Acuff ; 
H. R. 19025. An aet granting an increase of pension to Milton 

McFarland; 
,n. R. 19351. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam C. Mankin ; 
• H. R. 13058. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Baum ; 

H. R. 13631. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Morrill; 

H. R. 14558. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
L. Wood; 

H. R. 15653.' An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Hudson; 

H. n. 15674. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Campbell; 

H. R.17D01. An act granting an increase of pension to Douglas 
A. Hunt; • 

H. R. 19009. An act granting an increase of pension to La 
Fayette II. McClung ; · 

II. R. 19121. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Overton; 

H. R.1G836. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
C. Winebrener; 

II. R. 17102. An act granting a pension to Katherine Studdert; 
H. R.18235. An act granting a pension to Ida 1\I. Warner; 
H. R. 139!)8. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 

Barnwell; 

H. R. 15G76. An act granting an in.crease of pension to Samuel 
B. Smith; 
· H. R.18609. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

DeJong; 
H. R. 18725. An act granting a pension to Nancy V. J. Ferrell ; 
H. R. 18833. An act granting an increase of pension to HenrY. 

Horton; 
H . .R. 18876. An act granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 

Hand; 
H. R.19120. An act granting a pension to Eliza E. Whitley; 
H. R. 19128. An act granting a pension to Alexander MeAl~ 

ister; 
H. R.19220. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 

Corsine; . 
H. R. 19272. An act granting an increase of pen»-ion to Alice 

Morrill· 
H. R. l9408. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 

Brown· 
H. n..'18523. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 

Reid; 
H. R. 2053. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 

A. Townsend; 
H. R. 2759. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Eaton; 
H. R. 4647. An act granting an increase -of pension to David 

C. Austin; 
H. R. 6893. An act granting a pension to Augusta C. Reich

burg; 
H. R. 8291. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel S. 

Chase; 
H. R.10280. An act granting an increase of pension to James • 

Spencer; 
H. R..10282. An act granting an increase of pension to E_mma 

E. Goodwin; 
H. R. 11100. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Browne; 
H. R.11422. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

B. True; 
II. R. 13609. An act granting an increase of pension to Cha-rles 

H. Gufle; 
II. R. 17809. An act granting a pension to William Barrett; 
H. R. 18384. An act granting an inGrease of pension to James 

F. Young; 
H. R. 19179. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 

A. Smith; 
II. R. 19238. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

S. Conoyer ; 
H. R. 19249. An act :granting an increase of pension to Lo

renzo W. Shedd ; 
II. R. 19301. An act granting an increase of pension to Caro· 

line L. Hodgdon ; 
H. R. 19M>-l. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

H. Prince; 
H. R. 651. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

Brandau, alias Brandon; 
H. R. 4397. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

M. Byers; 
II. R. 6336. An act granting a pen ion to Elizabeth A. Ames ; 
H. R. 6421. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 

Van Buskirk ; 
H. R. 6423. An act granting an increase ·of pension to Levi A. 

Canfield; 
H. R. 13466. An aet granting an increase of pension to Albert 

H. Bradish; 
H. R. 13652. An act granting an increase of pension to Wll· 

1iam 0. Tobey ; 
H. R.18360. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny, 

G. Pomeroy; 
H. n. 7763. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

S. King; 
H. R. 8920. An act granting an increase of pension to Andl·ew. 

J. Lane; 
H. R. 18G31. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Whalen; 
H. R. 10356. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 

B. Doty; 
H. R.10902. An act granting an increase of -pension to James 

Holderby; 
H. R. 13949. An act granting an increase of pension to fary 

A. Duryea; 
H. R. 14323. An act granting an increase of pension to 

Thomas Thornton ; 
H. R. 1-1798. An act granting a pension to Lucinda Brady ; 
H. R. 11072. An act granting an increase .of pension to Wil

liam T. Hosley; 

• 
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H. R. 125~1. An act granting a pension to Charles Collins; 
H. R. 16371. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 

Eberts; 
. H. R. 17332. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo
seph H. Truax ; 

H. R. 1420. An act granting a pension to John Nay; 
H. R. 18764. An act granting an increase of pension to 1\Iary 

1\I. Stone; 
H. U. 16620. An act granting a pension to Jackson Adkins; 
H. R. 1454.4. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil-

liam A. Carroll ; · 
H. R. 7683. An act granting an in-creas~ of pension to James 

Ross; 
H. n. 5707. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

P. Veach: 
H. R. 7635. An act granting a pension to Delia Gibbs; 
H. R. 10808. An . act granting an increase of pension to Mi

chael Kearns ; 
H. R. 8660. An act granting a pension to William Mabery; 
H. n. 18451. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex

ander B. 'Vilson ; 
II. R. 9876. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil-

liam H. H. l\Iallalieu; . 
H. R. 10394. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Behymer ; 
H. R . 11655. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo-

dore Cole; · 
H. R. 12183. An act granting an increase of pension to Aran-

tha J. Livingston; . · 
H. R. 13967. An act granting a pension to Sophie l\1. Staab; 
H. R. 14554. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

,Welch; 
H. R. 18124. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo

dore T. Davis; 
H. R.18409. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel 

Gay; 
H. R. 19026. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 

Navy; 
H. R. 19276. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann W. 

:Whitaker; 
H. R. 1206. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen 

Crow; 
H. R. 1238- .An act granting a pension to Susan R. Stalcup ; 
H. R. 7539. An act granting an increase of pension to David 

H. Hair; 
H. R. 7543. An act granting an increase of pension to Prior 

M. Pavy; 
H. R. 10563. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

D. Cummins; 
H. R. 10604. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 

L. Holcomb; 
H. R.15105. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Sheil; 
H. R. 17632. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Frick; 
H. R. 18428. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

L. Gamble; 
H. R. 18694. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 

Rebecca Sims ; 
H. R. 19099. An act granting an increase of pension to Colum

bus Cox; 
H. R. 18904. An act gra.J?.ting an increase of pension to Hen

rietta G. Carter ; 
H. R. 18997. An act granting an increase of pension to Jose

phine Hardester ; 
H. R. 19061. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 

· E. Mundy; 
H. R. 18720. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella 

Donnald; 
H. R. 18772. An act granting an increase of pension to Lo

renzo G. Tomaselli; 
H. R. 18903. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia 

'A. Abney; 
H. R. 15547. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

D. Duffield; 
H. R. 12400 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

H. S\veeney; 
H. R. 2223. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 

Blanton; 
H. R. 2229. An act granting an increase of pension to Lytle 

McCracken; . 
H. R. 5554. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

rr. Saunderson, alias Sanderson ; 
II. R.-8285. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Sharpley; 

H. R. 10031. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Haley; 

H. R. 104 74. An act gL'ailting an increase of pension to Lewis 
F. Davis; 

H. R. 14505. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
L. Clifton; 

H. R..15502. An act granting an increase of pension to Har
mon Houck; 

H. R. 17303. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
S. Green; 

H. R 18905. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Davis; 

H. R. 19014. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza
beth A. Waller; 

H. R. 19222. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath
erine Warnock ; 

.H. R. 5567. An act granting an increase of pension to Sanford 
Weaver; 

H. R. 9159. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
McClary; 

H. R. 11180. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stair; 

H. R.11811. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Kamerer; 

H . R.13032. An act granting an increase of pension to Stew
art .M:cKeney ; 

H. R. 16613. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Fox; 

H. R.17603. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Yager; • 

H. R. 18320. An act granting an increase of pension to- Jona
than 1\I. Hunter; 

H. R.19242. An act granting an increase of pension to An
thony W. Miller ; 

H. R. 2714. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Charles; 

H. R. 4891. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Swadley; 

H. R. 6181. An act granting an increase of pension- to Fayette 
E. Ford; 

H. R.12347. An act granting an Increase of pension to Samuel 
Palmer; 

H. R. 14107. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Maines; 

H. R. 16399. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
:a. Warford; 

H. R. 1691'3. An act granting an increase of pension to, John 
H. Smith; 

II. R.18475. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
F. Cook; 

H. R. 18656. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Gordon; 

H. R. 18974. An act granting an increase of pension to Minna 
Hildebrand; 

H. R. 19279. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Cramer; 

H. R. 609. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace H. 
Sickels; 

H. R.19053. An act granting an increase of pension te John T. 
Heaney; 

H. R. 18901. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
English; 

H. R.18836. An act granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Burton· 

H. R. '18587. An act granting a pension to Catherine Bausman; 
H. R. 18398. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 

R. Freeman; 
H. R.17896. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

K. Dickinson ; 
Il R. 17271. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

D. Taylor; 
H. R. 14774. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 1\I. 

Hall; 
H. R.14705. An act granti!lg an increase of pension to Alva 

Beebe; 
H. R.14919. An act granting an increase of pension to l\Iaria 

C. Sheppard ; 
H. R. 15063. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

W.Brown; 
H. R. 16571. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 

L.Overley; 
H. R. 17780. An act granting an increase of pension to Caro

line E. Perry ; 
H. R.18092. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew , 

M. :Logan; : 

r 
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H. R. 18462. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Dailey; 

H. R. 18624. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
L. Fulton; 

H. R. 18784. An act granting an increase of p,ension to Patrick 
Fitzgerald ; 

H. R. 19495. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
P. Glaspie; 

H. R. 10998. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen 
G. Powell; 

H. R. 1507. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
D. Jordan; 

H. R. 2410. An act granting an increase of pension to Saturnin 
Jasnowski; 

H. R. 2867. An act granting an increase of pension to Leah 
Bedford; 

H. R. 7910. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Karns; 

H. R. 10224. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Bussey, alias George Brown; 

H. R. 11217. An act granting an increase of pension to Jordan 
H. Banks; 

H. R. 12013. An act granting a pension to Emma Fox ; 
H. R. 7226. An act for the relief of Patrick Conlin; 
H. R. 18900. An act correcting the military record of E. J . 

Kolb, alias E . J. Kulb ; 
H. R. 14500 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Mar

garetta E. Hutchins; 
H. R. 5834. An act granting an increase of pension to Ethan 

A. Willey; • 
H . R. 11841 . .An ·act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

A. McCulley ; · 
. H. R. 15542. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

E . Tompkins ; 
H. R.18504. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

T. Rambo; 
H . R.18623. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

H. Bradber-ry ; 
H. R.187DO. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Murphy; 
H. R. 18813. .An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 

A. Dawson; 
H. R. 19255. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Bradford; 
H. R . 14975. An act amending chapter 863, volume 31, of the 

Statutes at Large; 
H. R. 15140. An act to removE' the charge of desertion from 

the naval record of John McCauley; alias John H. Hayes; 
H. R.1143. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 

D. Achey; 
H. R. 19670. An act granting a pension to Maria Rogers ; 
H. R. 2789. An act granting an increase of pension to Merrill 

J ohnson; 
H. R. 2772. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 

Ccro; 
H. R. 15856. An act granting a pension to Gordon .A... Thurber ; 
H . R. 7546. An act granting a pension to Edna Buchanan; 
H. R. 18816. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 

' Veatherby; 
H. R. 6944. An act granting an increase of pension to David 

P. Kimball; 
H. R. 130. An act autllorizing the extension of Kalorama road 

NW.; 
H. R. 18666. An act to provide for the reassessment of bene

fits in . the matter of the extension and widening of Sherman 
avenue, in the District of Columbia, and for oth~r purposes ; 

H. R. 14511. An act amendatory of an act entitled "An act to 
~rovi.de for payment of damages on account of changes of grade 
due to the construction of the Union Station, District of Colum-
bia." approved April 22, 1904; " 

H. R. 1148. An ad granting an increase of pension to Marion 
F. Halbert; 

H. R. 19389. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Marquis; 

H. R. 15945. An act granting a pension to Cynthia A. Comp-
ton; 

H. R. 1836. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
B. Thomas; 

H. R. 18769. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Story; · 

H. R. 19337. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza
beth C. Kennedy ; 

H. R. 19091. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernest 
Langeneck; 

H. R. 19538 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Jane Dougherty; 

H; R. 16411. An act granting an increase of pension to 1jew· 
ton Moore; 

H. R. 2212. An act granting a pension to John B. Johnson; 
H. R.18543. An act granting an increase of pension to James . 

M. Follin; 
H. R. 17600. An act to grant authority to change the name of 

certain sailing vessels ; • . 
H. R. 18596. An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit 

the erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the 
White River, Arkansas, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 20097. An act to authorize the board of supervisors of 
Coahoma County, Miss.~ to construct a bridge across Coldwater 
River; 

H . R . 1217. An ~ct granting an increase of pension to Spillard 
F. Horrall; 

H. R. 7254. An act granting an increase of pension to Isum 
Gwiu; 

H. R. 19033. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
S. Rockwood; 

H . R. 13318. An act granting an increase of pension to Odom 
Butler; 

H. R.17015. An act granting an increase of pension to Osbert 
D. Dickey._; 

H. R. 17452 . .A..n act to provide for the payment of damages on 
account of changes in grade · due to the elimination of grade 
crossings on the line of the Philad~lphia, Baltimore and Wash
ington Railroad Company ; 

H. R.1572. An act for the relief of Thomas W. His-gins; 
H. R: 16875. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

K . Hart; 
H . R. 4967. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 

Holcomb; 
H. R. 19245. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

C. Hoover;; 
• H. R. 14257. An act granting an increase of pension to Flem
ing H . Freeland; 

H. R. 9101. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. I:.oomis; 

H . R. 10267. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
W. Farington ; 

H. R. 8214. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Slagg; 

H. R. 14211. An act granting an increase of pension to Deborah 
J. Pruitt; 

H. R.-19533. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Hall; 

H. R . 4659. An act granting an increase of pension to John F . 
Morris; 

H. R. 19519. An act to extend the privileges of the seventh 
section of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the subport of 
Superior, Wis. ; 

H. R. 11030. An act to authorize the counties of Yazoo and 
Holmes to consh·uct a bridge across the Yazoo River, Missis
sippi; 

H. R. 7871. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
L . Brown; 

H. R. 7G52. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Timms; 

H. R. 11888 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Heman 
A. Harris; 

H. R. 8215. An act granting ari increase of pension to Ira 
Palmer; 

H. R. HlG04. An act granting an increase of pension to Heverly 
McK. Lacey; 

H . R. 17186. An act granting to the Territory of Oklahoma, for 
the use and benefit of tile University Preparatory School of the 
Territory of Oklahoma, section 33, of township No. 2G north, of 
range No. 1 west of the Indian meridian, in Kay County, Okla.; 

H. H. 1549. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
H . Gein; 

H. R. 17732. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Scott; 

H. R.18544. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Coates; 

H. R. 18G06. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria 
.A . Maher; 

H. R. 18911. An act granting an increase of pension to Fran
ces Becl;::er ; 

H. R. 19043. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
V. Malone; 

H. R. 19047. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
C. Smith; 

H . R. 19130. An act granting an increase of pension to Larsey 
Bolt; 

H . R.19177. An act granting an increase of pension to J ane 
Elizabeth Kerr ; 
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B. R. 1n221 . ..A.n act granting an Jncrea&e of .Pension to Emma 

Byles; 
II. H. 1 !>253. An act granting an increase of pension to Obarles . 

B. TbO)llp:'lon ; 
H. R. i41G3. An act granting an increase af .pension to .Jerome 

Lang; · 
H. R. 19118. An act .granting an increase of pension to Ef-

fingl1rtrn anderburgb ; . 
H. n. G201. An act granting an increase of pension t~ George ; 

,W. Laking; 
H. R. 18657 . . An act granting an increase of pension to Nich-

olas Schue ; • 
H. R. 1!)317. An act granting an increJJ.Se of pension to Sa

mantha B. Marshall ; 
H. 11. 19352. An act granti;ng an i:ncrea"Se of pension to Philip 

Killey; 
H. R. 19686 . .An .act granting an increase of pension to Orrin 

S. Rarick; -
H. R. 18432 . .An act granting an increase of pension to David 

Dirck; 
H. R. 675. .An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Morri~sey; 
H. R. 19100. An act granting an increase of pension ·to .Asa G. 

Broql~s; 

H. R. 2014. An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch 
McCabe; 

H. R. 19662. An act granting an .increase of pension to Joseph 
Kircher; 

H. R. 16575. An act granting a pension to ~ay1o.r Bates; 

S. 5G37. An act granting nn lncrease of pension to Margaret 
Himmel-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5710. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 1\I. 
-Daughenbaugh-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

-s. 5994. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Dickey-to the Cotnmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6082. An act for the -relief of Stephen A. W.est-to the Com
mittee on Mili~ .Affairs. 

-s. 6148 . .An act ·granting an increase of pension to ·James S. 
Whitlo.Ck-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. G151. .An .act granting an increase of pension to Mark 
Ham~to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. G197. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Henry-to the Committee on 'Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6205. An act granting a pension to Hansford G. Gilkeson
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6228. An act granting . a pension to Betsey Ha ttery-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. S. 6259. An act granting an increase of pension to Oakley 
Randall-to the Committee on Invalid -Pensions. 

S. 6283. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara A:. R. 
Devereux-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6339 . .An act granting an increase of pension lo James 
Devrey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S 6367. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Johnston-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6381. An act granting a pension to John McDonough-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON MILITABY ACADEMY BILL. H. R. 7083. An act to ·:repeal section 5, chapter 1482, act of 
March 3, 1905 ; 

H. R. 17652 . .An act granting an increase of pension to J'osepb Mr. HULL. Mr . . Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
Lawrence; the . bill (H. :n.. 18030) making appropriations to support the 

H. R. 18896. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel l\1ilitary Aca..demy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and 
Smith; · for other purposes, and I ask rmanimous consent that the 

H. R. 18954. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobl:i statement may be read in lieu of the report. 
E. Minnick ; The SPEAKER. Is -there objection to the request of the 

H. n. 19121. An act granting an lncrease of pension to Isaac gentleman "from Iowa? 
Overton; and There 'Was no objection. 

H. R. 15071 . .An act to provide means for the saJe of internal- The 1·eport and statement are as follows: 
revenue stamps in the island of Porto Rico. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Tiule XXIV, Senate bills ·of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 

· appropriate committees as indicated below: 
S. 6492. An act to correct the military record of James 

Devlin-to tbe Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 5402. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

M. Lyon-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5104. An act granting a pension to Ellen Bernard Lee-to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 50 1. An act granting a pension to Lucy Florette Nichols

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
·s. 5042. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 

S. Jones-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. -
S. 4991. An act granting an increase of pension to Lycurgus D. 

Riggs-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ... 
S. 4880. An act granting an increas-e of pension to Emma K. 

Tourgee--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4G95. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 

Mullen-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 436G. An act granting an increase of _pension to Henry B. 

,Willhelmy-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4365. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew 

Kerwin-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. • 
S. 4345. An act granting an increase of pension to J. Dillon 

Turner-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4235. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Sullivan-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4185. An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 

Barnes-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4174. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 

Garland-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2880. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 

Coad-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 
S. 752. An act to extend the United States pension laws to the 

participants in the battles of New Ulm and Fort Ridgely 
1\finn., in the Sioux war of 18G2-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

S. 2225. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
White-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6471. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella E. 
Kenney-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5547. An act granting an increase of pension to Hillary 
Beyer-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. · 

CONFERENCE .REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
18030) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
purposes, ha.ving met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do -recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 
4, 8, 12, 13, and 14. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 17, and 20, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the Rouse recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows.: In lieu of 
the amount proposed as the total sum to civilian employees at 
the Military Academy (page 15 of the bill) insert "fifty-seven 
thousand nine hundred and twenty dollars; 1

' and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of ·the Senate numbered ~5 and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu o'f the 
amount proposed in said amendment insert "fifty-three thou
sand nine hundred and twenty dollars; " .and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered ~6: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16 
and agree to the same with an ·amendment as follows : In lie~ 
of the amount proposed in said amendment insert " one thou
sand five hundred dollars;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 18 and 19 : That the House recede 
from .its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate num
bered 18 and 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows : In lieu of the amount covered by said amendments in
sert "thirty-four thousand nine hundred and forty-three dol
lars;" and the Senate .agree to the same. 

J. A. T. HULL, 
RICHABD WAYNE PABKER, 
JAMES L. SLAYDEN, 

Managers -on the part of the House. 
N. B. ScOTT, 
J. A. HEMENWAY, 

l!anag_e?'"8 on tile p_at·t .of the Senate • 
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The Clerk read the statement, as follows : 
STATEMENT OF MANAGERS ON PART OF THE HOUSE. 

The conferees on the part of the House on the bill (H. R. 
18030) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
purposes, submit the following statement: 

Amendments Nos. 1 and 2 promote instructor of ordnance and 
science of gunnery from inajor to lieutenant-colonel ; and the 
Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 3 strikes out "instructor" and inserts the 
word " professor " of military hygiene ; and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 4 strikes out the word "military " before 
" engineering; " and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 5 provides for extra-duty pay for one first 
sergeant of artillery; and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 6 relates to the totals; and the House re
cedes. 

Amendment No. 7 is simply correcting the phraseology; and 
the House recedes. 

. Amendment No. 8 relates to pay of civilian instructor in 
gymnastics, etc. ; and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 9 relates to the pay of master mechanic, and 
the House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the 
Senate amendment with an amendment correcting the total. 

Amendment No. 10 provides for contingent expenses not 
otherwise provided for in the department of natural and ex-
perimental philosophy ; and the House recedes. · 

Amendment No. 11 increases the amount of pay for policing 
of barracks, etc. ; and (be House recedes. 

Amendment No .. 12 is intended to exempt ·cadets from any 
charge in policing of barracks ; and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 13 provides for the purchase of table linen 
and equipment for cadet mess; and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 14 provides for the establishment of a chil
dren's school at the academy, aud the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 15 refers only to the totals. 
Amendment No. 16 is for improving the grounds of .the post 

cemetery, and the House recedes from its disagreement and 
agrees to the same with an amendment fixing the amount at 
$1,500 in place of $2,000, as provided in the Senate amendment. 

Amendment No. 17 corrects the phraseology, and the House 
recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 18 and 19 relate only to totals, and the 
House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the same 
with a correct amount of totals. 

Amendment No. 20 is the authorization for completing neces-
sary improvements at West Point, and the House recedes. 

J. A. T. HULL, 
RICHARD W AYI\"'E P .ARKER, 
JAMES L. SLAYDEN, . 

Managers on the pat·t of the House. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NORTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. JENKINS. :Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present <;onsideration of the bill ( S. 3433) to amend an act 
entitled "An act to divide the judicial district of North Dakota," 
approved April 26, 1890. • 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled "An act to divide the judicial 

district of North Dakota," approved April 26, 1890, be amended so as 
to read as follows : 

" That the State of North Dakota shall constitute one judicial dis-
trict. · 

" SEC. 2. That for the purpose af holding terms of the district court 
said district shall be divided into five divisions, to be known as the 
sonth"\\estern, southeastern, northeastern, northwestern, and western 
divisions. 'l'hat portion of the State comprising the present counties 
of Burleigh, Stutsman, Logan, Mcintosh, Emmons, Kidder, Foster, 
Wells. McLean, and all the territory in said State of North Dakota 
lying· west of the Missouri River and south of the twelfth standard 
parallel shall constitute the southwestern division, the court for which 
shall be held at the city of Bismarck. That portion of the State com
prising the present counties of Cass, Richland, Barnes, Dickey, Sar-

. gent, Lamoure, Ransom, Griggs, and Steele shall constitute the soutli
eastern division, the court for which shall be held at the city of Fargo. 
Th:.tt portion of the State comprising the present counties of Grand 
Forks, Trail!, Walsh, Pembina, Cavalier, and Nelson shall constitute 
the northeastern division, the court for which shall ue held at the 
city of Grank Forks. That por"Mon of the State comprising the present 
counties of Ramsey, Eddy, Benson, Towner, .Rolette, Bottines.u, Pierce, 
and McHenry shall constitute the northwestern division, tlie court for 
which shall be held at the city of Devils Lake. That portion of the 
State comprising the present counties of Ward and Williams and all 
that territory lying west of the Missouri River and north of the 
twelfth standard parallel in the State of Nor·th Dakota shall constitute 
the western division, the court for which shall be held at the city of 
Minot. . 

" SEc. 3. That the terms of the district court for the district of North 
Dakota shall be held at Bismarck on the first Tuesday in April in each 
year; at Fargo on the third Tuesday in May in each year; at Grand 
Forks on the first Tuesday in December in each year ; at Devils Lake on 
the first Tuesday in Februat·y in each year, and at Minot on the second 
Tuesday in April in each year. And the provisions of law now existing 

for the holding of said court on the first Monday in April and Novem
ber of each year is hereby repealed, and all suits, prosecutions and 
processes, recognizances, bail bonds, and other proceedings of whatever 
nature pending in or returnable to said court on the days last named 
are hereby transferred to and shall be made returnable to and have 
force in the said respective terms provided in this act in the sa'me man
ner and with the same effect as they would have had had this act not 
been passed. 

" SEc. 4. That all civil suits not of a local character now pending or 
which shall be brought in the district or circuit c.ourts of the nited 
States for the district of North Dakota in either of the said divisions 
against a single defendant, or where all the defendants reside in the 
same divisions of said district, shall be brought in the division in which 
the defendant or defendants reside, or, if there are two or more defend
ants residing in different divisions, such suit may be brought in either 
division, a:dd all mesne and final process subject to the provisions of 
this act, issued in either .of said divisions. may be served and executed 
in either or all of said divisions. All issues of fact in civil causes tri
able in any of the said courts shall be tried in the division where the 
defendant or one of the defendants reside_. unless by consent of both 
parties the case shall be removed to some other division. 

" SEc. 5. That the circuit court of the United States for said district 
shall be held at Bismarck on the first Tuesday in .April in each year, 
at Fargo on the third Tto.esday in May in each year, at Grand Forks on 
the first Tuesday in December in each year, at Devils Lake on the first 
Tuesday in February in each year, and at Minot on the second Tuesday 
in .April in each year, and cases taken on appeal or writ of error from 
the district court shall be returnable to the circuit court held in that 
judicial subdivision from which the appeal was taken. - When the cir
cuit court or district court is held, as provided in this act, at the same 
time and place, one grand and one petit jury only shall be summoned 
and serve in both said courts. 

" SEC. 6. That the clerk of the circuit and district courts for said dis
trict shall each appoint a deputy clerk at the place where their respec
tive courts are required to be held in the division of the district in 
which such clerk shall not himself reside, each of whom shall, in the 
absence of the clerk, exercise all the powers and perform all the· duties 
of clerk within the division for which he shall be appointed : Pt'01Jitled, 
That the appointment of such deputies shall be approved by the court 
for which they shall have been respectively appointed, and may be an
nulled by such court at its pleasure, and the clerks shall be responsible 
for the official acts and negligence of all such deputies." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
ion of the bill? 

'l'here was no objection. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 

third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid on the table. 

LICENSE OFFICERS OF VESSELS. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

for the present consideration of the bill ( S. 6355) concerning 
license officers of vessels. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 4438 of the Revised Statutes be, and 

is hereby, amended to read as follows: 
" SEC. 4438. The boards of local inspectors shall license and classify · 

the masters, chief mates, and second and third mates, if in char;;c of a · 
watch, engineers, and pilots of all steam vessels, and the masters and 
chief mates of sail vessels of over 700 gross tons and all other 
vessels of over 100 gross tons carrying passengers for hire. It 
shall be unlawful to employ any person, or for any person to serve, 
as a master, chief mate, engineer, or pilot of any steamer or 
as master of any sail vessel of over 700 gross tons, or of any other 
vessel of over 100 gross tons carrying passengers for hire, who is not 
licensed by the inspectors; and anyone violating this section shall be 
liable to a penalty of $100 for each· offense." 

With the following amendments recommended by the com
mittee: 

In line 9 strike out the words " and chief mates." 
In line 13, after the word "engineer," insert the words "in 

charge of a watch." 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject, I would 14ke an explanation. 
l\Ir. GROSVENOR. Under the present statutes there is s:lme 

discrepancy as to the license of engineers. This bill-it is 
recommended by both committees of the Senate and the House 
and by the Department of Commerce and Labor-is to sim- . 
plify and rectify the present law. It is not a matter of great 
importance, but they want to pass a bill to get rid of licensing a 
number of engineers on small vessels . 

Ur. UNDERWOOD. This exempts the smaller vessels that 
do not carry passengers? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; they have to carry, license offi- . 
cers, but not so many. I assure the gentleman that everybody 
is in favor of this bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It has been considered by the Com
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; and was the unanimous report of 
both the Senate· and House committees. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 

third time, and passed 
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COMME CEMENT OF LEGAL PROCEEDINGS UNDER ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 17714) to author
ize ·the commencement and conduct of legal proceedings under 
the direction of the Attorney-General. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney-General or anY: officer o~ the 

Department of Justice, or any attorney or counselor specially appomted 
by the Attorney-General under any provision of law, may, when .there
unto specifically directed by the Attorney-General, con~uct any km? of 
legal proceeding, civil or crif?iJ?al, incl~ding grand. JUrY. pr.oceedmgs 
and proceedings before committmg magistrates, ~hic.h d1str1ct attor
neys now are or hereafter may be by law authorized to conduct, 
whether or not he or they be residents of the district in which such 
proceeding is brought. 

Tile SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Ohair bears ·none. 

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

HARBOR AT SOUTH HAVEN, MICH. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. lllr. Speaker; I ask unanimous con
sent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 
178, providing for the improvement of the harbor at South 
Haven, l\fich. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au

thorized, in his discretion, to expend such. su.m as may be necess:uy, 
not exceeding $10,000, out of any appr~pr1at10n heretofore made, for 
improvin"' the harbor at South Haven, Mich., for the purpose of dredg
ina said harbor to a depth of 16 feet in accordance with a report sub
mitted in House Document No. 119, Fifty-eighth Congress, second 
session. 

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 and read a 
third time; was read the third time, and passed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

1\fr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 179, 
providing for the improvement of a certain portion of the 1\Iissis
sippi River. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Resolved etc. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au

thol'ized, iii his' discretion, to expend any portion of ~e .ba~an~e :J?OW 
remaining to the credit of the improvement tor the MISSISSIPPI River 
from the mouth of the Ohio River to and. including the mouth of the 
Missouri River, for the repair or completiOn of Imi?rovements alre~dy 
under way, or for the construction of other W<?rks, m accordance wit!J. 
general plans already made or approved : Pt·ovtclea, That such expendi
tures shall only be made for improvements which shall be useful for 
purposes of navigation. 

The SPEAKER. Is tJiere objection to the present considera
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 
The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 

read a third time ; was read the third time, and passed. 
CHANGE OF BEFERE CE. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. · 1\Ir. Speaker, by direction of the Interstate 
and F .oreign Commerce Committee, I ask that the reference of 
the following bill be changed to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title to the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 15845) to declare a certain portion of the White River 

unnavigable. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After .a pause.] The 

Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill ( S. 6483) to 
amend an act entitled "An act to legalize and establish a pon
toon railway bridge across the Mississippi River at Prairie du 
Chien, and to authorize the construction of a similar bridge at or 
near Clinton, Iowa." 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled "An act to legalize and 

establish a pontoon railway bridge across the Uississippi River at 
Prairie du Chien, and to authorize the construction of a similar bridge 
at or near Clinton, Iowa," approved June 6, 1874, be, a:Qd the same is 
hereby so amended as to permit the owners of the said bridge to re
place the pre ent pontoon draw in the east or minor channel of the 
river at Prairie du Chien with and to maintain a suitable draw span 
with two openings each of not less than 160 feet in the clear at lo\'1 
water, and at a clear height of not less than 28 feet above low water, 
and at such point and with such proper ways and means for the safe 
pas~age through or under it of vessels or rafts as shall be prescribed 
by the Secretary o! War. 
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The bill was ordered to be read the third time ; was read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of 1\Ir. SIMS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

CRUELTY TO ANIMALS IN TRANSIT. 

1\fr. MANN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I call up from the Speaker's table 
the bill (S. 3413) to prevent cruelty to animals while in transit 
by railroad or other means of transportation from one State 
or Territory or the District of Columbia into or through another 
State or Territory or the District of Columbia, and repealing 
sections 4386, 4387, 4388, 4389, and 4390 of the United State"! 
Revised Statutes, there being a similar bill on the House Cal
endar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up a 
Senate bill from the Speaker's table, which the Chair lays 
before the House. The Oler~ will report the same. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That no railroad, express company, car company, 

common carrier other than by water, or the receiver, trustee, or lessee 
of any o! them, whose road forms any part of a line o! road over 
which cattle, sheep, swine, or other animals shall be conveyed from 
one State or Territory or the District of Columbia into or through 
another State or Territory or the District o! Columbia, or the ownPrs 
or masters of steam, sailing, or other vessels carrying or transporting 
cattle, sheep, swine, or other unimals from one State or Territory or 
the District of Columbia into or through another State or Territory 
or the District of Columbia, shall confine the same in cars, boats, o1· 
vessels of any description for a period longer than twenty-eight con
secutive hours without unloading the same in a humane manner into 
prO!)el·ly equipped pens for rest, water, and feeding, tor a period of 
at least five consecutive hours, unless prevented by storm or by other 
accidental or unavoidable causes which can not be anticipated or 
avoided by the exercise of due diligence and foresight: Provided, That 
upo::J. the written request of the owner or person in custody of that 
particular shipment, which writt en request shall be separate and apart 
from any printed bill of lading or other railroad form, the time of 
confienment may be extended to thirty-six hours. In estimating such 
confinement the time consumed in loading and unloading shall not be 
considered, but the time dul'ing which the animals have been confined 
without such rest or food or watet· on connecting roads shall be in
cluded, it being the intent of this act to prohibit their continuous con
finement beyond the period of twenty-eight hours, except upon the con
tingencies hereinbefore stated: Pro vided, That it shall not be required 
that sheep be unloaded in the nighttime, but where the time expires 
in the nighttime in case of sheep the same may continue in transit to a 
suitable place for unloading, subject to the aforesaid limitation of 
thirty-six hours. 

SEc. 2. That animals so unloaded shall be properly fed and watered 
during such rest either by the owner or person having the custody 
thereof, or, in case of his default in so doing, then by the railroad, ex
press company, car company, common carrier other than by water, or 
the receiver, trustee, or lessee of any of them, or by the owners or 
mn.sters vf boats or vessels transporting the same, at the reasonable 
expense of the owner or person in custody thereof, and such railroad, 
express company, car company, common carrier other than, by water, 
receiver, trustee, or lessee of any of them, owners or masters. shall in 
such case have a lien upon such animals for food, care, and custody 
furnished, collectible at their destination in the same manner as the 
transportation charges are collected, and shall not be liable for any 
detention of such animals, when such detention is ot reasonable dura
tion, to enable compliance with section 1 of this act; but nothing in 
this section shall be construed to prevent the owner or shipper of 
animals from furnishing food therefor it he so desires. • 

SEC. 3. That any railroad, express company, car company, common 
carrier other than by water, or the receiver, trustee, or lessee of any 
of them, or the master or owner of any steam, sailing, or other vessel 
who knowingly and willfully fails to comply with the provisions of the 
two preceding sections shall for every such failure be liable for and 
forfeit and pay a penalty of not less than $100 nor more than $500: 
Provided, That when animals are carried in cars, boats, or other ves
sels in which they can and do have proper food, water, space, .and 
opportunity to rest, the provisions in regard to their being unloaded 
shall not apply. 

SEc. 4. 'rhat the penalty created by the preceding section shall be 
recovered by civil action in the name of the United States in the cir
cuit or district court holden within the district where the Yiolation 
may have been committed or the person or corporation resides or 
carries on business; and it shall be the duty of the United States at
torneys to prosecute all violations of this act reported by the Secretary 
of Agriculture, or which come to their notice or knowledge by other 
means. 

SEc. 5. That sections 4386, 4387, 4388, 4389, a.nd ~390 of the Re
vised Statutes of the United ~tates be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ments. 

The question was taken ; and the amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER . . The question now is on the third reading of 

the Senate bill. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 

time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. MANN, a motion tg reconsider the last vote 

was laid on the table. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to Jay on 

the table similar House bills (H. R. 20179 and H . R. 47) on the 
House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so orderecl. 
There was no objection. 
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ALASKA SB:ORT LINE RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION COMPANY. 

Mr. HUl\fPHH.EY ot Washington. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 4256) 
for the relief of the Alaska Short Line R al1way and Navigation ; 
Company's railroad, which l send to the desk and ask to hn;ve 
read. 

The Clerk read as . follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That 'the time o"f the Alaska Short Line Railway 

and Navigation Company to comply with the pro~isions of sections 4 
and 5 of chapter 29!) of the laws of the United States, entitled "An ' 
Ret extending the homestead laws and providing for the right of way 
"for railroads in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes," ap
proved May 14, 18!)8, in acquiring and completing its railroad now 
under construction in Alaska is hereby extended as follows : 

First. 'l'he time to file the map and profile of definite location of ·its 
second section of at least 20 miles with the register o:f the land office 
in the di tric t of Alaska, as pro-vided in said sections 4 and 5, is hereby 
extended to and including the 20th day of March, 1!)07. 

econd . The time to complete the tit·st section of at least 20 miles 
of its railroad, as provided in said section 5, is bereby extended to and . 
including the 20th da y of March, 1907, and such railroad ·and naviga
tion company shall be entitled to all the benefits conferred upon it by 
t pro\is ions of such act upon its due compliance with all the provi-

ions thereof, excepting only the provisions thereof relating to the fiiing 
of the map and profile of definite location of its second section of not 
less than :.!0 miles of its road: Pmvidcd, That it shall have successively 
.one year each after said 20th day of March, 1907, in which to file the 
map and profile of its definite location of the succeecling sections of 
not less than 20 miles each : Anrl 11rovidect ftwthcr, That it shall have 
fi''e years in which to complete its entire line from Iliamna Bay to the 
:Yukon River. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

would like to have some explanation of the purpose of the bil't 
Mr. HIDIPHREY of Wa hington. Mr. Speaker, the purpose 

of this bill is to give what is known as the "Alaska Shortline 
Railway and Navigation Company" additional time for making 
their surveys and for the completion of their railway. This 
railroad is one that is about 250 miles north of any other rail
way. It goes in from Cook Inlet across to the Yukon River, and 
there bas been no one opposed to the bill. It does not conflict 
with any other railway, and I can see no reason in tile world 
why this additional time should not -be granted. The bill has 
the unani'mous report of the committee in the House, as well as 
the committee in the Senate. 

Mr. MADDEN. What are the conditions under which the 
r a ilroad is authorized to build? What has it to do? What does 
the Government impose upon it? 

1\lr. HU.l\fPHREY of Washington. It imposes upon it that it 
shall complete its fir t 20 miles of 1·ailroad in a given time-in 
.a year-and they now ask a yearly extension. 

Mr. 1\l.A.DDEN. How much of the railroad have they built 
now? 

.l\1r. HUl\IPHREY of Washington. I do not know. 
l\lr. MADDEN. How long since the franchi e was granted? 
1\Ir. IIU!\IPHREY of Washington. I don't know tbe exact 

date, but they were to complete it in 1906, and they now ask an 
:\.'tension until 1907. 

l\fr. IIAlUILTON. "What is the ·name of the railroad? 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Wasbington. The Shortline Railway 

-and Navigation Company. 
1\Ir. MADDEIN. This road is proposed to be 250 miles long ? 
1\fr. IIIDIPIIREY of Washington. Yes. · 
l\1r. l\1ADDEN. And the company is required to build 20 

·miles witl1in a given time? 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Wasbington. Yes; each year. 
Mr. MADDEN. It has not built any part of the iirst 20 

miles? It ·has just made some surveys? 
Mr. LTVINGSTON. I -would suggest that an extension has 

been had once in this matter. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Not for this rn:ilroad. 
Mr. 'MADDEN. Yes. This bill was sought to be t aken up 

under suspension of the rules. 
1\Ir. H AMILTON. No; this is not the railroad at all. 
1\Ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. This road is 250 miles 

f a1.'thcr nortll than the road which the gentleman bas in mind. 
1\Ir. MADDEN. What does the Go-vernment do for the com

pany? 
:i\Ir. HUl\IPHREY of Washington. Nothlng whatever. The 

road does not ask any as istance of any kind. 
Mr. HAMILTON. What are the termini of this ron.d? 
l\Ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. Cook Inlet and the Yukon 

River. 
Mr. MADDEN. 1\Ir. Speaker, it seems ;that nobody knows 

anytl!ing about this road, and I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

BRIDGE ACROSS KENTUCKY RIVER AT BEATTYVILLE, 'KY. 

1\Ir. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 20287) 'to authorize 
George Hammons, Charles Yaunice, and F . A. Lyons to construct 

a bridge across Kentucky River at Beattyville, Ky., which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enaotecl, etc., Tbat George IIammons, Charles Vatmice, and F. A. 

Lyons be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, mainta in, and 
operate a toot, wagon, and railway bt·idge and appt·oaches thereto across 
the Kentucky River, or either bran·c·h thereof, at Beattyville, in the 
State of Kentucky, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled 
"An act to 1·egnlate the construction of bridges over navigable waters," 
appro-ved March 23, 1906. 

SEc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
e~pressly re!jerved. 

The SPEAKER. I s there objection? 
Tber~ .was no objection. 
Tbe SPEAKER. Tile question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the b.ill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

read the third time, and passe<l. 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIV-ER, NORTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. 1\fARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present considerati.on of the bill (H. R . 2040!)) to authorize 
the Minneapolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste. Marie nanway Com
pany to consh·uct a bridge act·oss the Red River, which I send to 
the desk and ask to ba ve read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it c11acted, etc., That the Minneapolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste. 

Marie Railway Company, ·a corporation ot·ganized under the laws of 
the State of Uinnesota, its succe~sm·s and assigns, be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge nd ap
proaches tbe1·eto actoss the Red River at or near section 34, township 
No. 163 north of range No. 51 we t, Pembina County, N. Dak., in the 

tates of North Dakota and Minnesota, in accor·dance with the pro
vis ions of the act entitled "An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters," rrppro.-ed March 23, 1006. 

SEc. 2. That the rigllt to alter, runend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. 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. 

WICIDTA MOUNTAIN AND ORIENT RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Ur. 1\IILLER. l\1r. Speaker, I -desire to ask unanimous con. 
sent to take the bill S. 6444 from the Speaker's table, and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill . 
The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill (S. ·G444) to aut}J.orize the Wichita 'Mountain and Orient Railway 
Company to construct and operate a .railway through the Fort Sill 
Military Reservation, and for other purposes. 
Be it eaactect, etc., That the Wichita Mountain and Orient Railway Com~ 

pa.ny, a corporation created under and by virtue o:f the laws of the Terri
tory of Oklahoma, be, and the same is hereby, empowered to survey, lo
cate, construct, and maintain a railway, 'telegraph, and telephone line 
through li ort Sill Mili tary Reservation, in the Q'erritor-y of Oklahoma, 
upon -such a line as may be determined and approved by the Secretary 
of War. 

SEc . 2. ~ba.t saJd corporation is authorized to take and use for all 
purposes of a railway, telegraph, and telephone line, and for no other 
purpose, a right of way 100 feet 1n width through said Fort Sill 1\lili
tary Reservation, and a right to take and usc a. strip of land in said 
reservation 200 feet in width, with a lengfh of 3,000 feet, in addi
tion to such right of way, for station, with the right to use such addi~ 
tional ground when cuts and fills may be necessary for the construc
tion and maintenance of the r oadbed, riot exceeding 100 feet in width 
on each side of the right of way, or as much thereof as may be included 
in said cut or fill : PrO'Videil, That no pal.'t of the lands herein author
ized to be taken shall be used except in such manner and for such pur
poses as shall be necessat-y for the construction and convenient opera· 
tion of such -railway, telegraph, and t elephone lines ; and ben any 
pot·t ion thereof shall cease to be used such portion shall revert to the 

nited States, '4om - hich the same shall be takc!l : Proviclcrt further, 
That the said railway company, its successors and assigns, shall fence 
its ri~ht of way and maintain the same, with suitable crossings, and 
provide suitable and sufficient side tracks at a station to be located upon 
said reservation, and shan construct and ma1ntain sufficient stock 
pens and provide sufficient facilities for loading and unloading C..'l.ttle 
and borses on the ground set apart for such station, all as the same 
may be designated and located and as required by the Secrfltary of 
War : Providect tw·thc-r·, That the shid Wichita Mountain and Orient 
Railwa-y Company shall compl;y with such other r gnlations or condi
tions as may from time to time be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
lllr. SLAYD~~- 1\!r. Speaker, reserving tbe right to object, 

I would like to ha-ve some explanation of that bill. All that I 
could obtain from the eading of the Clerk wa that it is to 
construct a railroad across a military resenntion. 

1\Ir. 1\IILLER. Mr. Speaker, this bill has already passed the 
Senate and hns been unanimously reported by the Committee 
on :Military Affairs, nnd has tlle aprn·o~al of the Secretary of 
War as well. It simply provides for a right of way through 
the Fm:1: Sill 1\Iilitary Reservation. 

1\Ir. SLAYDEN. I understand it now. I cauld not 'hear be
fore. 
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lHr. MILLER. 1\lr. Speaker, I ask to substitute the Senate 

bill for the House bill. 
Tile SPEAKEJR. Oh, the unanimous consent runs with the 

Scna te bill. 
Mr. 1\IILLER. All right. 
'J.' he bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 

third time, and passed. 
Mr. MILLER. 1\lr. Speaker, I move that the House bill lie 

on the table. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the House bill will lie 

on the table. 
There was no objection. 

CO:\IMITMENT OF UNITED STATES PRISONERS TO REFORMATORIES OF 
STATES OR TERRITORIES. 

1\fr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 12869. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
Mr. PARKER. It is a substitute, and I should like to have 

the Clerk read the substitute. 
Tile SPEAKER. Without objection, the substitute will be 

read in lieu of the text of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 5548 of the Revised Statutes of the 

United States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 
follows: 

" SEc. 5548. "Whenever any person is convicted of any ot'fense against 
the "Gnited States which is punishable by fine and imprisonment, or by 
either, the court by which the sentence is passed may order the sen
tence to be executed in any house of correction or house of reformation 
for juvenile delinquents within the State or district where such court 
is held, the use of which is authorized by the legislature of the State 
for such purpose, or in any State reformatory within any State, the 
use of which is so authorized, and which is an institution accepted by 
the Department of Justice as a suitable plade for the imprisonment and 
reformation of such convicted persons. 

"And if by the laws of such State persons within certain limits of 
age may be committed to such reformatory for an indeterminate time 
and become entitled to be released upon parole under the authority and 
control of the State officers, and with obligation to report and to conform 
to reg-ulations as to paroled prisoners, and subject to rearrest for breach 
of s ..lch parole, then and in such case persons within such age, con
victed of o1fense in the United States courts, may, in the discretion of 
the court, be committed to such reformatory under an indeterminate 
sentence so that the imprisonment of such persons shall be upon like 
conditions as to release on parole, rearrest, confinement, and discharge 
as prisoners sentenced by the courts of said State to such institution: 
Provided, That the Attorney-General shall first approye any order for re
lease of any such person on parole, or for his discharge in case he fulfills 
the conditions of such parole and is leading an honest and industrious 
life: Pr·ovided further, That in case such person shall fail to fulfill the 
conditions of such parole, the superintendent or warden of the reforma
tory to which he shall have been committed may revoke such parole 
and issue a warrant for the rearrest of such person, which warrant 
may be executed by any officer authorized by the law of said State to 
execute warrants, or by a United States marshal; and such person on 
arrest shall be promptly returned to the reformatory, where he may be 
r etained for the remainder of the maximum term provided by law, 
after deducting his previous imprisonment. 

'l'he SPEAKER. I$ there objection? [After a pause.] The 
· Chair hears none. 
· The amendment in the nature of a substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time ; was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to revise and 
amend the United States statutes relating to the commitment of 
United States prisoners to reformatories of States." 

GRAND LODGE OF THE INDEPENDENT ORDER OF ODD FELLOWS, DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA. 

1\Ir. TIRRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia may be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill S. 6448, and that there 
be immediate consideration thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
Mr. 'VILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, that is rather an unusual re

qu~st, with so many Senate bills--
. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
An act (S. 64"48) to authorize the Grand Lodge of the Independent 

Order of Odd E'ellows of the District of Columbia to sell, hold, and 
convey certain real estate. 

Mr. WILLIAJI.IS. I was about to say that this is a rather 
unusual request, in view of the fact that there are so many 
Senate bills that have passed through the House committees and 
are on the Calendar, and this is a request tt> discharge this 
committee from further consideration; but having heard the 
object of the bill, I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Consent is given; and the Clerk will · report 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
B e it enacted, eta., That the Grand Lodge of the Independent Order 

of Odd Fellows of the Dish·ict of Columbia, a corpol'ation created 
under and by virtue of an act of Congress approved June 12, 1860, be 
and hereby is authorized to sell and convey, for such sum RS may be 

satisfactory to the several organizations hereinafter named as owners, 
those parcels of ground in the city of Washington, D. C., known and 
designated on the plat of said city as lot No. 11 and part of lot 1o. 
10 in square No. 457, together with the buildings thereon known as 
" Odd Fellows' Hall," the title to which property is now held in trust 
by the said corporation for the following organizations, owners thereof, 
namely: The Grand Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows 
of the District of Columbia; Columbian Encampment, No. 1, Inde
pendent Order of Odd Fellows; Central Lodge, No. 1, Independent 
Order of Odd Fellows; Washington Lod~e, No. 6, Independent Order 
of Odd Fellows; Columbia Lodge, No. 1u, Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows; Beacon Lodge, No. 15, Independent Order of ~dd Fellows: 
Excelsior Lodge, No. 17, Independent ·Order of Odd Fellows, and 
Eastern Lodge, No. 7, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, the consent 
of each of said several organizations being evidenced by a written 
instrument bearing the seal and the signature of its executive officers, 
the proceeds of said sale to be applied to the payment and liquidation 
of an existing debt on said property, and the residue of said proceeds 
to be applied toward the purchase of other ground and the erection 
thereon of a building or buildings for like purposes as those for which 
the above-described property has been held, said ground to be pur
chased and the improvements to be held in trust for sam above-men
tioned organizations according to their res~ective interests in the net 
proceeds of said sale of said Odd Fellows Hall, and for such other 
organizations of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows as may here
after contribute to the cost of said ground and improvements according 
to the amount respectively contributed· by each : Provided, That the 
purchaser or purchasers at said sale shall not be required to see to the 
proper application of said purchase money. 

SEC. 2. That the said corporation shall be capable of taking and 
holding real and personal property in trust for said organizations to 
any value not exceeding the sum of $500,000, and shall have full 
power and authority upon a resolution or resolutions of each of said 
beneficiary organizations to, from time to time, encumber said ground 
so to be purchased and the improvements thereon, or any part thereof, 
in such manner, for such purposes. and in accordance with such regula
tions as may be prescribed by said resolution or resolutions. 

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

HELEN C. SANDERSON. 

· The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the fol
lowing Senate concurrent resolution, which the Clerk will 
reoort. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, Jwne 25, 190li. 

Resolved by tlte Senate (the House of Repr·esentatives concurring), 
That the President be requested to return the bill (S. 3028) granting 
an iucrease of pension to Helen C. Sanderson. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

PUBLIC-BUILDINGS BILL. 

.M:r. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi-
leged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order it shall 

be in order to consider the bill (H. R 20410) to increase the limit of 
cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public 
buildings, and for other purposes, under all the conditions prescribed 
by the rules relating to suspension of the rules, except that the vote 
on suspending the rules and passing the bill shan be decided by a 
majority instead of two-thirds. 

Mr. DALZELL . . .Mr. Speaker, the resolution relates to what 
is known as " the public-buildings bill," and simply makes it 
in order to consider that bill under a motion to suspend the 
rules, with this exception, that that motion requires for its 
passage only a majority and not two-thirds. I move the previ
ous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the previous ques
tion. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; 
and the Speake!'" announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. 'VILLIAMS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The Honse divided; and there were-ayes 193, noes 21. 
So the previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu

tion. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 

and pass the bill (H. R. 20410) to increase the limit of cost of 
certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion ·of 
public buildings, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The bill was read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
1\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a second may 

be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.J The 

Chair hears none. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BAR
TBOLDT] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] to 
have twenty minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 1\fr. Speaker, in presenting what is 
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known as the " Omnibus public-buildings bill " to the House for 
consideration and passage, permit me to say that this compre
hensi-ve measure represents the labor of many months and the 
diligent, conscientious, and, I believe I am justified in saying, the 
intelligent efforts of-barring the chairman, of course-every 
member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
More than 500 bills, calling for a total appropriation of nearly 
$GO,OOO,OOO, were referred to that committee, and each one of 
them has ~en most carefully considered on its merits. 

In preparing the bill the committee fixed a standard of 
population and postal receipts below which it refused to go 
except in cases presenting special features; that is, where the 
Internal-Revenue Service or the Customs Service called for 
special facilities. 

The bill carries in round numbers $21,000,000. From what 
I have already stated, it is plain that in view of the growing 
needs of the country and the consequent demands upon Con
gress for more adequate facilities to transact the Government 
business, a bill twice the size of the one presented might easily 
have been prepared without exposing the committee to the 
charge of extravagance, but we preferred to hew to safe and 
conser-vati-ve lines, and believe that the most urgent needs of 
the hour have been provided for, though many entirely just de
mands will have to be left to the consideration of a future 
Congress. 

A new policy with respect to post-office buildings in the larger 
cities bas been adopted by the committee, which policy we hope 
will receive the sanction of Congress and be strictly adhered 
to in the future. In those cities where Government buildings 
already exist, and where the facilities for the postal service 
are becoming inadequate, it seems to us to be the part of wisdom 
to authorize the erection of buildings for the postal business 
exclusively. The health and comfort of the many clerks and 
carriers who have to do their work in these buildings demand 
that they sliould be constructed with a view to affording good 
ventilation and ample light, which is not the case in the 
monumental and artistic buildings heretofore constructed. 
Moreover, these post-office buildings should be located in the 
closest possible proximity to the union depots or railway 
stations, so that not only the expense of hauling the mails to 
and from the post-offices be saved, but also considerable time in 
the transmission of the mails. In other words, instead of monu
mental structures costing vast amounts of money, buildings in 
the nature of workshops should be erected at an expense in 
cities of the second class of not exceeding $500,000. This policy 
bas been strictly adhered to in the present bill, excepting in the 
cases of New Orleans and Atlanta. In the former city the 
present building ls unfit for occupancy by any offices other 
than those of the Customs Ser-vice, and in the case of Atlanta. 
the old Government building has been declared unfit and unsafe 
and will consequently be sold and a new building for the 
accommodation of all governmental offices will be erected. 

In this connection, permit me to explain that as to the sale 
of old Government buildinga, the committee has carefully 
avoided previous mistakes by providing truit in no case shall 
the old building be sold until the new one i~ completed and 
ready for occupancy, the proceeds of the sales to be turned into 
the Treasury. 

The grand total of the bill has been considerably swelled by 
the provisions for the larger cities, whose just claims have been 
deferred from Congress to Congress until they could no longer 
be ignored. Consequently the committee recommends an au
thorization of $1,000,000 for Pittsburg, $900,000 for Boston, 
$500,000 for Grand Rapids, $500,000 for Des Moines, $450,000 
for New York, and $400,000 for St. Louis, etc. In the casea of 
New Orleans, Atlanta, and Houston, Tex., a preliminary au
thorization is made to permit the Secretary of the Treasury 
to begin the construction of the new buildings, the limit of 
cost of which bas been fixed in the bill at $1,300,000 in the case 
of New Orleans, $1,000,000 for Atlanta, and $350,000 for Hous
ton. 

Upon examination of the bill, Members of the House will 
find, and I believe they will do the committee the justice to 
say so, that the claims of all sections of the country have been 
fairly and impartially considered, and that each item in the 
bill can not only stand upon its own merits, but also that each 
case has been adjudged without any regard to party differences 
or individual representation in the House. 

Referring briefly to the c iticism of local papers, that the city 
of Washington had been left out in the cold, I desire to remind the 
House of the fact that ten monumental structures are now in 
process of construction in this city, ca1ling for a total appro
priation of $18,000,000, which is more than the whole country 
bas had in the building line for the last four years. The com
mittee is of the opinion that the park and: other projects which 

have been brought to its attention ·by citizens of Washington 
may safely be left to the consideration of a future Congre s. 

As is known to all Members, the buildings herein pro-vided 
for will be erected under the authority of the Secretary of the 
Trea3u:.;y and under the supervi ion of Mr. James Knox Taylor, 
the proficient Supervising Architect of the Treasury Depart
ment 

Mr. RUCKER Mr. Speaker, will my colleague from 1\Iis
souri yield to one question? 

Mr. BAR'rHOLDT. I will. 
Mr. RUCKER. Referring to the item on page 25 of this bill, 

which carries an appropriation of $7,500 for the United States 
post-office building at Carrollton, Mo., in view of the miaunder
standing, will the gentleman permit me to offer an amendment 
changing that to $10,000? 

Mr. BARTHOLD'!'. Mr. Speaker, I regret to say that it wlll 
be impossible to accept an amendment to the bill at thi time. 
If I should consent to that policy, there would possibly be a 
hundred amendments offered. I suggest that the gentleman 
leave this to the other side of the Capitol. I desire also to say, 
in connection with that item, that the necessity for an increased 
amount was called to the attention of the committee, and but 
for an error it would have been made. 

Mr. P AYNID. Mr. Speaker, I demanded a second in order to 
give my friend the chairman of the committee a chance to make 
his speech, and having accomplished that, I have no further use 
for the time. I under tand my colleague from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] would like some time in opposition to the bill. 
Does the gentleman desire any time? I yield five minutes to 
my collengue. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, no Member of this House 
realizes better than I do the futility of opposing the passage 
of this bill. The time of this school is closing, and, following 
the universal practice of schools throughout this country, this 
great school is about to distribute its premiums. This bi11 illus
trates as well as anything within my experience the "cohesive 
power of plunder." Here is a bill carrying $21,061,000. scat
tered indiscriminately throughout the country. M~mbers can 
ascertain by examining this bill whether their conduct during 
their school term here bas been such as gained the approbation 
of the authorities or whether they are among the "bad boys " 
of the House. 

I think it is perfectly safe to assert that, out ide of the mem· 
bers of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
not a single Member has looked at any pro-vision in this bill, 
excepting those that affect his own district, and the action of 
Members upon the bill will be determined very largely in 
accordance with bow much of the sum total is allotted to. their 
districts. Indeed, as this bill has been printed only since this 
morning, it has been impossible for anyone to examine its pro
visions carefully. 

Mr. Speaker, it so happens that the public building in the 
city from which I come is located in my district, and I :find in 
the bill an appropriation for its enlargement. As there are six 
Members from that locality, I assume that they wlll all enjoy 
more or less credit for the appropriation that is made in this 
bill. But I wish to enter my protest against this method of 
making great appropriations. [Applause.] I do not care 
whether a single dollar is appropriated for a public building in 
my city unless the bill in which it is carried receives the proper 
and the usual and the decent consideration to which it is en
titled in this House. So far as that item is concerned, I am 
perfectly willing to have this bi1l brought in in such a way that 
any Member of the House might exercise his judgment and 
exercise his right, and compel the chairman to justify that ap
propriation, and, if be were unable to do it, to have it, in the 
good judgment of the House, stricken from the bill 

I regret that it appears that a great majority of the Mem· 
be~s of the House ru·e not willing to have the items for their 
districts placed upon an equal footing. Now, inasmuch as I 
have bad an opportunity simply to express my_ condemnation 
of this method of appropri ting great sums for any pub
lic purpose, I am content I know that protest is futile. The 
unanimity, not to say the enthusiasm, with which this bill 
has been brought into the House and is being urged to its pas
sage is the best evidence that the committee bns, at least in the 
distribution of money, been able to please a great majority of 
the House. [Prolonged applause.] And I hope that those who 
have been overlooked, that those who bnve been slighted, that 
those who have for some occult reason incurred the enmity of 
"the powers that be" in this House and been overlooked in the 
distribution will be able to justify the speed with which this 
bill is railroaded, and to justify the failure to provide ade
quately for their districts equally as well as those adequately 
treated. [Applause.] 
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I know, Mr. Speaker., that there is no power on· earth or 

probably any place else that will stop the ·passage of this biiL 
[Applause.] I hn:ve no keen desire to stop it. I would not 
deprive so many Members of the pleasure that they anticipate; 
but .J think it proper to protest against a method of legisl.a.tion 
which prevents the Members of this House from exerci.Bing their 
rights as Members, and prevents those items in which they .ar.e 
particularly interested having the -same scrutiny -and :the same 
watchful care that have been given to other items in appropria
tion bills in which particular districts :are not interested. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 1\fr.. S_peaker, I do not regard the re
marks of the gentleman from New York in a spirit of levity, 
and I will say to him seriously that if he is willing to consider 
this bill with me and with the House, I .am ready to consider 
and discuss every item, provided he is willing to stay here until 
Christmas, as we should have to do. 

Mr. BURLESON. Are you willing to have unanimous con
sent granted to do that? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have made no -appli-cation that this 
bill ·be passed in this way. I a-ssume that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BA.RTHOLDT] applied for this rule to take it <>ut 
of the ordinary category of bills, -and even went so far, 'in order 
to secure its passage, as to require <>nly a majority instead of 'a 
two-thirds vote. There may be some justification~or that. and 
I commend the gentleman's keen .shrewdness in making certain 
that this bill would go through and would not fail, to the dis
appointment of so many. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the "gentleman from 
MissouTi " has merely fallowed a time-honored custom. Now, 
I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to make a few clerical 
corrections in the bill. 

On page 20, in line 8, after the wards " post-office,, ·strike out the 
words " and court-house." 

• The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BINSHA W. What item is that? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is wheJ;e there 1s no court-house 

and the bill says " co11rt-house." It is in South Carolina. 
On page 20, In Unes 12 and 13, transpose from section 3 -one para-

graph on page "8. 

The ·sPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. .On page 21, ln line 9, after the word 

"court-house," strike out the words " and custom-house;" and 
after the word " post-office :• insert the word " and." 

The SP;ITIAKER. If there be no .objection, it will be so 
ordered. · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTBOLDT. On page 25, in line 5, after the word 

J• Pontiac," strike out the word " city." 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr_ BARTIIOLDT. On page 12, after the word "dollars," 

in line 6, insert the following : 
Of which amount the Secretary of the Treasury 'is hereby authorized, 

In his discretion, to expend so much as may be nece~ary for the ac
qui ition of additional land for the enlargement of the site heretofore 
acquired. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 

passing the bill. 
The question being taken, the rules were suspended and the 

bill passed. 
RETURN OF BILLS TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June Sfi, 1906. 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the Horu;e of 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1304) for the con
struction of -a dri"veway and approaches to the national cemetery at 
Salisbury, N. C.; the bill (S. 5288) appropriating 1$5,000 to inclose 
and beautify the monument on Moores Creek battlefield. North Caro
lina· and the bill (S. 5484) authorizing the Secretary of War to accept 
the tract of land at or near Greeneville, Tenn., where lie the remains 
of Andrew Johnson, late President of the United States, and estab
lishin"' the same as a fourth-class national cemetery .; the matters cov
ered by the said bills having been included in the Army appropriation 
'bill approved ·.June 12, 1906. 

The SPEAKER. If tbere be no objection, the request of the 
Senate will be granted. 

Tllere was no objection. 

trict ~urts in the northern district of California, with Senate 
amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 
Mr. JENKINS. JUr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 

in the Senate amendments. 
'The motion was agreed to. 

SPEED ·OF AUTOMOBILES IN 'THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill .(H. R. 
16384) to amend an act entitled "Ail act regulating the speed 
of automobiles in the District of Columbia, and for other pur
poses," with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 
Mr. SIJU.S. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House -concur in 

the Senate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 

VALIDATING -CERTAIN CERTIFICATES OF NATURALIZATION. 

T.he SPEAKER also laid before the Hause the bill (H. R. 
18713-) to validate certain certificates of naturalization, with 
Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 
Mr. BENNET ·of New York. Mr~ Speaker, I move that the 

House concur in -the Senate ·amendments. 
The moti-on was agreed to. 
PASSENGER TRAFFIC ON EUROPEAN AND AMERICAN RAILROADS. 

1\fr. SHERl\fAN. Mr. Speak-er, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed as a House document Senate Document No. 479, a 
statement of the comparative charges for passenger traffic on 
European and American railways. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. WILLIAl\fS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 

what is this? 
1\fr. SHERMA...~. A statement of the co.m.})arative charges 

for passenger traffic in the United States and in Europe. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Made by whom? 
1\Ir. SHERMAN. By Mr: H. T. N-ewcomb to Senator LoDGE. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Ah, Mr . . Speaker, I shall ·object. 

REPRINT 'OF A DlLL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. :Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the reprint of the bill H. R. 20153. It is exhausted in the 
document room. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Ym·k for the Teprint of the bill referred to? 

There was no objection. · 

GENERAL lJEFICIENOY BILL. 

Mr. LITTAUEJR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of House bill 20403-the general 
deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speah-er, before that is agreed to, I 
understand that to this bill has been added an amendment by 
the Senate which was not germane to the bill. The Committee 
on Rules has adopted a rule this mornipg--

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is thinking of some other 
bill. . This is the general deficiency bill, which is now up for 
consideration for the first time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, this is the general defi.cien~y bill. 
'J'he motion of Mr. LITTAUER was agreed to ; accordingly the 

House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, with Mr. CRUMPACKER in the chair. 

1\lr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous i!Onsent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, it appean; that I was 
right, and that this is the bill in which the Senate had inserted 
an amendment. 

Mr. LITTAUER. This bill has never been in the Senate. 
This is the original general deficiency bill reported to the House 
yesterday for the first time. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then -you put the Senate bill upon this bill, 
did you not? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I know of no Senate bill. There is in
cluded in this bill, on page 4, a provision in relation to the 
duties collccted--

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is exactly what I was talking about 
a moment ago. When I wanted that information I w:1s told 
I was mistaken. What I want to get at now is this : The 
Committee on llules this morning held a meeting and drafted 
a rule to be submitted to the House to make germane to the 
bill the very provision of which I now speak. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA. 
1\'lr. LITTAUER. When that provision is reached, I had 

intended to ask the committee to pass it over without prejudice 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 19550) J until all other items in the bill bad 'been passed upon, that a 

:establishing regular terms of the United States circuit and dis- full discussion might be bad of this item. What I wanted to 
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do was to make a point of order on that provision, and I wanted 
t o re~erve points of order in ca-se that provision was in the bill. 

The CHAIRl\1AN. All points of order have been reserved 
on tbe bill. 

1\Ir. \VILLIAl\fS. Then that is all right. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from New York that the first reading of the bill be 
dispensed with? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. LI'l'TAUEJR. Mr. Chairman, the specific estimates for 
deficiencies submitted for consideration to the Committee on 
Appropriations amounted, in round figures, to $17,000,000. The 
bill now before you for consideration in specific items carries 
recommendation for a total of ten millions and a quarter. This 
T"ery substantial reduction was brought about by the elimina
tion of a few very large items. The chief of these eliminations 
was three millions and a quarter that had been submitted to 
us · in connection with the disaster at San Francisco and in 
California. We found that while at one time it was believed 
that a further appropriation of at least a half a million was 
necessary to take care of the emergencies in connection with the 
~on:tlagration, that after examining into the details of the ex
penditure of two millions and a half appropriated so promptly 
and generously by' Congress and carefully scrutinizing how 
much had been expended and for what purposes, that instead of 
a shortage of half a million dollars there is still unexpended 
of that two million and a half appropriated about $400,000. 
The various bureaus, particularly in the military department, 
incurred very severe loss to their accumulated stores in connec
tion with the disaster at San Francisco, and they sought T"ery 
large appropriations to make good and replenish the various 
stores destroyed there ; but after a thorough examination into the 
various items they desired to restore your committee came to 
the conclusion that with the very ample provisions especially 
made for the conduct of the military department for the next 
fiscal year we could cut down the amounts so deemed neces
sary by very substantial figures and. still take care in a proper 
fashion of the needs of the department and also take care of 
the gradual replenishment and re~tocking of the storehouses. 

The Quartermaster-General himself said that there were 
among the stores destroyed of his department a very substantial 
amount which need not be replenished. He estimated that at 
about 30 per cent. Despite all the reductions made in the esti
mates, this bill carries, because of the San Francisco disaster, 
two millions and over. First, there is $1,300,000 for the replen
ishment of the military stores. Then there is $600,000 neces
sary to repair and replace the public buildings damaged by 
earthquake and fire to the condition they were in before the 
disaster, and $150,000 for the replenishment of stores of the 
l\Iarine Corps. In addition to this large item of reduction, we 
were able to ma:ke others because of the long continuance of 
this session of Congress. The fiscal year ending this week per
mits those in charge of the various Departments who thought 
they needed deficiencies to carry on their work to draw upon 
the appropriations for the next year within a few days, and in 
consequence we were ttble to eliminate $2,000,000 submitted to 
us as deficiencies for" increase of the Navy," and $750,000 asked 
for for an additional supply of coal for the Navy. · 

I want to call most earnestly the attention of the committee 
to a very irritating state of affairs in connection ·with the accu
mulation of claims arising from governmental operations which 
are frequently presented to the Committee on Appropriations 
and which fill the docket of the Committee on Claims of this 
House. There is now . need for some general legislation or else 
some change in the rules of this House which will permit the 
consideration of claims arising through unforeseen emergencies, 
through accident, through legislation which circumscribes ex
penditure within too narrow limits or within limitations too 
technical for the requirements in the various departmental 
services, passed upon and approved by the Department, and yet 
incurred without warrant of law, and consequently not to be 
included in the general appropriation bill under the rules of this 
House as they now stand. Year after year we are eliminating 
lump-sum appropriations. We find they have led to high 
salaries and general extravagance. We are drawing tighter 
every year our specification for appropriations, so that there 
must be some leeway found for the consideration of these un
avoidable clain1s. They pile together in the Committee on 
Claims. Many of them are reported out to the House, but few 
are ever considered here until they are gathered together in 
some large omnibus claim bill, and, of course, in such a claim 
bill the righteous and the unrighteous all come here together. 
In fact, it is through the consideration of the very large claims, 
and often very questionable claims, with which are connected 

very earnest and active · attorneys, that these large omnibus 
claim bills are brought before the House and passed. 

1\fr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell the com
mittee how much these claims are? 

Mr. LITTAUEJR. Oh, I know of one batch of 231 claims 
presented to us by the Quartermaster of the War Department 
which amount to a little over $24,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How long have they been pend
ing, as a rule? 

1\fr. LITTAUER. I should say about five years. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from Georgia 

[1\fr. LIVINGSTON] says some of them forty years. 
1\fr. LITTAUER. Those presented this year for immediate 

attention have been pending for about that extent of time. 
Every Member of the House and every citi~n desires that the 
United States should pay its just debts and pay them promptly. 
Citizens of foreign nations enter their complaints through their 
embassies here that we give no attention to their just claims. 
The Secretary of State bas communicated to Congress in r efer
ence to this matter during the present session. Above aH, the 
claims of our ovm citizens, decided to be just and fair and meri
torious, ought to have prompt and proper recognition by Con
gress. Yo.ur committee has bad this matter under very serious 
consideration, but has suggested no legislation to take care of 
the situation~ The members felt that they should follow the 
same course as was followed last year in connection with what 
~u:e called " collision claims." In submitting the deficiency bill 
of last year the attention of the House was called to these col
lision claims. The regulations of the Navy, made under author
ity of law, require that in cases of collision of naval ves. els 
with merchant or other vessels a court of inquiry shall he or
ganized to determine the responsibility for the collision and the 
amount of damages occasioned thereby. 

For many years the reports of these boards of inquiry were 
presented to Congress, and after a cursory examination were 
generally included in the deficiency bills, but with the growth 
of our Navy and the increases in the number of collisions, the 
committee refused to include many of the claims which seemed 
to them to be questionable. Last year twenty such claims were 
presented for action by the Committee on Deficiencies. They 
amounted to a total of $30,000, and the reason for the amounts 
awarded did not appear conclusive from the reports. The 
committee declined to recommend appropriations, but suggested 
that some legislation should be had in connection with uch 
collisions that will clothe with necessary jurisdiction a proper 
court to ascertain and determine in each case that arose the 
responsibility therefor and the measure of compensation, if 
any, that should be made on the part of the United States. 
Congress having had attention called to this matter in last 
year's appropriation bil1, took no action thereon. The number 
of collision claims continued to increase. Some of great im· 
portance were presented to us, and consequently in this bill we 
hnve submitted to the House legislation which will permit-
the owner or owners, citizens, or aliens, of any ship or vessel, for
eign or domestic, to sue the nited States in any United States district 
court sitting as a court of admiralty-

! am reading only an extract from the provision which will 
be found on page 4 of the report~ 
for any damage, loss or injury, attributable to mismanagement of any 
vessel owned by the United States or to the negligence or want of skill 
o! those in charge thereof, by collision. 

The provision inserted in the bill on page 75 was similar to 
a bill offered to this House, drm,-n, as we were advised, by 
eminent admiralty lawyers com ersant with this class of cases 
so as to protect properly the interests of the Goverrnnent, and 
I trust the House . will give serious consideration when it is 
reached. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
1\fr. LITTAUEJR. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBEJRTS. Are the provisions of your proposed legis

lation broad enough to allow private individuals compensation 
for other damages than collisions between Government vessels 
nnd private vessels? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do not think so. 
Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman is aware there are claims 

arising for damage to cables and piers and other property which 
do not arise from collisions. 

1\fr. LITTAUER. This legislation proposed is for "any dam
age, loss, or injury to such sllip or vessel, or owner or owners, 
or to the owners of any cargo laden thereon, or to any property 
on board thereof, arising from or attributable to the mismanage
ment of any vessel owned by the United States, or to the neg
ligence or want of skill of those in charge thereof, by collision ; " 
so we think it covers only collision cases. 
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Mr. PARSONS. In the case of a war vessel where they admit 

the Go\ernment officers were at fault, and they, together with 
the owner of the vessel, agree on the amount of the damage, is 
it none the less necessary that the owner of the vessel should 
go to a court and sue? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The character of the proceeding which the 
gentleman has just described is the usual one that prevailed 
in the past. It was customary, under Treasury regulations 
authorized by law, to hold a board of inquiry. The naval offi
cers appointed on this board decide on the amount of the 
damage, also whether the responsibility for the damage was the 
cause of the action of the Government vessel. Such report was 
submitted to Congress. When these collisions were but few 
the Committee on Appropriations considered them; but they 
amount now to so many cases that the committee called the 
attention of Congress to this sort of settlement, and asked 
Congress to remedy this course of procedure by legislation. 
No action was taken thereon, and consequently we submit the 
present provision. · 

1\Ir. PARSONS. Why should the owner of the yessel be put 
to all the trouble of going to the courts when the· officera of 
the Government and he agree the Government was at fault 
and they agree on the amotmt of damage? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Then it would come before the Com·t of 
Claims, and you know what a graveyard that is. There is no 
provision whereby such claims can be paid Uilder· any authority 
of law ; consequently such damage claims-collision claims-:-are 
submitted to our Committee on Claims for favorable Con
greasional action, if it can be had. 

Mr. ROBERTS_ Will the gentleman yield for- a: further 
question? 

1\Ir. LITTAUER. Certainly. 
- l\Ir~ ROBERTS. Does not the gentleman think it good policy 
to broaden this legislation a little more, so as to cover all 
claims that may arise from damage by naval vessels? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do not think so. I fear the provision 
we have inserted here may draw forth severe critici".IDl. It was 
the very best that we knew how to formulate. It surely is 
a step in the right direction and makes provision for proper 
consideration. I. hope that in another year we may success
fully submit a much broader provision for the dispo-sal ef 
claims in general. wherein the Government, through its officers, 
after examination, reports to Congress its determin~tion that 
we owe a just debt because of some emergency, and that this 
eonclusion be framed with authority of law that it can be 
considered by the House without goinft through all the ma-
chinery of the Committee on Claims. • 

:Mr. NEEDHAM. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LITTAUER. Yes. 
Mr: NEEDHML I take it that the provisions. increasing · 

the appropriation for the Internal-Revenue Service, referred to 
on pages 7 and 8, are because of the passage of the sweet-wine 
law? 

Mr. LITTAUER. That is" the reason. -
1\Ir. NEEDHAM. That is the reason I. asked the question 
Mr. LITTAUER. I will state to the gentleman from Cali-

fornia that the additional amounts insm~ted here were because 
of recommendations submitted by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, who declared that these amounts would be necessary 
because of the passage of the law referred to, and that the addi-
tional provision here made is ample for the purpose. · 

Mr. NEEDHAM. It was his recommendation that there be 
$85,000. You have one provision here of $60,000. 

Mr. LITTAUER. And another one of $25,000. 
Mr. NEEDHAM. But yon make no provision there as to the 

fiscal year. Ought there not to be a provision here for 1907? 
Ought not the provision in lines 15, ·16, and 17, on page 8, refer 
to the fiscal year 11)07, the snme as the provision in lines 9 to 
12,· on the same page? 

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gentleman will reserve th-at inquiry 
until the item is reached in the bill, I think I can gtve him a 
propm· answer, while at the present. I · would not be able to do so 
definitely. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LITTAUER. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman have any objection to having 

an amendment to the bill carrying those items in the omnibus 
light-house bill which are· not- carried in the sundry civil bill to~ 
at least, a reasonable amount of the authorization?. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I am not acquainted with the items. I 
know there were a number of items submitted to ns for the 
repair and rebuilding of light-houses and keepers' houses that 
were omitted from this bill because- they had been included in 
the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairm~n, there was an omnibus fight-house 

bill passed through this House· that became a law recently. car:. 
rying: about nineteen hundred thousand dollars altogether, and 
a portion of those items were put in the sundry civil bill in the 
Senate, the sundry civil bill having passed the House before 
the light-house bill became a law. But a portion of those items, 
which are needed very much, were not put in tbe sundry civil 
bill in the Senate, which, instead of inserting those, inserted 
some not authorized by law. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Are these authorized by law? 
:Mr. MANN. These are authorized by law. 
1\lr. LITTAUER. If authorized by law, why can not the gen-

tleman submit an amendment at the proper time? · 
Mr. 1\IANN. I propose to ee that an amendment is sub· 

Ibitted. But I ask the· gentleman whether be had considered or 
whether he would resist such an amendment? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I certainly would not if the gentleman 
would state his reasons therefor, and they are not subject to a 
point of order. 

Mr. MAl~. They are not subject to a point of order. 
Mr. LITTAUER. Now, gentlemen, if you will return to the 

report submitted in connection with this bill, you will find the 
various totals of appropriation for each Department, and also 
the chief items thereunder. I cailed your attention to the fact 
that the bill carries specific items aggregating ten millions and 
a quarter, but that does not properly represent the total amount 
that this l)Hl will withdraw from the Treasury of the United 
States, because included in this bill is a judgment of the Chero
kee Nation of $1,111,284.70 rendered by the Court of Claims, 
affi:r:med by the Supreme Court of the United States, which car
ries with it interest at the rate of 5 per cent from June-12, 1838, 
wliich will require an additional expenditure of between $3,700,:. 
000· and $4,000,000. It is the consummation of neglect. of Con
gress to pay what has been declared to be a Just debt of the 
Government to the Cherokee Indians-a debt which has been 
permitted to. run along year after year until in the very last 
days of the Fifty-seventh Congress- action was taken which re
sulted in the decree which I have refen·ed to, carrying such an 
enormous amount of fnterest. 

Another item which it is proper I should refer to is one· of 
$375,U8.94, ' to reimburse the State of Texas in- accordance with 
the provisions of the deficiency bill passed in the last day of 
the- last Congress, approved March 3, 1905. The provision reads 
as follews: 

The Secretary of War is hereby directed to inqui~e and report to 
Congress for its consideration what sum or sums of money were actu
ally expended by the State of Texas during the period of time between 
February 28, 1855, and June 21, 1860,-for. payment of State volunte.ers 
or rangers, called futo service by authority of the governor of Texas 
in defense o! the frontier of that State against Mexican marauders and 
Iudiun depredations, for which reimbursement has not been made· out 
of the Treasury of the United States. 

The Secretary of War, in accordance with the provision, re· 
ports to Congress. the amount so expended was $375,418.94, and 
no evidence has been found showing that the State of Texas 
was reimbursed out of the Treasury of the United States for 
any of the. expenditure included in that amount. Your Com
mittee on Appropriations, considering the character of the leg
islation which called for this report, believed the insertio-n of 
this item in the bill was required. 

Now, of the ten millions and a quarter submitted in this billt 
three millions and a half is required to pay judgments- an·d 
claims passed to us from the courts. Three million dollars is 
necessary to be added to the permanent annual appropriation 
for the administration of the customs laws. Gentlemen will 
remember that an annual appropriation is made in two semi· 
annual parts of $2,750,000. The Comptroller of the Treasury 
has declared that the· appropriation for the second half is not 
available during the first half of the year, a-nd consequently 
it is necessary to anticipate at this time an annual deficiency 
of $3,000,000. Add to these items $2,000,000 for the San Fran
cisco disaster, and we have a total of eight millions and a half 
out of ten millions and a quarter carried in this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman will permit me. 
.1\fr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 
1\Ir: PERKINS: · I did not understand the statement about the 

Cherokee claim. I see the appropriation for it is $1,134,000. 
1\Ir. LITTAUER. And if the gentleman will read alo~g a lit

, tle -furth-er he will notice·" and such chtim for interest as may be 
found to be due in accordance with the decree of the court." 

1\Ir. PERKINS. Is it not necessru·y in this appropriation bill 
to state the whole amount? The bill, then, is not merely for 
ten millions, but for fourteen millions? 

Mr: LITTAUER. The- bill will actually withdl.-uw from the 
United States Treas-ury $14,250,000. The sum had to be left in
definite because the computation of interest had n-ot yet been 
made. Moreever ,. thfr decree: declares: that interest sfulll rnn 

. ' 

. 
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until the amount is paid, and makes provision that the amount 
shall be paid to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall be its 
distributer and recognize certain claims of attorneys. 

1\Ir. PERKINS. Is $14,000,000 really the total amount of the 
bill, or are there some other items that do not appear? 

Mr. LITI' A ER. There is one other item, an adjudicated 
claim in connecti~n with the District of Columbia, of $o6,000, 
that carries interest; but it is inconsequential in amount. 

1\fr. PERKINS. No other large item that does not appear? 
1\fr. LITTA ER.· None other. Mr. Chairman, because of a 

recent d~cision of the United St..<ttes Supreme Court, it has be-
come urgently necessary to ratify and legalize the collection o:t 
duties; e.·port and . import, collected in the Philippine Islands 
by the provisional military government established by Presidenl 
McKinley, continued under President Roosevelt, prior to March 
8, 1902, the date when Congress passed the first Philippine tarit'f 
act. Congress shortly thereafter passed a law, approved July 
1, 1902, in which it was supposed that duties collected prior to 
March 8 of that year had been ratified. · But before the passage 
of that act suit had · been brought in the Court of Claims to 
cover duties paid between the ratification of the peace treaty, 
in April, 1899, and March, 1902, the date when the first Philip
pine tariff act was passed. The United States, in defending 
those suits, took the ground that a state of war existed which 
justified the impo ition of these tariff duties as a military 
exaction, and that they were ratified by the act of July 1, 
1902. But the Supreme Court, in a recent decision, has decreed 
that the act of July 1, 1902, did not ratify and confirm tlle 
duties collected between April 11, 1899, and March 8, 1902, 
because by its terms it only ratified duties collected in pursu
ance of the Executive order of President McKinley of July 12, 
1898, the war provision, and its amendments. The language o:t 
this law was mo t unfortunate. The Supreme Court decreed 
that the order could be effectn·e only during the war with 
Spain, and in consequence the amendments could apply only 
during the same period, s<,> that duties collected after the treaty 
of peace could not be said to be collected in pursuance of that 
order and its amendments, and were tllerefore not by law within 
the ratification of the act of J'uly 1, 1902. · 

There is grave danger that under this decision a myriad o:t 
claims, amounting to at least $15,000,000, not only for duties 
ollected on goods going into the Philippine Islands from the 

United States, but from foreign countries, may ·be saddled 
onto the United States for payment, and to reimburse persons 
:who had already reimbursed tllemselves for the duties they 
paid in the prices at which they sold their imported and ex
ported merchandise. Tllere is not the slighte t equity in favor 
of these claims, and it is but right and just that Congress 
prevent snell collection by curative legislation. The Supreme 
Court has expressly upheld the power of Congress to so ratify 
tariff duties originally collected without authority of law. The 
amendment proposed in this bill will ratify the duties collected. 
Of course it can not invalidate judgments already entered. It 
will affect pending causes, and will and ought to affect the 
myriad of claims that will be filed llereafter. Your committee 
were impreseed witll the belief that the propo ed provision is 
valid in law; but if it is not valid, then the claims will not 
be affected injuriously by it. If, however, this provision is 
within the power of Congre s, there is not the slightest doubt 
of our duty to protect the Government against such inequitable 
claims by !:orne curative legislation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for another ques
tion? 

:Mr. LITTAUER. Yes. 
Mr. PERKINS. I see that the bill provides for duties on 

goods imported into the islands, and also on goods exported. 
Are tllere export duties? 

Mr. LITTAUER. There were. 
· 1\Ir. PERKINS. On goods that were sent out from the Phil
ippine I slands? 

1\Ir. LITTAUER. There were. 
l\Ir. PERKINS. At that time? 
l\Ir. LI'ITAUER. At that time. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I de

sire .to ask the gentleman from New York from what document 
he has been reading? 
_ Mr. LITTAUER. I was reading an extract I had made from 
a document that had been submitted to me, reviewing the stand
ing of these claims. 

Mr. SULLIVAN .of Massachusetts. Submitted by an officer 
of the Government? 

Mr. LITTAUER. It was a private letter-! believe it would 
be so considered-a private letter from the Secretary of War 
to a Member of Congress, not to myself. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I did not suppose there 

was anytlling confidential in it. That was why I asked the 
question. Now, may" I ask whether it is the intention of the 
framers of this legislation to affect the interests of those who 
have already brought suit for a refund of tllese duties ? 

Mr. LITTAUER. It is. It would affect all pending suits. 
Of cour e it could not affect judgments already enter ed ; and I 
will say to the gentle:nan from Massachu etts that if he will 
reserve discussion of this matter until the bill is finished-for 
I believe it will lead to a considerable discussion-it is my 
purp:>se to ask unanimous consent to pass it over witllout 
prejudice until it is reached on page 4, reserving the dis
cussion until tlle bill has been completely read. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of :M:as acimsetts. I will say to the gentle
man now that I shall object to its being pa.S e<l over, so tllat the 
gentleman may understand that it will have to be consider d 
when it is reached. But I think it is just as well to bring out 
in advance the scope of the proposed act. I take it tllat it is 
the purpose of this act to defeat the right to recover back taxes 
illegally paid, not only of those who have brought suits whicll 
have ri.ot been prosecuted to judgment, but also of tllose persons 
who have paid taxes and have not yet brought suits; Is that 
statement correct? 

Mr. LITTAUF.m. That statement is unquestionably correct, 
and we believe it is based upon proper equity. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I want to ask, further, if 
it is not a fact that only two suits have been brought for the 
refunding of these taxes, and whether other suits were not 
brought because of an agreement with the~ Solicitor-General 
that these two suits should be regarded as test cases, and there
fore there would be no necessity of filing claims in the otller 
cases? · 

Mr. LITTA UER. I never heard of any such agreement, nor 
do I know whether the Solicitor had a right to enter into any 
such agreement. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. There is no question 
about the right o:f the Solicitor to make such an agreement, it 
seems to me; but I asked the question simply because one of the 
attorneys for the claimants-John G. Carlisle-made a state
ment in his brief which indicates that such an agreement was 
made beD.veen these claimants and the Attorney-General's 
Department. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me an answer? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Mas achusetts. Yes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. HaN tlle Assistant Attorney-General or the 

Attorney-General himself the power and authority to enter into 
an agreement of that kind and thereby biri.d the Government of 
the United States? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Ma sacllusetts. I think there is no ques
tion of his power to have certain cases treated as test cases. 

· He could not compel the claimants to wait; but I think there is 
no question of his power to make an agreement that certain 
cases shall be treated as test cases, which cases involve the 
same principles and are on all fours with the other cases. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman claim that the Attorney
Gener·al or any attorney could make an agreement where an 
action had not been brought that would, for instance, waive the 
statute of limitations against the claimant? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. No; I do not think he 
would have that power; but I do not think any claimant. would 
be foolish enough to allow the statute of limitations to dispose 
of his rights. I assume that if such an agreement were made 
before the statute operated as a bar the claimant would in
form the Attorney-General and begin his action. I think it is 
within the gentleman's own experience that attorneys have 
agreed that certain cases should be test cases. The question is 
not whether his action should bind Congress; we know it could 
not; but there is a question involved in it that is a question of 
honor. If these claimants were given the understanding tllat 
the cases before the courts would be decisive of the other cases 
which later might be brought and judgment entered upon them 
without a trial, and then Congress should legislate so as to 
defeat the rigllt of the claimant who thus waited, I should say 
that that would be a state of facts which migllt invite criticism 
and which Members of Congress ought to be apprised of. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SE ~ATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. PARKINSON, its rend
ing clerk, announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendment of the House of Rept;esentatives to the bill (S 4403) . 
to amend an act entitled "An act to regulate tile im:;nigratlon of 
aliens into the United States," approved March 3, 1903, bad 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses tllereon, and had appointed Mr. DIL
LINGAM, Mr. LonaE, and Mr. McLAURIN as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 



1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECOR-D-HOUSE. 9289 
The me" age also announced that the Vice-President had ap

pointed 1\fr. PENROSE, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. CLAY members Of the 
joint committee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in the 
post-office appropriation bill of the present session, to investi
gate, con ider, and report, by bill or otherwise, to Congress re
garding mail matter of the second class. 

GE 'ERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The committee resumed its session. 
Ir. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest this: 

. Suppo e a number of these cases were brought in the Court of 
Claims and the Solicitor-General and attorneys for the claimant 
agreed that one or two of them should be carried right through 
to the United States Supreme Court in order to establish the 
law. Suppose meanwhile the others should be held in abey
ance, does not the gentleman from New York think that the 
Solicitor-General would have power to make that agreement? 

l\1r. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, the answer to the gentleman 
is plain and familiar to any lawyer. Where actions have actu
ally been brou~ht-where, for instance, twenty claimants have 
brought t\\enty dH'ferent suits and the attorney appears for the 
defendant in all the twenty actions, he, of course, has the power 
and often does agree that one case shall be tried, and by tllat 
trial shall the decision in the other nineteen actions that haTe 
been brought be decided. But to say that any lawyer for the 
Government or for any private party has the power to make an 
agreement where no action has been brought by the man at all, 
where there is no proceeding in court, where the party has not 
taken any step to secure his rights, to say to him, "You needn't 
sue, you needn't bring any action "-there is no attorney, _no 
action-but some time in the future he says, "You may brmg 
your suit and my client will not plead the statute of limitations 
or any other ri-ght be may have," is of course a claim that no 
client could make. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, 
its reading clerk, announced that the· Senate had further in
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend 
an act entitled "An act to regulate commerce," approved Febru
ary 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

RAILWAY RATE REGULATION. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 1\fr. Speaker, I call up the message from 
the Senate on the rate bill, and ask unanimous consent that the 
Bouse consider it at this time and do further insist upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate and consent to 
the request or the Senate for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent, without the Committee of the Whole formally rising 
at this time, to consider the bill referred to with the Senate 
amendments, and that the H~mse do f-urther insist on its dis
agreement to the Senate amendments and agree to the confer
ence asked. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Chair announced the. following conferees on the part ot 

t he House: Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. RICHARDSON o! 
Alabama. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its sitting. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. l\Ir. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle

man in charge of tbe bill if we can not go on now with the read-
ing of the.bill at tbis time? . 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I would think it most de
sirable that the committee pro_ceed now with the reading of the 
bill, and I would state that when items requiring full discus
sion are reached we will not in any way try to limit debate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is "the understanding on this side 
of the House. 
· 1\fr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
New York yield? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes. 
1\fr. SHERLEY. As long as the discussion has been brought 

up in regard to these Philippine claims, I desire to now read, if 
the gentleman will permit, a short statement in regard to the 
agreement or understanding that was bad to the effect that two 
cases be considered as te-t cases for all the others. It will take 
only a minute or b•,;o to do so. I read from a brief touching tile 
matter prepared by John G. Cru·Iisle, counsel in said cases : 

It so happens that only two cases were actually before tee Suprem~ 
Court-the W'arner Barnes-case, which Involves some lji71,000, a nd the 
Lincoln case. which involves about $700. Following a well-estatlished 
precedent with respect to all claims for the recovery of taxes unlawfuJly 
exacted, counsel filed all their claims in time to save the bar of the 

statute of limitations, and then by agreement with counsel for the Gov
ernment took these cases to the Supreme Court as test cases. Counsel 
might otherwise have had judgments entered in all the cases dismissing 
the petitions, and then have appealed on all the cases to the Supreme 
Court and had that court reverse the judgments below in all the cases, 
and directed judgments to be issued in conformity with the opinion. 
This, however, would have thrown an utterly useless amount of labor 
both upon the Court of. Claims and the Supreme Court. No practical 
good which counsel could have foreseen would have been accomplished 
by entering a hundred judgments in identical form, taking a hundred 
additional appeals, and entering a hundred judgments of reversal. The 
course which was followed has always been adopted and is tltc only 
reasonable and sensible course to pursue under similar circumstances; 
having been adopted in these cases by ag1·eement with the Government's 
rept·csentative, good taith requires that the result should not be dis
turbed by legislati>e enactment. 

While the other cases were not actually on the docket ot the Supreme 
Court, yet the Attorney-General, upon the,petition for rehearing in the 
statement to which we have alluded, t old the · cot1rt that the other 
claims pending in the Court ot Claims, amounting to over $3,000,000, 
all depended uPQn the decision in the Warner Barnes case. 

I think it important that that statement of the Government's 
agreement should go into the RECORD at this time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. :Mr. Chairman; with the understanding 
with the gentleman from New York [Mr. LITTAUER] in cllarge 
of the bill that when specific cases come up which our side or 
the gentleman's side wishes to discuss discussion may then 
be bad, I think we better go on with the reading of the bill. 

.Mr. LITT.A UER. There will be ample time gi-ven and no at
tempt made to limit debate on any matter in connection with 
items carried in this bill referred to by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] . 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, when the sundry civil ap
propriation bill was under consideration and the attempt was 
made to have some general debate on that bill, we were assured 
that if we would hurry through with it we would have time 
upon the general deficiency bill. 1\fy friend from Minnesoh 
[Mr. TAWNEY] gave us that assurance. I do not want, if I can 
help it, to see general debate cut off in this manner. Seycral 
gc!ltlemen on this side of the Chamber wish time, as, for in
stance, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BunGEss] and the gentle· 
man from Missouri [Mr. LLoYD], and several others. I hope the 
debate will be all<nved to run on a while longer. I would be 
willing, if the gentleman will give me two hours on this side, to 
then close the general debate. 
- Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] has referred to the statement 
that I made at the beginning of the consideration of the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, I will say that I did make the statement 
that when the general deficiency bill was reported to the House . 
tllere would, in all probability, be ample time for general debate, 
for the reason that that bill would unquestionably be held in 
tbe House until the light of adjournment could be seca at the 
other end of the Capitol. At the present time I think e\ery 
Member. of the Hom:e is beginning to see the end of this c~s
sion, provided we can proceed with the consideration of tile 
appropriation bill that is now before the committee. I also 
stated at that time that following the sundry civil bill would .. 
be the amendment to the administrative tariff act, on which 
there would be general debate. Tbat bill is now before the 
House----

llr. WILLIAMS. With three hours at night. 
:Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). And general debate is being bad 

on that bill, and I feel confident that amp.e time will be afforded 
to ev-ery man wh.o wants to make a political speech during the 
consideration of that bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's confidence 
upon that question is misplaced. We will get three hours at 
night for general debate-one and a half hours to a side upon 
that bill. If we adjourn Friday or Saturday that means only 
that many nights-to-night, Wednesday and Thursday and pos
sibly Friday-and that will not mean by any means the amount 
of debate that is absolutely necessary, if requests are complied 
with. Now, I ask the gentleman to permit the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. LLOYD] to have an hour now. I will not ask any 
other time to-day. · 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Mis
sissippi interrupted me, I was about to say, not\>ithstanding the 
statement I made and assurances I gave to the other side of the 
House as to the opportunities for debate in the remainder of the 
ses ion, the gentleman from Mississippi refused to grant the cou
sent that was asked for, and forced me to move that the commit
tee rise and go into the House to close debate by motion; there
fore if there was any statement made by me regarding the matter 
it was not accepted by the gentleman from :Mississippi at that 
time. He is therefore not entit ed. to the consideration now that 
be otherwise would be entitled to had be accepted my state!llent. 

:Mr. WILLIAMS. In other words, because I did not make any 
bargain with the gentleman, then what the gentleman held forth 
as a promise to our ear does not go? 

-



9290. -co~GRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. JUNE 26, 

Mr. TAWNEY. NQ; in other words, because you then refused 
to accept the proposition which I then offered--

1\Ir. WILLIAMS. And it seems I have been justified rn what 
I thought--

1\fr. TAWNEY (continuing). You forced us to adopt. the plan 
which deprives you of consideration now. 

Mr. WILLIAl\fS. No; but " let the dead past bury its dead," 
in the words of a poet, who was not a philosopher, becaus~ the 
dead can ne1er bury itself nor anything else. I ask now that 
the gentleman from Missouri [.Mr. LLoYD] have an hour. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Do you mean by that, when that hour has 
been exhausted the general debate on this bill shall end? 

1\Ir. WILLIAMS. I am willing that all general debate shall 
tben end, or the Republican side shall have an additional hour 
and then end. 

hlr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to call tpe attention of 
tile committee to the fact that the minority member, or minority 
members of the committee, reporting this bill did not ask this. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was stated nobody wanted time, but 
gentlemen do want time. 

hlr. TAWNEY. Do we want time to discuss the bill? 
1\fr. FITZGERALD. I suggest the gentleman give an hour 

to this side, and we will get through more quickly and happily. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to suy to the gentleman in charge 

of the bill I have had no application for time. I asked Mr. 
BRUNDIDGE, the other member; if he had, and he said no. 

1\fr. WILLIAMS. But they came to me, and -I have applica
tions for ten hours. The habit is to come to me for time for 
political debate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I agreed with the gentleman in charge 
of the bill that, providing discussion could be had on this side 
of the IIouse on certain paragraphs in the bill, that we were 
ready to ha:re the bill read. That is the agreement. But we 
get more than an hour ; we get more ~n two hours under th~ 
anangement we made. . 

purpose for which. customs duties can be properly levied and 
the scope and rate of taxation. The Democratic party teaches 
the equality of tax burdens and demands that the rates shall 
be fixed so ·as to produce the revenue necessary to meet the 
just demands of the Government. The Republican party in
sists that the customs duty should be laid primarily to protect 
the American manufacturer from the competition of foreign
made goods, · and, at the same time, provide the Government's 
revenue. In effect, .the Democratic party is for low tari.ff and 
the Republican party for a high tariff. One is an organization 
that would lay tribute upon certain industries and commodities 
to uphold the Government, and, to that extent, protect the 
manufacturer against his foreign competitor. The other party 
would protect the manufacturer against competitors from other 
countries and incidentally raise the revenue to meet the finan
cial demands· of the Government. 

In nearly every address made thus far during this session by 
Republican speakers reference has been made to existing pros
perity and an attempt has been made to create the impression 
that whatever of material advancement there may be it is due 
to Republican ascendency. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
LANDIS], in his attractive address II}ade several days since, com
pared present conditions with those of 1893 and then remarked 
that it had been his good fortune to travel all over New EnglMJ.d 
in the last few years and that "it is now one continuous hive 
of industry." No prosperity is genuine that does not come to 
all the people. The census of the United States shows that, 
with one exception, the New England States were not worth as 
much in farms and farm values in 1900 as in the year 1880. 
This industry is tile foundation of all others and the country can 
not be considered truly prosperous unless the farmer shares in 
that prosperity. 

I submit herewith a table· showing the value of all farm prop
erty, including the land, both in 1880 and 1900 in a number of 
the States: 

Value of aU tarn., property. 1\Ir. TA WNEJY. The gentleman from Mississippi should 
understand that an agreement has already been made between Maine: 
the minority member on the subcommittee in charge of the bill }~68 :::=::::::::::::==:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: $}n: ~~8: 8~~ 
on his side of the House and the gentleman in charge of the 
bill on this · side to close d-ebate and go on with the reading of Decrease ----------------------------------
.the bill. Now, does he desire to disturb that agreement? New Hampshire~ . 

.Mr. WILLIAMS. I certainly do desire to disturb that agree- 1880 ----------------------------------------' 
ment. As a Member of this House, under these circumstances r 1900 -----------------------.:..-------------r 

1,394,135 

88,715,6!)3 
85,842,096 

for one can not consent to the agreement. Now, I will agaip. Decrease -----------------------------------2-, -8-73-,-G-9-7 
ask the gentleman to agree with me to give the gentleman from 
.1\Iissouri [Mr. LLOYD] an hour. · Vermont: 

:Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Let me make this statement for a mo- }~gg ::::::=::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: i5g: ~M: ~~~ 
ment. It is true I stated, as a minority member, to the gentle-
man from New York that I did not desire to discuss this sub- Decrease ----------------------------·---- 22, 360, OG3 
ject, because it had been explained; but the gentleman will connecticut: 
recall the fact that on yesterday I went to him and made the 1880 ---------------------------------------"" 135, 185, 834 
request for time for general debate, mentioning the name of the 1900 --------------------------------.:.____ 113, 305, 5 o 
gentleman from Missouri [1\fr. LLOYD] as one gentleman who 

Decrease --------------------------------desired to speak. 
Mr. LITTAUER. Positively so; and my m1swer was we de- Rhode Island: 

sired at this late day in the session not to have any general }~~g :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::: 
d~bate on this bill, but there would be opportunity in the even
ing sessions for general debate--

Decrease ______ ,: ________ . _______________ _ 

21,880,254 

20,030,046 
2G,989,189 

2,049,857 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. And for that reason the request was de-
1 

New .Jersey: 
dined, and no time for debate on this bill .would be allowed. It 1880 ---------------------------------------- 212, 678, 330 
is true I have stated to ~he gentleman that so 'far as I was per- ' 1900 ------------------------------------ 189, 533, 6GO 
sonally concerned I did not desire to discuss this bill. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Our desire is to get through with this bill 
as rapidly as we can, and if the suggestion of the gentlrunan-

Mr. WILLIAMS. I can assure him that if he will give the 
gentleman from .l'.fissouri an hour, he will get through just as 
rapidly. 

Decrease -----------------~---------------- 23,144,670 

New York: 

~~~g :::::::==:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:=::: I:~tg:~~~:~~~ 
Decrease ---------------------------------- 156,913,870 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent . Pennsylvania: 
that general debate on this bill close in two hours, one hour to 1880 -------------------------------------- 1, 095, 405, 324 
be controlled by . the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRUN- 1900 ---------------------------------------- 1, 051, 629, 173 
DIDGE] and the other hour by myself, if I desire to occupy so 
much -time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. LIT
TAUER] asks that general debate on the pending bill be closed 
in two hours, one hour to be controlled by himself and the other 

Decrease -----------~---------------------- 43,776,151: 

Ohio: 
1880 ---------------------------------------- 1,2G1,726,263 
1900 ---------------------------------------- 1,198,923,946 

·hour by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.• BRUNDIDGE]. Is Decrease --------------------------------- 62, 802, 317 
there objection? ~ Does this look like extraordinary progress, when in the great 

There was no objection. 
1 

manufacturing districts of the Northeast the farms are growing 
Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield one hour, or so poorer instead of richer? 

nmch thereof as he may desire, to the gentleman from Missouri The gentleman from Indiana, with dramatic effect, told of 
[Mr. LLOYD]. . the country being insolvent and bankrupt, with an empty •.rreas-

:Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, the tariff has always been a ury and industries idle from 1893 to 1897, and of the visit of 
perplexing question to the people of the Uil.ited States and a Coxey's army. It might be well now, instead of reference to tbe 
subj2ct .of contention between political parties. 'rhere are, and. small Co:xey army of 1\f.ay, 1894, to heed the demands of or17an
eter have been, ·t-.-n> theories on the subject, differing in the ized labor. It is here now, as every one knows, s-everal millions 
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strong pleading for legislation through its 1.·epresentatives. It 
insists upon an anti-injunction law, pleading for an eight-hour 
law, and other important measures, but this House, under the 
powers that control, is prohibited from consideration of such 
bills and denied the right to vote thereon. 

You may not be aware that in the decade from 1890 to 1900 
tilere was less decrease by $225,000,000 in the territory hereto
fore alluded to than in the one from 1880 to 1890 in agricul
tural wea lt h. He did not inform you, but of course he knew 
it, that there was greater material development and general 
increase of wealth in the decade covering that ·period of horror 
and despair ·which be describes as "the Grover Cleveland 
period " than in the decade preceding. It is argued that money 
is plentiful, and that bank deposits are greater than ever be
fore, that money can be found for investment on every band; 
but has it occurred to the gentleman that with the growth of 
bank deposits there has been a corresponding increase of bank 
loans? In other words, that the indebtedness of the people is 
greater to-day than ever ·before. There was deposited in the 
banks of the United States in 1895 $4,921,267,817; in" 1905 the 
sum of $11,350,000,000. I have been unable to secure a com
plete statement of all the moneys loaned by the yarious kinds 
of banks at both periods, but from the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury the amount loaned by the national banks can 
be obta ined. 

There was deposited in the national banks in 1895 $1,736,-
022,007. In 1905 they had increased to $3,783,658,494, or about 
the same proportionate increase as in the deposits of all the 
banks of tile counh'Y. There was loaned by the national banks 
in 1895 $2,016,639,536. In 1905 the loans amounted to the 
enormous sum of $3,899,170,328. The same per cent of the 
loans to the deposits would indicate that there is now loaned 
by the banks of the United States $1l,G90,000,000, an increase 
of debt to the banks since 1895 of $6,275,000,000, or twice the 
amount of indebtedness of 1895. This astounding fact led me 
to make inquiry of the banking conditions in Shelby County, 
Mo.-a purely agricultural district-the county in which I have 
the honor to r eside. From the sworn statements of the officers 
of the banks made on April 3, 1895, and November 9, 1905, 
respectively, I found this condition: There was on deposit in 
the banks in 1895 $298,453.39, but in the later period it was 
more than three times as great. It had reached the sum of 
$1,022,140.79. If this be the test of prosperity, our people are 
abundantly blessed. On examination of the same statement 
I find that there was loaned by the banks in 1895 $315,350.70, 
but I was surprised to learn that the amount loaned by the 
banks in 1905, had more than trebled, and amounted to $1,007,-
349.08. There are the same lands in that copnty in about the 
same state of cultivation, with personal property only slightly 
increased in value. Suppose that financial crises should come 
again and land values decrease to what they were in 1895, what 
would be the condition of the people? Far worse than in 1895, 
for there would be the same opportunities for production with 
three times the debt. May it not be said, on careful examina
tion of past history, that prosperity is due largely to tile infla
tion of prices of lands and :fL'\:ed property, and that adversity 
results from the contr action of these values? 

It has been r epeatedly asserted that a. high tariff invariably 
secures prosperity and that a low tariff always brings adversity. 
This has been so often stated, and by persons occupying such 
high stations, that many have been led to accept it as a truth 
wit hout any investigation of the question. It seems to be for
gotten by many that a low-tariff party was responsible for the 
legislation ·for nearly seventy years prior to 18GO, when tile 
Republican party carne into power. Where is the American who 
is · not proud of this Government's growth and achievements 
prior to the civil war? Who would say that it was not a. 
success ? Starting in poverty and overwhelmed by debt, the 

· work of construction began and was continued in a way that 
was a. marvel to the world. The wisest builders of the ages 
participated in its beginning. · It its triumphant march it has 
secured a. relative importance not equaled in the world's his
tory. The Republican can well feel grateful for this Republic 
and congratulate its early progress. The Democrat can rejoice 
that his party trained the Government in its youth, and tilat . 
to-day he is a part of its citizenship. Above it all should be 
the devotion of the individual to his countl'Y and the happy 
realization that we are equal factors in the heritage and are all · 
the recipients of the blessings of free, civilized, and Christian 
government. [:Applause.] 

There has not always been indush·ial sunshine. There have 
been the dark days of financial depression. The causes of these 
crises have not in every case been plainly written. Politicians 
have repeatedly asserted that hard times have come as a result 
of the adoption of given political policies, varying according 
to the views of the party speaking. 'l'here have been several 

marked periods of extreme financial disturbance. Panics be
ginning in 1837, 1857, 1873, and 1893 were the most disastrous 
of these crises. In the light of history we may investigate 
without bias the cause or causes which led to these phenomena. 
It may be safely asserted that the immediate cause was not the 
same in each case, but that the remote and primal causes differ 
but slightly. Some cloudburst of financial wreck started the 
mighty crisis of indush·ial depression, and these varied in each 
crisis. 

Mr. Horace White, in speaking of the panic of 1873 in the 
Fortnightly Review, said: 

The antecedents of this crisis were identical in every other commer
cial crisis, namely, speculation, the act of buying with a view to selling 
at a higher price, and overtrading, or the act of buying and selling 
too much on a given capital. 

Edward Everett, in the Mount Vernon papers, expresses the 
same truth in a different way: 

For speculation carries with it the borrowing of money and over
trading and extensive use o:f credit. 

In speaking of the crisis of 1857, he said: 
If I mistake not, the disaster of 1857 was produced by an enemy more 

formidable tha!l.hos~ile armies, by a ~estilence more deadly than germ or 
plague, by a V1Sltatwn more destructive than the frost o:f spring or the 
blignt of summer. I believe it was caused by a monetary load of debt. 
The whole country, individuals and communities, trading houses cor
porations, town, city, and States, were laboring under a weight of' debt. 
The ordinary business relations of the country were at length arrested 
and the great inst1·ument usually used to carry them on was broken 
down. 

This is a faithful portrayal of the fundamental causes of all 
panics and ought to serve as a deterrent to future failure. It is 
a source of alarm to-day, however, to observe the amount of 
debt in the counh·y. There never was as much money borrowed 
as there is to-day. Money is plentiful and is seeking investment. 
More chances are taken in its use than for many years. More 
money is deposited in the banks and h·ust companies than ever 
before. But more money is loaned by them than at any former 
period. Measured by the standard of values of 1906, the masses 
have far more wealth than in 1873 or 1893. 

)Vhen panic comes again, however, values will decrease, as 
heretofore, but debt will not, and this inequality will result in 
ruin in many cases. An obligation easily met in time of ex
panded credit may serve to wreck an individual in times of 
depression. It is a curious fact that the year 1836 produced 
more business than any year prior thereto. The Government 
revenues were nearly $50,000,000 more, and the nearest ap
proach to it was in 1835. The panic carne in 1837, following 
these years of business activity. The year 1856 was likewise a · 
record breaker · and surpassed in export and import any pre
ceding year by nearly $60,000,000, but was .followed by the 
crisis of 1857. Strange as it may appear to him who has not 
investigated the history, the same business activity preceded the 
panics of 1873 and 1893. Eighteen hundred and seventy-two 
surpassed any previous year in its trade by $100,000,000, and 
1892 by $125,000,000. Can the cause of panic be seen in the 
strange fact that the greatest business energy has been seen in 
the year preceding it? Certainly it will not be found in that 
phenomenon alone, .but it may give a clew to the real ca.m:e of 
these financial crises and serve to corroborate the theory that 
debt is the true secret. Many have the impression that the ex
port of gold and silver has much to do with financial condi
tions. 

There can be little doubt that large money exportation and no 
importations would soon impoverish the country, for it would 
seriously affect the circulating medium. In the four years pre
ceding the crisis of 1837 there was slightly more import of gold 
and silver than export. But in the periods preceding 1857, -1873, 
and 1893, there was a large excess in export of both gold and 
silver. These amounts necessarily came out of the circulatin()' 
medium and lessened the money available ·for the demands of 
commerce. Paradoxical as it may seem, there was more money 
deposited in the banks in 1836, 1856, 1872, and 1892, respectively 
than in any previous years. Apparently there was an abun~ 
dance of money at each of these crises, but somehow not where 
it might be used to avert the financial storm. We have no way 
of deter_mining the debts of individuals, firms, and corporations 
at these periods of oepression; but it is safe to say that the 
aggregate of obligations had never equaled those of each suc
ceeding crisis, thus cany~ng out the theory of .Mr. Everett that 
debt was the real explanation. 

Some have believed that the revenues and expenditures of the 
Government would explain the phenomenon, but examination 
sheds little light on the question. In any case, for several years 
immediately preceding the crisis there was a laxge excess of 
revenue over expenses, as the following table will show : 
1833-1836, inclusive -------------------------------- $58, 000, 0.00 
1853-1856 ----------------------------------------- 45,000, 000 

~~~~=i~~~ ========================================= ~~~:888:888 
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In times of depression -or business stagnation it would be ex
pected that there would be a deficit in revenue, and such has 
been the case in every like period, showing that the Government, 
as the individual, feels the stress of these financial crises. It 
may therefore be truthfully a serted that values were greatest 
and speculation most extensive in the years prior . to thest' 
panics. 

There are those who believe and charge that commercial 
crises are due to tariff legislation, and they assert that every 
panic is properly traceable to a low tariff. Henry Clay, who 
was the champion of protection, in a speech in the Senate 
in January, 1837, in protesting against the bill to change the 
tariff duties, said of the compromise low tariff of 1833, then in 
existence: 

I have risen at once purposely to declare that I shall oppose, so far as 
my voice and my vote can go, this disturbance of the comp1·omise ar
ran~ement made in March, 1833, under which the country has 1lour-
1shed in an unparalleled degree. 

The foundation for the statements that are so frequently 
made by politicians that tariff is responsible for the awful 
crises of the pust is found in the strange writings. of one Henry 
C. Carey. 1\Ir. Taussig, in his Tariff History of the United 
States, says with reference to the several crises: 

The protectionists tell us that the compromise tariff caused the dis
astrous crisis of 1837 and 1839 ; that the high tari.tr of 1842 brought 
back prosperity; that depression again followed the passage of the 
act of 1846, and that the panic of 1857 was precipitated by the tariff 
act of 1 57. On the other hand, free traders not infrequently describe 
the period between 1846 and 1860 n.s one of erceptional prosperity, due 
to the low duties then in force. It would not be worth while to allude 
to some of these assertions if they were not so firmly embedded in cur
rent literatUI·e and so constantly repeated in many accounts of eco
nomic history. This is specially the case with the curious assertion 
that the crisis of 1837-1839 was caused by the compromise tariff of 
1833, or connected with it. This assertion had its origin in the 
writings of Henry C. Carey, who has been guilty of many curious 
versions of economic history, but of none more remarkable than this . 
It may be found in various passages in his works, and from these it 
has been transferred to the writings of his disciples and to the argu
ments of protectionist authors and speaket'S in general. Yet no fail·
minded person having even a superficial knowledge of the economic 
history of these years can entertain such notions. The tariff had 
nothing whatever to do with them. 

In speaking of the panic of 1857 Mr. Taussig says : 
We may dispose at this point of a similar assertion occasionally 

made in 1·elation to the cri is of 1857, th~t the tariff act of 1 57 
caused or intensified it. The origin is also traceable probably to Carey. 
It appears in his writings and in those of his disciples. In fact, the 
crisis of 1857 was an unusually simple case of active speculation, over
trading, panic, and depression, and it requires the exercise of great in
genuity to connect it in any way with the tariff act. 

I believe that I am corroborated by all protectionists in the 
statement that the panic of 1873 was not produced .by the tariff 
and that the depre sion that followed up to 1879 was not due 
at least to the protective tariff then in existence, but he who at
tributes the crises of 1837, 1857, and 1&93 to that source ought 
to admit that the one in 1873 came from the same source. It 
is true this woUld not serTe the political purpose, as you can 
readily see, because the Republican party as then in absolute 
control of every branch of the Government. What, then, was 
the cause of the panic of 1873? The same general causes which 
resul ted in the crises of 1837, 1857, and 1893. 

Much has been said about people having no employment after 
the panic of 1893 had begun. Reference is frequently made to 
Cox.ey's army and the soup houses of that time. These state
ments are usually made to deride Democracy, but not to fairly 
meet any political issue. 

Mr. Voltaire, in his writings nearly two hundred yeaTs ago, 
gives a vivid picture of the wild speculative craze prior to ·a 
panic, in which he speaks of John Law. He describes him as a 
gambler and a murderer who conceived the idea of a company 
wllich should pay in notes the debts of a state and should re
imburse himself by the profits. He e-stablished a bank in 1716, 
and then sold the stock on the theory that the new scheme 
would produce enormous profits. Riches came to his coffers, 
the notes circulated profusely, and he became the hero of busi
ne~s venture. He soon turned from Scotsman into Frenchman 
by naturalization, just as some of our captains of .industry 
now become Englishmen. He changed from a Protestant to a 
Catholic, as one noted woman has recently done that she might 
be tlle Queen of S11nin. He abandoned the life of adventure to 
be lord of mo:t beautiful estates. His arrival in public placea 
was followed by dukes, peers, marshals, and bishops ready to 
pay him homage. 'This boom lasted about four years, and then 
clw.nge came, which Voltaire expressed in these words: 

CI'Pdit fell at once. Nothing c-ould be seen but paper. An actual 
poverty began to succeed so great imaginary riches. 

Profes or Nicholson further describes the panic of that time 
(a description not unlike that which might b~ made -of the 

crises of 1837, 185.7, 1S73, and 1893 in this country) in tbe fol
lowing graphic way : 

A few :weeks before the streets were crowded with throngs of peo
ple eager to obtain n,ew issues of shares and indulge in the wilde t 
speculation. Money was abundant, and the consum~tion of wealth 
most extravagant. Now the approaches to the bank were QRCked 
with people drjven by hunger and misery to try to exchange then· bits 
of paper, often the reward of hard work, for money with which they 
might obtain the means of life. On one occasion, on a hot, dark night 
in July, about 15,000 people were wedged in nat-row streets about the 
bank. When the day broke it was found that fifteen persons had been 
crushed to death and trampled upon. This, dreadful as it is, perhaps 
hardly strikes the imagination with such horror as the discovery, in the 
middle of December, of a house in whkh the husband bad killed his 
wife and children and hanged himseH through destitution, whilst in the 
very room was found, with two or t hree half pence, 200,000 llvres of 
bank notes, which at one time would have been worth £10,000. 

I have elsewhere called attention to the anomalous conditions 
before a panic which are very graphically described by Mr. 
Horace 'White in 1876, in these words: 

The appearance of prosperity immediately preceding the panic is so 
ceceitful, the activity of trade and the upward movement of prices ru·e 
so exhilarating that the tornado always finds us with every illch of 
canvas spread. All the ports are open and the crew fast asleep. It is 
impossible to exaggerate the su1!ering caused by these financial storms 
whose vengeance always falls with greatest severity upon those least 
responsible for them and least able to resist them-the laboring poor. 
No one can read the story of Elngland's -poor immediately following the 
commercial crisis of 1816 and 1·825 without a shudder. Nor were those 
of America after the crises of 1837 and 1857 any better provided for 
except as nature had dealt rather more kindly by them. All that man 
could do had been done to turn them shelterless and penniless into the 
streets, to become beggars or barbarians, like the Sunderland sailors, 
the Norwich weavers, and the Bradford wool combers of the mother 
country. 

Few persons are aware how great an obstacle to human progress 
these oft-recurrin.g shocks to industry really are. We see great 
houses go down with a crash, but others come to take their places. 
We see multitudes of operatives thrown out of employment and soup 
kitchens established and charities set on foot to carry them through 
thf,' weary time of revulsion. 'Vbat is not seen is the progress they 
might make if their savings were not swt>.pt away every few years 
through no fault of their own. 

In Johnson's Encyclop~a may be found a portrayal in a 
few words of the inception and effect of commercial cri-ses : 

First, we find a period of speculation. in which every business man 
strives to extend his operations. Prices are rising, pro perity seems 
to be increasing, wages are high, and employment steady. Then comes 
a shock to c1·edit at some weak point in the industrial system; con
fidence is destroyed, prices begin to fall, business men contract their 
.operations, wages are reduced, and working time reduced still more. 
General adversity for merchants, capitalists, and laborers alike suc· 
ceeds the general prosperity of the former period. 

The panic of 1837 affected both Great Britain and the United 
States. In so far as the causes were separate, the same Ency
clopredia says of the United States: 

The financial causes were to be found in the unsound or~anization 
of banks in differ~t parts of the country, not excluding tne United 
States Bank itself. The industrial causes were to be found partly in 
the overproduction of cotton on a credit basis ; partly in the system of 
internal improvements, which had !ocked up much capital in works 
which were not productive, some on account of their mcompleteness, 
some on account of their inhm:ent worthlessness. As long as the 
speculative fever lasted the unsound concerns were able to support one 
another, but with the failure of a few the whole commercial fabric went 
to piece . 

The Bankers' Magazine of November, 1857, in speaking of the 
panic of thil.t year, says the causes which produced it were the 
same as those which resulted in the panic of 1837, viz: 

Overtrading, undue bank expansion, long credits, excessive ~mporta· 
tions from Europe, and speculations in public lands. 

In Hunt's Magazine of January, 1858, in speaking of the 
panic then spending its force, which was characterized as 
" wholesale ruin descended upon them with the rushing speed of 
a tornado," is found this expres ion: 

What is this disaster which has come upon us, when our resources 
are so magnificent? Debt, not to foreign countrie , but among ourselves, 
not on the EUI·opean account, but to one another. · 

Mr. Grabill, in the Amel'ican :Magazine of Civics in 1896, said: 
T!Je crisis of 1857 was similar to that of 1 :w, but more serious in 

its effects; that credit was OVt>l"abundant and loans to te had for the 
asking; sensele s dealing in phantom l'eal es tate wa repeated; that 
increased wealth had stimulated men to overdo all kinds of business. 
'l'he panic was precipitated by the failure of the Ohio Life and Trust 
Company, which was quickly followed by numerous bank failures. 

The panic of 1873 was thus forcefully depicted in the same 
magazine: 

Blind speculation again groped in.to pitfalls; prices were once more 
fabulous and again the crash came. This time a l'hil adelphla bonking 
house was the domino to tart tbe line. The panic was alarmingly 
sudden and appalling in its effects. Soon again id!enez> populated 
the · manufactories and hunger the market places. Stagnation and 
ruin were everywhere. 

The American Journal of Politics in 1894, in an article on 
the cause of panicS, gave this explanation of the phenomenon: 

A tendency to lnfiate credit, a tendency to undue hopefulness. a ten
dency to reckless speculation, and a tendency to undue alarm wh~n 
disaster is imminent. 

The panic of 1873 began with the failure of Jay Cooke & Co. 
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on September 18, but its oncoming was described in an article 
in the Fortnightly Review in 1876 in these words : 

Phenomena antecedent to the crisis were the usual ones-a rise of 
prices, great prosperity, large pro.fits1 high wages and strikes for 
higher. crowded thoroughfares, large Importations, a railway mania, 
expanded credits, overtrading, overbuilding, and high living. 

Jrunes H. Eckels, late Comptroller of the Currency, in di cus
sing tile relation of the money question to the panic of 1893 
and its effect upon the financial condition of the country in the 
North American Review, said : 

It would be unfair, however, to charge in its entirety the present 
condition to a single cause. There must be taken into the account as 
the conh·ibuting elements, unwise speculation, great extravagance, and 
the giving of unllmlted credit to those engaged in purely speculative 
enterprises. 

From the e expressions of the causes of the several crises of 
the past there can be no doubt that the same general conditions 
have prevailed prior to each period of depression; and while the 
accentuating cauj':es at the particular time may slightly vary, the 
di. tress and suffering of the people has been practically the 
same. It is also manifest that nearly every historical writer, in 
speaking of the causes of panic, does not even mention the tariff 
as an indirect or remote cause. In numerous instances, how
ever, specific statement is made that the tariff existing was not 
rel'lponsible for a given panic or crisis. 

l\lr. Clay, the apostle of protection, in speaking of the tariff 
act of 1833, said in a speech delivered in the Senate in 1842: 

With regard to the operations of this act, it is a great mistake to 
say that any portion of the embarrassment of the country has resulted 
from it. Other causes have contributed to this result. 

John Sherman, in a speech made in this House in 1857 on the 
bill to reduce the Walker tariff of 1846, said : 

All parties agree to the absolute necessity of reducing the revenue. 
The danger arising from the accumulation of the coin of the country in 
the subtreasury can .not be overstated. The reduction can only be made 
in one of two modes, either· by enlarging the free list or by a reduction 
of the rates of duty. 

Senator Wilson, of Massachusetts, in speaking of the merits 
of the same bill in the Senate, said of his State: 

Her merchants, manufacturers, mechanics, and business men in all 
the departments of a varied industry want action now, before the 
Thirty-fourth Congress passes away. They are for the reduction of 
the revenue to the actual wants of an economical administration of 
the Government. 

1\fr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years of Congress, in speaking of 
the effect of the tariff of 1846, said: 

The principles embodied in the tariff of 1846 seemed for the time 
to be so entirely vindicated and approved that resistance to it ceased, 
not only among the people, but among the protective economists, and 
even among the manufactw·ers to a large extent. So general was this 
acquiescence that in 1856 a protective tariff was not suggested or even 
hinted by any one of the three parties which presented Presidential 
candidates. 

'!'here was a Democratic tariff in 1837 and 1857 and a Repub
lican tariff in 1873 and 1893. Some protectionists seek to 
charge the panic of 1893 to the Democracy and its ideas on the 
tariff, but no one can question the fact that the McKinley 
tariff remained as the law of the land for fifteen months after 
the panic had been upon the people and until its most dis
astrous effects in business failure had passed. I can not under
stand why the truth should not be frankly stated-that the 
tariff was not responsible for that panic. If 1\fr. Harrison had 
been elected in 1892, there would have been the panic of 1893, 
and if the Democracy had been victorious in 1872, there would 
have been the panic of 1873; the election of a Democratic 
President could not have prevented it. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, 1\:Ir. Shaw, In his speech at 
St. Louis a few weeks ago, opening the campaign there, made 
this statement: 

Is there a farmer in Missouri with so poor a memory as to have for
gotten 1894, when we consumed 45 per cent less wheat per capita than 
.we did in 1892? 

Thereby conveying the information, as it would seem, that 
there was wholesale starvation in 1894. I am grateful that 
starvation has never come to this Republic; whether Democrats 
or Republicans were in control, whether protection for protec
tion's sake or tariff for revenue was the dominant policy, plenty 
bas been found on which to subsist, and the gaunt specter of 
famine has not confronted the people. [Applause.] The Gov
ernment stati tics show that in 1892 there were 612,000,000 
bushels of wheat produced, 226,000,000 bushels were exported, 
leaving for domestic consumption 368,000,000 bushels. If this 
bad all been used by the people, a would have been nearly 6 
bushels for each person. But who would say tllat many bushels 
!Were actually consumed? In 1894. the date to which Mr. S7utw 
refers, the same statistics show that there were produced ouly 
896,000,000 bushels of wheat, that there were exported 16-1,-
000,000 bushels, which left for home consumption 232,000,000 
bushels, or not quite 3! bushels per capita. This is correctly 
~tated to be nearly 45 per cent less than in 1892. But will any-

.one contend that no more wheat was consumed in 189-! per 
capita than the 3~ bushels? If Mr. Shaw did not mean to mis
lead; if he were concerned to tell the whole truth, why did he 
not explain that there was 45 per cent more wheat consmued in 
1896, as gathered from the same statistics, under the WilEon 
tariff than there was in 1894: under the McKinley tariff? Then, 
a.s if to clinch the story by the memory of the farmer, he stated : 

Is there a farmer in Missouri who does not feel the difference be
tween the consumption of more than 6 bushels per capita as against 
3~ bushels per capita during 1894? 

As much as to say how grateful the people should feel since 
they have enough wheat to eat and to spare. How many can 
remember the hunger and scarcity of bread in 1901, when the 
per capita consumption of wheat was more than 2 bushels less 
than it was in 1899 and more than 60 per cent less than it was 
in the next year, 1902? Some one may say you are mistaken; 
1901 was a year of plenty. So it was ; but by the same reason
ing and similar proof as Mr. Shaw uses I hav-e proven it to be 
a year of famine and suffering for bread. 

Secretary Shaw said in his speech made at Youngstown, Ohio, 
last October, in addressing himself to the tariff: 

N~ver in recent yoors bas there been a period of low tariff that has 
not r~sulted in less importations, nor a period of high tariff that has 
not resnltP.d in large importations. 

Then later on he said: 
I expect to be called to account for these utterances and must there

fore furnish the proof. 
For the four fiscal years prior to the operation of the Wilson-Gorman 

law we imported for consumption an average of $12.21 per capita. 
During the next four years we imported only $10.81 per capita, a 

loss of over $1 per capita. 
How unfair this comparison, because it includes a period of 

panic; but let us examine it and see what is really proven. 
The four years prior to the -Wilson-Gorman law, with their 

imports per capita, were as follows: 
1891 ------------------------------------------------ $13.38 
1892 -------------------------------------------------- 12.50 
1893 --------------------------------------------------- 12.73 
1894 --------------------------------------------------- 9.41 

These he classes as years of protection. They were und,er 
the McKinley tariff act, and instead of an increase in im
portations during that period there was actually a decrease of 
$3.97 per capita between 1891 and 1894, prov-ing beyond ques
tion that his statement that high tariff brought large importa
tions is incorrect. 

Now, as to the other four years to which he refers, which 
covers the period of the operation of the Wilson-Gorman law 
and one year beyond it, the importations per capita were: 

1895 --------------------------------------------------- $10.61 
1896 --------------------------------------------------- 10.81 
1897 ------------------------------------------------ 11. 02 
1898 --------------------------------------------------- ·8.05 

The Wilson-Gorman law went into effect August 28, 189!, and 
remained in force until the Dingley bill became a law-July 24, 
1897--or not quite three years, so that the figures of 1898 belong 
to the Dingley-law period. What do the figm·es from 1895 to 
1897 show? Do they sustain the contention of the Secretary 
that importations decreased during the period of the lower 
tariff? Certainly not; but plainly show the contrary. 

But this is drifting somewhat from our investigation. What 
of the crisis of 1893? Mr. BURTON of Ohio, in his excellent work, 
"Crises and Depressions," says: 

The depression in Europe commenced at the end of the year 1890, a 
survey of the situation affording strong arguments that it was due in 
the United States at the same time, lJut, while the onward movement 
was che::ked, the actual crisis was postponed until 1893. 

For this he gave as the principal reasons an unusual demand 
in Europe for food supplies and the inflation of the currency 
produced by the issuance of silver certificates. 

In comparing the crises of 1873 and 1893 Mr. BURTO:'i said : 
In many respects the crisis of 1 93 was followed by disasters more 

severe than that of 1873. There was a more rapid decline of imports, 
.particularly of articles of luxury ; there was a larger number of bank 
failures. The decrease in deposits and the withdrawal of money from 
circulation was continued for a longer time. But it can not be com
pared with that of 1873 in its intensity or in its continuance. 

In the Republican Campaign Handbook of the year 1904, in 
speaking of the panic of 1873, it is said : 

In 1873 the mere failure of one great railroad system not yet com
pleted need not have brought a long period of depression. Recovery 
should have followed. It did not. 

Then, in undertaking to explain the causes of the panic, this 
language is found, the Democrats carried the House in-1874 and 
1876 and their policies and the agitation of their theorie " de
pressed all business and destroyed trade," and that" the country 
has never known worse years than 1877 and 1878." What a 
strange sugge tion. With a large majority in the Senate and 
General Grant as President, what should the Republican party 
fear? Why should they attempt at this late day to throw tbe 
responsibility on the Democratic party when they were wholly 
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responsible for the conditions then existing and for more than a 
year thereafter before an election · in which the Democratic 
party gained only the lower House. Stranger still, in 1878 the 
Democracy secured a majority in both House and Senate, and 
in the next year, 1879, the depression passed away, confidence 
was restored, and prosperity resumed its sway. [Applause.] 

I submit herewith a table showing the imports and exports 
and the amount involved in the failures for the years from 
1875 to 1880, both inclusive. 

Year. Imports. Exports. Failures. 

187'5. ------------------.------------------- $532,000,000 $560,000,000 $201,lfJO,OOO 
1876.-------------------------------------- 460,000,000 594,000,000 191,000,000 
1877--------------------------------------- 451,000,000 63:::1,000,000 190,000,000 
1878.----- ----------- ----- ------------- ---- 437,000,000 696,000,000 234,000,000 
1879.-------------------------------------- 445,000,000 699,000,000 98,000,000 
1880.-------------------------------------- 627,000,000 824,000,000 00,000,000 

From this table it may be observed that exports greatly in
creased from the time the Democracy gained control of the 
House, and was greatest when they contr91Ied both Houses; 
that imports were nearly one hundred millions greater than they 
were in 1875, the first year the Democrats had supremacy in 
the House; that the commercial failures decreased in their ag
gregate from $201,000,000 in 1875 to $66,000,000 in 1880, and 
its greatest reduction was in the years when the Democracy 
was in charge of both branches of Congress. [Applause.] 
These tables plainly show that there is no ground whatever for 
the implication that the Democracy was chargeable with the 
depression from 1873 to f878. Any candid man ought to con
cede the truth at once, that neither the Democrats nor the Re
publicans are wholly responsible for that crisis. But if panics 
are to be chargeable to political parties, then the one of 1873 

. should be charged to the Republicans. If the Democrats are 
charged with the panic of 1873, then, with the same parity of 
r easoning, there can be no way for the Republican party to 
escape responsibility for the panic of 1893, for it captured 
both the House and the Senate by an overwhelming vote in 
1894, and has been in power ever since. [Applause.] Not only 
did the Republican party have both Houses, but the tariff in 
existence up to August, 1894, was of its own making. Tht>se 
facts demonstrate the truth that the nearer the country has 
come to the acceptance of Democratic teaching the better has 
been its condition. [Applause.] 

The Republican Handbook of 1904 and campaign orators of 
the Republican party generally claim as years of Democratic 
tariff the following periods, from 1790 to 1812, 1817 to 1824, 
183-! to 1842, 18-!6 to 1861, 1895 to 1897, and claim the remaining 
years as high-tariff periods. It is more in accordance with the 
trut h ofnistory to say that Democracy was responsible for the 
tariff policy prior to 1860 and the Republican party subsequent 
thereto. But for the purpose of gaining information ou this 
point let us make inquiry as to the conditions at these several 
periods. I also ask you to remember the solemn declaration of 
the last Republican national platform, "A Democratic tariff has 
always been followed by business adversity, a Republican tariff 
by business prosperity." [Applause.] 

The population from 1790 to 1810 increased from 3,900,000 to 
7,240,000, but it may be said that business adversity would not 
deter the immigrant. The wealth during that period increased 
from $620,000,000 to $1,100,000,000. Does such an increase indi
cate a continuous period of adversity? The debt of the United 
States decreased from seventy-five and a half millions in 1791 
to forty-five millions in 1812. Is this evidence of twenty years of 
decline? The money in circulation increased from twenty-six 
and a half millions in 1800 to fifty-five millions in 1810. Does that 
corroborate the Republican contention? The imports and ex
ports, showing the trade with the world, increased from forty
t1n·ee millions in 1790 to one hundred and fifty-two millions in 
1810. The revenues of the Government increased from four and 
two-fifths millions in 1790 to nine and two-fiftbc millions in 1810. 
Why should any man who has regard for the truth of history 
intimate that these twenty years of our Republic were not 
crowned with absolute success? Think of the magnificent 
growth of the young Republic in everything that made for its 
greatness. Are there any twenty years more marvelous in their 
achievement than these? Burdened with debt and with less 
than $160 per capita in property, they began their triumphant 
march to business prosperity. 

In the next decade there came the war of 1812 and with it 
the necessary war taxes, which were removed in 1816. This 
period is in no sense a protection era. It was necessary to raise 
the customs duty to meet the exigencies of war, and the Demo
cratic party, true to its teachings, increased tax burdens because 
it was necessary to meet the extraordinary demands of the 

time. The Democratic party has always taught that it was the 
duty of the Government to meet its legitimate expenses. The 
war of 1812, with its destruction and discouragement, followed 
by a financial depression, bad come in that period. But the 
population increased nearly two and a half millions, the wealth 
of the people four hundred millions, imports and exports were 
about the same at the end of the period as at the beginning, 
money in circulation increased $12,000,000, agricultural products 
increased from thirty-three and a half millions to forty-one and 
a half millions in value. Manufacture held its own, while cotton 
increased its product from 340,000 bales to 600,000 bales. Is 
this not a remarkable showing of recuperation? Would anyone 
say that the victorious party in the war of 1812, with the 
Capitol burned, the White House captured, and the country dev
astated by a foreign foe, that could in less than a decade re
coup its losses, regain its strength, and triumph over adverse 
conditions is a party of adversity or its tariff system a failure? 
[Applause.] 

In the period from 1820 to 1830 there were four years of low 
tariff and six years of higher tariff. These latter years are 
claimed as years of great protection. The exports and imports 
were one hundred and forty-five millions in 1820, one hundred 
and forty-one millions in 1824, one hundred and thirty-fiT"e mil
lions in 1830. The population for the ten years increased 
~,200,000, the money in circulation was twenty millions more, 
the customs receipts were greater by seven millions, the agri
cultural products increased five and a half millions, and manu
factures ten and a half millions. The wealth in 1830 was two 
and three-quarters billions, an increase of 40 per cent in the 
decade, and the national debt was reduced nearly one-half. 
This makes a grand showing, not equal to the first period of 
twenty years, but an advance in population and national wealth 
that is gratifying. 

In the next census period came the commercial crisis of 1837 . 
Tho customs duties were made lower in 1833, but the years 
following up to the panic were fraught with buoyant hopes and 
unexampled prosperity. The statement for the decade is espe
cially encouraging. The population increased 40 per cent, il:p
ports and exports from one hundred and thirty-five millions to 
two hundred and twenty-two millions, the money in circulation 
increased from eighty-seven and a half to one hundred and 
eighty-six and a half millions, the wealth increased over one 
billion one hundred and fifty millions, bank deposits more than 
doubled, agricultural products doubled in value, and manufac
tures increased 70 per cent. This details a record of advance
ment that one could hardly expect unless be was entirely 
familiar with the history of those times. 

In the next census period occurred the Mexican war. It was 
a low-tariff period, excepting from 1842 to 1846. This decade 
made astonishing progress. Population increased 36 per cent ; 
wealth, 80 per cent; money in circulation, 50 pe · cent; money 
on deposit in banks, 200 per cent; receipts from customs duties, 
more than 100 per cent; imports and exports, 44 per cent; man
ufacture of iron: 150 per cent, and agricultural products, more 
tb:m $16,000,000. This is a growth that no one could have 
anticipated. A progress not surpassed in any decade, excepting 
the one following. The growing Republic had rapidly gained 
rank among the older nations, and at 60 years of age did one
thirteenth of the commerce of the world. [Applause.] 

The last decade of Democratic supremacy was from 1850 to 
1860. There was an increase of population of 35 per cent. This 
is a larger per cent of growth than in any subsequent uecaue. 
It increased in wealth from $7,000,136,000 to $1G,1GO,OOO,OOO, 
which was more than 25 per cent greater increa e than in any 
ten-year period since that time. The circulating medium in
creased 15 per cent. Bank deposits increased 215 per cent, far 
more than the increase of any subsequent ten-year period. 
Farms and farm property doubled in value. 

In no decade since have they increased 40 per cent. Manu
factures increased 85 per cent in their values, a development 
not equaled since excepting between 1860 and 1870. The im
ports and exports increased 118 per cent, a growth in trade 
not even rivaled since except between 1870 and 1880, and in 
that period there was 36 per cent less increase. A careful ex
amination of the foregoing facts shows clearly that there was 
greatest progress in material development during the period of 
lowest tariff. History shows that Democratic supremacy has 
meant better times and contradicts the statement so recklessly 
made that Democracy and panic are synonymous terms. [Ap
plause.] 

It is charged by some that under low t ariff there are low 
prices to the producer, and that the farmer's success depends 
upon the carrying out of protective policy. I have made ex
amination of this situation, and the statistics show that the 
producer in the United States had better prices under Demo-
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craie control tbn.n at other times. I submit here a tab1e giving was offered them for the beh·aya] of their trust in ·campaign 
the average price of wheat dm·ing each tariff period as illus- conh·ibutions. But with a Cabin-et . officer at the head of the 
trative of the price conditions at each period, commencing Republican national committee, receiving this fund and dis
with the year 1817, which is the earliest information I can tributing it, is it any wonder that the President has ceased talk-
obtain : ing of publicity of campaign receipts and expenses? [Ap_plau e.] 

1817
_

1823 
Per "bushel. It will not be forgotten how boldly and vigorously President 

J.824-1833 (~Y~ f!~t~~==:::::.::::=:::.:::::::::=::=:==:::.: $f: 3~ Roosevelt a few days before last election denied the charge 
1 34- 1841 (h(l?~ ~!~:~g>-:::_ :::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.::::::-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-__ --_ 1.- -~~ made bY Mr. Parker that the great corpor ations were con-
l~iti~~g - ) tributing largely to the Republican campaign fund. What 

(low tarift') -------------------------------- 1· 25 must have been his cbncn_ .. ,·n ·when 'the ·proof of Mr. p ... ~:rl-:-er·'s 
1 861-1904 (high tarift')-------------------------------- . 94 '""'b~ .... ~ 

From the Statistical Abstract and Report of the Labor Bureau statement was disclosed through the investigations of the 
it is ~own that the wages of labor increased 13 per cent from insurance companies made within the last year. In ·his first 
1896 to 1904, and that the articles of necessary daily consumr· outburst of condemnation h-e is -reported to have said that 
tion have increased 40 per cent in that ,period, and that for every dollar contributed to the campaign fund must be paid 
every $74 in 1896 it is now necessary to have $104 to pay for back to tbe insurance companies; but this bas not been done 
.the same articles of necessary consumpti{)n. This statement and ·ti?-e President has long since ceased to discuss the question: 
plainly shows why labor sbould be concerned for better con- How much the world owes 'to the Armstrong committee for its 
-ditions and why it is so .restive at the present time. untiring effort in investigating no man can tell. How much 

As bearing on the question of the effect of the election of Mr. real good has come from ·the efforts of the governor ol' Mis
Oleveland in 1802, I submit tile statement of R . G. Dun & co., souri and -the Bon. W. D. Vandiver insurance commission and 
in their Weekly Review of Trade, on December 31, 1892 : their bold stand in trying to protect tbe pub1ic of that ·State 

The most prosperous years every known in business closes to-day against th.e reckless wa.ste and robbery of the accrued earnings 
but ·with strongly f11rvarable indications for the future. ' <1f the pollcy holders will never be reverJed; but, -as a result of 

':Che J.'ecord of commercial failures £bows that there were not 1 it, -presidents and directors of companies, proven to be re
so many failures in the nrst quarter of 1893 as there were in - sp~msible for this wrongdoing, fbave resigned, money bas been 
the corre ponding period of 1892, so that up to -April of 189?, rerundeo, and general. revision -of the business methods has 
there was nothin~ to show disturbance. In May the cloudburst bee~ effected. ~ow qmckly the insurance companies demanded 
·of panic ·came. J3etween April 1, 1893, and July 1, 1894, under n~_t10nal 1·egu~ation and control . of their business. How natural 
the McKinley tariff, the aggregate failures was three hundred •this . seems to ·be. Should they feel otherwise -than •secure in the 
.and one millions, while in the fifteen months from October 1, hB:?us of those who have been the beneficiaries of their wrong-
1894, to January 1, 1.896, under the Wilson tariff, the amount domg? [Applause.] 
of failures was .$215,000,000, not so much by $85,000,000 as 'Ye ar~ expected _to meet ·the issues of to-day. Past political 
·in the last-named period. pohcy Wlll not sat1sfy the people. They are concerned about 

Many pet'sons seem to have forgotten ·that-the failuresirom 1890 ·the -present environment. The farmers, who in 1860 bad one
J:o 1 93, inclusive, under the M.c.Kinley tariff, were more than one half the w~~lth of t!Ie C?~try, have less tban one-quarter now . 
..hundred millions more than from 1894 to 1897, under the Wilson They are diligently mqurrmg why they have not kept pace with 
tariff. 'l'h"'y were eight ~hu11dred and forty millions under the the I?r?gress of the counh7. The laborer is 'looking into Iabar 
McKinley tariff and seven hundred and twenty-five millions from conditions an~ •de~unds that fie shall have fair distribution o! 
1894 to 189'7. Protectionists have .referred in derision to .the the profit of hiS to1L On every nand there is distrust. -Tbe "'He
Wilson-Gorman law; but in the three years of its operation it publican party n-eed ·not .think it can always belittle Democracy, 
produced in revenue within twenty-fi-ve millions as much as was stand pat for moneyed mterests and trium-ph. The J)eop1e will 
, produced in the last three years of the McKinley tariff, notwitb- see . the . fal e ·prete?ses of men high in _place and put others in 
·standing the financial depression, and if the income tax bad not 'their 'stead -who Will carry out their wishes. Th-e time ·is past, 
been declared unconstitutional tbere would have been a surplus in ·my judgment, when one man can hide behind a political boss, 
of revenue each year. spurn and disregard the will of the people in doing so, and 'then 

In this connection, although not bearing directly Dn this sub- expect Tinllication at the nands of the people for bis perfidy. 
ject, I wish to call attention to some interesting history. Nearly The American people believe in political parties, they are paTti
everyone who .remembers the campaign of ::1896 and ·tne burden sans themselves, they commend party "loyaJty, bttt they despise 
ot Republican speeches at that time will recall that a strong the man who will give up his conviction of duty and sacrifice 
'})lea was made .for the ~life 'insurance companies by nearly every- conscience £imply ·to satiSfy ·some man who "temporarily swings 
one who spoke. A pitiful story was told of the hardships that the gavel of authority. 
would accrue to the widow and orphan from a depreciation of ·I JJave endeavored to show 'that the Democratic party 'has n 
the dollar in the J)ayment of losses. The Republican Campaign record of ·achievement .and-progress which shoula gratify the 
Yearbook of that year gave the authority on which these state- lleart of eve17 American, and that no ~man need turn from the 
ments were based: page of its history with bowed head. It bas made mistakes, lt 

"The vast sums that the policyholders o! life insurance have loaned, may be. What earthly organization has not? It .has been the 
ihrough the cooperation of their agents, namely, the officers who repre- minority party almost continuously for forty-five yeaTs. .X 
sent the various companies throughout the United States, constitute party of negation in that time, because it bas not bad the 
them a -money-lending class. There are 1,496,356 Ute illilurance poli-cies outstanding. A great many people have more than one policy so -privilege of ·directing .legislation. It is scoffed at "by some, 
that it is 8robable that the number o! this class would be somewhere derided by others, sympathized with som-etimes, but it is here 
about 1.,20 ,000. But eacn policy represents a debt to be sca1ed and to ··r emain. Whether the Sixtieth Con.2-ress is DemO""at1·c or 
can be viewed in that Hne. Some rich men carry a good deal of life ~ '--" insurance; but the vast mass of the insurers are men o! ordinary Republican, it is safe io say that many seats will be regained by 
means who thus provide an assurance for their families. The total the Democrats; nnd whether the ·next Presidential candidate 
savin.c;s of this form in reserve and surplus as to policies is 1156- shall be Mr Brvan o s m th d D t R 1 
061,79G. The face of the policies is far more, but the average savina's · ·.J r 0 e 0 er goo emocra • epub icn.n 
on each policy is $722.63. Anll because the people have saved this leaders may need to demand again the assistance of the in
sum, a little ea~h year through many years, the great free-silver idea surance companies, ·marrufacturing and ~trust magnates, in m·der 
proposes to pumsh them by taking away about 386 from each average to keep the people from asserting their nonest conviction at the 

0-~~s~"on account of the wickedness of belonging to the _money-lending polls. [Applause.] 
In the light of that history it is interesting now to examine In theEe days of greed and corruption how appropriate are 

the details of the Armstrong report in New York, and to learn the words of Mr. Lincoln, uttered at the close of the civil war : 
10f the liberal contributions that were ·made by the life insurance Yes, we may congratulllte ourselves that this cruel war is nearing to 
companies at that time to the Republican campaign fund. [Ap- a close. But I see in the near future a crisis arising that unnerves me 
nl ] T1. · t b tb t . and causes me to t~emble -for the safety of my country. As a result 

'p nuse. .uiS seems o e e s artmg point of their active con- of the war corporations have been enthroned, an era o! corruption in 
nection with national politics. [Applause.] The average cam- high places will follow, and the money power of the country will en
paign orator did not know in 1896 that his own party at that deavor to prolong its reign by working upon the prejudices of the 
time was accepting ·from the insm·ance companies the hard- fsed~~~~~- all wealth is aggregated in a few hands and the Republic 
earned premiums of 'the pc"Or policy owner to corrupt and de- thL feeveler·abteftohrles. moment more anxiety for the safety of my country 
bauch the American \oter. [Applause.] I have little doubt ....... 
that if the insurance companies bad kept out of politics Mr. How necessary that every man look to the Government of 
Bryan would hm·e been elected in 1896--a change of less than his country ; how important that partisan rancor and individual 
20,000 \otes at the right places would have elected him. But ambition should be supplanted by true statesmanship; that 
the Democratic party may well congratulate itself to-day that it .graft and wrong-doing should give way to righteousness and 
llas Tecei•ed no part of this corruption fund. [Applause.] The .patriotism, a.n<:1 ·that the flag of om· country sl10uld continue to 
American people ha\e no way of ascertaining what immunity be the emblem of genuine libei:ty and the token of all that is 
was promised the insurance companies, nor what inducement best and purest in government. [LQnd applause.] 
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1\Ir. TOWNSEND. .Mr. Chairman, the wise business man at 
the encl of the year or on the completion of an enterprise stops 
and takes account of stock and considers results. It seems 
to me not unwise during the last days of this session to pause 
a moment and review the r~cord of what has been done. 

This I believe will be recorded as one o:t the most important 
sessions, measured by real benefit to all of the people, that has 
ever been held by the American Congress. It bas not only en
acted wise and beneficial legislation, but it has established 
principles of great and lasting importance. [Applause.] 

The Government has been Republican in all of its branches. 
That party must stand and answer for whatever of good or bad 
has been accomplished. The minority in Congress may claim 
credit if it chooses for helping or hindering; but the majority 
bas been sufficient to accomplish what has been done, and 
every great law has been enacted by votes enough in number 
to have carried the measure bad every Democrat in each House 
voted against it. 

It is due the minority to say it has demonstrated unusual and 
unexpected statesmanship and patriotism by going with the ma
jority and making some of the votes unanimous, but the result 
,would have been the same had it seen fit to do otherwise. 

When the Fifty-ninth Congress assembled in December, 1905, 
it was presented with some of the most important problems ever 
offered to the National Legislature. , . 

The Panama Canal, the largest enterprise in the world's his
tory, had been determined upon, but the organization of the 
ways and means for its construction had not been accomplished. 
This stupendous undertaking had no precedent in history upon 
which the Administration could rely for guidance. The great 
problems of sanitation, labor, and type of canal were not solved 
when this Co~gress convened. The President and the Fifty
ninth Congress have solved them now, and the canal is an as
sured fact and already under construction. The expenses to 
date have been paid, and provisions have been made for the 
ensuing year. The money will be expended under laws in
suring honesty and economy. 

Responding to its duty to promote the general welfare, the 
Congress under authority of the commerce clause of the Con
stitution has established by enactment into law the great and 
all-important principle that public service corporations are 
corporations for public service, and while sanely and wisely 
recognizing the necessity of these organizations and the im
portance of their success, it bas served notice upon greedy, 
avaricious, and unconscionable corporate wealth and power that 
this is to be a government of law and order, administered for 
the benefit of all the people. [Applause.] 

The bill will, in my judgment,_ secure to a large degree equal
ity and justice to all. 

Do not understand me as saying that the measure will be all 
that some of its advocates desire or think. But so great and 
important is the subject, so complex in its nature, and so great 
a departure in many respects from past methods that it is best 
to administer the law as enacted, in order to determine what, if 
any, change shall be made hereafter. 

Conceded evils of transportation have existed for many years. 
Other Congresses, Democratic and Republic:m, have had oppor
i:unities to deal with them. Several Congresses have passed 
laws regulating carriers, all of which were beneficial, but none 
of them sufficient to meet the crying needs of the present. 
It became the privilege of certain Republicans of the Fifty
eighth Congress to press the proposition for regulating inter
state carriers upon the Committee of Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce until that committee was a unit for it. The Presi
dent, at the beginning of the third session of the Fifty-eighth 
Congress, advocated the legislation. A bill was prepared and 
pa sed a Republican House. It failed of consideration by the 
Senate. The Fifty-ninth Congress, overwhelmingly Republican, 
prepared through its committee another bill, more far-reaching 
in its provisions than its predecessor, and this has become to 
all intents the law of the land. [Applause.] . 

The Sherman antitrust law, a Republican measure, has been 
enforced by a Republican Executi,-e until illegal combinations 
are in great fear and trembling, while some of their constitu
ents a re either on the road to the penitentiary or hiding from 
the officers of justice. Under the leadership of an incorrupti
ble, fearless, and patriotic Republican President, supported by 
an equally patriotic Republican Congress, a campaign has been 
made against fraud and corruption in what hitherto has been 
called "high places," which has given hope and courage to hon
est men and placed the crown of honor where it belongs, upon 
the brow of true American manhood. [Applause.] 

Corruption and fraud · _have been ~o more prevalent during 
the last few years than they have been for many years there
tofore. Indeed, I believe they have been less. The world has 

been growing better in spite of all the yellow fellows to the con
trary notwithstanding. [Applause.] One of the best indicatioll3 
of improvement is the fact t hat the criminal is no longer respect
able, whether he steals millions or dimes ; whether he corners 
money or directs a mob; whether be sells tainted meats or gives 
rebates; whether be misappropriates public funds or filches frolli 
the individual; whether he be corrupt Senator or defaulting 
clerk, he is amenable to the law and is brought to justice and 
branded with his crime. Never in all United States history 
was the public service cleaner or of a higher standard than 
now, and this largely because of the awakening of the public 
conscience to the full realization of the necessity for cleaner 
public life: [Applause.] , 

This Administration has not only been fearless in its work 
and high in its ideals, but it has added to the general pros
perity of the people, until this day is bigger and brighter and • 
more glorious in prospect than any other in the world's his
tory. [Applause.] 

The work of the present is only limited by the power with 
which to do it, and this session of Congress has placed within 
the reach of enterprise a new force. It has banded over to the 
farmer and the small manufacturer denatured alcohol, and they 
can use it to perform their work. I am not intoxicated with 
the illusion of all the benefits which some enthusiasts claim 
for this new force, but I do believe it will unlock the jaws 
of the Standard Oil monopoly and relieve industry from its 
throttling grip. Alcohol sleeps in the refuse of a thousand 
products, which at present but contaminates the air. · The 
farmer and manufacturer may now awaken the giant, harness it 
to their machinery, and compel it to serve _them. [Applause.] 

But these are not all. The House has passed bills in refer
ence to immigration and naturalization. Our country bas 
opened its arms in welcome to the worthy of all nations, but 
into them have rushed some from across the waters who never 
can · be, and never exp-ect to be, true citizens of the United 
States. They become the willing tools of designing and cor
rupt politicians and menace the high standard of American citi
zenship. This is a country for which hundreds of thousands 
of patriotic citizens have died. It should be kept for those 
only, of whatever race or color, who are willing to become 
wedded to it so long as life shall last and, forsaking a ll others, 
shall live and, if need be, die for it. [Applause.] 

We are to have a uniform naturalization law, and only those 
shall be trusted with the sacred rights of citizenship who have 
proven themselves worthy of it. The wicked, depraved, and 
dependent, "who have left their country for their country's 
good," must be denied an entrance to a land already burdened 
by too many of their ilk. 

For years fruitless attempts have been made in the American 
Congress to curb the selfish and vicious practices of manufac
turers and venders of unwholesome and deleterious foods and 
drugs. This Congress bas enacted a law which I verily believe 
will contribute more to health and happiness than any other 
act within the last quarter of a century. The nostrum con
cocter may see his nefarious business vanish, but health will 
increase, and the people will be stronger in body and purse. The 
manufacturer of unwholesome food products may be denied his 
accustomed dividend, but legitimate busine s will flourish mon• 
abundantly, and the people will call their lawmakers bles:<;eil. 

A new star has been added to Old Glory and its light will 
shed an increased luster upon the Republic. Oklahoma h3.s per
haps waited long, but her admission at the end of this 8ession 
ha-s not delayed her entrance into the sisterhood of States. 
She could not have taken her place any sooner bad the act of 
admi. sron passed last December. She will assume all of the re
sponsibilities and receive all of the blessings of statehood, but 
she is well prepared, and the Sixtieth Con!ITess will warm:y wel
come her Senators and Representatives, for they will be wi e 
and patriotic Americans, eminently fitted to aid in -shaping the 
destiny of our common country. [Applause.] 

I have not mentioned all that has been done by this Repub
lican Administration. Time forbids that I should do so. I 
can not tell in deta il all of the acts of wisdom and economy 
which have characterized the proceedings of the last seven 
months. I am profoundly thankful that I have been permitted 
to perform my humble part i.U that splendid work. What has 
been written has been written, and all of the frantic efforts of 
men hungry for place and power to belittle or appropriate it 
will come to naught. 

Theodore Roosevelt, President of the United States, needs 
no encomium from me. He has already ·written his name 
high upon that illustrious roll of fame, along with those of 
Vlashington and Lincoln. Washington established tl1e Re
public; Lincoln preserved it; Roosevelt bas dedicated it anew 
to the cause of justice and equality. [Applause.] The first 
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two escaped not the calumniator and detractor. No man who 
bas been strong and courageous for the right ever did, but the 
people, they who make the republics, have crowned him bene
factor. Some there have been who have sought to belittle 
our great President, and have been audacious enough to attack 
him, but they only bear scars, and 80,000,000 American people 
have awarded him the victory. He at times may have been 
impulsive, but the impulse was born of love for the people; 
he has been strenuous, but the exigencies of the times have 
demanded it, and it bas been the strenuosity of public SPrvice. 
He ·bas done things, and who is there so reckless as to rise 
here or elsewhere and condemn what he has accomplished? 
" By his fruits ye shall know him." 

I can not close without paying my humble yet sincere tribute 
of respect and esteem to that distinguished Republican states
man and patriot, the Speaker of this House. [Applause.] He 
has not only presided with impartial ability over the Congress, 
but be has been wise in counsel, profound in statesmanship, and 
is devotedly loved by every Member of this body. Arduous and 
sometimes difficult and exacting duties have not disturbed his 
mental or physical powers, and be stands to-day younger than 
the youngest and stronger than the strongest, "The noblest 
Roman of us all." Wise, just, and experienced, be bas no su
perior in the minds of those who know him. That God may 
fulfill the promise of many more years of exalted service to his, 
country is the devout prayer of the American people for JOSEPH 
G. CANNON. [Applause.] 

The country, listening to the sweet music of humming spindles 
and revolving wheels, gazing on the happy and contented faces 
of its prosperous people, will recall that all of its prosperity dur
ing the last forty years bas been under a Republican admin
istration, and that all of its financial, industrial, and commer
cial distress and suffering have been under a Democratic ad
ministration, and with these memories fresh in mind it will 
say to the Republican party, "Well done, good and faithful 
servant, continue ye in power." [P-rolonged applause.] 

:Mr. LITI'AUER. Mr. Cbffirman, we will not take time for 
further general debate on this side, and I ask that the Clerk 
begin the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Payment to Germany : To pay to Germany the moiety of the United 
States of $40,000, in full settlement of the German claims for losses 
incurred in connection witb. the disturbances in Samoa in 1899, under 
the convention between the United States, Germany, and Great Britain 
of November 7, 18!J9, as set forth in Senate Document No. 85 of the 
present session, $20,000. 

l\Ir. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that section that it is contrary to existing law, that it 
has never been audited by the proper official in the Treasury 
Department, and that the claim bas never been properly adjudi
cated. It is unauthorized by existing law and never adjudicated 
properly. 

The facts about that claim are these: During the disturbance 
in Samoa in 1898 and 1899 certain property of certain citizens 
was damaged. Great Britain, the United States, and Germany 
entered into a treaty providing that the question of damages, 
whether or not there were any damages, and the amount of the 
damage, if there was any, should be left to an arbitrator. That 
treaty was signed the 7th of November, 1899. The treaty pro
vided, in substance, that King Oscar of Norway and Sweden 
should act as arbitrator and pass on the question as to whether 
any damage had been done, and, if any damage was done, the 
extent of that damage. Now, in accordance with that convention 
or treaty--

1\lr. LITTAUER. Does the gentleman admit that this is an 
award under a· treaty entered into by this Government? 

Mr. WEBB. In part; but the gentleman was not authorized 
by the treaty and the action of the arbitrator to insert the 
$20,000 in this bill. Now, I was about to get to the point when 
the gentleman interrupted me. Under that treaty, which, of 
course, is the highest law we have, King Oscar held an arbitra
tor's court, with himself as arbitrator. After hearing documen
tary and other evidence, he decided that the military action in 
question-to wit, the bringing back of the l\Ialietoans and the dis
tribution to them of arms and ammunition, the bombardment, the 
military operations on shore, and the stopping of the street traf
fic-could not be considered as having been warranted, and that 
therefore His Britannic Majesty's Government and the United 
States Government were responsible under the convention of the 
7th of November, 1899, for losses caused by said military actions, 
and there was reserved for future decision by him the question 
as to the extent to wllich the two Governments, or eacll of them, 
might be considered responsible. In other words, King Oscar, 
the arbitrator, found in his court, as arbitrator under this 
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treaty~ that-whatever damage there was, the United States and 
Great Britain are responsible for it. Then he adjourned his 
court, and has never found what amount of damage was done. 
While his court was adjourned, and it never has been recon
vened, the United States Government upon its own initiative
! suppose by the Secretary of State-and the British Govern
ment concluded they would see if they could not settle this 
matter. The United States Government appointed a man named 
Crane and the British Government a man named Richards as 
agents. I believe it was said it was with the consent of King 
Oscar. That is as far as it goes. Those two agents went into 
the matter of the extent of this damage. One hundred and 
eleven thousand dollars' worth of. claims from sixty-four 
claimants were filed before these agents. They were ready 
to agree that the United States and Great Britain were 
responsible for $42,000 damages, but the United States Gov
ernment, by its agent-! suppose the Secretary of State
said " No; we will not pay $42,000 ; we can cut it down to an 
amount less than that, because there are a good many claims 
that are going to be put in here of doubtful merit." And they 
set to work negotiating with Germany, and finally got Germany 
to agree to accept $40,000, Great Britain to pay half of it and 
the United States to pay half. 

Now, that was not the action of King Oscar the arbitrator. 
It was not even the action of the two agents agreed upon, but it 
was the action of the Secretary of State of the United States and 
some like agent of Great Britain. These are the facts, as I 
have gathered them from the communication of Mr. Root, Sec
retary of State, sent to this committee, and upon that executive 
communication this committee inserts in this bill $20,000 to pay 
half of that claim. It has no other basis than the recommenda
tion or the agreement by the Secretary of State. I have Esta.ted 
the facts. It can be clearly seen that this claim has never been 
adjudicated by King Oscar, who was the arbitrator to settle 
that question. It has never been adjudicated even by the two 
agents who Mr. Root says were appointed for that purpose. It 
has been agreed upon by the executive department of this Gov
ernment along with the executive department of the Govern
ment of Great Britain. It is therefore not in accordance with 
existing law, and it is not in accordance with this treaty. 

1\Ir. LIVINGSTON. l\Iay I ask the gentleman whether he 
knows if King Oscar confirmed this judgment and agreed to it, 
after it was made and agreed to by the Secretary of State and 
the English agent? 

Mr. WEBB. I am glad the gentleman asked that question, 
Mr. Chairman. There is no record of such confirmation. If 
there were, it might be construed into a judicial act of that ar
bitrator, but as far as I know there is no record of that kind 
that can be found, and the arbitrator never ratified $40,000 as 
the amount due. It certainly is not communicated here by Mr. 
Root, the Secretary of State. I have given all · the facts that 
Mr. Root communicated to this House. If King Oscar bad rat
ified the agreement of these two agents and had later ratified 
the act of the Secretary of State and the siLlilar agent of the 
British Government, then it could be construed into his judg
ment as if it were the judgment of a court of claims. But there 
is no such ratification on record, and therefore it is not an adju
dicated claim under existing law and is not therefore a·uthorized 
by existing law. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If I am not mistaken, the House on the 
5th of this month, under suspension of the rules, passed a bill 
containing this very identical item with some others, called up 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. WALDO]. That bill was 
passed. It has gone to the Senate. It provides for the pay
ment of this identical claim o! $20,000. I made the point of or
der that it was a private bill, but the Speaker overruled me, 
holding there were three items present in the nature of public 
claims,- and that therefor~ the bill was entitled to be brought up 
under suspension of the rules. 

1\fr. WEBB. Then, that is an additional reason why it should 
not go in this bill. If it has already been carried in some other 
appropriation bill, it ought not to be here, and it ought not to be 
here, because it is not authorized by existing law. There is a 
department of the Government which audits such claims, and my 
further contention is that it has never been audited by a proper 
official of the Treasury Department, and if it had been it would 
not be a proper charge to go in this bill, because it is contrary 
to existing law. 

Mr. LITTAUER. 1\Ir. Chairman, this item is before the 
House as the result of a treaty entered into November 7, 1899. 
It is recommended for consideration by the Secretary of State 
as the result of that treaty. His communication to Congress 
states that it now remains for Congress but to appropriate 
$20,000 to enable this Government to discharge its conventional 
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oblig'utions. Tbe amount of this claim was settled by an agree
ment entered into between . the Governments of the United States 
and Great Britain, acting in concert, with the Government of 
Germany, and the sum of $4{),000 was the result of that agree
ment. The convention originally entered into referred the mat
ter for arbitration to the King of Sweden, who sums up his de
cision as follows : 

We are of the opinion that the military action in question-viz, bringing 
back the Mallitioans the distribution to them o! arms and ammunition, 
the bombardment. the military operations on shore, and the stoppa~e 
of the street traffic-can not be considered as having been warranted : 
and therefore His Britannic Majesty's Government and the United 
States Government are responsible, under the convention of the 7th o! 
November, 1899, for losses C~?-used by said military action. 

l\1r. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman from New York 
permit me to ask a question? I understand the claims that 
are in order under this deficiency bill are judgments and 
audited accounts. Of com·se this is not a judgment. Now, I 
want to ask the gentleman if he considers the submission of this 
claim to the King of Sweden and his finding on the mutter an 
auditing of this account? 

1\Jr. LI'l'TAUER. It would appear to me that, after we had 
entered into a convention authorized by law, and the result of 
that convention is a determination by an arbitrator, the award 
is a proper item for an appropriation bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Do you consider that a proper audited 
account? 

Mr. LITTAUER It is such an auditing as makes it, under 
the rules, proper to be included in this bill. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few 
observations upon the point of order that has been raised by 
my friend from North Carolina, and I beHeve that I can make 
it perfectly plain that the item is properly in this appropriation 
bill-that is, no rule of the Bouse is violated by embodying 
it in this bill. The point of order made by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. WEBB] might be, and for the purposes of 
my argument will be, divided into two parts. First, that the 
item is not authorized by law; second, that it has not been' 
properly audited. I contend that it is clearly authorized by 
the highest law and that it has been audited in accordance 
with the terms of the law as it has been made by the law
malting power. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a fact admitted 
by the gentleman who raises the point of order that the con
T"ention or t1:eaty entered into between these powers authorized 
His Majesty King Oscar of Sweden and Norway to determine 
the liability of the United States and Great Britain on account 
of what was termed unwarranted military actions in Samoa 
at certain periods. Now, under this treaty, submitted to the 
Senate of the United States and ratified by that body, thereby 
becoming the highe t law or the supreme law of the land, as 
I believe t'he Constitution terms it,· King Oscar, who was by 
the treaty agreed upon to pa s on the issue, under the terms 
of the con'\"ention, declared there was a liability against our 
Government and Great Britain because of the military action 
they had taken. This unquestionably fixed our liability, be
cause under the treaty King Oscar was authorized by the 
trenty to say whether we were liable. Now the only question 
remaining is whether this claim or liability has been properly 
audited or not. Tbere can be no que tion about that, because 
under the same supreme law of the land-the treaty or con
\ention to which I have alluded-Oscar of Sweden was named 
as the person who was to determine what extent either Gov
ernment was bound, or, in other words, was to al o audit this 
claim. No one will deny that the Con ... ress of the United States 
can by law properly enacted direct any officer of the Govern
ment or any other person it may see .fit to select to audit an 
account. No lawyer will controvert this proposition. Under 
the terms of this treaty, which we all admit is the supreme 
law of the land, His Majesty King 0 car was seclected'"1ls the 
per on to audit this claim. King Oscar first determined the 
liability of the Government, ·and then through fiscal agents 
selected by the parties at interest to a certain the amount of 
the liability, whose selection was ratified in advance of their 
action by King Oscar, audited this claim as directed by law. 
I will read to you from the report : 

The question as to the extent to which the two Governments, or each 
of them, may be considered responsible for su.ch losses was reserved by 
His Majesty for a future deci ion. Subsequently the three Governments, 
with the consent of tbe arbitrator, came to an arrangement whereby the 
claims under the arbitration were to be investigated by United States 
and British agents to be appointed for the purpose. 

Note the language--" With the consent of the arbitrator, came 
to an arrangement," etc. Bence, you see, these Go'\"ernments, 
"with the consent of the arbib·ator, came to an arrangement" 
whereby the claims under the arbitration were to be investi
gated by the United States and British agents appointed for the 
purpose. The;;e agents were appointed, their appointment and 

action in ascertaining the extent of this liability appro'\"ed in 
advance by Auditor Oscar, and thus the claim is here, author
ized by law, and properly audited by the per on authorized by 
the law to audit same. Mr. Chairman, I contend that thi item 
in this bill is not authorized only by law, but the claim upon 
which it is based has been audited by the very person directed 
by the law to audit it. 

Mr. GARRETT. I want to say to my friend this claim was 
considered by the Committee on Claims, was reported to the 
Bouse, and--

Mr. MILLER. I desire to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that this matter has already been disposed of by this 
Bouse, and the Bouse some days ago pas ed this bill on the 
motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. WALDO]. It came 
from the Committee on Claims with a unanimous report--

1\fr. BURLESON. But bas that bill passed the Senate? 
Mr. BARTLETI'. I hold in my h~d the RECORD of that day, 

June 5, and it was the bill B. R. 1966, which was called up, as 
the gentleman stated, by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WALDo]. I raised the point of order that it was a private bill 
on the Private Calendar and could not be passed under suspen
sion of the rules. 

The Chair overruled a point of order and gave an elaborate 
reason for it, and the bill was submitted to the Bouse, and it 
was pas ed by a two-thirds vote and has gone to the Senate. 
Page 8()93 of the REOORD will show those facts. 

Mr. BURLESON. Has it passed the Senate? 
Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know. If that is true, why 

should we put it in this bill? 
Mr. LITTAUER. I simply wanted to inform the committee 

of the reason why this item is in this bill. The Pre"'ident, on 
January 23 of this year, sent a message to Congress referring 
to this settlement and to the settlement of Danish claims. The 
message and the documents accompanying it were forwarded to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and the item was originally 
included in the urgent deficiency bill. · 

Mr. BARTLETT. Can I read to the gentleman what the 
Speaker aid with reference to that? 

l\fr. LITTAUER. Yes. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Be said: 
One claim in favor of the Empire of Germany, growing out o! rela

tions in Samoa. It seems to the Chair, without expt·e sing any opinion 
as to the merits of the various propositions aftet· reading the report 
and the letter from the Secretary of State, ,that tnis is a bill properly 
on the Union Calendar, and not on the Private alendar, of a class 
that the House ought to be able to consider under a motion to sus
pend the rules. 

Be gave as a reason that it was detrimental to our relations
with foreign governments, and was entitled to be called up. 

Mr. LITTAUER. And so it is. I simply want to state, as 
an additional item of information, that the papers in connec
tion with the President's message were read and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that committee ha yet no 
regular information that the Bouse has taken action thereon. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope this claim will stay in the bill, 
but the question that the House passed a similar bill does not 
cut any figure as to the parliamentary situation. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I thought it was due to this committee to 
know why the item was still in this bill in spite of the fact that 
the Bouse had passed the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. You now propose to appropriate ~20,000 
with which to pay the same claim. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That does not affect the parliamentary 
situation. It has not become a law. 

Mr. WALDO. My understanding of the position of that 
item is that the Senate has refused to pass the ,House bill, and 
that they are going to pass this bill, putting this claim in with 
two others ; and our bill is not going to be passed in the ~enate. 

Mr. \VEBB. Just one word more. I do not think it makes 
much difference whether this item has been included in other 
bills or not. The main point for the Chair to decide is whether 
or not this particular item . is in accordance with law. Now, 
briefly, before I read this particular rule, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. LITTAUER], who is in charge of this bill, and 
my friend from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] will ·not say to this 
Bouse that King Oscar, the arbitrator, bas ever put his seal of 
approval upon this $20,000 item; and until he does that it never 
will become a legal judgment, the payment of which can prop
erly be provided for in this bill. 

Mr. LITTAUER. He certainly put his seal to the effect 
that there is an amount due. 

Mr. BURLESON. More than that, he ratified in arlvance 
the fiscal agent to determine the amount. Consequently that 
became an auditing of the account under this convention. 
- Mr. -WEBB. Mr. Chairman, that is not quite in keeping with 

the facts. Be ratified in so far as he agreed with the British 
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and American Governments that they should appoint two agents, 
but he has never ratified their act, and hence there is no legal 
judgment. Those two agents, to whose appointments he agreed, 
found that there were $42,000 due by the two Governments-the 
United States and Great Britain-and possibly consi<'lerably 
more; ancl at that stage of the proceedings the Department of 
State steps in and takes it out of the bands of those two offi
cial agents, according to Secretary Root'·s own statement, and 
agrees with the German Government as to what should be 
paid. It is not the action of the two agents at all, but the 
agreement of an Executive Department. It is not the action 
of King Oscar, for he has never ratified even the act of the 
agents, and certainly not of the Secretary of State of this 
Government. It is the voluntary action of the Secretary of 
State, and his action is not warranted by any law or treaty, 
which will not be denied by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. LITTAUER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, I want to refer the Chair to a 

ruling wbich was made in the Fifty-sixth Congress, where the 
,Chairman of the committee held that the payment of an un
adjudicated claim, even though the amount be ascertained
and that was done in this case-and transmitted by the head 
of an Executive Department, is not in order in a general de-

. ficiency bill. That ruling is on all fours with the facts in this 
case. 

Mr. WALDO. 1\fr. Chairman, I believe the gentleman is 
wholly misinformed in regard to this matter. The whole mat
ter of these claims was settled between the United States, Great 
Britain has paid her $20,000 to Germany and the amounts 
in effect, and between the departments of state of these coun
tries it was agreed that these amounts shou}d be due. Great 
Britain had paid here $20,000 to Germany and the amounts 
due from her to France and Denmark under that agreement, 
and the only question remaining is for us to try to be as honest 
as Great Britain is in paying her debts. Now, as to the ques
tion of these not being adjudicated claims. They have been ad
judicated under and by treaty. The question of the claims is 
settled as much as it can be until we pay them. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. Under the rules of the House, a general 
appropriation bill may carry an appropriation for any object 
that is authorized by law. In this case the claim was sub
mitted by a treaty of arbitration to the King of Sweden for 
adjudication. A treaty when ratified is the law of the land. 
The Ki.ng of Sweden, acting as a court, decided the ·question of 
liability and found that the Government of the United States 
was liable. The only thing left to ascertain was the amount, 
and like a court selecting, for instance, a master in chancery, 
the arbitrator with the consent of the parties appointed agents 
to ascertain how much was due. Those agents, duly appointed, 
accredited, and authorized, in their investigation found tbe 
~:,urn due, and this appropriation carries that sum. It seems 
to the Chair that the paragraph is clearly in order, that it ls 
an adjudicated claim, and tbe amount has been ascertained 
so as to come within the rule; and the Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
That the tariff duties, both import and export, imposed by the author

ities of the United States or or the provisional military government 
thereof in the Philippine Islands prior to March 8, 1902, at all ports 
and places in said islands upon all goods, wares, and merchandise im
ported into said islands from the United States, or from foreign coun
tries, or exported from said islands, are hereby legalized and ratified, 
and t be collection o! all such duties prior to March 8, 1902, is hereby 
legalized and ratified and confirmed as fully to all intents and purposes 
as if the same had by prior act of Congress been specifically authorized 
and directed. 

Ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I make the point of order 
against this paragraph, or I will reserve it in order to give the 
chairman of the committee or the gentleman in charge of the 
bill an opportunity to make a statement. I make the point of 
order on the ground that it is new legislation and not germane 
to the bill. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I believe the point of order, 
per l1:.1 ps, will lie against this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
l\Ir. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest there 

see s to be a misunderstanding. 
.l\lr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. There was an understand

ing between the chairman of the committee and myself that 
when the point of order was made, anticipating that it would be 
sustained, motion would be made that the committee rise, and 
when we had gone into the House a rule would be brought in 
for the purpose of considering this paragraph. It was for that 
purpose I reserved the point, so as to allow the gentleman to 
make a statement of the agreement and move that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. DALZELL. I wanted to say that I think, perhaps, it 
would be in the interest of expedition that we should go on 
with the consideration of the bill and bring in the rule after
wards, rather than have the committee rise and go into the 
House -and go back again, so that the rule could just as well be 
presented afterwards as now. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I have no power to con
trol the majority, who, if they desire, can bring in the rule at 
any time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I simply rose to give notice. 
Mr. KEIFER. Why not withdraw the point of order and save 

all that time and trouble? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. In order that the para

graph may have a standing before this committee? 
Mr. KEIFER. Let it be considered now. 
1\Ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. No; I can not withdraw 

the objection. I believe the legislation would perpetrate an out
rage, and I intend to do all I can to prevent it. 

.Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the gentleman propose to pass it 
without prejudice? 

Mr. LITTAU:EJR. I propose to pass this, and at a later hour 
introduce a rule which will permit the consideration of the sub
ject-matter of the paragraph. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Has not the point of 
order been sustained? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been sustained and 
the paragraph has gone out of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
That section 3687 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is 

repealed, to take e!Iect from and after June 30, 1907; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall, for the fiscal year 1908, and annually there
after, submit to Congress, in the regular Book of Estimates, detailed 
estimates of the expenses of collecting the revenue from customs. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order that that is new legislation on an appropria
tion bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes 
the point of order that this is new legislation. 

l\fr. LITTAUER. 1\fr. Chairman, I will call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that for many years past there has 
been a requirement that detailed estimates of the expenses of 
collecting the revenue from customs be submitted to Congress, 
but under the suggested amendment repealing the section where
by provision is made for the expenses of collecting customs by 
a permanent appropriation has been offered year after year, 
but not adopted. This submission again seeks to amend the 
law. I believe it is new legislation, but it is for a very im
portant and proper purpose; and I trust the gentleman may 
see fit not to insist on his point of order. • 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if the 
Chair wishes to be addressed on the point of order, I am ready 
to argue it, but I must insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Payment to Minnesota: The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 

to reopen and adjust the claim of the State of Minnesota, for expenses 
incurred in suppressing Indian hostilities within the State in 1862, 
undet· the act of Congress approved March 3, 1863, and ascertain and 
determine1 undet· the rules applied in the cases of certain States for 
expenses m raising and equipping volunteers for the war of the rebel
lion, the amount actually expended by said State for interest on money 
borrowed for expenses so incurred and report the amount so ascer
tained to Congress for consideration. 

l\Ir. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, reserving a point of order, I 
should like to hear a statement about this item. 

l\Ir. GARRETT. I simply rose to reserve the point of order 
Mr. Chairman. ' 

.Mr. LITTAUER. 1\Ir. Chairman, this provision is to enable 
the Secretary of the Treasury to reopen and adjust the claim 
of the State of Minnesota. The principal amount of this claim 
has already been repaid to the State, but the intere t paid on 
the issue of bonds for this purpose by the State of Minnesota 
has never been refunded. On some advances made by States 
the interest has lately been refunded, and this is simply to take 
similar action with tbis claim of the State of Minnesota as bas 
been bad in the case of other States. 

Mr. BURLESON. I should like to state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that I happened to be in the room when the 
subcommittee was considering this item, and this is a just claim. 
Its payment has been long deferred, and I sincerely hope the 
gentleman will withdraw the point of order. 

l\fr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, this claim ought to take the 
same course as all other State claims. It may be all right. 
It is a war claim. The Committee on War Claims are examin
ing all these matters carefully, with the aid of the Department. 
This is no place for it, and I insist on the point of order. Let 
it take the regular course. 
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1\lr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 1\.Ir. Ch3.irrnan--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 

the point of order? , 1 · ~ l 
1\Ir. STEVENS of Minnesota. I do. This is not a new or a 

strange provision in an .appropriation bill. This sort of legisla
tion has been carried in the general deficiency appropriation · 
bills for several years past. Several of the States., such as New 
York, Indiana, P.enns.Ylvania, and other States, have .had their 
c1aims adjusted and reopened by means of this sort of legisla
tion. It seems to me the history .of this claim shows that such 
a bill could fairly carry this item. Under the act of March 3, 
1863, the payment of this obligation was originally authorized 
by. Congress. The only difficulty then was there was a. limita
tion Df the amount then authorized to be paid by the General 
Go>ernment to the State of $250,000. The State had previously 
issued its bonds to pay for the support of its troops in the field, 
and by this act of Congress provision was made to reimburse the 
State for an such expenses, and out of this $250,000 the principal 
of the bon<ls was paid. Now, if there had not been any other dis
bursements, of course the State would have received the whole 
of its due, but the interest had not then accrued and did not 
cease until ten years afterwards, when the bonds matured. By 
subsequent acts of Congress, following this and referring to this 
a ct of 18G3, not only were the moneys paid by the State as 
principal of the bonds paid, but all other disbursements author
ized by law, aggregating far more than the original amount pro
vided by the act of 1863. 

'l'hus Congress authorized various disbursements of the State 
of this nature and other claims to be paid, and thus waived or 
set aside. by its own affirmative act .any limitation. But this 
act of 1863 is the basis for paying those bonds, principal and 
interest, a.ncl it is the. basis for the obligation <Of the United 
States for the payment of whatever the State lawfully ex
pended under its authority. Now, one -of the items paid by the 
State was this interest of $70,000, whieh has ne'"er been repaid 
to it. All this item does is to restate and reopen and enable 
Congress to und~:rstand the obligation originally authorized by 
the act of 1863, of whieh part bas already been paid. Tha t is 
practically :all that is provided by this item, authorizing the re
adjustment and reopening of the claim, irrespective of the limi
tation, which had already been waived in several instances by . 
Congress. It does not create a new obligation. All it does is 
to direct the Treasury to contlnue the audit of the old one, 
which has been partially settled in past years , whose justice 
is admitted, but the exaet amount of which is unknown to Con
gress through its own prope.r sourees of information. Appro
priation bills have -canied this legislation in past years. It is 
'in the nature of continuing the settlement of an account, wbleb · 
has been under the jurisdiction of Congress tln·ougb its .A.ppro
!lriati.on Committees. I hope the points of order will not be in
sisted upon or sustained. 

Mr. GARRETT. I do not know whether the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [l\1r. ~lAHON] Qr myself first reseryed the _point 
of order. I wish to state that on ·the explanation which h ns 
·been made, as far as I am concerned, I do not care to insist on 
the point of order. 

Mr. MAHON. I am content 
Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, the point of order is with- . 

drawn. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands lliat the point of 

order is withdrawn. 
Mr. MAHON. Yes. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For the fiscal year 1907, being :additional to the sum appropriated for 

this purpose in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act 
for that fiscal year, $60,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to know, Mr. Chairman, whether 
this is all one paragraph, or separate paragraphs'? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill itself on its face shows the 
paragraph. Each paragraph on the page is a paragraph in a 
·parliamentary sense. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to reserve a point of order 
ag.ainst the paragraph just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Lines 9 to 12, inclusive? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 
Mt·. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe this para

graph is subject to a point of order. It is simply an increase of 
an appropriation made for the fiscal year 1907. 

Mr. F ITZGERALD. Well, tllis bill is for deficiencies in ap
propriations for the .fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for 
prior year s. 

Mr. LITTAUER. "And for other purposes."' 
Mr. FITZGERALD. "And for prior years!' Now, this is 

uot a deficiency appropriation at all. The fiscal year for which 
it is Intended has not commenced. The rule does not define 

what shall go into a defidency bill. This is an a.nticipak'<l de~ 
ficiency, and as suc.h, I believe, ba s been held proper in a de~ 
fieiency bilL After the Chair refreshes his memory-which I 
see he is doing-! will be glad to discuss that point. 

Mr. 'l'A WNEY. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that this is an appropriation made necessary by the passage of 
a bill at this session of Congress, and there is no other way 
whereby Coiio<YTess can provide for the expenditures except in 
this bill, which will be the last appropriation bill that will be 
reported. Now, the f act that it is called a deficiency !tppropria
tion does not necessarily make this provision out of order. This 
Congress has the power to appropriate for this year or next 
year, in its ru~cretion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has stated information 
along the line that I am now seeking light upon. I wish to 
know why the appropriation for the coming fiscal year for this 
service is proposed to be increased. 

l\Ir. NEEDHAM. I can inform the gentleman. • It is l~eetluse 
of the passag~ of the sweet-wine law, which brings ln additional 
revenue of over '$100,000 a year. That bill was passed a fter 
'the legislative, judicial, and e-xecutive bill had passed, and it 
provides for supervision, and these additional agents are re-
quired to carry out that law. · 

.M1·. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
For sala ries and expenses of colleetors of internal revenue, n.nd 

deputy .collectors, and surveyors, .and clerks in internal-revenue offices, 
25,000. 

.Mr. LITT.AUER. 1\Ir. Chairman, on page 8, line 17, I move to 
amend. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
On page 8 , line 17, after the word "Qf:Iicer," insert the foll owing : 

"being additi-onal to the sum appropriatro for this purpose for the year 
1907." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
New York, N. Y., rent of old custom-house: For rental of temporary 

quarters for the accommodation of certain Government officials, $130,{)00. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragr·aph just read. 

Mr. LITTAUER. What is the gentleman's point of order? 
l\11·. SULZER. That the paragraph just read is new legisla~ 

tion, and it is not a deficiency, as Congress decided during the 
last session to strike out this rent provision of $130,-GOO. 

Mr. LIT'.rAU.ER. It is ·continuing a provision thn.t has been 
taken care <>f in previouJ5 bills. 

Mr. SULZER.. Not at all. 
1\Ir. T.A WNEY. I will say to the gentlem!lll. th3t it is a de

ficiency. It is an appropriation of money for the rent of the 
building for the current year, for whieh no appropriation was 
made. 

Mr. SULZER. This Congress last session refused to pay it. 
I bad it voted out of the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me ask the gentleman, is not this 
to pay a claim? . 

1\Ir. TAWNEY. It is not to pay a. claim. 
l\lr. SULZER. I understand the gentleman to say that this 

is the same appropriation that was voted <lut of the sundry 
civil bill last year, hence it can on1y be a claim now, and 
should be sent to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LITTAUER. It went through llie sundry civil bi11 for 
1907, but for the cmTent .year there has been no appropt·ia tion. 

Mr. SULZER. This is the same provision the Honse struck 
out in the last Congress. · 
. 1\fr. LITTAUER. It is an obligation of the Government, 
which will have to -be met. 

1\fr. SULZE R. 'Vby don't the Standard Oil bank sue for it, 
if it is an obligation? 

1\Ir. T.A WNEY. This year has not yet expired. Now, we are 
appropriating for rent which the Go>ernment of the United 
States has ()bligated to pay for the use ()f this building during 
the present fiscal year. 

Mr. SUI .. ZER. But Congress struck out this _provision last 
year. lt is not a d eficiency. 

1\Ir. TAWNEY. It can not be a claim until the expiration of 
the year. 

Mr. SUL7.£R. It is worse than a claim-it is a steal. 
:Mr. LITTAUER. This is to meet a provision of lnw in 

accord anee with a contract entered into by thi s Government. 
1\Ir. SULZER. Oh, we have heard all about that I ask fo r 

a rnling on my point of order. 
The CIIAIRl\IAN. This provision is to· appropriate money to 

pay an amount which the Government, under a contract is to 
pay for the current :fiscal year. The point of order is overruled. 
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Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, then I move to strike out the 

paragraph. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, ·a - parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
1\Ir. CLARK of l\Iissouri How does it happen that they did 

not put this in the bill last year? 
1\.Ir. SULZER. It was in the bill last year, and on my motion 

the House struck it out. This matter is thoroughly familiar to 
most of the Members of this House. It was discussed in detail 
when the sundry civil bill was recently being debated. 

The CHAIR.JUAN. The gentleman from New York is recog
nized on his motion to strike out the paragraph. 

.1\tfr. SULZER. 1\fr. Chairman, this is the same old annual 
scandal, the same old national disgrace, the same old hoary 
fraud, and I move to strike out of the bill this appropriation for 
$130,GOO to the National City Bank for last year's rental for 
the old custom-house property in the city of New York. I have 
made this motion e1ery year since this nefarious transaction 
was consummated. Last year, on my motion, the same para
graph, the same appropriation, was stricken out of the bill, and 

_it ought to be stricken out again this year. - There is absolutely 
no justification for this appropriation in law or in equity. 

Now, sir, I believe that most of the Members of this House 
are familiar with the facts in connection with this scandalous 
matter. They remember tliat in 1899 Lyman J. Gage, then Sec
retary of the Treasury, entered into an alleged contract with 
the National City Bank, of the city of New York, to sell the 
bank the old custom-house property, situate and occupying an 
entire block in Wall street, for $3,265,000, about one-half the 
real value of the p1•operty. This National City Bank, as is 
.well known, is the Standard Oil bank.. and the chief financial 
agency of " the system." 

The Members of this House know all about this bank and the 
tremendous power it wields in financial and political circles all 
ove1· this ·country. This National City Bank is one of the prin
cipal depositories for the surplus funds of the Government and 
has on deposit all the time Gcvernment moneys, amounting to 
millions and millions of dollarl:l, for which it does not pay the 
people of the United States one single dollar of interest 

Now, sir, ' shortly ,after this a lleged contract of sale was en
tered into between the National City Bank and Lyman J. Gage, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, by which the old custom-house 
property was ·sold for $3,265,000, the bank is alleged to have 
paid the Government, on account of the purchase price. $3,-
215,000, leaving a balance due the Government of $50,000. The 
bank paid this m9ney, so it is said, not directly to the Govern
ment, but indirectly, by transferring on the books of the bank 
the amount of $3,215,000 from one account to another account. 
'As a matter of fact, the bank never really parted with one 
dollar of its money on account of the payment of part of the 
purchase price, and no deed from the Government to the bank 
has ever been executed or recorded in the city and county of 
New York, so that the title to this custom-house property still 
stands, so far as the records go, in the name of the Govern
ment, and yet the Government has been paying every year to the 
bank, except last year, when the appropriation on my motion 
was stricken out, $130,600 rental for the use, appa,rently, of its 
own property. 

Tllis custom-house property occupies one entire block in Wall 
street, in the city of New York, and is considered one of the 
most valuable pieces of property in the country. Competent 
real c:;tate experts estimate its value to-day at over $10,000,000, 
and the National City Bank will soon get this most desirable 
piece of property from tbe Government without practically pay
ing one dollar for it. What a shame! What a fraud on the 
people . What a steal! 

Tllis one-sided agreement between the Government and the 
bank sllould ne~er have been made. The whole transaction is 
one of the most scandalous things in the history of the country. 
It is an unconscionable contract and can not be justified in law 
or morals. It is a fraud upon its face, and any court of equity 
would set it aside. 

Now, si r, it further appe3.rs that it was understood and agreed 
between the Secretary of the Treasury, Lyman J. Gage, and 
the officials of the National City Bank that $50,000 of the pur
chase price should be retained by the bank and that the deed for 
the property should not pass or be recorded, in order that the 
bank should e'Scape the payment of taxes to the city of New 
York on this most valuable piece of property. It is wen known 
that Government property can not be taxed by a State or by a 
municipality. I am reliably informed by the officials of the city 
of New- York that the taxes on this property to-day would be 
about $100.000 a year. The bank now escapes this tax..'ltion, and 
it is an injustice to the people of the city of New York, and yet 

the bank seeks to compel the Government to pa-y interest on the 
purchase price as a rental for the property. Think of this 
Standard Oil bank charging the Government interest on its own 
money-rent for its own property. What a farce it all is! It is 
one of the most outrageous and shocking things that has ever 
come to my notice. I do not belieye that any honest man who 
will take the trouble to investigate the matter can possibly 
justify the transaction. -

No l\Iember of this House can now vote for this appropriation 
and ever justify his vote. [Applause.] The whole transac
tion is a scandalous one, a f1·aud on the taxpayers of tbe co-un
try, because it deprives them of this valuable piece of property 
without a dollar of compensation; and it is an outrage on the 
taxpayers of New York City, because it deprives them of the 
taxes on the property. The appropriation in the bill for this 
r ental is an outrage, and can not be justified in the face of the 
honest facts. I intend to get, if I can, a record vote on this 
steal, so that the people will know how their Representatives 
vote on this matter. 

Now, sir, I object to this appropriation of $130,600 for rent, 
because the alleged contract is only an agreement to sell, and no 
title has as yet passed from the Government to the bank, no 
deed has been delivered, and no deed has been recorded, and the 
Government should not pay an exorbitant rent for its own prop
erty. It is a fraud and a sham, and you all know it . . The" Sys
tem " has been very slick in eyery phase of this deal. It gets the 
Government property for nothing, has the use_ of the people's 
money without interest, makes the Government pay rent, and 
beats the city of New York out of the taxes. [Laughter and ap
plause.] 

The whole matter is a swfndle on the taxpayers of the United 
States and a fraud on the taxpayers of the city of New York. 
The Government is cheated out of this valuable property by the 
National City Bank-the Standard Oil bank-and the fact is 
that property is worth to-day over $10,000,000. At the same 
time the bank defrauds the taxpayers of the city of New York 
out of the taxes and has been defrauding them out of the taxes 
ever sin.ce 1900. There is no use for me now to go into the 
matter and discuss it at any length. It is the same old story 
of the same old &'teal. The Republicans, whffil the sundry civil 
bill was before the House recently, voted to pay the National 
Ciiy Bank this $130,600 for next year, and I have no doubt that 
to-day they are willing to give the Standard Oil Company bank 
this back rent which this Congress refused to pay last year-. 
Last year the Republicans in Congress were n little more vir
tuous, apparently, than they are this year, and then most of 
them could not stand for this swindle. This year, however, in 
view of the approaching Congressional campaign, they are will· 
ing to condone the fraud and vote away the people's mone;\·. 
In all the history of this Government there never was a more 
flagrant outrage on the people than this sale of the custnm
house property in the city of New York. The title of the prop
erty still remains in the Government of the United States, nnd 
the Government of the United States is compelled to pay rent on 
its ow.n property, while the National City Bank escapes the pa.y
ment of taxes to the city of New York. It is a disgrace to the 
Go1ernment, a fraud on the country, and a swindle on the city of 
New York, and the appropriation ought to be stricken out, and I 
hope it will be stricken out. [Loud applause on the Democratk 
side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1 Mr. LITI'AUER. 1\.Ir. Chairman, it is hardly two weeks now 

since a"'very full discussion was had on this very subject, and I 
do not believe the House cares to change the position that it 
then took by a large vote. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. LITTAUEBJ that the House would not ca-re 
to• change its position on this item, and as it struck this _par
ticular item from the appropriation bill last year, I hope it will 
not fail to do so this year. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The House last year was not the same 
House that it is now. 

1\Ir. SULZER. Not so far as Republican virtue is concerned. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr .. FITZGERALD. Oh, yes; it is the same House, the same 
Repusliean House. 

Mr. SULZER. But it will not be the same House next year 
if you Republicans keep on voting the people's money to the -
Standard Oil trust bank. [Applause and laughter on the Dem
ocratic side.] 

Mr. SULZER. But it will not be the same House next year 
if you Republicans keep on voting the people's money to the 
Standard Oil trust bank. [Applause and laughter on the 
Democratic side.) 

1\!r. FITZGERALD. There is some change in the units, but 
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it is the same House, and the House on full consideration did re
fuse to T"ote the rent for this year. Mr. Chairman, since the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRis] made his speech I ex
amined very carefully the documents he put in the RECORD. 
_The a<lvertisement for the sale of this property merely stated 
t hat the purchaEer would receive 4 per cent upon that portion 
of the purchase price that was paid during the occupancy of this 
property by the Go\ernment. .Anybody proposing to bid for the 
purchase of that property, I believe from a fair examination of 
the papers, would have assumed that the title was to pass to 
the purchaser at once, and that the earning power of the money 
pa id would be 4 per cent, less the taxes the property would be 
subjected to by the city of New York. 

Regardless of whether the city of New York bas been treated 
properly or improperly, the arrangement that bas been. made 
with this bank by which it has been saT"ed the taxes upon the 
J?roperty u~d?ubtedly has given it an undue advantage. In m:y 
JUdgment, ·If 1t had been known at the time the bids were made 
that the title would remain in the Go\ernment, so that the pur
chaser would not be liable for taxes, it would have made a con
siderable difference in the bids that were submitted. I believe 
that the scheme has been unfair, to say the least. I do not and 
can not approve the contract that was made for the sale of this 
custom-house, and I am unwilling to vote now, as a majority of 
the !louse refused to do last year, for this particular item. I 
hope that for ~he · sake of consistency, at least, the Republican 
Members of this House will adhere to their former action and 
reject the item. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman-~ 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment has been ex

hausted. 
Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word, merely for the purpose of asking the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. LITTAUER] a question. The gentleman from 
New York, as I understand it, states that this matter was 
fully discussed by the House of Representatives a year ago and 
this item stricken out on the ground that it was fraudulent. 

Mr. LITTAUER. My statement was that it was fully dis
cussed in this House two weeks ago, and that the Hou ·e re
tained the· item for the year 1907 in the sundry civil appropria
tion bill. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I understood the gentleman to say that it 
was discussed last year and that this was a different House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CocKRAN] that the assertion was made by his col
league, the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITzGERALD] that it 
was stricken out by the House of Representatives, :md the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LITTAUER] said that that action 
was taken by another House, which was the Fifty-eighth 
Congress. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I wished to ascertain from the gentleman 
from New York whether he had such an opinion of this House 
that he believed it would reverse the action of the last House? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Decidedly so. 
Mr. COCKRAN. Without any particular reason being ad

vanced for it? 
Mr. LITTAUER. I think the reasons were very amply given 

here. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will say I think the gentleman is referring 

to tile action of this House two weeks ago--
l\.Ir. COCKRAN. I misapprehended the gentleman--
Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). .And the House by an over-

wllelrning vote declared in favor of it. .. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired. 
Mr. SULZER. The gentleman said by an overwhelming 

majority. _The gentleman is entirely mistaken. Every Repub
lican except one voted for it and every Democrat voted 
agninst it. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced the noes 
appear ed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. SuLzER) there were-ayes 
58, noes 77. . 

.Mr. SULZER. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 
Tellers were ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York, Mr. LIT

TAUER, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. Sur.z:EB, will 
t ake their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 
65, noes 88. 

So the motion was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 

out $130,GOO. !low much is due on this property? 
Mr. SULZER. Fifty thousand dollars is due; that is the 

amount that is due. 

Mr. ·GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Cha irman we cer
tainly can demand of this bank-:Mr. Chairman I mo~e for the 
present to strike out the last word. I move to insert $80 GOO 
in lieu of $130,600. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Strike out $130,600 and insert $80,600. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do not think I unders tand this amend
ment clearly enough to. determine whether or not I shall raise 
the point of order against it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just wait a moment. For the 
pre ent I move to strilre out the last word. I would like to get 
my amendment prepared. I do not know exactly the figures. 

Mr. SULZER. It is $80,600. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I move to strike out 

$180,600 and insert $80,600. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Change the amount in lines 25 and 26 so as to read "eighty thou

sand six hundred dollars." 

Mr. GAINES of TennesEee. A.s I understand the bank owes 
the United States Government $50,000, balan~e due for this 
property. When that amount of money is paid the United 
States, then tllis property will be absolutely the bank's and the 
Gm-ernment will have all the purcha e money due it. 'Now "e 
are indebted to this bank, it seems, and the gentleman from New 
York says that is a legitimate debt. I think it is a debt that 
we should not pay. The House has voted twice this session to 
pay it. Last Congress voted not to pay it at all. 

Now, let us pay the bank the balance due it and give a deed 
to the bank, and then the State of New York and city of New 
York can tax this property. As the matter now stands it is 
a .nuisU?ce to Cong1:ess, it is an outrage upon the Treasury, it 
stmks rn the nostrils of all the people of this country who 
kn~w the ~etail~ of it, ~d it seems to me that we dm get rid 
of 1t now m this way. '"'fe owe them so much, it seems, and 
they owe us so much. Strike a balance and pay it and let the 
Secretary of the Treasury then give a deed to the bank and then 
the whole thing is over with, and the State of Nsw 'York can 
tax it and the city of New York can tax it. • 

Mr. LI'I'TAUER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
right there, and perhaps save a little time? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. · 
Mr. ~IT~AU~R: Are you aware that the sum of money 

stated m this bill IS for the purpose of paying the rent of the 
old custom-house? · 

1\fr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 
Mr. LI'.rTAUER. Consequently if we reduce this amount 

you will simply reduce the amount of rent to be paid and which 
bas no relation whatever to the $50,000 due on the contract 
entered into in pursuance of law. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 'Veil, I am trying to get rid of 
that contract by paying it off. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Well, you can not do it in this bill. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I can not see why it can not be 

d~me. If I owe my friend $50 and he owes me $40 and I pay 
hrm $10, we are then even and can walk down Pennsylvania 
avenue friends. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have submitted a plain, square propo
sition. I am sick and tired of this matter. I nm sick and tired 
of this outrage, if it is one. If we owe this, let us sh·ike n bal
ance and pay it; if we do not owe it, let us quit talking about it. 
This is one way to get rid of this nui ance. My amendment 
is made in perfect good faith, to end this contest. I hope the 
House will get rid of it. This will give the Government its 
property and give the bank its property. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [1\fr. GAINES]. 

The question was taken ; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Division, Mr. Chairman . 
The Hou e divided; and there were-ayes 40, noes 72. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

GOVERNME~'"T IN THE TERI!ITORIES. 

That no part of the appropriation for the salaries of members and 
officers of tlte Iegi~lative assembly, mileage, rent of rooms for the legis
lature and c.s>mm1ttees, furniture, stationery printin·"' bindin"' fuel 
Lights, and Incidental expenses appropriated' for the 

0

expenses 
0 of the 

legislative assembly o:f the Territory of Oklahoma by the le"'islative 
executive, and judicial. appropriation act for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1!30_7, shall be availabl~ for :my of the foregoin"' purposes, tl!e said 
sum bemg here?y c~vered rnto the Treasury ; and no election for me:n
bers of the legislative assembly or for any other officers authorized by 
the laws of the said Territory or Delegate to Congress shall be held 
under and in pursuance of said laws in the year 1906; and aU per-



.1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE . 9303 
sons heretofore -elected to any of said offices now serving and. perform
ing the duties thereof shall .continue to serve in their respective offi.ces 
and perform all the duties thereof, with all the power and authority 
conferred upon them by the laws of said Territory1 until such ~ffiees 
are tenninated b_y the laws of the State .of Oklanoma or until the 
officers provided for under the cons~itution of sai~ S~ate. are duly 
elected and qualified : Provided, That m case no constitutiOn 1s adopted 
and 1·atified in accordance with the provisions of an act for the ad
mission .of Oklahoma and Indian Territory Jnto the Union as a State, 
approved June 16 1 ~06, _then said Territorial officers of Oklahoma sha!l 
continue to discblirge the duties of th-eir respective offiees rmtil the1r 
successors are duly eieeted and quaiifi~ . . 

1\fT. LITTAUI?.:R. Mr. Chairman, I d~ir,e to offer an amend-
ment. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Tbe gentleman fmni New York offers an 
amendment, which the Ol,erk will report. · 

Tbe Clerk read as follows ; 
After the word " qualified,'~ in line 2, page 13, insert : 
"Pt·ovided, Tbnt the governor and otb.er .appropr_iate Territorial .offi

cers of said Territory are hereby authoriZed and directed to carry ~ut 
all contracts with the Territory of Oklahoma for the care and mam
tena.nce of charitable and penal institutions, and to make payments 
therefor out of the general fund of said Territory, and to properly 
maintain the various Territorial institutions until such tim~ as the con
stitution and laws of the State Qf Oklahoma shall provide therefor!' 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LITrAUEB] . 

The question was taken ; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follDw·s : 

DISTRiCT OF CQLU.M:BIA. 

Coroner's office : For amount required to pay the deputy coroner fQr 
services during the absence of the coroner, fo1· the fiscal years that 
follow: 

Fi~cal year 1906, $255. 
1\Ir. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point .of 

order on that item. 
Mr. LIT'I'AUER. There is a law which expressly authorizes 

the employment of the serviceB of a deputy coroner in the ab
sence of the coroner. It is a provision ~n the Code of the 
District. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. We had the Di trict appropriation bill 
under consideration this year and neV"er heard of such an 
officer as depucy coroner. There is a ·coroner, the morgue 
master an as istant morgue master, and. janitor, and .that is all. 
The co~·oner gets $1,800 a year, and here is $255 to pay somebody 
for doing his work. · 

1\Ir. LITTAUER. Doing the work which under the code he 
is authorized to receive pajment for. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What is that provision of the code? 
1\Ir. LITTAUER. I have not the code at hand. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I call the attention of my colleague to 

the fact--
l\1r. LITTAUER. I request that the item be passed over and 

taken up at a subsequent hour. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentlem:m from New· York {Mr. 

LITT.A.UEB] asks unanimous consent that the item be .passed 
at the present time without prejudice. 

1\lr. FITZGERALD. And I suggest, in addition to that, the 
next item against which a point of order will be raised. 

The CHAIRl\I.AN. Is there objection? 
Tllere was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Fire department: For additional amount required for forage, $1,000. 
1\lr. LITTAUER. 1\Ir. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-

ment. 
The CH.Affil\IAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
On -page 18, after line 14, insert: 
•: Fire department: For the following for the :fiscal year 1907, as au

thorized by· the act to classify the officers and members of th~ fire de
jlartment of the District of Columbia, approved June 20, 1906, namely; 

"For chief engineer, $3,500; deputy chief engineer, $2,500; 3 bat
talion chief engineers at $2,000 each; fire marshal, $2,000; deputy 
fire marshal, $1,400 ; 2 inspectors, at $1,080 each; clerk, $1,400 ; derk, 
$1200 · 29 .captains, at $1,400 each; 30 lieutenants, at $1,200 each; 
superir.{tendent of machinery, $1,400; assistant superintendent of 
machinery, $1,200; 19 en~1neers, at $1,150 each; 1~ assis~nt engi
neers at $1100 each ; 2 p1lots, at $1,150 each; 2 marrne · engmeers, at 
$1150 each'; 2 assistant marin~ engineers, at $1,100 each; 30 drivers, 
at' $1150 each; 30 assistant drivers, at $1,100 each; 168 privates of 
class '2 at $1,080 each ; 30 privates of class 1, at $960 each; and 1 
laborer' $480; fn all, $427,130, including the sum of $333,560 appro
priated' in the District of Columbia appropriation act tor the fiscal year 
·1907 under the title " Fire department," and in th~ paragrapli for 
pay of chief engineer and others, whieh latter sum is bereby rea-ppro
priated and diverted from the said act to and for tne purposes alone 
of meeting the requirements of this paragraph for the ftscal year 1907. 
~he CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- · 

inerit offered by the gentleman fr.om New York [Mr. LITTAUER]. 
The question was taken ; and the amendment was agreed to. 
Tha Clerk read as follows : 
For additional amount required to pay costs incident to the con

Jlemnation proceedings for additional .ground in square No. 489, in the 
tity of Washington, for site fOT -a new pollce-colll't building, ~4.80. 

• 1\fr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to • 
revert to line 15 of . tbe page now being read. Because of the 
insertion of the last amendment, the words " fire department" 
are mere repetition, and l ask that they be stricken out. 

Tbe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to revert to line 15, page 18, to offer an 
amendment. Is there objection? I After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows; 
On page 18, line 15, strike out the words "fire department!' 
The .question_was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read -as follows : 
Judgments : For payment of the judgments, including costs, against 

the District of Columbia, set forth in House Documents Nos. 86~ 875, 
and 897 of this session, $69,663.20, together with a further sum .suf
ficient to pay the interest, at not exceeding 4 per cent, on said judg
ments, as provided by law, . from the date the sam-e became due until 
the date of payment. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I offer a.n amendment, Mr. Chairman. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 19, line 22, strike out the word " an<! ; " in line 23, after the 

word " seven," insert " 1907 ; " and in line 24 strike out ".$63.20" 
and insert "$47.30." 

The question was taken; and the amendment was .agreed to. 
1\u·. LITTAUER. .Mr. Chairman, I would now ask that the 

committee return to page 13 .and take up the paragraphs that, 
by consent, were passed over. I would call attenti-on, in con
nection with the motion in regard to the pay of the deputy 
coroner, that its authorization is provided for in section 
196 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, which 
reads as follows : 

The Commissioners of said District -s-hall have authority to appoint 
a deputy coroner, who shall assist the coroner 1n the ~rformance of 
his duties aforesaid, and shall perform the same duties in case o! 
absence or disability of the coroner, and shall, while acting, receive 
compensation .at a rate not exceeding $5 per day. to be paid as other 
expenses of said District, and he shall give bond with a penalty 
of $2,500 under security to be approved by said Commissioners for 
the due performance of his duties. 

The Commissioners, in pursuance of this section, have recom
mended to Congress the amount contained in the bill. 

l\Ir. FITZGERALD. I move to strike out the item. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order must first be disposed 

of. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
1\ir. FITZGERALD. I move to strike out the item, "Com

pensation for 1906, $255." The provision of the District Code 
rea.d by the gentleman pro-vides that the deputy coroner may 
be paid $5 {)€r day for service iii the case of absence of the 
coroner. This item being for $255, means that at $5 a day the 
deputy coroner rendered this year fifty-one days' service to 
the District of Columbia. According to the statement of the 
Commissioners when the appropriation bill was being made up, 
there -were 79 autopsies and 49 inquests during the year. What 
this deputy coroner was doing for fifty-one days when the 
coroner himself found it impossible to keep busy it is .impos
sible for me to tell. There is no necessity, in my judgment, for 
a deputy coroner. 

l\fr. LITTAUER. Does the gentleman claim that there are 
any npmber of days in the year that the coroner had no case 
before him? 

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. There is nothing in the hearings of the 
subcommittee that gives a1;1y information about this item. I 
repeat that the hearings on the -appropriation bill show tl:lat 
there were 79 -autopsies and 49 inquests. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Well, the gentleman must be aware that 
the coroner is entitled to thirty days' leave and eV"en thirty days' 
sick leave ; and the deputy coroner has evidently been appointed 
to perform service during the absence of the coroner, and, as 
the gentleman states, worked fifty-one days, for which he is 
entitled to compensation under the law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What information has the gentleman 
that this man worked fifty-one days? 

1\Ir_ LITTAUER. It figures out that way, and it is the sum 
recommended to the committee by the District Commissioners, 
who, under the law, are authorized to employ him at the stated 
sum, $5 a day. · 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to say .to my colleague that that 
is a very um·eliable source of information from which to make 
appropriations. I -call his attention to the fact that the Com
missioners .asked him for an appropriation of $800 for a defi
ciency for rent for the office of the corporation counsel, although 
the corporation counsel was never authorized to hire an office. 

.M:r. LITTAUEJR. And be so informed us. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. It has been the practice here for the 

corporation counsel to have his own office and for his assistants 
to have their office. 

In the bill making appropriations for next year we provided 
that he shoul-d Qbtain a suite -of offices, and that his assistants 
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· should go in tbe1·e and attend to the public business in an office 
provided for that purpose, as soon as that is done the Com
missioners come with a deficiency of $800 for rent from Decem
ber, 1905, to the end of this fiscal year, and the Commissioners 
state that until the predecessor of present corporation coun
sel died be ne\er knew that the corporation counsel and his 
assistants paid their own office rent. · 

These men ba ve been Commissioners about three years. They 
are supposed to have some familiarity with the expenditutes 
for the District, and yet they make the statement that until a 
man died and his successor moved into his office, they were not 
a"\Vare that they did not disburse the money for the rent of the 
office. 

Throughout the hearings upon ' the appropriation bill it was 
found that the statements were not statements that could be 
relied upon for the purpose of mak~g appropriations. I call 
the gentleman's attention to another thing which happened be
fore the subcommittee. I do this because I hope that if these items 
to whieb I refer get into the bill in some other way the con~ 
ferees of the House will not yield upon them. A building is now 
occupied temporarily for a police court It was rented for a 
year and a half, at a rental of $3,000, upon the understanding 
that the owner was to expend $1,200 for repairs-that is, $1,800 
is paid as rent and $1,200 was expended for repairs. An appro
priation of $600 was made for this fiscal year for repairs. The 
Commissioners asked us for an appropriation of $800 for re
pairs for the coming fiscal year, although they expect to get out 
of the building on the 1st of January next. We allowed them 
·$200, thinking perhaps there might be some necessity for the 
appropriation and convinced that the sum would be more than 
sufficient. Yet they go before a diffel·ent subcommittee and ask 
to llaye made available for the coming six months the unex
pended balance of $600 which they now have. 

['l'he time of Mr. FITZGERALD having expired, by unanimous 
consent it was extended five minutes.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Here are two items that these Com
missioners have the effrontery or the presumption to ask of the 
c-ommittee. One of the items has never been authorized by 
law and no liability has been incurred for the purpose stated; 
an appropriation has ne,er been made for the purpose, but, 
because offices are provided for next year, it is assumed that 
we should pay for them for this year. If that reasoning is 
to hold good, "e might as well go right back and reimburse 
the estate of the dead man-the former corporation counsel for 
.the many years be occupied and paid for the offices . 

.Mr. LITTAUER. But that item was not allowed. We re
fused it consideration. 
· Mr. FI'l'ZGERALD. That does not change the fact that they 
came up and did their utmost to get it. Then, on the other 
item, although they knew that the appropriation bill for the 
coming fiscal year had passed with $200 available for repairs 
upon the building, when $1,200 had been expended within two 
years, · and when they had $600 for this year which was not 
used, they first asked for a deficiency of $600, and then they 
changed their request, as the hearings show, and asked that the 
unexpended balance of $600 be made a vail able for the coming 
year. 

When these gentlemen come and say that $255 has been 
earned by some deputy coroner, which means that he must have 
worked fifty-one days, although the coroner bas all he can do 
to find enough to do to keep him from forgetting he bas such an 
office, I beli~ve that the committee and the House should require 
some satisfactory information about the necessities of the em
ployment. I suggest to my colleague that no very great injus
tice will be done in this instance by striking this out If it 
goes out, then if the appropriation can be justified the informa
tion will be foethcomii•g; and if the iliformation to justify the 
appropriation is not given, the appropriation should not be 
made. 

The coroner is doing pretty well if, at this stage, at the time 
the estimates for the deficiency were submitted, he had already 
managed to escape fifty-one days in this year from the work of 
his otfice, in view of tbe statement that there were but seventy
nine autopsies and forty-nine inquests in the previous year and 
$500 was expended in addition in having the autopsies made. 
We can not be too careful in scrutinizing the requests for these 
2.ppropriations or in making the appropriations requested. So 
far as I am concerned, after six weeks' investigation upon the 
appropriation bill, I am not willing to take the mere recom
mendation of any men that money should be appropriated, and 
I say this so that there will be no misunderstanding, but that 
whenever appropriations are asked those asking will come pre
pared to substantiate the requests they make in a proper manner. 

.Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I trust that these items will 
not go out of the biii. Wbile I have no desire to enter upon a 

defense of some of the . actions of the Commissioners, they a1·e, 
nevertheless, responsible men of high character. This is an 
item of appropriation authorized by law, recommended to us 
by the Commissioners to pay the salary at $5 a day for the 
services of a deputy coroner for fifty-one days. · 

I see no reason at all why we should require that the Com
missioners bring vouchers with them to prove that fifty-one 
days were actuaiiy served, when. they submit the necessary ap
propriation. It is perfectly proper and regular that we should 
include in the bill the amount due as submitted by the Commis-
sioners. . 
· Mr. FITZGERALD. I will say to my colleague that if be 
follows out that practice he wiii soon bankrupt the Government, 
if be accepts the statement of every person as to the amount of 
the appropriation that should be made. 

The amendment was considered, and rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Statue of Liberty, New York Harbor: To equip wlth the proper 

machinery and lighting apparatus to light the Statue of Liberty at 
Fort Wood, Bedloes Island, New York Harbor, carrying out the plans 
of the Quartermaster-General of the nited States Army, under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, including electric elevator and neces
sary repairs to place the statue, pedestal, foundations, and surround
ings in safe condition, to continue available during the fiscal year 
1907, $62,800. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I beg the indul
gence of the committee while I make a statement and then an 
inquiry. On yesterday I was hailed on the street by two of 
my constituents, a gentleman and his wife, who said that they 
were charged 25 cents for being transported to the premises 
where this Statue of Liberty is situated. 

1\Ir. LITTAUER. Visitors are charged 25 cents for the trip 
from the Battery, in New York, to Bedloes Island and return 
on a steamer owned by a private individual, who is given the 
right to conduct the ferry by the Secretary of War, under whose 
jurisdiction the island is. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He also stated that there. was 
another carrier who only charged 10 cents, and while he felt not 
very indignant over paying this small amount, yet--

1\fr. LIT'.rAUER. I think the gentleman's constituent is mis
taken, and that tbere is no other ferry. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He is an intelligent man, and 
particular in matters of that sort. He kno"\\'s how to make 
money and how to take care of it; and he stopped me on the 
street and asked about it I could not give him the information 
be desired. Now, I would like for the gentleman from New 
York to tell me exactly what right the citizen has to go there 
and who has a right to charge him, and if there is another car
rier, as I understood my constituent to say, who charges 10 cents 
for carrying people over. 

Mr. LITTAUER. .My information is that tbe ferry has been 
established for many years between the Battery, in New York, 
and Bedloes Island, o:q which this statue is situated, and that 
the round-trip charge on the ferry is 25 cents. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How about the other fellow that 
carries for 10 cents? · 

Ur. LI'.rTAUER. I do not believe that there is any such 
carrier. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There is no such carrier. There 
is only one boat. 

fr. GAit\TES of Tennessee. I did not propose to r aise any 
rumpus about it, but when one man is given by the Government 
the right to charge 25 cent~ and a private citizen only charges 
10 cents, I thought there must be a wrong somewhere. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would suggest that the gentleman's constitu
ent might swim over. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tenne see. Oh, he might swim over-be 
might walk. He would if he set his head that way. [Laugh
ter.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. I will inform the gentleman from Ten
nessee that many Members from New York and Brooklyn 
around me advise me that they know there is but one ferry 
authorized to carry visitors to this island, and that the charge 
for the round trip, as I stated, is 25 cents, and has been so for 
many years. 

l\fr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, my friend and constitutent 
might have been mistaken. I am going to write him the intel
ligence that I have procur"'1. The man is naturally a sober 
man and never took a drink in his life. 

A !11EMBER. What! And from Tennessee ? [Laughter.] 
1\!r. GAINES of Tennessee. He was with his wife, and, as I 

say, he is not a ·drinking man. Now, gentlemen, I want hori
zontal justice done hereafter. We ma.y not want justice in the 
great hereafter, but let us have it in the present. [Laughter.] 
If some one is carrying passengers to this statue for 10 cents, and 
the Government giv.es a special privilege to another to haul fol: 
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25 cents, I say that that is an imposition on somebody, and 
wrong, and ought not to be allowed. 

1\Ir . . LITTAUER. I am positive that it is not allowed. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, I am rejoiced to know that 

there is no injustice being done about the precincts of the 
Statue of Liberty. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
California earthquake sufferers : Authority .. is hereby specifically 

given to the Secretary of War to use the appropriations for relief of 
sufferers from earthquake and conflagration on the Pacific coast, 
amounting in all to $2,500,000, not only to buy additional supplies as 
may be needed for the relief of the sufferers, as directed in the joint 
resolutions, approved April 19, .April 20, and April 23, 1906, and for 
the purpose of replacing by purchase supplies which have been fur
nished by the Secretary of War for such relief from the stores on hand 
for the use of the Army and for the purpose of defraying all extra 
cost to the War Department incurred in mileage of officers, transporta
tion of troops, and all other expenditures which would not have been 
necessary but for the relief measm·es herein described and authorized, 
but also for the expenditures for personal services of persons employed 
by the subsistence, quartermaster, medical, and signal bureaus in the 
measures undertaken by the Army for the fm-nishing and distribution 
of supplies and necessary sheltering of the sufferers and the needed 
sanitation of camps and other temporary settlements maintained by 
the War Department for such relief. 

1\fr. HULL. · 1\fr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
to come in after line 9, page 23. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Insert after line 9, page 23, the following : 
" To reimburse officers and enlisted men of the Army who were on 

duty under orders in San Francisco during the recent fire in this city 
for less of clothing and other personal e1'l'ects sustained by them 
through said fire, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary : 
Pt·ovided, 'l'bat such reimbursement shall be. made under regulations 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of War upon vouchers to be approved 
by him in each case." 

Mr. LIT'l'AUER. But the Presidio was not damaged. 
Mr. HULL. Other buildings were. The Phelan Building, 

headquarters of the Army, .was desh·oyed. 
Mr. LITTAUER. But the Phelan Building was an office 

building. 
Mr. HULL. If they did not lose a dollar they do not gf)t a 

dollar. This provides for the aetual loss, and the difference 
between the Army and the Navy and the Marine Corps and a 
civilian, is that in time of stress a civilian employee may look 
after his own property, but the Army, the Navy, and the Marine 
Corps have to go where they are ordered, even if they lose 
everything they have on earth. 

Mr. LITrAUER. I insist upon the point of order, Mr. Chair-
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Payment to Texas: To reimburse to the State of Texas, in full set

tlt-ment of all claims of any nature whatever on account of moneys 
actually expended by that State during the period of time between 
F'ebrua.ry 28, 1855, and June 21, 1860, in payment of State volunteers 
or rangers called into service by authority of the governor of Texas in 
defense of tbe frontier of that State against Mexican marauders and 
Indian depredations, for which reimbursement has not been made out 
of the Treasury of the United States, as ascertained under the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1905, -and certified in Senate Document 
No. 169 of this session, ~375,418.94. 

Mr. DALZELL. .Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the paragraph just read. There is no existing law that 
authorizes this appropriation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I understand this provi· 
sion is inserted in the bill in compliance with an act which was 
passed by Congress February 24, 1905, approved March 3, 1905, 
and which reads as follows: :Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I feel compelled to make 

the IJOint of order against this ·amendment. The Secretary of War is hereby directed to inquire and report to 
Congress, for its consideration, what sum or sums of money were ac

Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman will r€serve the point tually e:xpended by the State of Texas during the period of time be-
of order for a moment. meen February 28, 1855, and June 21, 1860, in payment of the·State 

1\Ir. LITTAUER. Of course I will reserve the point of order. volunteers (lr rangers called into service by authority of the governor 
of '.rexas in defer:se of the f-rontier of that State against Mexican ma

Mr. HULL. There is no doubt tl'at it is subject to the point nruders and Indian depredations for which r eimbursement has not 
· of order, Mr. Chairman. The naval bilJ recently passed nere been made out of the Treasury of the United States. 
had amendment placed on it by the Senate, which was Mr. Chairman, in compliance with that instruction the Sec
agreed to by the House, in exactly this language applying to retary of War bas had this item audited. He has reported to 
the Navy. The Army bill passed the House before the earth- the Committee on Appropriations the amount of his finding, and 
quake and terrible fire following, and it was impossible to make on that auditing authorized by this act of Congress this appt;o
the same provision at that time for the Army. It seems to me priation bas been inserted in this appropriation bill. I take it 
that the Congress of the United States, having already· made this . that this is far more in compliance with law and existing law, 
provision for the Navy and the Marine Corps, should be willing far more an auditing of an account, than was the case the Chair
to make it for the Army. I hope the gentleman will not insist man held to be such this afternoon, where a treaty had been 
upon his point of order. made and the King of Sweden ·was authorized to ascertain the 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I regret to be compelled to amount of the indebtedness due by the . United States and 
·insist upon the point of order. All others in the service of Great Britain to certain people in the Samoan Islands, and 
the United States would have just as good a claim for reim· where the King merely found that the amount was due and au
bursement of their losses if this were allowed. thorized some one else to audit the account. The Ohair held 

Mr. HULL. The other two branches of the service have that by virtue of that act and by virtue of that treaty that that 
already received it. The Army and the Navy and the Marine 1 was such an auditing of an account-because clearly it was not 
Corps were ordered into the very heru·t of the district that was a judgment-as to make it existing law, and that it was in 
affected. order on this bill. 

Mr. LITT.AUER. And those who work in the mint and in Now, I take it, Mr. Chairman, that we all recognize that this 
the post-office lost property, as well as all the unfortunate citi- committee has jurisdiction to place in this bill such judgments 
zens of San Francisco. as are certified to it by the Secretary of the Treasury and such 

l\Ir. HULL. These men were compelled to go there and neg- audited accounts as are presented to it. Some years ago, I be
leet their own matters. We have passed it for the Navy and lieve in the Fifty-second Congress, the present Speaker of this 
the Marine Corps, and I now submit to the gentleman to re- House and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY] 
fuse it to the Army, which was in the very heart of the busi- secured the passage of a bill directing the Auditor of the United 
ness and who did more than the other did, will not be fair. States to reaudit the accounts of the States of Indiana and 
They were taken from the barracks, where they were compelled Illinois as to expenditures made by those States during the civil 
to leave everything, and were compelled to go out and do police war. _The Auditor reaudited those accounts under that act of 
duty and every other kind of work in the very heart of this Congress. It was returped and placed in a general deficiency 
turmoil. I hope the gentleman will not insist on his point of bill. When the matter was presented to the House the gentle
order. man from Tennessee [Mr. SIMS] raised the point of ordei;, tl1at 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, it is a difficult position in it was not an audited account and was not in compliance with 
which to be placed by the gentleman. I realize fully the very the existing law. 
free and meritorious service of the Army in connection with On that point of order the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
this horrible disaster at San Francisco, but at the same time SHERMAN], who 'then occupied the chair, held that it was w1thin 
if we now supplement the provision already made for the men existing law because the auditing had been authorized by an 
and officers of the Army, we ought to do just the same for all act of Congress, that it was pone in compliauce with an act of 
other Government employees who lost their effects in this con- Congress, and so reported to this House, and held that the 
flagration. . point of order did not lie because the appropriation was under 

Mr. HULL. They were ordered away from their barracks an act of Congress. Now, what is the difference between that 
and they had to go. condition of affairs and the present status of this claim? In 

Mr. LITTAUER. And I do not know why we should not also that case an act of Congress was passed to authorize the 
tfl.ke care of the private citizens, if that is the fact. Auditor to ascertain the amount that was due for rnonev 

Mr. HULL. It is not the same. The Army had no power to expended by the State of Indiana for the defense of the Union 
refuse to go and abandon everything they bad. during the civil war, and the Secretary of the 'l'.reasury was 

Mr. LITTAUER. Where were these men located that they directed to ascertain and report to Congress the amount of that 
had to leave and go? · claim, which was done, and it was held in order. In this case 

Mr. HULL. Some were in the Presidio, and some were in the Congress has passed a law directing the Secretary ot War 
. other places. to ascertain what was due the State of T€xas for the defense 
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of the borders of the United States during the time between 
1.8:::5 and 1860; I do not remember the exact -year. The Secre
tary of War bas ascertained that . amount and reported it to 
Congress, h as audit-ed it, and it stands in. id-entically the posi
tion t hat did the amount that was held in order by l\Ir. SHERMAN 
when he occupied the chair in reference to au-dited accounts of 
Jllinois and Indiana. That being the case, I contend that this 
is clearly in order~ clearly an audited account under ftll act 
<Of Congress. 

Tile OHAIR::\1AN. The Cliair would like to ·suggest to the 
.committ-ee that it wouid J)robably expedite the consideration of 
tllis question, which is quite an important one, to carry it over 
until to-morraw. The Chair has just had handed him this 
afternoon a letter from the Secretary of War, containing a 
complete history -of this claim, and the Chair_ would like to take 
time this evening to go through it carefully and tamilial'ize 
himself' with the history, and then to-morrow take up the ques
tion of order and hear debate. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I have gone through tills 
somewhat carefully, and it is a very simple matter, and one that 
the Chair would apprehend with a f.ew words .of .explanation. 

Tbe CHAIRMAN. Well, the Chair will bear the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. This is a claim, according to the appropria
·tioJ1 bill, " as ascertained under an act ·of Congress approved 
March 3, 1905, and certified by Senate Document No. 1G9 of this 
session, $375,418.94." Now, the Senate document referred to in 
the appropriation bill is the -document which the Ohair has now 
in his possession. to wit, a letter from the Secretary ·of War, 
transmitting a report of the result ·of investigations made by 
the Secretary of War, etc. Now, in the first pla-ce, if the Chair 
will observe the language of the act .approved March 3, 1905, he 
will find that it does not authorize a final auditing: 

The Secretary of War is hereby directed to inquire and to report to 
Congress for its eonsideration what .sum or S1IIIlS of money were 
actually expended by the State of Texas durin$ the period of time be
tween February 28, 1855, and June 21, 186u, in payment of State 
volunteers or rangers called into service by authority of the governor 
of Texas in defense of the frontier of that State against Mexican 
ma1·auders and Indian depredations, for which reimbursement has not 
been made out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Now, I say, in the first place, that is not an .authorization of 
law to finally audit this claim, and I say, in the sec-ond place, 
that, according to this letter, the Secretary -of War has not 
finally audited the claim. If the Ohair will .allow, on page 31 
~f the document which he has, be will find : 

It should be noted that the :act of March 3, 1903, applies 1n terms 
to money actually expended by Texas in payment ·Of State volunteers 
or rangers. In a strictly military sense this can only be construed as 
allowing for the pay of the troops to the -exclusion of disbursements on 
account of subsistence, forage, equipment, ordnance stores, and other 
expenses. It is possible, however, that the -expression " in payment of" 
may have been intended by Congress to mean in payment of any e:Kpense 
of the troops in question, including both pay and allowances and other 
proper military expenses. In any event, it will be seen from an exami
nation of the account submitted that it is impossible to segregate the 
amount expended by the State for pay proper from that expended for 
other purposes. In the summary given before, therefore, na attempt has 
been made to state separately the amount expended on .account of the 
pay of the troops, and that summary includes .all of the expenditures 
for the purposes indicated i_n the respective State acts makmg a-ppro
priations. 

Here, therefore, is one item wbere the Secretary of War has 
not ascertained whether or not the amount appropriated would 
be a final payment of the State's claim. I i·ead further: 

It is also to be remarked that the act of March ·s, ·1905, requires that 
the money shall have been actually expended during the period of time 
between February 28, 1855, and June :U, 1860. An examination .of the 
accounts submitted shows that while all these Sta.te .appropriations were 
made during the _period indicated, some of the money was actually ex
Jlended after June 21, 1860. A distinction is therefore made in the 
.summary of expenditures between payments made before and those 
made after June 21, 1860. . 

.So there is another item which goes to show that this is not a 
finar .audit. 

Mr. BURLESON. That is not embodied ln the item. 
l\1r. DALZELL. Suppose it is not embodied. Then 1t does 

not make a final disposition of this claim and leaves it open 
for adjudication at some future Congress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 will ask the gentleman from Penn
sylvania if .it is J;l.Ot a fact that the Secretary of War has 
audited the claim to the extent that Congress authorized him 

· to audit, and therefore it is in conformity with the Jaw? · 
1\Ir. DALZELL. Congress did not authorize him to audit at 

all. It authorized him to t-.xamine the accounts and report to 
Congress. That is all that it .authorized him to do. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is n-ot an authorization of .audit
ing. It is merely an ascertllinment--

l\1r. DALZELL. He tells you as to these i±-ems thn.t I have 
realled the Chair's attention to, that he is not now making a 
ftnal audit. There is in there a third item, which I will n-ot 
stop to read, because it is in the .same cat~ory .as those l have 

alr-eady read. Now :Mr. Chairman; this is on :ill fours with .a 
case decided by the gentleman from Indiana, the p1~esent 
occupant of the chair, a somewhat well-known case-the case of 
Greer Coanty. 

On April 16, l~04, the general deficiency nppropriation 'bill was un
der consideration in the Committee of the Whole on t he state of the 
~~~~· when Mr. JOHN H. STEPHEXS, of Texas, proposed this .amend-

" !Insert, after Line 1~ page 9, the following : . 
:· ' T.o refund to th.e State of Texas the sum uf $50,8 75.53, the sum 

be:rn~ the .amount due the St-ate of Texas in tile adjustment of cla.ims 
T~lating to the transfer of ·Greer County, Okla., from the State of Texas 
to the United Stutes.' " 

1\fr_ HEMENWA..Y, of Indiana, made the point of order that the .pro
posed amendnlent was out of order, being a claim. Mr. STEPHENS argued 
that th€ act of 1901 authorized the Secretary of the Interior to n.udit 
this acc.ount. The law actually provided that the -secretary of the 
Interior should examine the claims of Greer County aga inst Texas and 
-of Texa-s against Oklahoma and report to Congress. The law provided 
that the Secretary~ ll11.ving made the eYalnination, should report in de
tail to Congress, but the law made no provision directing the payment 
of any balance dne. The Chairman said : 

"Tlle Chair is of the opinion, upon the statement of the gentleman 
from Texas, that the amendment is not in order. The appropriation ls 
not authorized by existing law, and therefore the Ch!l.lr sustains the 
point of order." 

Now, the authorization to the Secretary of the Interior to 
audit this claim of Greer County, or the relative claims of Greer 
County and Oklahoma, was in the very terms of the a.et of 1905, 
which is appealed to here to-day to sustain this appropriation. 
I submit to the Ohair that is it ab olutely impossible to differ
-entiate the two eases, and therefore .the point of orde1· should 
'be sustained. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a word on 
this subject. The deficiency appropriation bill is the bill that 
usually carries the appropriations for the p·ayment of claims. 
The rule of the committee has always been to report appropria
tions for the payment of claims that have been audited by the 
Treasury Department, or by any other Department, when audited 
in accordance . with law, and also judgments of the Court of 
Claims that are certified by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
Congress for appropriations. 

At the beginning of this Congress the Committee on Appro
priatiol!s reported an appropriation in the urgent deficiency ap
propriation bill to pay the claims of the State of Pennsyl
-vania and the State of New York for interest to these two States 
for the amount advanced by them during the war of 1812. Now, 
the authorization for that audit-and I s.t>eak of this more espe
cially for the purpose of explaining why this item appears in 
this bill-the authorization for the auditing, or the examination 
of that account, and report to Congress the amount found due, is 
in 33 Statutes, 777, as follows.: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to resettle and readjust all claims of the States of New York, Penn
sylvania, and Delaware for and on account of advances ::tnd -expendi
tures made by said States in the war of 1812 to 1815 with Great 
Britain, and that in computing interest on said advances the Secretary 
of the Treasmy shall apply the same rule as that which was applied 
in the settlement of a like elaim with the State of Maryland under the 
provisions of the .act approved {)ll the 3d day ·of March, 1857. 

Now, that was the authority we gave the Secretary of the 
Treasury to examine into .and ascertain the amount due these 
three States for inte1·est paid ~n the amounts advanced by 
them during the war of 1812. At the beginning of this session 
the amount was certified to Congress and referred to the Com
mittee on Appropriations by the War Department for the repay
ment to the .State of Texas of the amount which that State .ex
pended in protecting its frontier from Me:x:.ican marauders and 
Indians. 

Now, this was referred by Congress to the War Department, 
and the whole question has ·been thoroughly investigated under 
the Military Secretary, General Ainsworth, a gentleman in whom 
we all have the utmost confidence. He has submitted -a state
ment to Congress of the amount found due the State. The 
authority for th:it investigation is found in the act approved 
March 3, 1905, the same year that Congress passed the act under 
which the claims of the Sta.tes of Pennsylvania., New York, 
and Rhod-e Island were adjusted, the only difference being that 
this was referred .to the War Department, while the other claims 
were referred to the Treasury Department. The language is 
substantially the same : · 

'l'he Secretary of War is hereby directed to inquire and report to 
Congress for its coru;ideration what sum or sums of money were actually 
expended by the State of 'l'exas during the period of time between Feb
ruary .28, 1855, and June 21, 1860, in payment of State volunteers or 
rangers called into service by authority of the governo.r of Texas in 
defense of the frontier of that State against Mexican marauders and 
Indian depredations for which reimbursement has not been made out of 
the Treasury of the United tates. 

.Reimbursement for these expenditures has heretofore been 
authorized· by law. This question was referred by Congress to 
the War D-epartment for the pm·pose of ascertaining the amount 
actu~lly expended and not reimbursed under the act -of 1855 and 
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the act of 1860. Mr. Chairlllan, the result of this Congressionally 
authorized investigation or audit was presented to the com
mittee, and it seemed to the committee that it was justified in 
caiTying this provision in the bill appropriating for this amount, 
for the reason that the authorization is almost identical in 
form and substance with the authorization under which similar 
claims have heretofore been submitted to the Department re
specting claims for other States. For that reason I think the 
matter is in order. Adjustment was authorized by Congress. 
An examination was authorized by Congress to ascertain the 
amount that has not been paid to Texas which Congress has 
heretofore authorized to be paid to Texas under the two acts 
of Congress I have heretofore referred to. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to call the Chair's attention to the 
fact that after reciting the three items I have already called 
the attention of the Chair to the Secretary of War goes on to 
say " subject to the foregoing remarks, the following table is 
submitted." That is to say, leaving out these three unadjusted 
claims, he submits the " following table; " and the Chair will 
find that he states at the end that if one view of the case is 
taken there is so much money due, and if another view of the 
case is taken a certain other amount of money is due. 

:Ur. BRUNDIDGE. There is no doubt, Mr. Chairman, of the 
fact that the Secretary of War has certified to Congress the 
amount be has found due the State of Texas under the act 
passed in 1905. Now, then, what does it come here for? Evi
dently it does not come here to be examined. It does not 
come to Congress for us to consider the question whether it 
is due or not due, and to reopen the investigation for that 
purpose. He certified it to us for the purpose of paying it, 
and it was sent here for no other purpose, and the act is sus
ceptible of no other construction. And I think, Mr. Chairman, 
that it is not so much a question as to what language was used 
as it is what purpose Congress had in view in sending it to be 
audited. It was sent to be audited for the sole purpose of finding 
the specific and definite sum due the State of Texas by the 
Government, and they have certified it to Congress, and it has 
come back here for payment and not for points of order. Now, 
then let us look at the Fifty-seventh Congress to the language 
used' there in that act, and I want to call the attention of the 
Chair to the ruling that was made then. There was a point of 
order made there to tm almost similar provision of law, and this 
was the ruling then : 

The Chair will say that on page 1048 of the Statutes at Large, vol
ume 32, is found the following provision : 

" That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di
rected to examine the claim of Messrs. GaUntly, Hankey & Co., of 
London England owners of the British steamship Mogul, for damages 
alleged 'to be due said owners by reason of the collision between said 
steamship Mogul and the U. S. transport Warren in Manila Bay on 
December 30 1900, and determine what damages, if any, are due 
thereby to said owners of said steamship Mogul, and to certify the amount 
of such damages, if any are found to be due, to the Secretary of the 
Treasury · and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to report the same to Congress for its action." 
- Now, to the bill carrying an appropriation to pay the amount 

found due under that act a point of order was made, and the 
·present chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the gen
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY], who occupied the chair 
in Committee of the Whole at that time, made this ruling upon 
that matter, and, I think, ruled correctly: 

Thus it has been held to be a special auditing authorized by law, and 
the appropriation of money for the purpose of paying the amount 
found to be due is in order under the rules of the House. The Chair 
therefore overrules the point of order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the same ruling was made in the Fifty
eiO'htb Congress, under the appropriation to pay the claims of the 
St~tes of Maine, Iowa, and some other States, almost of a like 
character as this. The Chairman there held : 

The statute, which has been read in full, plainly refers these several 
claims to the Auditor for reexamination and reauditing, with a view 
to allowance or disallowv.nce. That has been done, as the gentleman 
from Illinois states, and the certificate of the Auditor is produced 
here. 

Just as we bav.e here. And it has been repeatedly held that 
any audited account-not necessarily the judgment of a court, 
but any account audited by direction of Congress-is in order 
on a deficiency appropriation bill. That is this case, and the 
Chair should overrule the point of order if precedents are to be 
followed. 

Any official auditing a claim, autbori.zed by ·an act of this 
body-! do not care to whom we send it, if the party is an 
official of this Government-if we send it to him and direct him 
to audit it, and be does so and reports it back to Congress, it 
comes back here for our action, and we must either pay it or 
reject it, and its proper and only place, in my judgment, is on 
a deficiency appropriation bill. And if we are to treat the State 
of Texas as we have treated all other States having similar 
claims possessing no more merit than this does, then we will 

make this appropriation and pay this claim that ought to have 
been paid years and years ago. I hope the point of order will 
be overruled. · 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the question whether this 
paragraph in the bill is properly before this House is the only 
question that you and r ha\'e to deal with, and the only way 
in which you can decide that matter is to trace the manner in 
which it came into this House. The act of Congress making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, approved March 3, 1905, contains the following 
provision: 

The Secretary of War ls hereby directed to inquir~ and report to 
Congress-

For what purpose7-
for its consideration. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the way it came into the Appro
priations Committee room, and I presume the Chair will bold 
that that committee is a part of Congress. Then we bad a 
right to consider it. Why? Because at a previous session of 
Congress the investigation had been ordered, and the War De
partment was ordered to report to Congress for its considera
tion, and first through your committee this consideration was 
~d • 

Now, what was to be considered? This act states emphatic
ally what was to be considered. It was the sum of money due 
Te:1:as, for a specific purpose, expended by her. General Ains
worth, representing the War Department, has reported specifk
ally what amount was found due Texas. Now, first, the point of 
order can not be good, because this Congress itself ordered the 
investigation to be made. In the second place, it ordered the 
findings to be sent to Congress. In the third place, it ordered 
these findings to be sent here for consij:leration. In the fourth 
place, the consideration is being bad, and has been bad, first, by 
your committee, and now by the Committee of the Whole, and no 
point of order can hold against it. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to discuss the point 
of order. I do not believe the point of order will lie, but pre
liminary to its discussion I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania a question. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if he is willing to withdraw the point of order 
and let the issue as to whether Texas is to be paid in accordance 
with the provisions of this item be fought out on its merits? 
If be will do that, if I do not get full two-thirds majority of 
this House in favor of leaving it in the bill, I will myself ask 
to withdraw the item from the consideration of the House. 

I want to say to the gentleman that a point of order was made 
against this item carrying a part of this claim·nea.rly fifty years 
ago, and Texas has not yet been paid, though an appropriation 
for same was made in 1860, which, because of the coming on of 
the civil war, was subsequently covered back in th~ Trea m·y. 

I want to futhermore state to the gentleman that I hold in my 
hand a report embodying a claim in favor of his State, the State 
of Pennsylvania, for $236,762 for interest, not principal, but in
terest, on a claim growing out of the war of 1812, and when, 
during the early days of this session, that item, carried in the 
urgent deficiency bill, was questioned on the floor I stood, and 
the RECORD will support my statement, and defended that item 
for Pennsylvania. Now, I ask again, I would like to knbw if 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is willing to )lave this item 
fought out on its merits? 

Evidently not, Mr. Chairman, for the gentleman refuses to re
spond. I take it that he is not willing to submit the merits of 
this question to this body, consisting of an overwhelming Re
publican majority, and let it determine whether this is a just 
and righteous claim. 

Mr. DALZELL. I am standing on my right, defending the 
rules of the House. As far as merits of the claim are con
cerned, I am ready to meet those when they arrive. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I make no pretense to 
being a parliamentarian. I believe I would rather ser"e a· 
term i.n prison than read a dozen precedents of parliamentary 
law; but I do want a word upon the philosophy of the rule 
that is now being invoked against this item. What is the 
rule, or rather what is the basis of authority, for permitting 
items of this kind to be embodied in an appropriation bill? 
There is a general law, Mr. Chairman, authorizing the Secre
tary of the Treasury to audit certain claims, or claims of a 
certain character, and when they are so audited the same law 
directs that they shall be transmitted to the Congress for its 
consideration. This law affords the only basis for embodying 
provisions for the payment of many claims which are carried 
in appropriation bills. 

Now I will read to the Chair the law under which items of 
this character are generally embodied in appropriation bilis. 
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It is an act of Congress passed in 1884, and it provides as 
follows: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall, at the commencement of each 
session of Congress, report the amount dne each claimant whose 
claim has been allowed in whole or in part to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the Presiding Officer of the Senate, who 
shall lay the same before thell· respective Houses for consideration. 

1\Ir. Chairman, the Congress passed that law; it authorized 
· a certain oftlcer of our Government to audit claims, and di

r ected t11e manner of the auditing the general classes of 
claims. That law is the basis and authority upon which the 
great majority of items providing for the payment of claims 
go into the deficiency appropriation bill. Who will contend, 
Mr. Chairman, that the same power, the same lawmaking 
body-the Congress-can not pass .another law directing an
other official of the Go-vernment to audit an account or to 
ascertain the exact amount due on a claim? Who will con
tend that more -validity should be given to the one act of 
Congress than is given to the other act of Congress? Who will 
contend that one law · is of more binding force and effect than 
another law pa~sed by the same body? 

It is true that the general law co-vering the auditing of claims 
requires that tl:le work shall be done by the Treasury Depart
ment, but, Mr. Chairman, who will say that Congress can not 
pass a special law requiring another officer, the Secretary of 
War, if it wills, to audit a particular claim? And when such 
claim is audited by the Secretary of War and transmitted to 
Congress for its consideration, as the special law directs, where 
is the logic of the contention that it has not the same legislative 
status that is given claims audited under the general law? 

1\fr. Chairman, Congress could, if it saw fit, repeal the general 
law I read a moment ago and pass another law directing any 
official it might see fit to name in the law as the official who 
shall audit claims an(\ transmit them to Congress for its con
sideration. 

Why, this morning, 1.\Ir. Chairman, we had under discussion 
;mother item, against which the same point of order was raised, 
where the supreme law in the shape of a treaty authorized the 
appropriation, and where under the same law it was provided 
that a person, not an official of the Treasury Department, not 
even a citizen of our country, but the king of a foreign country, 
should audit that claim, and yet the Chair properly overruled 
the point of order · raised on the ground that it was not author
ized by law and that it had not been properly audited. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here is an act of Congress, act of 1905, 
passed because of certain former acts of Congress which dealt 
with this same subject-matter. The act of 185- and the act of 
1860 were referred to by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
.TAWNEY]. Now, what does the act of 1905 direct? It directed 
that the officer of the Government-who? the Secretary of War
shall do what? Ascertain the amount due Texas by the General 
Government for certain sums paid out by Texas between certain 
dates, which sums should have been paid by the General Gov
ernment. Does that not direct the auditing of the account? 
Isn't that an authorization of law for the ascertainment of the 
account and also an authorization that when that act bas been 
performed by the Secretary of War the result of his action shall 
be submitted to Congress for consideration? 

Tile gentleman from Pennsylvania says the precedent in the 
Greer County case is on all fours with thi8 case; that said 
precedent was made by the present occupant of the chair, who 
ruled on the point of order which established that precedent; 
that it is absolutely impossible to differentiate the two cases. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, as I see it, nothing is easier. In the 
Greer County case the law authorized, after the state of the 
account had been ascertained, that the Secretary of the Inte
rior should report to Congress. Nothing more. When this re
port was made it was a full compliance with every nrovision 
of that law. And in that case I think the point of order was 
properly sustained. Now, wherein does the present case differ 
from that case? It directs the ascertainment of the account; 

- so far, I admit the cases are on all fours. It directs that when 
the account is ascertained a report shall be made to Congress ; 
so far, I admit the cases are on all fours. But, 1.\Ir. Chairman, 
in the Greer County case the law stopped just at this point, 
and in this case now before you it goes ·one step further and 
added thereto the words "for its consideration." Now, sir, 
unless it is claimed that these words can be disregarded, given 
no effect, completely nullified, I contend that the point must be 
overruled, for to do otherwise would be to refuse to do what 
the Congress, in the law of 1905, said should be done. How 
can we carry out the mandate of Congress, that this matter 
shall after certain acts had been performed by the Secretary 
of War, be reported to Congress "for its consideration," unless 
the item is embodied in this bill, and not being subject to the 
point of order, be brought before the Congress for its considera-

tion? Can it be said that we have carried out this law if this 
point of order is sustained and consideration of same is, in con
sequence of this fact, refusetl.? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I direct attention to the fact that this 
act of 1905 is clothed in the exact phraseology in which a law of 
this character is usually clothed. 1\fr. Chairman, another mat
ter, by way of persuasion, to which I direct attention. A few 
days ago a bill was reported to the Senate, passed that body, and _ 
was brought before this body and passed. . It provided for the 
ascertainment of certain claims in favor of the city of Boston 
or a sewerage company that might arise by reason of the dam- · 
age caused by the discharge of guns belonging to the Govern
ment on Deer Island. The Secretary of War was present 
when this bUJ was considered by the Appropriations Committee 
and this very question that has been raised here was the~ 
raised by the gentleman from Massachusetts [1\Ir. SULLIVAN], 
as to whether or not language similar to the language used in 
the act of 1905, which I invoke, would take a claim of this char
acter without the general class of claims that otherwise would 
be submitted to the Committee on Claims. • 

This matter was carefully considered by the Committee on 
Appropriations, and the Secretary of War, a man whom it is 
said is to grace the Supreme Bench at an early date, was 
present at the time. The matter was discussed and that bill 
was reported to this House and passed, containing substantially 
the phraseology in the act of 1905 upon which I reply and I now 
call the attention of the gentleman from Massach~setts [Mr. 
SULLIVAN] to the fact that if this ruling now invoked by. the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is to be established here against 
this Texas claim the law relative to the claims of the citizens 
of Massachusetts, which law he was assured was so framed as 
not to subject them to the necessity of going before the Com
mittee on Claims, will be absolutely worthless to them. Now 
I desire to read the pertinent part of the law to which I hav~ 
alluded, and then I shall conclude what I have to say. I read 
a section ·of that law: 

SEc. 2. That the United 'states shall be liable for any damage to 
the property of the city of Boston or to the works of the North 
Metropolitan Sewerage System located on said island that may be 
caused by the firing of guns in time of peace from batteries erected 
within ~he area that may be acquired as aforesaid; and the Secretary 
of War is authorized and directed, whenever any such damage occurs 
to ascertain and determine what would be a reasonable and proper com: 
pensation to pay the city of Boston and shall certify the same to 
Congress· for consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, in the light of the precedents cited by the 
gentleman from A.rkansa:s [1.\Ir. BRUNDIDGE], in the light of the 
argument made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
wooD] and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY], I 
confidently contend that the Chair can not and will not sustain 
the point of order. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. CRUMPACKER, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the general· de
ficiency appropriation bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
1\Ir. W A.CHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 15333. An act for the division of the lands and funds of 
the Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur
poses; 

H. R. 19379. An act providing for the manner of sciecting and 
impaneling juries in the United States courts in(the Territory of 
New l\Iexico; 

H. R. 16013. An. act providing medals for certain persons; 
H. R. 19607. An act for the acknowledgment of deeds and 

other instruments in Guam, Samoa, and the Canal Zone to 
effect lands- in the District of Columbia and other Territories; 

H. J. Res. 92. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to deliver to the Southern Historical Society certain un
identified battle flags ; 

H. R. 12252. An act for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Massalon Whitten, deceased; 

H. R. 19374: An act to prohibit shanghaiing in the United 
States; 

H. R. 7. An act to provide a seal for United States commis
sioners; 

H. R.15078. An act granting to the Ocean Shore Railway 
Company a right of way for railroad purposes across Pigeon 
Point Light-House Reservation, in ' San Mateo County, Cal. ; 

H. R. 11501. An act to amend an act to provide for circuit and 
district courts of the United States at .Albany, Ga. ; • 
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H. R. 17945. .An act authorizing the Borderland Coal Company 

to construct a bridge across Tug Branch of Big Sandy River; 
H. R. 0721. An act to amend section 5481 of the Revised 

Statutes of the United States; 
II. R. 10074. .An act in relation to contracts with the District 

or Columbia ; 
II. R. 13190. .An act to protect b.irds and their eggs in game 

an<l bird pre err~ ; 
II. R. 651. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

Brandau, alias Brandon ; 
H. R. 19686. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin 

S. Rarick; 
H. R. 19604. An act granting an increase of pension to Bev

erly McK. Lacey; 
H. R.19457. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

H. Prince; 
II. R. 19408. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 

Brown; 
H. R. 19352. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 

Killey; 
H. R.19351. An act granting an increa.se of pension to Wil

liam C . . Mankin ; 
H. R. 19317. An act granting an increase of pension to Saman

tha B. Marshall ; 
II. R. 19305. An act granting an increase of pension to Alnms 

Harrington ; 
H. ~· 19301. An act granting an increase of pension to Caro

line L. Hodgdon ; 
H. R. 19219. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 

Cramer· 
H. R. l9276. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann W. 

Whitaker; · 
H. R. 19272. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice 

Morrill; 
H. R.19262. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

.Wickline; 
H. R. 19253. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

H. Thompson ; 
H. R. 19242 . .An act granting an increase of pension to An

thony W. Miller ; 
H. R.19249. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 

W. Shedd; -
H. R. 19238. An act granting an increase of pension to ·Daniel 

S.Conover; 
H . R. 19222. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath

erine Warnock; 
H. R. 19221. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 

Byles; 
H . R. 19220. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 

Corsine; 
H. R. 19217. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam H. Burns ; 
H. R. 19179. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli~a 

A. Smith; 
H. R. 19177 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Jane 

Elizabeth Kerr ; 
II. R. 19130. An act granting an increase of pension to Larsey 

Bolt; 
H. R. 19128. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex

ander McAlister ; 
H. R . 19121. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

Overton; · 
H. R. 19118. .An act granting an increase of pension to Effing

ham Vanderburgh; 
H. R. 19099. An act granting an increase of pension to Colum

bus Cox; 
H. R. 19008. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam Adams; 
H. R. 10061. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 

E. Mundy; 
H. R. 1904 7. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 

C. Smith; 
H. R. 19043. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 

V. Malone; 
H. R. 19033. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 

S. Rockwood ; 
H. R. 19026. An act granting an increase of pension to l\Iary 

Navy; 
H. R. 19025. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 

McFarland ; 
H. R. 10014. An act. granting an increase of pension to Eliza

beth A. Waller; 
H. R. 19010. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Edwards, alias St. Clair Acuff; 

H. R. 19009. An act granting an rncrease of pension to Lafay
ette H. McClung ; 

H. R. 18956 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Sea ttergood ; 

H. R . 18954. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Minnick; 

H. R. 18097. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo
sephine Hardester ; 

II. R. 18974. An act granting an increase {)f pension to Minna 
Hildebrand ; 

H. R. 18911. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
Becker; 

H. R. 18004. An act granting an increase of pension to Henri
etta G. Carter; 

H. R. 18903. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia 
A . .Abney; 

H. R. 18901. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
English; 
. H. R. 18896. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Smith; 
II. R. 18888. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Lambert; · 
H. R. 18876. An act granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 

Hand; 'l 
II. R. 18869. An act granting .an increase of pension to Ellis 

L. Ayers ; .,· .~ 
H. R. 18836. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

N. Burton ; ·· t 
H. R. 18833. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Horton; 
H. R. 18829. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam Fox; 
H. R. 18764. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 

1\I. Stone; 
H. R. 18720. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella 

Donnald; 
H. R. 1869±. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliz:l 

Rebecca Sims ; 
H. R. 18657. An act granting an increase of pension to Nich· 

alas Schue; 
H . R. 18656. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

W. Gordon; 
H. R. 18631. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Whalen; 
H. R. 18609. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Delong; 
H. R. 18G06. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria 

A. Aaher; 
H. R. 18544. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

W. Coates; 
H. R.18523. An act granting an increase . of pension to Hugh 

Reid; 
H. R: 18462. An act granting an increase of pension to Sam· 

uel Dailey; 
H. R. 18409. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel 

Gay; 
H. R. 18384 • .An act granting an increase of pension to James 

F. Young; 
H. R. 18360 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny 

G. Pomeroy; 
H. R. 18320 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Jona· 

than M. Hunter; 
H. R.18165. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Stauff; 
H. R. 18125. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil· 

helm Griese; 
H. R. 18124. An act granting an increase of pension to Thea· 

dare T . Davis; 
H. R. 18109. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra· 

ham E. Sheppard ; . 
H. R. 18092. An act granting an increase of pension to An· 

drew M. Logan; 
H . R . 17901. An act granting an increase of pension to Doug

las A. Hunt; 
H. R.17896. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

K . Dickinson ; 
H. R. 17780. An act granting an increa-se of pension to Caro

line E. Perry ; 
H. R.17732 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Scott; · 
H. R.17705. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

A. Lovens; 
H. R. 17673. ~ act granting an increase of pension to J acob 

H. Heck; 
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H. R. 17652. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Lawrence ; 

H. R. 17632. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Frick; 

H. R 17603. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Yager; 

H. H. 17528. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Slater; 

H. R. 173D3. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
S. Green; 

H. R. 17332. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo-
seph H. Truax ; . 

H. R. 17271. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
D. •.raylor; 

H. R. 17015. An act granting an increase of pension to Osbert 
D. Dickey; 

II. R. 16973. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Smith; 

H. R. 16857. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere
miah Y. Antrim ; 

H. R. 1U836. An act granting an increase of pension to Davjd 
C. Winebrener ; 

H. R. 16807. An act granting an increase of pension to Isa
bella Ellis ; 

H. R. 16620. An act granting an increase of pension to Jackson 
Adkins; 

H. R. 16613. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Fox; 

H. R. 16571. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
L. Overley; 

H. R. 16411. An act granting an increase of pension to Newton 
Moore; 

H. R.15676. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. Smith; 

H. R.15674. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Campbell; 

H. R.15653. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Hudson; 

H. R.15547. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
D. Duffield; 

II. R. 15502. An act granting an increase of pension to Harmon 
Houck; 

H. R.14919. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria 
C. Sheppard; 

H. R. 14774. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi M. 
Hall; 

H. R.14705. An act granting an increase of pension to Alva 
Beebe; 

II. R. 14558. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
L. Wood; 

H. R. 14554. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Welch ; 

H. R. 14544. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Carroll; 

H. R. 14505. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Clifton ; 

II. n. 14345. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Noblet; 

H. R. 14323. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Thornton; 

H. R. 14163. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
Lang; 

H. R. 14107. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Maines; 

II. R. 13998. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Barnwell ; 

H. R. 13949. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
~ry~; . 

H. R. 13652. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
0. Tobey; 

H. R. 13631. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Morrill; 

H. R. 13609. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Guile; 

H. R. 13466. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
H. Bradish; 

H. R. 13318. An act granting an increase of pension to Odom 
Butler; 

H. R. 13075. An act granting an increase of pension to Pardon 
B. Lamoreux; 

H. R. 13058. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Baum; 

H. R. 13032. An act granting an increase of pension to Stewart 
McKeney' 

H. R.12347. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Palmer· 

H. R. '12183. An act granting an increase of pension to Aran
tha J. Livingston; 

II. R. 16888. An act granting an increase of pension to He
man A. Harris ; 

H. R.11811. An act granting an increase o! pension to John 
Kamerer; 

H. R. 11655. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo
dore Cole; 

H. R.11422. An act granting an incr.ease of pension to George 
B. True; 

H. R.11217. An act granting an increase of pension to Jordan 
H. Banks; 

H. R. 11100. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Browne; 

H. R. 10965. An act granting an increase of pension to 1\!_or
timer F. Sperry ; 

H. R. 10902. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Holderby; 

H. R. 10604. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
L. Holcomb; 

H. R.10563. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
D. Cummins; 

H. R. 10474. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
F. Davis; 

H. R.10394. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Behymer; 

H. R.10356. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar· 
tin B. Doty; 

H. R. 10282. An act granting an increase of pensi~n to Emma 
E. Goodwin; 

H. R.10280. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Spencer; 

H. R. 10224. An act granting an increal:ie of pension to David 
Bussey, alias George Brown; 

H. R. 9876. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil· 
liam H. H. Mallalieu ; 

H. R. 9159. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
S. McClary; 

H. R. 8552. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
G. Horton; -

H. R. 8934. An act granting an increase of pension to Wesley 
A. ·J. Mavity; 

H. R. 8920. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Lane; 

H. R. 8903. An act granting an increase of pension to John \V. 
Dawes; 

H. R. 8291. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
S. Chase; 

H. R. 8285. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Sharpley; 

H. n. 7589. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
A. Scott; 

H. R. 7508. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja
min F. Andrews; 

H. R. 7871. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
L. Brown; 

H. R. 7652. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Timms; 

H. R. 7543. An act granting an increase of pension to Prior M. 
PaVY; -" 

H. R. 7539. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
H. Hair; 

H. R. 6914. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Hecker; 

H. R. 6900. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Rawling; 

H. R. 6510. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
A. Roberts ; · 

·u. R. 6423. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi A. 
Canfield; 

H. R. 6421. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Van Buskirk; · 

H. R. 6201. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Laking; 

H. R. 6190. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Schneller; 

H. R. 6181. An act granting an increase of pension to Fayette 
E. Ford; 

H. R. 5707. An act granting an increase.of pension to John P. 
reach; 

H. R. 5567. An act granting an increase of pension to Sanford 
·weaver ; 
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H. R. 5554. An act granting an increase of pension to James T. H. R.18504. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Saunderson, alias Sanderson ; T. Rambo; 
H. R. 4887. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. H. R.18475. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Brown; F. Cook ; 
H. R. 4885. An act granting an increase of pension to James II. R. 18451. An act granting an increase of pension to A.Iex-

Hennon ; ander B. Wilson ; 
H. R. 4659. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobi:J. F. H. R. 18428. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Morris; L. Gamble; 
H. R. 4647. An act granting an increase of pension to David C. H. R.18398. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 

Austin; R. Freeman; 
H. R. 4397. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. H. R.16875. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Byers ; K. Hart ; 
H. R. 3724. An act granting-an increase of pension to Samuel H. R.16399. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Likens; H. Wa1·ford; 
H. R. 33G9. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert H. R. 16371. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 

Sriver; Eberts; 
H. R. 3238. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. R. 15542. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Hartley; E. Tompkin3; 
H. R. 3222. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R.15105. An act granting an increase of pension to Jaceb 

Merrill ; Sheil ; 
H. R. 2867. :An act granting an increase of pension to Leah H. R. 15063. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry, 

Bedford; W. Brown; 
H. R. 2759. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. R. 14500. An act granting an incr~ase of pension to Mar-

Eaton; garetta E. Hutchins; 
H. R. 2714. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. R. 14257. An act granting an increase of pension to Flem-

H. Charles; ing H. Freeland; 
H. R. 2410. An act granting an increase of pension to Saturnin H. R. 14211. An act granting an increase of pension to De-

Jllilnowski; borab J. Pruitt; 
H. R. 2229. An act granting an increase of pension to Lytle H. R. 12400. An act granting an increase of pension o Charles 

McCracken; H. Sweeney; 
H. R. 2053. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie H. R. 11841. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

'A. Townsend ; f A. McCulley ; . 
H. R. 1836. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram I H. R. 11072. An act granting an increase of pension to WU-

B. Thomas; liam T. Hosley ; 
H. R. 1689. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 10267. An act granting an increase of pension to David 

'A. Bailor ; W. Farington ; 
H. R. 1549. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis H. R. 10031. An a·ct granting an increase of pension to Martin 

H. Gein; Haley; 
H. R.1507. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. R. 9101. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

D. Jordan ; W. Loomis; 
H. R.l294. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 8214. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

,W. Van De Bogert; Slagg; 
H. R. 1217. An act granting an inctease of pension to Spillard H. R. 7910. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 

F. Borrall; Karns; 
H. R.1206. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen H. R. 7683. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Crow ; Ross; 
H. R. 609. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace II. It. 6944. An act granting an increase of pension to David P. 

H. Sickels; Kimball; 
H. R. 19538. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah H. R. 5834. An act granting an increase of pension to Ethan A. 

Jane Dougherty; Willey; 
H. R.19533. An act granting an ilicrease of pension to Mary H. R. 4967. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 

'A. Hall ; Holcomb : 
H. R. 19495. An act granting an increase of pension to An- H. R. 4891. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

drew P. Glaspie; • W. Swadley ; 
H. R. 19389. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis H. R. 2789. An act granting an increase of pension to Merrill 

Marquis; Johnson ; 
1 ,JI. R. 19337. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- H. R. 2772. An act granting an increase of pension to Ell 
beth C. Kennedy ; Cero ; 
, H. R. 19255. An act. granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 2223. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Bradford ; Blanton; and 

H. R. 19.245. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 1143. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephriam 
C. Hoover; D. Achey. 

H. R.19091. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernest ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 
Langeneck; 

H. &.19053. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Heaney ; 

H. R. 18816. An act granting an increase of p~nsion to Har· 
riet Weatherby; 

II. n.. 18813. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Dawson; 

H. R.18790. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
1\Iurphy ; 

H. R. 18784. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Fitzgerald; 

II. R. 18't72. An act granting an increase of pension to Lo
renzo G. Tomaselli ; 

H. R. 18769. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Story; 

H. It. 18624. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
L. Fulton; 

H. R.18G23. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Bradberry ; 

H. R.18543. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Follin; 

Mr. · WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 13106. An act granting to the Batesville Power Company 
ri"'ht to erect and construct canal and power stations at Lock 
and Dam No. 1, upper 'Vhite River, Arkansas; 

H. R.11029. An act to authorize the holding of a regular term 
of the district and circuit courts of the United States for the 
western district of Virginia in-the city of Big Stone Gap, Va.; 

H. R. 19431. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Mississippi River between the counties of Stearns and 
Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota; 

H. R. 18443. An act to amend the act to provide a government 
for the Territory of Hawaii, approved April 30, 1900 ;-

H. R. 15506. An act authorizing the patenting of certain lands 
to school district No. 57, Nez Perces County, Idaho ; 

H. R.12086. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to incor· 
porate the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Com-
pany;" ,-. 

H. R. 5998. An act creating the Mesa Verde National Park; 



9312 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. JUNE 26, 

H. R. 19756. An act to amend section 2844 of the Revised Stat
ute of the United States, and to ·provide for an authentication 
of invoices of merchandise shipped to the United States from 
the Philippine Llands; 

II. R. 17411. Au act for the resurvey of certain townships in 
the State of Nebraska; 

H. R. 19680. An act directing the Secretary of War to cause 
an examination and survey to be made of Coney Island 
cilannel; 

.H. R. 19850. An act to authorize the Monongahela Connecting 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Monon
gahela River in the State of Pennsylvania; 

H. R. 5681. An act for the relief of John Lewis Young; 
H. R. 19566. An act to authorize the Coraopolis and Osborne 

Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Ohio River; 
H. R. 19854. An act to authorize the board of supervisors of 

Sunflower County, Miss., to construct a bridge across Sunflower 
River; 

· II. R. 7065. An act to amend section 858 of the Revised 
Statutes or the United States ; 

II. R. 19916. An act withdrawing from entry certain public 
lands in Chouteau County, Mont., and leasing the same to the 
board of trustees of the Montana College of Agriculture and 
Mechanic Arts ; 

H. R. 9528. An act to reimburse Fred Dickson for loss of his 
tools through the fire which destroyed the engine house at Fort 
Duchesne, Utail, on September 19, 1902 ; 

H. R. 13372. An act to authorize the cutting, sawing into 
lumber, and sale of timber on certain lands reserved for the use 
of the .Menominee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin ; 

H. R. 18198. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 160. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish a certain gun carriage to the mayor of the city 
of Ripley, Lauderdale County, Tenn.; . 

H. J. Res. 158. Joint resolution amending section 2 of a joint 
resolution approved July 1, 1902, construing the act of June 27, 
1890, and for other purpose~; and 

II. J . Res. 21 .. Joint resolution authorizing the President of the 
United States to appoint a commission to exallline and report 
upon a route for the construction of a free and open waterway 
to connect the waters of the Chesapeake and Delaware bays. 

JAMES M . ROBINSON AND SALLY D. M'COMB. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker , I call up from the Speak

er's table the bill (H. R. 10610) for the relief of James M. 
Robin on and Sally D. McComb, with Senate amendments 
thereto. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10610) 
for the relief of James M. Robinson and Sally D. McComb, with 
Senate amendments thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate 

amendments be disagreed to and that a conference be asked. 
Tile motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees on the part 

of the House: Mr. OTJEN, Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. SIMS. 
CODE OF LAW, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 17133) 
to amend section 558 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, with a Senate amendment thereto. 

Tile Senate amendment was read. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the 

Senate amendment. 
Tile motion was agreed to. 
MEDALS IN COMMEMORATION OF ANNIVERSARY OF BillTH OF 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Spe_aker, I ask unani

mous consent that the Committee on the Library be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill ( S. 6488) authorizing 
the strikinO' of 200 additional medals to commemorate the two 
hundredth ~nniversary of the birth of Benjamin Franklin, and 
that the same be considered now. I send the bill to the desk, 
and ask that it may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of State is authorized and 

directed to have struck 200 additional medals for the use or the Amer
ican Philosophical Society, Phila_delphia, Pa., to. commem<?rate the. two 
hundredth anniversary of the b1rth of Benjamm Franklm: ProvtdecZ, 
That the entire cost or striking the medals shall be borne by the afore
said American rbilosopbical Society. 

Tile SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] The 
Chair Ilears none. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. · 

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

RECESS. 
The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the House 

is in recess until 8 o'clock p. m., and the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] will act ~s Speaker pro tempore. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The House was called to order by the Speaker pro tempore 
(Mr. DALZELL) . 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union . for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
19750. 

The motion was agreed to ; and accordingly the House re
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state or the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 10750, 
Mr. CAPRON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recog
nized for one hour. 

l\fr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, once more we are called upon 
to make grateful acknowledgment to my engaging colleague [Mr. 
R.t..I!'t"EY] for again conducting our imaginations into the realm 
of the unreal and the insubstantial. In the language of that 
domain of the fancy, the curtain was rung down last night upon 
the fourth act of the thrilling drama that has absorbed our .at
tention at intervals during the past three months. Those four 
acs were given upon different days to comport with the magni
tude of the theme and out of. consideration for the nervous 
strain made upon the principal actors. The fifth act now fol
lows. The customary interval has been made as brief as possi
ble, not only to relieve my amiable colleague [Mr. RAINEY] from 
the distressing mass of misinformation which oppresses him, but 
also to allay any fear that the gentleman from Mississippi [l\fr. 
WILLIAMS] might otherwise entertain that in the preparation of 
these closing scenes there had been any unwarranted concession 
to the oil trust, any unfair, clandestine, midnight consumption 
of the octupus-priced illuminant. 

.Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I think you 
will all agree with me that this drama ought to be classified as a 
comedy, notwithstanding some scenes that we witnessed last 
night, and that as such it ought to have an appropriate title. 
Inasmuch as my colleague who was the author, or perhaps we 
ought to say the instigator of this performance, left his off
spring nameless, a decent regard for the opinion of mankind 
makes it fitting and proper that we should bestow a name upon 
the orphan, and I suggest as a title, "Government by advertise
ments; or, who gets sold most in the watch trade?" [Laughter.] 
Mr. Chairman, in order to appreciate fully the scenes· that we 
witnessed last night and to understand those that are now to 
follow, and, what is of more importance in order to surround 
ourselves with the proper atmosphere of genuine comedy, we 
must recall the ·plot and action of the first three acts. 

The first act was given on the 5th and 6th of April last. In 
that act my versatile colleague [l\fr. RAINEY] and Keene of 
Broadway occupied the center of.. the stage. And in that act the 
theme of this great drama was divulged to us. With keen ar
tistic perception my colleague withheld the disclosure of the 
theme until the suspense was almost painful. First he gave a 
dark-brown soliloquy on taxation in general, and then a bright 
red fulmination against the iniquities of the steel industry; and; 
then. at the opening of the second scene, as it were, ju t as curi
ositY was on tiptoe, with a tremendous fanfare of verbal trum
pets the theme was literally hurled at us, "We must revise the 
tariff and reconstruct our national revenue system, involving 
the annual cilllection and expenditure of something like $ 00,-
000,000, to comply with the exuberant ebullition of a sen a
tiona! Broadway advertiser." Truly a comical idea. Did 
Sheridan or Rostand or George Ade ever conceive of anything 
half so droll? 
' Then, by a clever piece of stage mechanism, he brought 
before us Keene, of Broadway, whom he first described as 
"a typical Democrat," leaving the inference that he regretted 
he was not able to appear as a Member upon the floor of 
the House. Then, with a large picture, he produced what 
the pictorial artists called " local color." There we had be
fore us Keene's shop. There was the advertisement of the 
protection sale of watches; there was the more suggestive ad
vertisement repeated on each window, "Diamonds at cut 
prices';" there were Keene's clerks and salesmen lined up on 
the sidewalk gazing into the windows to represent the crowd 
of curious gaping purchasers, eager to buy· his nondescript 
watches and paste diamonds, and there, too, was the omni-
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present New York newsboy in the foregroull.d, who looked 
wiser than all of those who were ever taken in by Keene, of 
Broadway, witli a shrewd wink on his face, as though he were 
saying, " Get wise to dis guy's cheap bait for easy suckers.'' 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Yes, there was Keene's shop ; there was Keene himself in the 
gallery, and there were Keene's words in his advertisements, 
showing us that the tariff ought to be revised. · Everything 
about Keene was here except his voice, and my colleague fur
nished the voice ·arid read the advertisements. Voice is not 
the thing in wbicll anyone would suppose that ·my colleague is 
lacking. It was all very clever, very ingenious. 

Then bow · delightfully funny was the solemn silence, the 
ponderous impenetrability with which II!Y colleague received the 
effusive tender of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL
LIAMS] · of · a 15 per cent ad valorem duty on watches. Those 
of you who had the pleasure of witnessing that scene will recall 
it at a mere suggestion. My colleague· bad read the advertise
ments of Keene, of Broadway. The tariff, then, ought to be _re
vised; Just then be became embarrassed, apparently, and seemed 
to be uncertain as to how it ought to be revised. The audience be
gan to shift uneasily in their .seats. · Suddenly t!Je spot light 
shif-ted, and into the bright pink zone leaped the gentleman from 
Mississippi, waving in his hand a bill to fix the duties on watch_es 
at 15 per cenf ad valorem. Then the audience looked to see my 
colleague welcome him with open arms, to recognize the political 
strawberry mark on his right arm, and greet him as a long-lost, 
free-trade brother. No ; not one word or thanks, not one gesture 
of gratitude, not even a nod of appreciation. :My colleague 
simply glared at the gentleman from Mississippi in dumb dis
dain. "Standing like Teneriffe, he ·smote him with his eyes." 
How De 'Volfe· Hopper would have envied that pose. 

Some discriminating critic might sa,y there was lack of humor. 
in this first act,"that it was somewhat heavy, but we must recollect 
that my colleague took various parts, ·and one· of the principal 
parts was that of the ·gravedigger. · He buried p1;etty nearly 
everything and everybody that he referred to. He buried the 
watch industry, and be buried the steel industry, and he buried 
the Republican party, and the curtain tell upon the first act as 
my colleague, with spade in hand and sweat pourililg from his 
brow, disinterred tbe personification of the Democratic party, 
who, with dust in his . eyes, bad been standing buried for two 
thousand years. [Applause .on the Republican side.] 
· Anyone who says that the part of a gravedigger can not be 

made humorous _never. had the exquisite delight of seeing Mc
Vicker as the first Clown in the opening scene in the fifth act of 
Hamlet. 

It became my duty unexpectedly to assume the chief role in 
the second act, and, therefore, of this I can say but little. Of 
c<>ur!?e I ,· availed myself of the mechanism introduced by my 
colleague and produced here the reply of those connected with ' 
the watch indust ry who saw fit to serid their facts to our com
rn.ittee, ·denying almost in toto the charges that were made by 
my ·colleague. My cue, of course, was the attack upon the 
officers and employees or the Elgin Watch Company, of Illinois, 
of which all Illinois people, except my colleague, are justly 
proud. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] said some 
very kind things about the opening part of that act. To this 
I can only say, 'in the words of the greatest of all dramatists: 

A · jest's prosperity lies in the ear 
Of him that hears it, never in the tongue 
Of him that makes it. 

what Keene attempted to do by using a word that rhymed wfth 
juggled. 

One of the most humorous scenes of the w bole pl_ay was the 
one that contained the colloquy in reference to the long-s taple 
cotton. The gentleman from Mississippi had told the com
mittee how sincerely devoted he was to a tariff for revenue 
only . • '.rhereupon I asked him his opinion of a bill that was 
pending before the Ways and Means Committee imp.:>Sing a. 
tariff of 10 cents a pound on· Egyptiari."long-staple cotton in the 
lint and 4 cents a pound in the seed. The question seemed to 
give the gentleman from Mississippi ·a spasm, and it took him 
over a page in the RECORD to answer the question, and he in
sisted that it was irrelevant, and then that it could not have· 
been introduced by a Democrat, and then wb~n be found tllat 
this could not be maintained, he assumed an injured air, saying, 
in effect, "What did the gentleman from Illinois mean by try ing 
to tempt him by asking . his opinion of a bill that would put 
$15,000 or $20,000 into his own pocket?" Then he summom~d 
all the sewing wom~n and dentists of the country in grand con-· 
vention. There they were thrown before the eyes of our imagi
nation . . We looked at the sewing women, and I thought how 
contented and happy and prosperous they looked, and they 
seemed to be singing that lovely tune--

We get more pay than we ever did, 
. And our hours of work are less. 

As for the dentists, why, they looked as happy and prosper
ous as a convention of MissisSippi cotton manuafcturers. · And 
when he had them assembled, ·he addressed them to this effect: · 
" Oh, sewing women and dentists of this iP-'~at Rep-qblic, it will · 
now be vouchsafed to you to witness the most sublime spectacle · 
of the immolation of interest, of self-interest, of my self-inter
est, upon the altar of principle for your sakes." Then his · 
frame straightened perceptibly, his chest expanded, and a new 
thrill came into his voice as he said: " Do you think I would 
rob the poor .sewing women and all _the dentists and bricklayers 
and carpenters of this country to put money into my pocket 
and the pockets of my constituents? If you do, you are mis
taken." And in the brackets there was "Applause on the Demo- · 
cratic side." 
. Now:; the real humor of ~his ·can only be discerQed by ton.ow
mg what happened a few days later when the subject of the 
cotton-tax bill was before the House and it was developed in 
debate that there w:as no long-staple cotton grown an:fwhere in 
the State o! Mississippi, and that a duty on long-staple cotton 
would not improve the price of the short cotton, bu t that it · 
would decrease the deman.d for such cotton, and therefore would 
decrease pro tanto its price. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BOUTELL. Yes. . 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood the gentleman to say that it 

was somehow disclosed that there was no long-staple cotton 
raised in the State of Mississippi. · · · · 

Mr. BOUTELL. Not a particle. 
~1r. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, it ·affords me. infinite pain 

to say ".that the gentleman from Iliinois does not know what he . 
is talking about. The entire - ~lississippi-Yazoo delta raises : 
"long-staple" cotton. I have raised it mysel:t, and there is not 
a planter in the swamp part· of the county of Yazoo that does 
not raise it. It is raised in Washington, Coahoma, Warren, · 
and Bolivar counties, and in all the northwestern part of Mis- · 
sissippi ·and in · some other pm·ts of the State. Now, · perhaps · 
the gentleman has " Sea Island" . cotton, ot still longer fiber, 
mixed up with the long-staple cotton. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

So I will say no more about this second act, except that I was Mr. BOUTELL. Let me read page 6549 of the RECORD; 
. greatly pleased that my little extemporaneous jeu d'esprit found Mr. BOUTELL. I would like to ask two or three questions in reference 

prosperity in the ear or such a discriminating critic as the gen- to this cotton. · 
tleman from Mississippi. Mr. CLARK of Florida. Well, I have only ahout three minutes remain-

But the third act was the gem of the play. As soon as · the ing. · · Mr. BouTELL. First, the gentleman from Florida is absolutely sure 
.curt.o1.in rose the gentleman from Mississippi sprang into the that none of this long-staple cotton is grown in the State of· Mississippi? 
limelight waving a volume ot fairy tales in either hand-in one Mr. CLARK of Florida. The Government reports show it is only grown 
a· parody on Robinson Crusoe and in the other the free-trade in the three States I have named. · 

Mr. BouTELL. According to the Government reports, there is no lon"'-
fab1es of Bastiat. From beginning to end he entered thor- staple cotton grown anywhere in the State of Mississippi? " 
oughly into the spirit of the comedy. He was spirited, mag- Mr. CLARK of Florida. No sea-island cotton; I think there is none 
netic, captivating. How delicate was the irony with which be grown except in those three States. . 

" Mr. BouTELL. I will ask further whether a tax of 5 cents a pound or 
referred to Keene of Broadway." He said in effect: " It makes even 10 cents a pound would in any way affect the price of short cot-
no difference who Keene is. What we want to know is what ton? . - · -
Keene _ did.'~ And then he went on to emphasize the fact that Mr. CLARK of Florida. I do not think it will. I do not think that the ' 
what Keene did was to attempt to bring into this country some :~!~ons of bales of short cotton would be atrected in the slightest de- . 

American watch works which had been sent abroad, improved Mr. BouTELL. I could not see- how they would be, even to the fraction 
and added to with foreign labor, and brought back in cont ra- ofi} mw. . - I th" k th' lik I d ~ .- . 
vention of article 483 of the Dingley tariff. If he had wisb~d ton ·~oul~L~:~~·the p~ce ~~Ysh~~t cot~o~ -~~gJ w~uldu~~c~fl'b~~Jt~~: · 
to follow the example of the old Elizabethan dramatist and J ing pro t anto the price of short cotton. ' J 

wind up this scene with a rhyming couplet, he might have _told Now, Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield any further. · 

XL--583 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. But the gentleman does not want to de
cline to yield after a statement like that. 

1\Ir. BOUTELL. Now, hlr. Chairman, I decline to yield 
further time; the time is so short. If I could have an exten
sion of time I would 'be glad to answer any questions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not want to ask any questions. I 
merely do not like a statement like that to go without cor
rection. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I decline to yield. 
l\Ir. WILLI.A.l.\IS. It is the tact that long-staple cotton is 

grown in Mississippi. It is raised on my own land. Sea-island 
cotton is not grown there. 1\lr. CLARK's bill referred to " long
staple " cotton. 

l\Ir. BOUTELL. I decline to yield any further in this 
synopsis. · 

And so, Mr. Chairman, it makes- one shudder to think what 
all the sewing women and dentists of the country would say 
when they di covered that this sublime spectacle which they 
.were called on to witness was simply a piece of play-acting 
fanfarronade. [Applause.] The delicate, veiled humor in thi 
scene was in sh{>wing how often in our reported speeches the 
applause within the brackets is not justifieQ. by either the wisdom 
or correctness of the text. [Applause on the Republican side.} 

But, .l\Ir. Chairman, for real, solid humor perhaps we got the 
best laugh out of the closing scene of this act. The gentleman 
from Mississippi, availing himself of the mechanism introduced 
by my colleague, had two or more of his associates. act as 
human phonographs. They read sentiments which we1·e not 
their own. One of the most interesting phonographic roles was 
that taken by the illustrious gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TOWNE}. Some days later he made a speech explaining why he 
was now on the Democratic side of the House and representing 
a district of New York, and took occasion to say that from 
childhood's happy hours he bad been a "nationali t." All who 
saw that earnest speech were convinced that he impressed his 
hearers as being one of the best formed men in Congress. 
[Laughter.] He told us that be was a nationalist. Well, we 
all knew he was on a " list "-Qn some list-and that a few 
years ago he was next to the top of a very prominent list. But 
our recollection was that the first syllable of that list was" pop." 
[Laughter.] If he had been called upon to repeat one of Mr. 
Bryan's silver speeches or some seething paragraphs from 
" Coin" Harvey there would have been no humor about it; but 
no one but the gentleman from Mis issippi would ever have 
thought of the delicate humor of calling upon him to read the 
,well-known fiction of the Manchester schooL The curtain fell 
upon the third act with that delightful picture before us of the 
gentleman from Mississippi ostentatiously, but nervously, · tying 
a long Manchester bib under the chin of the eloquent gentleman 
from New York, while th:- t imposing populist-! mean impres
sive nationalist [laughter:-ladled out free-h·ade gruel to his 
squirming colfeagues, who made wry faces at each ladleful, 
,when they thought of the letters they bad ·in their pockets from 
their constituents saying, "Whatever other political folly you 
feel compelled to commit, for heaven's sake don't tinke-r with 
:the tariff." [Laughter and applaru;e.] 

Last evening we had the plerr....~e of listening to the fourth 
·act. It was 1·ather disappointing; in the first place, because 
the element of surprise was largely lacking. I have here a 
paper dated June· 2 containing a half column account of an 
important speech made by my colleague in the House of Repre
sentatives the day before, on the 1st of June, and I had read it 
.witl1 great interest, as I suppose, doubtless, many others did. 
So the fourth act was a little lacking in this element of sur
prise. Then, again, my colleague seemed to have lost a little 
of his sense of artistic proportion. Something or some one 
seemed to have guided him out of the ruddy, warm atmosphere 
that should surround genuine comedy. So it becomes my task 
:to get the play back, if I can, into that atmo phere. In the 
first place, then, I must revel'"t to the theme of my colleague ~ 
·"We must revise the tariff" to conform to the advertisE'mP.nts 
·of" Keene, of Broadway." 

Now, I want to ask, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, whether 
any member of this committee ean conceive of any reason why 
,this advertisement of Keene, of Broadway, of all the adver
tisements in the world, should have so' impressed the mind of 
my colleague. The world is full of advertisements. We see 
them everywhere; they assail our eyes in foreign lands): as we 
go up the Rhine, or vi it the Pyramids of Cbeops, or asceud the 
'Rocky Mountains in our own land. 

They are in the street cars,. they are on the dead walls. They 
are ull alluring, seductive_ Some o! them are persuasiv , al
most compelling, and if we were to govern our actions by ad
n >rtisciuents,. we migllt ns well adjourn ongress and repeal the 
moral law and the ten commandments. You will see, Mr. Chair-

man and ge:etlemen, as we proceed, how important it ts to di ·
cover why this adverti ement by Keene so impressed my col
league's mind, and in order to discover wh..'lt its secret influence 
was, we mllSt consider some of the advertisements that he has 
passed by altogether. You remember them. As I rode up on 
the car this evening I saw a number of them, which might be 
guides to one's life and habits. Take this one. 

Sunny Jack, the statesman's breakfast food ! Marrelous in its ef
fects ! One meal of Sonny Jack will make a Democratic Congressman 
feel so buoyant and gay that he will be able to cont emplate the ::til
pervading prosperity of his country, not only without a pang, but even 
with equanimity. Eat Sunny Jack and look happy. 

[Applause and laughter 'on the Republican side.] 
It is quite apparent from a mere glance at my colleague that 

he at least has never been led ash·ay by this advertisement, and 
sought to cheer his heart by a diet of Sunny Jack. Or take 
this: 

Roastem, a mild, brown drink for nervous people. Wonderful, mys
terious Roastem ! Cool the blood, soothes the nerves, warms the feet ! 
All those whose nights are made miserable by frightful visions of 
greedy, avaricious trusts glaring at them out of tbe darknP.ss at the 
foot of the bed can obtain instant relief by substituting Roastem for 
all other beverage 

[Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] 
It would be quite superfluous to ask of my colleague whether 

he had endeavored to quiet his rebellious and tempestuous 
nerves by giving up all other drinks and resorting only to 
Roastem. Or take this : 

Jag-I-See, tfie food tor genius. All great brain workers use Jag
I-See. Why look morose and melancholic-after great mental strain 
when a diet of Jag-1-See will give you all the innocency of vision, 
all the intellectual freshness, and all the :llmless agility of a young 
spring calf? Back to pasture ! , 

[Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] 
Would anybody suppose from glancing at my colleague's 

haggard eyes that he had in any way sought to find rest and 
relief from the ravaging labors of pursuing the watch trust 
officials by a diet of Jag-1-See? O:r take another~ 

Guffy's. Poor Hay Brandy, an old medicinal tonic of unrivaled 
spuriousness~ If anyone needs to be convinced that he can only attain 
a loquacious longevity by using Guffy's PoQr Hay Brandy, let him read' 
a few of our countle s testimonials. The venerable Senator Talkmore 
writes that at the age of ll7 years he is still able to make a four-hour 
tari!L speech without ev,er stopping, and without even thinking .. 

[Laughter on the Republican side.] 
He attributes this marvelous faculty, thiS' wonderful ability to ex

et-cise his voice without exerting his mind to the daily consumption 
fo.r over 100 years of a gallon of Gu1f:y's Poor Hay Brandy. 

[Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] 
Would anyone have the temerity to intimate that my colleague 

had endeavered: to find inspiration from this· source ra.th~r than 
from Keene, of Broadway? Or take another: 

Nutty-Nut, the Great Medicated, Homeopathi<; Predigested, Pepton
ated, Concentration of Natural £"utriment! 

[Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] 
Nutty-Nut is nature's substitute for all other forms of food and 

drink. Note its homeopathic qualities. Nutty-Nut-like cures like. 
The intelligent use of Nutty-Nut is warranted to completely restore the 
mental equilibrium of anyone who has become a bit nutty on economic 
questi-ons. Our secret agents b:rve scoured the globe, and have bought 
up vast quantities of exported Nutty-Nut at a mere fraction of the 
domestic price., and we are reimporting it to undersell the home market. 
Our watchword is "No Nutty-Nut fot~ foreigners; we need it all at 
home." 

[Applause and laughter- on the Republican side.] . , 1 

Reimported cut-rate Nutty-Nut in large lots to free-trade leagues. 
Have the gentleman from Mississippi or- my colleague or those 

of their associates, whose intellectual integrity causes them 
writhing agony as they try to harmonize their honest free-trade 
convictions with insincere campaign professions of devotion to 
incidental and accidental protection, endeavored to heal their 
lacerated consciences with the diet of Nutty-Nut? 

Or take this : 
Petunia, a So-.ereign Remedy for Everythin..... We have produced 

more unautllorized bad pictures of good men gone Ion~ on Petunia 
than have any other publishers of fatuous fables for dnveling dupes. 
Petunia fears no test . Sev nty-three bottles of Petunia taken in 
thirty-seven h.ou:rs have been known to- cure a Populist of a virulent 
attack of the quantitative theory of finance. Petun.ia. cures all eli easE: 
pre>ents d eath, and restores life. We now make the astounding an
nouncement :Cm· tbe fi1·st time that recent scientific investigation has 
disclosed and confirmed what we have alway .belie ed, that over GO 
per ce-nt of the present population of modern E . pt is composed of 
mummies--mummies of the reign of PtotmeS' tbe Seeond, restored to 
life--to active, g.ainful life, m.any of them as ofiieeholders, by the ju
dicious us:e of petunia. 

[Laughter.] 
Petnnra will revitalize the corpse of a paramount issue, and restore 

to it all of i.ts pristine virtues except the odor. · 
[AppL.'lu eon the Republican side.] 
Cut rat retunra to political organizations organized for tl1e pur

pose of resuscitating Free Traders, Sixteen-to-Oners, Anti-Imperialists, 
and other dead ones. 
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Has my colleague made any arrangement with Keene, of 

Broadway, to reimport Petunia for use in the coming campaign? 
But why go on? One more comes to my mind that I saw to-day. 

" Ganderine for the Head, the Most Amazing and Stupendous Discov
ery of this Age of Marvels." What is Ganderine? It is an occult dis
tillation of the secret alembic of an unknown chemist who has lost the 
prescription and forgotten the formula. 

[Laughter.] 
Ganderine is duplex in its action and works while you sleep. 
[Laughter.] 
Shake it with the right hand and Ganderine removes hair from the 

scalp and wheels from the brain; shake it with the left hand and 
Ganderine pnts wheels in the brain and hair on the scalp. A thorough 
course of. left-handed treatment will install in an unoccupied brain an 
assortment of wheels that would have surprised the Prophet Ezekiel 
himself and develop on a fertile scalp Hyperian locks of. such hu:u
riance as to create the appearance of. dif?tinction, produce a set:?bla.J?-Ce 
of intellectuality, and conf~r upon shrrnkrng modesty the majestic mien 
and front of Hyperian Jove. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 
Well, these advertisements for the rule of our life greet us on 

all hands, and yet who would have the. temerity to suggest 
that either my colleague or myself had ever been induced to try 
Ganderine? [Laughter.] 

1\fr. RAINEY rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 

his colleague? 
Mr. BOUTELL. Yes. 
Mr. RAINEY. The time of my colleague is passing so rapidly 

I want to ask him if at any time during the hour he proposes to 
answer any argument I have advanced in either one of my 
speeches on this question? . 

Mr. BOUTELL. I would 'State, Mr. Chairman, if I had had 
the pleasure of hearing any argument of my colleague that was 
susceptible of a categorical reply, I would gladly answer it 
[applause on the Republican side], but I am coming now, Mr. 
Chairman, to something which I think may interest my col
league, and I have led up to it in this manner, so that I thi.nk 
your minds, gentlemen, are now in a proper state to recerve 
what I have to say. When I thought how mysterious it was 
tL.at that advertisement, over and above all others, bad so im
pressed my colleague, I could hardly believe it, and I recurred 
to the RECORD to find out whether I remembered correctly, and 
on page 4910 I find : 

My attention was first directed to this gentleman's business by ad
vertisements which he inserted in the New York papers. " * * 
Inasmuch as this advertisement in the New York Press first directed 
my serious attention to the subject, I desire to send it to the Clerk's 
desk to be read. · 

And he sent to the Clerk's desk to be read and inserted in the 
RECORD an advertisement from the New Yor~k Press, dated 
Friday morning, February 2, 1906. The gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] a short time before bad inquired of 
my colleague whether the advertising pictui"e was taken at the 
instance of Mr. Keene, to which my colleague replied: 

The advertising picture was taken at my instance, at my request, 
and by my photographer, and I expect to pay for it. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Note the date. February 2 was the first date at which his at
tention was called to this matter. After that, of course, he 
bad this picture taken, unless all through this proceeding be has 
been acting like the characters in Alice Through the Looking 
Glass. You remember that the Red Queen screamed, to Alice's 
amazement, when nothing had happened to her, and she told 
Alice that she was going to prick her finger after a while. 

Remember these dates. February 2. Remember his pho
tographer took this picture after that date, and remember what 
a photograph is. It is a portrait, painted by the sun, as instan
taneous as a flash of lightning, and the face of nature changes 
again and can never be reproduced. A few days ago some de
signing person sent to the Ways and Means Committee a bundle 
of papers, which I ask you gentlemen to look at, the Free Trade 
Broadside, published, where we naturally would expect, in Bos
ton. It is volume 1, No.4, dated January, 190G. The front page 
of that paper contains what the ordinary man without a sense of 
humor would say was the photograph from which my colleague's 
print was reproduced. This Broadside also contains an article 
upon " Keene, of Broadway ; " but bear in mind the positive 
statement of my colleague about this photograph. Let me read 
the first line of this article : " This picture was taken expres ly 
for the Free Trade Broadside," and it must have been prior to 
January, 1906. [Applause on the Republican side.] It repre
sents the store at No. 180 Broadway. Now, Mr. Chairman, if 
I were like my colleague, who last night descended into the 
dismal vale of melodrama, I should: be justified in ascending 
into the arid heights of tragedy and demanding to know how 
there could be such a similarity between a picture taken before 
Janum'y 1 and one taken after February 2. If my colleague 

had not seen this picture, then certainly there was almost a 
miracle in the similarity in the position of Keene's clerks and 
salesmen as arranged by his photographer. If he bad seen it, 
it certainly was a very artistic arrangement by which he could 
bring them into that exact position, and with that same news
boy in front. [Laughter and applause on the Republican sine.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to adhere strictly to the 
spirit of good humor that should pervade this play. And I pass 
on now to consider the attempt of my colleague to rehabilitate 
Keene, of Broadway-the sole source of his inspiration and in
formation on the watch trade. Hence, again, I must remind you 
of the theme of this play-" Government by advertisements." 
· I have here an advertisement of " Keene, of Broadway," 

dated May 4, in the Globe and Commercial Advertiser, in which 
he says: 

In defiance to the trusts I have been buying Waltham and Elgin 
watches by the thousands in the open markets of Europe-

And so forth. 
To illustrate the Jines upon which the fight is being waged and to 

emphasize the almost incredible saving in the price of watch-trlist prod
ucts, I submit the following object lesson. 

And I hand around these papers for gentlemen of the committee 
to look at. '.rhere are four watches shown in this ·advertisement. 
At the right-band side is a watch marked "Waltham," an 
open-faced watch, with the figure "3" at the stem. On the face 
of it a hunting watch inserted in an open case-a nondescript 
affair which would make a man seasick to tell the time by. 
"Complete," he says, "for $4.98." No sane man would give 
49 cents for it. 

The second watch bas a left-handed case, the like of which I 
never have seen, but which when you open it has the figure 
VI at the top. Another amorphus freak in the watch line. 
In order to tell the time a man should ba ve to stand on his 
bead, take the watch out of' his pocket in his left hand, and 
look at it in a looking-glass. [Laughter.] For $9.98! No 
sober man would give 99 cents for it. And then comes two 
which I must take together. You can see that they are both 
numbered 9502001. The first is a Waltham, Riverside, seven
teen jewelers. No American watch company-and we ought to 
be proud of it-no American watch company-there are 
twelve of them-is afraid of its movements or the names 
of them. And every watch has a number. Each watch has a 
number, and no number is duplicated. Look at the watch at 
the left band in the advertisement and you find the same 
number as in the on,e next to it. It is a Riverside watch, with 
the same number, but by a forgery in the plate seventeen jewels 
have been changed to twenty-seven, and Maximus ba~ been 
put in under Riverside. 

Another little example of advertising of this unspeakable 
mountebank of lower Broadway! I bad here an advertisement 
published by Keene only a few weeks ago, telling us how he 
had bought thousands of these watches in the European market. 
I want to call your attention to an original letter which I have 
here from Joseph Linz & Bros., wholesale jewelers, of Dallas, 
Texas. If the representative of the Dallas district is here
perhaps any Texas man can tell us whether it is not one 
of the best-known jobbing houses in his State. This firm in
closes to the Elgin Watch Company, their correspondent, two 
letters frqm this man Keene. I will read from one of them : 

Can you furnish us with any 16-size 0. F. 7J Waltham or Elgin 
movements at 10 per cent and 6 per cent off for spot cash? 

Postscript: Also let us know how many No. 210 Waltham 0. F. and 
No. 301$ Elgiu movements you can send us. · 

That letter was dated September 8, 1905. Another letter is 
dated November 27, 1905, and is as follows : 

Can you get me any R. R. grades of Waltham and Elgin at 10 and 
6 per cent off, or any No. 1 Waltham, hunting or open face, or same 
thing in Elgin, less 10 per cent and 6 per cent? I will take several 
hundred of. these for cash or give you other scarce goods in exc!Jange. 

How do gentlemen from Texas like to have their State called a 
" foreign country " by this Broadway advertiser, gulling the peo
ple by telling them be has reimported thousands of these watches 
from Europe, while be is writing to responsible dealers all over 
the count:ry, even as far as Texas, offering to buy all of these 
watches that they can furnish for cash at the regular jobbers' 
rates and describing them as scaTce goods? 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another and a darker chapter in 
the advertising of Keene. In March, 1900, tbis advertisement 
appeared in the New York Evening Telegram : 

Watches-A WaLtham watch cheap. A man on the inside will give 
confidential wholesale prices. Box 184, Waltham, Mass. 

Now, I ask any fair-minded man what he would infer from 
that advertisement? The name of Waltham is known arouud 
the globe. There is no civilized man to whom the name of Wal
tham does not suggest a good watch. So wheu that advertise
ment appeared "Box 184, Waltham, 1\fass.," "a man on the in-
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side will give confidential wholesale price," what is the sup
position? What would any of you think? Well, the Waltham 
Watch Company people thought that some sly thief was getting 
into their works ·and stealing their movements, and they an
swered this advertisement. And who do you suppose replied 
to the letter? Would you have thought it would have been a 
typical Democrat? 

Now, that adveTtisement to write to Box 184, Waltham, Mass., 
was answered by Mr. George Dill, of Maywood, N. J. , and on 
1\Iarch 31, 1900, and on April 13, 1900, his letters were answered 
by Charles A. Keene, dating his letters from Boston. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] His lett~r beads read 
"'Keene's Mammoth Watch House, 1301 Washington street, Bos
ton; New York, 140 Fulton street." That was before · he got 
on to lower Broadway, which I remind my colleague,- by the way, 
is the home of high finance; and the lower you get on Broad
way the higher becomes the finance. [Laughter.] And to this 
same man, Mr. Dill, he also sent a catalogue, on the back page of 
which appears a sketch of a $50 Waltham watch, which lle is 
willing to sell at less than half price. So that he was in this 
same kind of business of cajoling the public long before he bad 
discovered that the people could be gulled and deceived by 
adve~'tisements in reference to the cheapness of reimported 
watches. This method of advertisement, if called to the atten
tion of the Post-Office Department, would at once close the mails 
to this typical Democrat, this friend of my colleague, this in
spiration and source of all his information on the subject of 
tile watch trust. [Applause on the Republican side.] As I 
listened last night to my colleague giving those ponderously 
positive, bombastic statements, which can only have their well
spring in misinformation, I could not help thinking that, as be 
stood lilie a watchman on the outside ramparts of the trade, he 
eould tell us what cut prices on diamonds were, which I had 
always suppo ed were valued lik~ebulHon; and the :first lines of 
that old hymn came to my mind: 

Watchman, tell us of the night, 
What its signs of promise are? 

And it I had the lyrical capacity I would close this scene 
with appropriate lines; but in the short time at my disposal the 
best that I could do to fit the occasion was this: 

Watchman, tell us of your friend, 
What his signs of promise mean; 
Can you really, truly buy 
Cut-rate diamonds of Keene? 
.And if cut-rate diamonds 
At Keene's are 1·eally sold, 
Then why not cut-rate silver 
And cut-rate bars of gold? 
Watchman, tell us of the trade, 
That our funds we may not waste ; 
Are cut-rate diamonds smuggled, 
Or are they simply paste? 
Watchman, tell us yet again, 
What these signs of promise mean; 
Which seems now the bigger fraud, 
The diamonds, or Keene? 

[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] .. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, exit Keene, of Broadway; enter on the 

the right, Mr. Dueber, of Canton, a soured, litigious, and dis
affected manufacturer ; 1\Ir. Johhston, of Pittsburg, a dis
gruntled jobber. Low, sobbing music, and a twilight effect. 
Enter on the left, other disgruntled manfacturers, jobbers, and 
retailers. They approach my colleague in the center of the 
stage and lay down at his feet a large assortment of petty 
grouclles, and beseech him to unload them upon the Hous,e of 
Repre entatives. He looks nervously and apprehensively 
around to see what the gentleman from Mississippi says, and as 
he gi\es him a reassuring nod, then with a · tremendous blare 
of trumpets and trombones the curtain falls to rise again upon 
these new characters. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman-
The CIIAIR:J\IAN. Will the gentleman yield to his colleague? 
Mr. BOUTELL. I have only a few minutes. · 
Mr. RAINEY. I simply want to advise my colleague of a 

matter be seems to be ignorant of. 
Mr. DALZELL. He knows a lot 
Mr. BOUTELL. I will yield just for a short question, but 

I think I ought not to yield any more. 
Mr. RAINEY. This afternoon, by unanimous consent, a . dis

tinguished RepubUcan Member from Pennsylvania (Mr. GRA
HAM] put an appendix onto my speech, indorsing very strongly 
the character of :!\lr. Johnston, who lives in hi town. 

1\Ir. BOUTELL. I am glad be bas indorsed the character of 
Mr. Johnston, because I bad some doubt about it; but now that 
he bas been fully indorsed, I will refer to Mr. Johnston, of · 
Pittsburg. And he comes, :Mr. Chairman, enveloped in the 
swirling clouds of a thousand factories, and with his face il-

luminated by the bright lights from a thousand forges ; for be 
comes from Pittsburg. I do not .know whether he comes in 
here to advance my colleague's main contention that the tariff 
on watches should be repealed, or not. If he does, be is the 
first manufacturer or jobber in Pittsburg that I ever beard advo~ 
cate such a change in our laws; but I understand that Mr. John
ston, of Pittsburg, is a disgruntled jobber, who is attempting to 
furnish my colleague and others some proof in reference to the 
existence of a watch trust. I am sorry that my colleague did 
not have more time last night. I am sorry that he bad to print 
his views about Johnston instead of tetling them on the floor, 
so that I could have interrogjlted him. I understand, however, 
that Mr. Johnston claims that he has been discriminated again t 
by some of these companies constituting the so-called "watch 
trust." There is no trnst, either in the legal acceptation of the 
term or even in the popular significance. I do not know who 
the watch manufacturers are to whom my colleague refer , 
except two. He bas included the Elgin Watch Company, of my 
State, and the Waltham Watch Company, of Massachusetts, and 
I understand it is the. claim of Johnston that, dating back to last 
June, they have been deprived of the right to handle the Elgin 
and Waltham watches. I have here in my band a price list and 
letter to the retail trade by Mr. Johnston, of Pittsburg, showing 
the watch companies that he represents, and three closely 
printed pages are devoted to each of the Waltham and the Elgin 
companies, giving all their standard movements at the regular 
pric-es and the regular discounts. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Another thing that 1\fr. Johnston, whom we are told is a 
trustworthy man and well vouched for, tells us in this cata~ 
logue is that the best and most artistic watches made in the 
country are the Dueber-Rampden watches, and that the best 
railroad watches made in the country are the Hamilton watches, 
so what effect can a watch trust that does not include these 
two companies have upon him? 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for which the gentleman from 
Illinois was recognized has expired. 

1\Ir. PAYNE. I a~ nnanimou consent that the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois be extended for an hour. • 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, how much time has been 
occupied by the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAJ.~. One hour. 
1\fr. PAYNE. I ask that bis time be extended for one hour. 
Me.- WILLIAMS. I have no objection to the time being ex-

tended, just so it does not go beyond the hour and a half. 
Mr. PAYNE. Well, then, I ask that his time be extended for 

half an hour. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 

time of the gentleman from illinois be extended half an hour? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to call the at

tention of the gentleman from Mississippi to the fact that that 
side of the House occupied thirty-five minutes more this after
noon than we did. 

1\fr. WILLIAMS. It does not make any difference to-night 
about that. 

1\Ir. DALZELL. Oh, it does not? 
1\fr. PAYNE. We will even it up before we adjourn, I an

nounce to the gentleman now. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. It does not make any difference about 

that; bnt the gentleman is mistaken--
Mr. P AYNEJ. I will even it up with you before we adjourn. 

I give that announcement now. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. What is that? I did not quite hea r. 
Mr. PAY!'.TE. I announce that whether it makes any differ

ence to you or not, I will even it up with you before we adjourn 
this session of Congre s. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, of courro:e you can do that in the day 
with my consent, but at these night sessions, under the special 
order of the House, the time is equally divided between the two 
parties. · 

Mr. PAYNE. Not under special rules. You do not like to 
bear thi . The gentleman does not like to hear this. That is 
the trouble with him. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, Mr. Chairman--
1\fr. DALZELL. Let us have the regular order. Mr. Chair· 

man, I call tile gentleman to order. lie is out of order. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Why didn't you call the gentleman from 

New York to order while he was howling like a wild demon 
around here, and all about nothing? [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely regret that what 
seemed to me the nece .. ity fo1· alluding to som~ of tllese matters 
concerning the watch trade bas taken so much time, but it did 
seem to me that ~ this hot and close evening session there 
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might be some interest in them and some little divertisement. 
I did hope, howeYer, to have an hour in which to discuss the 
tariff in a general way without interfering with any other gen
tleman who wished to talk to-night, and I regret that the plans 
of the gentleman from l\lississippi will interfere with that. 

I must therefore only speak with the greatest brevity of 
Dueber, the litigious watch manufacturer at Canton, whom my 
colleague brings into this discussion for th~ purpose of proving 
that there is a watch trust. I have here the records from the 
secretary of th.e only watch organization that ever existed in 
this country, formed in 1884, of which Dueber, of Canton, was 
one of the organizers, of which he was one of the first directors, 
of which he was the vice-president, and in which he took an 
actiYe and earnest part in bringing the contract system to 
apply to all manufacturers, all jobbers, and all retailers in the 
country, and in maintaining uniform prices. The records of 
the meetings show his expulsion fi"Om the organization in 1887 
as a traitor to his colleagues. 

Since then, according to the published law reports, which 
m·eryone bas access to, I find that he has taken all his troubles 
into all the courts that were open to him. He brought one suit 
in the State court of New York for a common-law conspiracy 
in restraint of b.·ade against a number of these companies and 
was defeated in that. He brought another proceeding under the 
Sherman interstate-commerce act, reported in 55 Federal Re
porter, and the demurrer was sustained by Judge Cox, of New 
York, on the ground that he had made no case of infringement 
·of the Sherman .Act. . 

Another case of Dueber is reported in 66 Federal ·Reporter, 
where he had the advantage of the decision in the former pro
ceeding, a,nd had modified his complaint accordingly. .Assum
ing that all his statements . were true, a demurrer to the com
plaint was sustained by that great jurist, Judge r.-~acombe, who 
rendered the decision in the court of appeals. .And so, Mr. 
Chairman, the charge so positively made by my colleague
and I repeat his exact words from the RJ!:COBD-that " cer
tain companies constitute the Big Four of the watch trust, 
and that each of these companies own stock in the other " has 
been- absolutely unproved ' by my colleague in any way. There 
is nothing even to suggest the truth of such a statement, and I 
submit to the committee whether a Member of this House does 
not incur great risk to his reputation for justice and candor 
when he brings in here such blunt as ertions in reference to cor
porations about which he has no positive information. 

He tells me that he has written 200 letters to retail jewelers 
in this country asking whether there is such a thing as a watch 
trust. In reply to these 200 letters he has received 100 answers 
saying that the writers think that maybe there is a trust, and 
that they ·think such and such companies form it. I assume 
that these retailers at least are not members of the trust, so 
that their evidence is purely hearsay. .According to the cata
logue of Mr. Johnston, of Pittsburg, there are 30,()()> retail jew
elers in the country. One hundred is one-third of 1 per cent of 
30,000, and so my colleague attempts to corroborate his state
ment by the hearsay evidence of one-third of 1 per cent of the 
class that he invokes as his chief witness. I would like to know 
what the other 99! per cent would say. 

I have copies of some of the letters which were sent to rp.y 
colleague in reply to his circular letter which I take for granted 
he will not insert in the RECORD, and so I will take the liberty 
to do so. Mr. Chairman, I have also received unsolicited letters 
from nearly fifty jobbers of watches-letters in reference to this 
controversy which they had seen discussed in the papers-say
ing positively that there is no watch trust, no combination, or 
anything of that sort, and that i't there were they would know 
it, and the jobbers are the men to be affected by any conspiracy 
in restraint of trade. There are 250 jobbers in the country, go 
I offer 20 per cent of this class as again t my colleague, one
third of 1 per cent of the class upon whicb. he depends. I will 
in ert them all in the RECORD. 

l\1r. Chairman, in the language of the prince of dramatists, 
" our revels now are ended." I have used some of the language 
and some of the hyperbole of the playhouse in referring to the 
action and speeches of my colleague during the last three months 
in this discussion, not for our amu ·ement, but to emphasize how 
futile it is for us to attempt in this Hou::;e to ba e conclu ions 
on great public que tions upon adverti~ements in newspapers 
and upon the private grievances of disaffected men in the trade. 
In my opinion, 1\!r. Chairman, to base any serious action on the 
airy bubbles that rise from the lurid imagination of sensational 
advertisers or float from the disordered fancy of disaffected 
merchants would be as wise and no wi er than it would be to 
erect a house upon a foundation of eggs-eggs redolent with the 
flavor of antiquity. [Laughter and applause.] 

And now a few words, before my time expires, in reference 

to the actual condition of the watch industry in this country and 
the effect upon it of our protective tariff. It is clear that I 
shall have to forego the entire general discussion which I hoped 
to participate in this evening. I have here a little manuscript 
history of the watch indusb.-y in this country, written by the 
master mechanic of the Waltham Watch Company, the head 
workman in that institution, showing how a man named Denni
son, a Yankee, a native of 1\Iaine, residing in Boston, first con
ceived the idea of making watches with interchangeable parts, 
and the difficulty he had in interesting capital in his enterprise. 
It shows how a few watches were made in Connecticut under the 
tariff of 1846, which fixed a 10 per cent ad valorem duty on 
watches, but that they could not compete with the cheaper laboi," 
of Europe. But in time Dennison interested enough capital to 
establish a business, which, after many vicissitudes, resulted in 
the founding of the Waltham Watch Company in 1856. That 
company has had fifty years of honorable struggle, sometimes 
facing failure and bankruptcy, which has resulted in final and 
triumphant success. The Elgin Watch· Company, branched off 
from the Waltham Watch Company in 1866, was, so to speak, 
a child of that corporation. In 1864 the tariff on watches had 
been placed at 25 per cent ad valorem, where it so remained, 
even under the Wilson-Gorman Act, down to the Dingley .Act of 
1897, when in addition to the ad valorem duty certain specific 
duties were placed upon watches. Under this invigorating 
tariff the watch industries flourished in this country, so that 
there are now in this country twelve manufactories of watch 
movements and eighteen manufactories of watch cases, or thirty 
all together. Their total output is about 3,300,000 watches. ' 

I have compiled the most accurate statistics that I can get 
from the Bureau of Statistics and from such of the watch manu
facturers as have given me information, and these statistics 
show that during the last ~ear we have been able to export 
about 300,000 watches, or about 9 per cent of our total product. 
.As a"'ainst these 300,000 watches that have been exported, over 
700,000 Swiss watches are annually brought into this country. 
So that, in the opinion at least of the workers and mechanics 
in the watch factories, whose views I think I represent, there 
should be at the present time not only no repeal or reduction 
of the duty on watches, but a slight increase to prevent the 
successful competition of the cheaper made Swiss watches. .And 
in this connection I wish to say to my colleague, who had such 
violent assertions to make in reference to the parties that he 
represented in this discussion and the parties that I represented, 
that surely upon reflection he will wish to modify his language. 
I represent no one; he represents no one. Surely he would not 
admit that in any accurate sense of the term he represents 
Keene, of Broadway. 

What's Hecuba to him or he to Hecuba · 
That he should weep for her? 

Neither do I in any sense represent anybody or anything in 
this discussion, but the absolute truth as I can get it and as it 
comes to me unsolicited; and the truth of this whole business is, 
so far as I can get at it, that there is no better, cleaner, industry 
in this country than the watch industry to-day~ no indusb.·y in 
which there is more perfect rivalry among these thirty institu
tions engaged in turning out 3,300,000 watches. 

I would like to ask any of the gentlemen pre ent who are 
acquainted with business methods and manufacturing enter
prises whether there is any other industi-y where there are 
thirty factories engaged in turning out 3,300,000 units of the 
a\erage value of watches? I do not believe there is any exam- · 
pie in the United States in any of the great industries of a 
more healthy rivalry than that which p~·evails in the watch 
industry, and yet my colleague, without a bit of corroborative 
evidence, sees fit to attack grossly the reorganization of the 
Waltham Company. I know nothing about this except what 
I have seen in the public press. I was interested in it because 
what I saw confirmed the statement of the officers of that com
pany, which I submitted here some weeks ago, that the stock 
at that time, instead of being watered, was worth 285 cents on 
the dollar and was paying a dividend of 10. per cent. Is there 
anything culpable in that? The stock had been placed at four 
millions in 1885 by special act of the legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, under a strict law requiring all of the capital 
to be paid in in full in cash and requiring tile commissioner of 
corporations to so certify. They bave now reorganized the com
pany, or, as I understoou the accounts, they have organized a 
new company, with $12,000,000 of stock, $1,000,000 to be paid 
in cash, eleyen millions to be excbanged for the four million 
worth 283 cents on the dollar. Is not that a 8plendid showing 
of the il:tgenuity, of the indusb.-y, of the economy, of the thrift, 
and of the sagacity of the men who established the Waltham 
Company? · 

Does my colleague complain of success? .Are the~e not manr 
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instances of success like that in his beautiful district in Illinois? 
Does he think them culpable or heinous? Let me call his 
attention to the fact that the State banks and private banks 
throughout the United States pay a larger average dividend 
than the Waltham Company has ever paid, some of them as high 
as 70 per cent annually. I know of one bank in my colleague's 
own district that pays 10 per cent semiannually simply on the 
wise and discreet loaning of money. The value of the Wal
tham Company stock is based upon patents, upon good will, 
upon trade-marks and trade-names that have been increasing in 
value for many years, as well as cash, material, stock, and real 
estate. Instead of there being anything heinous or culpable 
about that, is it not something for those men to be proud of, that 
all the men engaged in it, and as shown by one of the mechanics, 
the stock books of the Waltham Company have been always open 
to the employees of the company, and many of them stand now 
as stockholders and derive a beneficial interest from this in
crease in the value of t):le stock? 

Have we come to such a pitch in this country, Mr. Chairman, 
has such a wave of hysteria swept over this country that we 
must say," Whatever is is wrong; whoever succeeds, hit him on 
the head, and that the ogres and goblins of finance dominate all 
our manufacturing enterprises?" Mr. Chairman, I do not look 
at our industrial situation with such a" dropping eye," and I am 
surprised to find a man like my colleague, from the district he 
represents, taking such a view of such a splendid industry, 
represented in our own State not only by the Elgin Company, 
but by the Illinois Company, at Springfield, and by the Hock
ford Company, at Rockford, Illinois. 

Again, I have just received to-day from the secretary of 
state of Massachusetts a document which I sent for when I 
had read my colleague's speech in the paper three weeks ago, a 
certified copy of the articles of incorporation of this new com
pany, and I find by referring to the statute of Massachusetts 
that any company organized there has to satisfy the corporation 
commissioner that the amount of stock issued is represented 
either by cash or by property tangible or intangible having a 
cash value equal to the stock. He read here last night affi
davits of the officers of the Waltham company of their return 
for taxation simply scheduling patent rights at, I think, $180,-
000. Then he said that in organizing this company they had . 
scheduled the patent rights at over $4,000,000. I have the 
certificate here, and what they ·schedule at $4,500,000 was patent 
rights, which are all that are taxable under the Massachusetts 
law, and therefore the only thing referred to in the affidavit 
read by my colleague-plus trade-marks, plus good will-and 
the good will of the Waltham company is worth more than all 
its tangible property put together. [Applause on the Repub
lican side.] · And that certificate, Mr. Chairman, bears on its 
front the certificate of the corporation commissioner of the 
State of Massachusetts, saying that the laws of that Common
wealth have been complied with, and signed William D. T. 
Trefry, commissioner of corporations, and if there is any 
Massachusetts man here on the other side of the House, I want 
him to say who Mr. Trefry, of Massachusetts, is. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Trefry is a Democrat. 
Mr. BOUTELL. He is not only a Democrat, but he is a Demo

crat who ran with Russell, whom his Democratic friends lov
ingly referred to as "Bil1y Russell," for the office of auditor of 
Massachusetts, and was overwhelmingly elected. He was after
wards appointed to an administrative office by Governor Russell 
as a: Democrat and reappointed commissioner of corporations 
by Governor Douglass, the great tariff reformer and trust buster 
of the Democratic party. This Democrat of the highest integ
rity certifies that all of those provisions of the State of Massa
chusetts have been faithfully complied with, and that the or
ganization for $12,000,000 is in accordance with the laws of that 
old Commonwealth. [Applause on the Republican side.] So 
when my colleague attacks that organization and attacks those 
men he stands there confessedly attacking the administration 
of the law in the grand old Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
by Democratic officials--

Mr. RAINEY rose. 
1\Ir. BOUTELL. I decline to yield, Mr. Chairman. Now I 

raise the question again, Why is it that my colleague, of all per
sons in the world, should take such a singular view of this 
situation? I have no particular interest in it. I never met but 
one officer of each of these companies, and one of them I only 
met once; but all of this information came unsolicited into our 
committee room, and I am glad to avail myself of it, and as 
between believing Mr. Fitch, the president of the Waltham Com
pany, who worked himself up from a position at the bench after 
forty years of labor to the presidency of this magnificent ente.r
prise, between taking his word and presenting it as truth to the 
country, and taking th~ word of that palpable charlatan Keene, 

of Broadway, I stand by Mr. Fitch, of Massachusetts. [Ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

Now, I can not for the life of me conceive why my colleague 
went into this matter in the way he has done. I can not 
imagine why he went into it in this spirit, of all the persons 
in the world. Do any of you know where my colleague comes 
from? He comes from that splendid district in my State that 
the old Indians cal ed the "Sangamo country," the country of 
abundant plenty. '.rhere may be other lovely spots on earth, but 
there is only one Greene County, Illinois, and that is where my 
colleague comes from. Nowhere on earth are the fielcls more 
golden at harvest time; nowhere do the orchard boughs hang 
under a heavier load of fragrant fruit; nowhere do the birds 
sing more sweetly or the flowers exhale a more delightful per
fume; nowhere are the men braver or more cheerful; nowllere 
are the women more beautiful or intelligent; nowhere do they 
have such ravishing roasted corn or such savory game chowder. 
I can not fittingly describe in words the happiness, the pros
perity, and the content that reign supreme in Greene County. 
I can only illustrate it by an incident. 

An old farmer and his wife who were born in Greene County, 
born on Apple River, in the year of the "great snow," owned 
acres upon acres of corn and wheat and orchards, with stock 
in the 20 per cent dividend Carrolton Bank. They were happy. 
They had brought up their children to all of the advantages of 
life, and they loved to travel. They were sailing one day down 
the Illinois River-and you must understand, gentlemen, that 
when the Illinois ... River touches the banks of Greene County it 
sings for very joy as it ripples over the gravel. Even the 
whistles of the steamboats play Mendelssohn's Songs Without 
Words as they go by Columbiana. [Laughter.] Even the boilers 
of the boats seem bursting with joy as they enter the waters of 
Greene County, and on this occasion they blew up, and every
one on board, including the farmer and his wife, met instant 
death. As the old gentleman and his wife came to in the New 
Jerusalem and found themselves sitting side by side on a flow
ery bank on the borders of a crystal stream and heard the 
heavenly music and the songs of birds, and saw the beautiful 
vistas of the trees of everlasting fruit, the good woman heaved 
a deep sigh of relief, and turning to her husband said : " Well, 
husband, we may be some miles from home, but, thank Heaven 
we landed in Greene Coun:tr." [Great laughter.] ' 

And so I can not understand why it is that my colleac:rue 
should be the only inhabitant of that splendid, prosperous reg~n 
who in this happy, prosperous time takes such a one-sided' 
prejudiced, dark, and clouded view of our present industriai 
conditions and of one of the best and healthiest industries in 
the State of Illinois and in the nation. [Loud and long-con
tinued applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD. 

The CH..AJRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
APPENDIX-PART I. 

THE WATCH INDUSTRY-RAILWAY WATCH INSPECTION. 
· I am glad to be able to print a letter disproving the disparaging 

charges made by my colleague against a class of honorable railroad 
employees. 

J. W. FORSINGER, 
RAILWAY TIME AND WATCH INSPECTION, 

AMEIUCA.N WATCHES AT WHOLESALE, 
Neto York, June ~9, 1906. 

Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. f:J. 

DEAR SIR : My attention has been called to a speech by Hon. HENRY 
T. RAINEY in the House ot Representatives June 25, printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. In this speech Mr. RAINEY has made some 
astoundingly erroneous statements touching the system of railroad
watch inspection ln the United States. I a.m now chief watch in
spector for more than thirty-five railroad companies, covering upward 
ot 30,000 miles, and have had twenty years' experience in this ca
pacity. Mr. RAINEY's statements on the subject have no foundation 
in fact. He says : " In most cases where watch inspection is ordered, 
there is some graft in it somewhere." This statement is wholly un
warranted, so far as It applies to any of the railroads by which I am 
employed. He says the watch inspector "is really selected by tbe 
watch trus~, but nominally • • • by the general supet·intendent." 

My appomtment to that office has always been without the knowledge 
of any watch-manufacturing concern or anyone connected with it. 
Furthermore, the chief watch inspector is not selected by the general 
superintendent, save, perhaps, in rare instances. The appointment is 
made by the president or the general manager of the road, and if at 
all by the general superintendent, it is so only by authority of either of 
the two higher officials. The conditions of the order are not dictated 
by the watch inspector, as Mr. RAINEY says, nor even suggested by 
him, except in so far as a technical or trade knowledge is requisite. 
Mr. RAINEY declares "if this order is made, no matter how good a 
watch may run, it is sure to be condemned if it does not comply with 
the order." I presume he meant to say no matter how well a watch 
might run. When official watch inspection is adopted by a railroad 
company, a circular is issued by an official of the company, wherein is 
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specified the mlniii:mm standard of excellence adopted for watches to be 
used by the employees. This· is almost Invariably what is known as a 
"nickel 17-jeweled patent regulator movement," that is adjusted to 
heat, cold, and three positions, the variation of which must not exceed 
thirty seconds per week. 

store on Broadway, near John, having seen his advertisement in the 
papers, stating how cheaply he could sell an American-made watch. 

The attendant gave me to understand that on account of their going 
to Europe for their Elgin and Waltham movements he could sell me 
at greatly reduced rates. 

I finally purchased of hlm a No. 12 size Elgin watch, No. 11247867, 
with a twenty-year warranted gold-filled case, for $25. cash, the at
tendant assuring me that I was getting the watch at much less than 
I would have to pay at any other retail store. 

Now 1 find that the jewelers are selling the same outfit with the 
same movements and case for from $6 to $8 less than I paid for it, 
and naturally feel very sore about it. I think I was imposed upon. 
I t~ok a bi~l, and they promised to exchange the movement for a 
19-Jewel (this being 15) if I would at any tiine pay the difference 

. of $10. 
I believe that man Keene is not square, and I ·would not advise any 

of my fr!ends to trade tliere. I will let you see the watch when I go 
over agam. 

Yours, truly, W. H. CLOUDMA..."i. 

The railroads with which I am associated as watch inspector spt>cify 
certain well-known, regularly manufactured makes and qualities of 
American wat ch movements to illustrate this minimum standard of ex
cellence and to prevent either misunderstanding among inspectors or 
any imposition upon the employees. The roads of which I speak with 
knowledge, mention and accept the products of the Illinois Watch . 
Company, the Waltham Watch Company, the Hampden Watch Com
pany, the Hamilton Watch Company, and the Elgin National Watch Com
pany. No preference is shown by me, as chief inspector, for any make 
o1 watch. Every employee exercises an untrammeled right in his selec
tion of a watch from among those scheduled in the circular order issued 
by the railroad company. No employee is compelled to buy his watch 
from the company's inspector; he may obtain it where he . pleases. It 
should also be noted that any watch in servlce at the time the lnspec
tion order is issued, and of a quality equal to the specified minlmum 
standard of excellence, is accepted. Letters t~·om two of the eightee1~ watch-case manufactories in the Uw£tecl 

Mr. RAilfEY declares that employees are required to buy watch m<?ve- States denying the ea:istence of a "watch t7"ust." 
ments, the value of which is fictitiously raised b~ special named d1als 
or bridges. That statement is untrue as to the 30,000 miles of RoY WATCH CASiil COMPANF-, 
road of which I am chief inspector. Upon each and all of these roads !1-23 Maiden Lane, New York, May 81, 1906. 
the use of special named watches Is forbidden unless they were pre- Hon. HENRY S. BouTELL, Washington, D. 0. 
viously in service. In nearly every instance the inspection order dis- DEAR Srn: We have been very much interested in reading your speech 
tinctly states that no watch specially made and naiJ?-ed by .or for any of April 26, 1906, in answer to Mr. RAil>'"EY, and beg to state that we 
jeweler wl.ll be accepted. I quote from one of the mspectwn orders: are one of the largest exclusive gold case mann!acturers in this country 
" The intention of jewelers in offering watches specially made is gen- doing business with the majority of the largest jobbers throughout th~ 
erally understood to be for the purpose of removing the regular factory country, also with the largest jobbers in other countries. 
grade and name, thus enabling them to charge the employees a higher We have always selected our list of jobbers, with whom we have been 
price for same." • doing business for a great number of years, and have been free to stato 

I beg to remain, respectfully, yours, to our customers that we know nothing of the so-called "watch trust," 
J. W. FARSINGER. and have known for a fact that there has been no trust, or no so-called 

Affidavit relating to sale of Elgin toatches for e~~:pot·t, 8hOtcing the COt"-
1·cctness of my stateme1tts, which the gentleman ft·om_ Illi twis, Mr. 
Rainey, questions. (Bee first aolttmn, p. 9418, Oongt·esstonal Record.) 

ST..l.TE OF PEN~SYLVANIA, 
County of PhHacle1phia, ss: 

John F. Eisley," being duly sworn, deposes and says: I reside at 
2632 Brown stree__t Philadelphia, :Pa. I am manager of the export de
partment of the Keystone Watch Case Company of that city. I have 
been in the employment of that company for nearly twenty years. The 
Keystone Watch Case Company is the export selling agent of the Elgin 
National Watch Company, of Elgin and Chicago, Ill., and has been such 
for about ten years. During that period no watch movements of the 
Elgin National Watch Company have been exported by that company 
e::rcept ·through the Keystone Watch Case Company as export selling 
agent. Since November, 1901, alLElgin movements exported to Europe 
have been sent by the Keystone Watch Case Company either to its 
London office or to its Hamburg office, and have been distributed from 
one or both of these offices. Two sets of records of all Elgin move
ments so exported have been kept since said date November, 1901, as 
follows : All such movements, before being sent abroad, are entered in 
stock registers under descriptive headings, from which it can be ascer
tained with certainty just what movements and how many of any par
ticular grade have been exported to said offices. After any watch 
movements are sold from the London or Hamburg offices, a carbon copy 
of every sales sheet is returned to the Philadelphia office. These are 
bound by months and can also be readily examined, and the number 
of watch movements of any particular grade sold from either of the 
London or Hamburg offices can be quickly determined with accuracy. 

Deponent is quite familiar with both these sets of records, and has 
personally examined them from November, 1901, down to May 1, 1906, 
and the following statements are based upon deponent's examination 
of these records. The statement made by Mr. BouT.ELL, in his speech 
delivered April 27, 1906, to the effect that since 1901 only thirty
seven of Elgin Verltas 21-jewel and Elgin Father Time movements in 
all had been exported to Europe was based upon an examination of 
the said records made by deponent in February, 1906. Having brought 
such examination down to May 1, .,1906, deponent now states that 
since November, 1901, no Elgin B. \V. Raymond 19-jewel movements 
lind but three Elgin Veritas 23-jewel movements have been ezported 
to Europe by either the Elgin company or the Keystone Watch Case 
Company, and only one of the above-mentioned 23-jewel Veritas move
ments has been reported as sold on the cru•bon copy of sales sheets 
returned to the Philadelphia office by either the London or Hamburg 
offices, and that only fifty-nine movements in all of the Elgin Veritas 
21-jewel and Father Time movements have been in the same period 
exported to the London and Hru:nburg offices of the same companies 
conjointly. Out of this total of fifty-nine movements the sales sheets 
returned from the London and Hamburg offices show that up to the 
26th day of April, 1906, only forty-six movements in all of the said 
Elgin Veritas 21 and 23 jewel and Elgin Father Time grades had been 
sold from these offices. 

The statement made in the advertisement of Charles A. Keene, pub
lished In the Globe newspaper of New York on Friday, 1\Iay 4, 1906, 
that the said Keene has been buying " Elgin watches by the thousands 
in the open markets of Europe," if intended to apply to the Elgin B. W. 
Raymond 19-jewel, Elgin Veritas 23-jewel, Elgin Veritas 21-jewel, the 
Elgin Father Time, or to an;y and all of the higher grades of movements 
made by the Elgin National Watch Company, is utterly false, since there 
have not been thousands of all the said high-grade movements collec
tively exported to Europe in the period of about ten years during which 
the Keystone .Watch Case Company ha.s been the export sales agent of 
the Elgin Company. 

Jon-x F. EISLEY, 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of May, 1006. 

[SXAL l JOHY J. 1.!ANNICK, 
Nota1"y Public. 

Letter trom. Mt·. W. I1. Olouaman, to Mr. W. If. Kinna, age1~t of the 
Elgin Watch Company, shotving hoto the tm·met· had. been cheated by 
K eene, of B1·oadway. 

Mr. w. n. KINNA, 
11 John street, New York. 

BOSTO~, ?!!Ass., May 15, 1906. 

· MY Dl.:AJl MR. KINNA: I was in your city on the lOth instant, and 
wishing to get a watch for my boy dropped into the Keene jewelry 

"trust" of the watch movement manufacturers or the watch case 
manufacturers. 

We have sold our cases to jobbers who are handling movements of 
the largest manufacturers in the country, and are casing these move
ments in our cases, and our business has been steadily increasing and 
have been selling as many goods a~ we have been able to manufa'ctm·e 
to our jobbers, although the competition has been somewhat keen with 
the different watch case manufacturers as regards quality and work
manship, but we have been able to prove to our customers that our 
quality and worknlanship have been superior to the cheap class of 
goods that have been put on the market. In that way we have been 
able to sell our output, which will prove to you there is no watch 
trust in existence. 

We remain, yours, very truly, 
ROY WATCH CASE COMPANY. 
A. L. STEARNS, President. 

DUBOIS WATCH CASE CO~IPANY, 
MANUFACTURERS OF' FINE SOLID GoLD WATCH CASES, 

Brooklyn, JUti,e 2, 1906. 
Ron. HE1mY S. BouTELL, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Srn : Having read the pamphlet containing your speech in 

denial of the existence of a trust in the watch trade of this country, 
we wish to add our mite in the cause of right as follows : 

Our corporation has been in business for thirty years, and during 
that period has had dealings with most of the concerns in our trade 
from tiine to time. 

State that we do not know of our own knowledge and belief of the 
existence of any such trust. 

In conclusion wish to say that any change in the tariff from 
present conditions will be, in our opinion, very detriinental to the 
watch business of this country. 

Yours, respectfully, DUBOIS WATCH CASE Co., 
CHAS. L. DEPOLLIER, Treas. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] Invokes the hearsay 
evidence of retail jewelers to substantiate his assertion that the Wal
tham and Elgin companies are members of a trust. Ir. W. J. John
ston, upon whom the ~entleman from Illinois relies for much of his 
information, says in h1s printed circular to the trade that there are 
30,000 retail jewelers in the United States. According to figures 
given in some of the trade journals 23,000 would be a more accurate 
estimate. 

The gentleman from Illinois says that he has received letters from 
105 retailers indicating that there is a "watch trust." This number 
is less than one-half of 1 per cent of the members of the class that he 
calls as a witness. 

He publishes fifty-seven such letters, or less than one-quarter of 1 pe1• 
cent. 

Here a1·e a few letters from the 99§ per cent of this class that the 
gelltlenwn ft·om fllinois received but did not print. 

His letter to the retailers being a circular letter, those who replied 
were entitled to have thetr replies made public and treated as circula1• 
letters for public distribution. 

Hon. H: T. RAINEY, 

Letters from retailers. 

CHARLEs E. GRAVES & Co., 
JEWELERS AND SILVERSl\:IITHS, 

Chi cago, May 1, JE06. 

House of Revresentatwes, Washingo1i, D. 0. 
DEAR Srn: We have been interested in following your speech, and 

the subsequent reply of the Ron. Mr. BoUTELL, and we have felt that 
w.e should giv~ you some information from the retail jeweler's point of 
VleW. 

In the first place, we have no knowledge of any watch trust or com· 
bination, nor have we in any way ever been approached by any manu
facturer to adopt a policy which would be injurious to any other manu
facturer's business. 

As we have handled a general line of watches, both of foreign and 
, domestic make, since 1857r we feel very positive that if there had been 
any movement on foot among any of the manufacturers to advance prices 
beyond a reasonable profit it would have been brought to our notice. 

Yours, very truly, 
CHARLES E. GRAVES & Co. 
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Hon. H. T. RAINEY, 

THE NEviUs CoMPANY, 
New York, May 8, 1906. 

Hou-se of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Srn : A dealer has shown me a copy . of a letter from you in

quiring about a watch trust. If there is a combination or trust in the 
tra,de, I have no personal knowledge of its exisence, and I am not 
aware that it has ever interfered with or dictated our buying watches 
in the market as we have chosen. If there is such a combination as 
" The Big Four " I could not name the firms which compose it. 
. Yours, very sincerely, 

BE~.T. C. NEVIUS, 
Secretary ana Treasurer. 

LOUIS M.A.NHEIMER & BROS., 

Hon. H. T. RAINEY, Washington, D. C. 
Chicago, Mail 8, 1906. 

DEAR Sm : We are in receipt of your lines of April 30, and will 
state in reply that we know of no watch trust of any kind. 

We deal largely and exclusively in American watches and buy of 
and sell to whom we see fit; as a matter of fact, we buy of every case 
and movement manufacturer in this country. 

Yours, respectfully, 
LOUIS MANHEIMER & BROS. 

Hon. HENRY T. RAINEY, 
MAY 16, 1906. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SIR: In answer to your letter of the 11th, we have to say that 

we have been buying and selling watch movements and cases of all 
American and foreign manufacture for ourselves for the past thirty 
years, and prior to that for firms by whom we were employed for, say, 
seven years. 

In all that time any jobbers who have been dropped from the lists 
of manufacturers, so far as our opinion goes, has been for the best 
interests of both manufacturers and jobbers, and so fllr as we are 
concerned, "all channels have always been open to us." 

Yours, respectfully, . 
LAPP & FLERSHEi\1. 

H. FIELD, WATCHMAKER AND JEWELER, 
Chicago, May 8, 1906. 

Hon. H. T. RAINEY, . 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR: From my practical experience in the watch business, 
I beg to state that I know nothing about any trust, combination, or 
"Big 4" mentioned in your circular letter, and repeated reductions In 
price of watch movements show that there is- strong competition. 

H. FIELD. 

Hon. H. T. RAINEY. 
BINGHAMTON, N. Y., May 1, 1906. 

SIR: Your note of May 1 reached me several days ago, and in reply 
to your questions will say that I know of no trust or combination in 
the watch trade. I know nothing of any " Big 4 " except what I have 
seen in print. 

I am reading your speech in the House, and I can not quite agree 
with you on American watches ; the profit on them is entirely too small. 
I can not alford to handle them to any great extent. I think the con
tract plan it carried out faithfully is u. step in the right direction; it 
does no more than give the retail jeweler a fair profit on his sale on 
that class of goods, and would like to see it applied to all kinds of 
American watches. 

You say that I am interested In this matter. I am, to know how 
the jeweler can make a living profit by selling American watches at the 
low price they are selling at to-day. 

Respectfully, yours, 
J. M. HE..l'iWOOD. 

JOHN C. LEPPERT, WATCHES, DIAMO~DS, JEW~RY, 
Chicago, Jlay 8, 1906. 

Hon. H. T. R.A.INEY, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR: With a. practical experience in the watch business of over 

thirty years, I know of no combination or trust existing among the 
manufacturers. Many and repeated reductions in the price of watches 
have brought them down to a figure 50 per cent less than twenty years 
ago, and of a superior quality and workmanship than ever. 

Very truly, yours, 
JOHN C. LEPPERT. 

CHICAGO, Jlay 7, 1906. 
Hon. H. T. RAINEY, 

House of Representatives, lVashington. 
DEAR Sm: We have seen you circular letter to the retail jewelers, 

asking if there is a combination or trust among the watch factories, 
and beg to state that I know nothing about the Big 4 mentioned, and 
to the best of my knowledge there is no watch trust or combination. 

Yours, truly, 
J. S. TOWNSlil~D. 

CHICAGO, May 7., 1906. 
Hon. H. T. RAINEY, 

Ho1tse of Representatives, Wa.'lhington, D. C. 
DEAR SIR : In answer to your circular letter of the 30th of April, we 

beg to say we do not know of any trust or combination in the watch 
trade, nor of any organization known as the " Big 4." 

From our dealings with the great watch-manufacturing concerns in 
this country, we are led to believe their methods of doing business bene
fit the retailer rather than injure him. 

Yours, truly, SPAULDING & Co. 

Hon. H. T. RAlNEY, 

A. J. YOUNGDAHL, 
JEWELER .AND WATCHMAKER, 

Chicago, May 7, 1906. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR: Having seen your circular letter In regard to the Elgin 

and Waltham watch companies, and beg to say that I know nothing 
about any trust or combination between above-mentioned concerns. 

Yours, respectfully, 
A. J._ YOUNGDAHL. 

. PERKINS & MAYERS, 
DIAMONDS, WATCHES, JEWELRY~ A..ND SILVERWARE~ 

. New York, May 7, 1906. 
llon. H. J. R~EY, Washington, D. 0. J 

DEAR Sm: We have seen copy of letter sebt by you to retail dealers. 
We have been selling watches for fifteen years; have heard of no 

trust or combination of manufacturers in the watch trade; except wbat 
has been said in the papers recently. 

Yours, respectfully, PERKINS & MAYERS. 

J. KLEM, WATCHES, DIAMONDS, AND JEWELRY, 

Hon. H. T. RAINEY, Washington, D. 0.: 
Rochester, May 15, 1906. 

Replying to your circular letter of the 30th ultimo, would say that 
~uring the period of thirty-one years we have been in the watch and 
Jewelry busmess we have never known of any trust or combination to 
exist among the watch manufacturers of the United ::)tates. 

There is not within our knowledge or experience any such or~aniza
tion as the "Big Four," nor does there appear to be any colluswn be
tween the various manufacturers. 

The fact that they are almost universally represented by high sal
aried and efficient traveling salesmen would disabuse the mind of any 
idea of mutual agreement. In fact the competition in the watch trade 
to-day- is so active that the retailer is obliged to accept a profit equal 
to about 8 per cent less than the dealer in boots and shoes and similar 
commodities. 

If the matter under deoate in the House of Representatives has for 
its ultimate object the reduction or abolition of the protective duty on 
foreign watches, we desire to express the opinion that the introduction 
of a cheap, unbranded result of underpaid juvenile labor into this coun
try would be a detriment to the best interests, not only of the manufac
turer and retailer, but to the public at large. 

Respectfully, yours, 
JOSEPH KLEi\1, 

S. C. MCKNIGHT, JEWELER AND W ATCHMA:KER, 

Hon. II. T. RAINEY, · 
Chicago~ May 8~ 1906. 

House of RepresentaUt:es, Washington, D. C. 
D~AR SI~ : In reply to your circular letter under date of April 30, 

relating to watch combine or "trust" .known as the "Big Four" I 
will state that, as far as any personal knowledge is concerned, there 
is. no such organization. As far as my information upon the subject 
extends, the only tendency in the line of a combine is a friendly un
derstanding existing among the leading watch manufacturers ·of this 
country whereby the interests of both the manufacturer and the 
dealer are protected to the material betterment of general trade con
ditions. 

Very respectfully, yours, S. C. MCKNIGHT, 

Letters from jobbers. 
There are 250 wholesale jewelers or jobbers in the United States. 

The gentleman from Illinois (Mr. RAINEY] prints letters from eight of 
these jobbers, who assume that there is a "watch trust." It seems 
unnecessary to suggest that trusts are not the only parties who decline 
to deal with undesirable customers and drop such from their lists. 
Even a gentle, kindly minded individual might, if he were a fairly 
shrewd business man, refuse to sell goods to a man who failed to pay 
his bills or who, for other reasons, was an unprofitable customer. 

Here are forty-three letters and one telegram from leading jobbers 
in the jewelry trade that have come to me unsolicited during the past 
month, and I insert all the letters that have come to me on this 
subject. 

HENRY GI~NEL & Co., DIAMO~DS A~D WATCHES, 
Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, New York, May 31~ 1906. 

House of Representatives, Wtuhington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR: We have read with satisfaction your recent speech in 

Congress in answer to one delivered by Mr. ' RAINEY, who endeavored 
to show the existence of a watch trust in this country. 

We are sure that had Mr: RAI Y interviewed the leading houses in 
New York and Chicago wpo are engaged in the wholesale watch busi
ness he would never have reached the conclusions expressed by him 
We have been for the past thirty years large handlers of the product~ 
of the Waltham a.nd Elgin watch companies, and we are yet to know 
of the existence of a watch trust in these United States . There could 
not have been one without our knowledge. We buy of other watch 
movements companies, who compete with the products of the Waltham 
and Elgin companies, and we deal with the products of the Waltham 
and Elgin companies; and we deal in these goods without restraint 
or Interference, either directly or indire<kly exercised or attempted 
by either of the watch companies above mentioned. In fact we buy 
from whom and where we please, and, in doing so, we take 'only our 
own interests into consideration. 

We beg to remain, dear sir, yours, respectfully, 
HENRY GINNEL ~~t Co. 

WOODSTOCK-HOE.VER WATCH AND JEWELRY CO:\l~ANY, 
Kansa8 City, Jlo., Jufte 9, 1906. 

Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 
House of Representatives, Wa3hington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: Having • been directly in the watch business for over 
twenty~fl.ve years, we were very much interested in your speech de
livered in the House of Representatives on April 26. W~ do not know 
of a so-called " watch trust." We are selling the pt·oduct of six 
American watch manufacturers, and have always found t hem com
peting strongly with each other. We also carry Swiss watches. We 
consider the watch market an open one, and we buy what we want 
whether American or foreign manufacture. Competition is very kee~ 
~~t;'~~n e}r~~t?Uferent manufactures, as is shown by the prices that at·e 

Yours, very truly, 
WOODSTOCK-HOEFER WATCH AND J•WELRY COMPAN'i'. 

OTTO YOUNG & Co., IMPORTERS AND JOBBERS, 
. Chicago, May 31, 1906. 

Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 
Hou-se of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: -We have noticed several articles in the newspapers of 
late, giving what purported to be accounts of discussions ln Congress 
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relative to watch trusts, combinations, restraint of trade, lack of com
petition, etc. Would say that as far as we are concerned we find an 
unlimited nmount of competition, at times in fact more than is good 
for us. We buy from the Elgin and Waltham watch companies and 
have done so for years; we also buy and sell imported watches and 
watch movements and complete watches and watch movements made by 
nine other American manufacturers. We buy them as freely as we can 
afford aJ:d sell them as openly and as rapidly as possible. 

Trusting that this information will be of service to you, we are, 
· Yours, truly, 

OTTO YOUNG & Co., 
J. ScHr.""ERING, Treasurer. 

EISE~STADT MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
St. Louis, June 11, 1906. 

Hon. HY. S. BOUTELL, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: From variou.s sources we learn there is an intention to 
establish the existence of a watch trust. Our business relations with 
the members of the so-called "trust," covering a period of a quarter of 
a century, does not verify a single fact on which to base this assertion. 

We do business with every watch manufacturer in the United States, 
With no attempt on the part of any individual manufacturer to re
strict our business with another. 

Competition between these various manufacturers is such in the face 
of the largest demand for watches doTing the past six years pri~es, 
consider!ng quality, are comparatively lower than at any other perwd. 
\Ve purchase from whom we please, sell to whom we please, and at 
prices to conform with percentage necessary to conduct our business. 

Very respectfully, 
EISENSTADT M.!...'WFACTURI_NG COMPANY, 
M. EISENSTADT, President. 

BALDWIN-MILLER COMPANY, "WHOLESALE JEWELERS, 
Indianapolis, Ind., June 11, 1906. 

Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, Washington, D. 0. 
, DEAn SIR: We have read with much interest the speech delivered by 
you in the House ot llepresentatives April 26, together with a great 
many comments regarding . the watch industry, and therefore take the 
liberty of addressing you regarding same. It may be possible that we 
do not know or understand the full meaning of the words " trust " or 
"combination," but to our knowledge no such terms would apply to 
·the watch business . We have been established here in the jewelry 
business since 1882, and have never known competition to be so fierce 
as it is at the present time. We handle several lines of American 
watches, and at no time have any of the manufacturers tried to dictate 
to us what lines we could or could not buy. We are, and always have 
been, free agents, buying such watches as best suits our needs. 

Trusting that this information may be of benefit to you, we remain, 
Yours, truly, 

BALDWIN-MILLER Co. 
BALDWIN-MILLER COMPANY, 

Per J. E. REAGA.·, Secretary. 

KING & EISELE, 
SELLING AGENTS, ELGIN, WALTHAM, 

HAMILTON, NEW EXGLAND WATCHES, 
Buffalo, N. Y., June 11, 19fXJ. 

Hon. H. T. BOUTELL, Washingto-n, D. 0. 
· DE.iR SIR: The writer has been gre:1tly interested in reading your 

speech in the House of Representatives on the tariff on watches. 
· We, as a firm, are very glad the subject-matter pertaining to the 

watch trust has been a~itated and brought before the public. 
Our firm has been in the jobbing business for about thirty years and 

has handled American lines o! watches during all this time. Our rela
tions with the Elgin and Waltham companies have been of the most 
cordial at all times, although we have always acted independent. 

In the history of our business career we have never known of a 
watch trust, and know of none to-day, and we believe we are in posi
tion, should there be a watch trust, to know exactly what the relations 
would be with the very best of jobbers. 

As above stated, our relations have always been the most cordial, 
and we can frankly state we have at no time been approached or 
threat~ned by either company desiring us to handle only their manu
facture. 

We handle other lines to-day, and propose to do so as long as we are 
In business. We believe this question of a watch trust is entirely 
false, and is onl~ hatched up by new people who are coming into the 
field. 

Wishing you success, we are, 
Very trul:r, yours, KING & EISELE, 

E. A. EISELE. 

Hon. HE~RY S. BouTELL, 

M. F. BARGER & Co., WATCH JoBBERs, 
Chicago, Mav 31, 1906. 

House of Repr-esentatives, Washingto-n, D. 0. 
DEAn SIR : Since Mr. RAINEY's speech in regard to the taritr on 

watches we ha-.·e been very much interested in reading all that has 
been said by Mr. RAINEY, yourself, and others. We are at a loss to 
understand how anyone who i.s at all acquainted with the manufacture 
of watch movements llnd cases, also the selling of same by the jobber 
and the retailer, can come to the conclusion tha.t there is any watch 
trust or restriction in the buying and selling of watch cases and move
ments. 

Speaking !or ourselves, would say that we are at liberty to buy and 
sell watch movements and watch cases made by any manufacturer, 
either in the United States or abroad. We find the competition ~mong 
the manufacturers of these lines to be Tery keen. 

In buying goods of the manufacturer and selling to the retail trade 
we try to buy the best goods and the goods most sought for by the 
legitimate retail trade. 

Respectfully, yours, M. F. BARGER & Co. 
M. F. BARGER. 

C. G. ALFORD & Co. (INcoRPORATED), 
WATCHES, DIAMONDs, JEWELRY, AND CuT Quss, 

New York, May 81, 1906. 
Hon. H. S. BOUTELL, U. C., 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAn SIR: We have been shown letters written by the Hon. HE~RY 

T. RAINEY to some . of the jobbers or wholesale dealers in American 
watches in whlch he says that he is investigating the "watch trust," 
and that he is anxious to find out whut jobbers have been dropped 
from the lists of what he calls the " allied companies," giving as a 
reason for their being dropped that they handled ·· independent goods." 

We have been in the wholesale jewelry business for nearly forly 
years and for the past twenty-five years have been handling American 
watches very largely. We employ a large number of traveling repre
senta.tives and reach every State in the Union. We buy largely from 
the manufacturers of both watch movements and watch cases whom Mr. 
RA,J:NEY designates as the "watch trust." We also buy other makes of 
watch movements and cases where we find it profitable to do so, and 
we know that we can continue to buy any makes of watch movements 
or cases without interfering with our supply of goods from the so-called 
"watch trust." 

In our opinion, the whole talk about there being a " watch trust" 
is ridiculously absurd. Possibly there may be jobbers who can not buy 
everything they would like to carry, but if so, it is not because of any 
discrimination made against them for buying any legitimate line of 
goods. In our business, as in all others, there are numerous malcon
tents who s_eem more anxious to dispense "hot air," so called, than they 
do to attend strictly to their legitimate business. • , 

If there is a " watch trust" we know nothing of its existence. 
Very respectfully, yours, 

c. G. ALFORD & Co. 

L. BAUMAN JEWELRY COMPANY, 
IMPORTERS AND JOBBERS IN DIAMONDS, WATCHES, ETC., 

Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 
St. Louis, June 11, 1906. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
HONORABLE Sm : According to newspaper reports, a controversy bas 

arisen In the United States Congress regarding a watch trust in this 
country. We are dealing, and have been for years and years, in Ameri
can watches of all descriptions, which we are selling to-day, and we do 
not know of any cause why we should not uphold the American manu
facturers, as the prices for the last ten years have been gradually re
duced and the quality of goods improved, and to our best knowledge 
and belief we do not know of any existing trust in that direction. 
The competition in our line is very keen, and w& are compelled to 
handle all kinds of watch movements in order to meet same, and while 
we admit that the Waltham and Elgin makes have the preference among 
the dealers, yet we do not know of any restrictions in regard to selling 
the products of other companies. 

Very respectfully, yours, 

Hon. H. S. BOUTELL, 

L. BAUMAN JEWELRY Co., 
PerM. STRAUSS, Manager. 

M. SICKLES & So~s, 
MANUFACTUIUNG .JEWELJ!,RS, 

Philadelphia, June 7, 1906. 

House of Representatives, Washingto-n, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: We have carefully read the speech made by you in answer 

to your colleague, Mr. RAINEY, and have also read Mr. RAINEY's con
tention of the existence of a watch trust in the United ~tates. We 
have been jobbers in American watches for a quarter of a century or 
more, and this is the first time we have been told that there is a watch 
trust in existence. Throughout this period we have handled nearly 
every make of American watches, but there has never at any time been 
any pressure brought to bear upon us in favor of any particular make 
of goods, and we consider ourselves free and independent jobbers, and 
do and would buy any goods that we choose. 

Yours, respectfully, M. SICKLES & SONS. 

H. 0. HURLBURT & So~s, 
WHOLESALE DEALERS IN AMERICA~ W A.TCHES, 

Philadelphia, June 16, 1906. 
Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 

House of R epresentatives, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR SIR: We have read with a great deal of interest your reply to 

Mr. RAINEY's speech on the watch question, and wish to express our 
f~eN~;e -iJr[our exposure of the misinformation supplied by Mr. Keene, 

Our firm has been in the wholesale jewelry business f or more than 
fit'ty :rears, and has been sel.ling Elgin and Waltham movements since 
these movements were first put on the market, and we know, of our own 
knowledge, that there is not any such thin;" as a watch trust. Both the 
Elgin and Waltham companies are now, and always have been, in active 
competition for our business, and while a large part of our watch sales 
is of these two makes we do handle -and sell quite a number of move
ments made by other manufacturers. 

It is the sentiment of our customers, almost withou.t exception, that 
the fixed retail price adopted by the Elgin and Waltham companies on 
railroad movements is an advance step in the policy of the companies 
interested and that it acts for the best interest of both the retail j ew
eler a.nd the consumer, and that the trade of the country and the gen
eral public would be Qetter olr if it could be adopted for all grades of 
movements. 

It fixes a fair price for the watches, which enables the jeweler to 
make a living profit, no more, and prevents the dishonest dealer from 
charging his customers an exorbitant price. 

'.rhe Elgin and Waltham companies were the last of the American 
watch manufacturers to put a fixed retail price on their railroad grades 
:lnd were forced into doing it by loss of business. ' 

Yours, very truly, 
H. 0. HURLBURT & SONS. 

H. F. HAHN & Co., 
WATCHES, DIAMONDS, JEWELRY, A~D SILVERWAnE, 

Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 
Chicago, June 1, 1906. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAn Sm: We learn from the newspapers that there is considerable 

argument in reference to there being a watch trust. We have been 



9322 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. JUNE 23, 

handling American and Swiss watches for over thirty years, and so far 
as we know there is no watch trust. 'l'he competition between the 
w~tch~movement makers and the watch-case makers in quality and 
pnce Is as strong as at any time in our experience. 
_ Respectfully submitted. 

H. F. HAHN & Co., 
Per liERMAN F . HAHN, President. 

"M. J. RUBJJNSTEIN, 
JOBBERS IN ALL GRADES OF "MOVEIIIENTS AND GASES, 

DIAMONDS, FINE JEWELRY, 
Syracuse~ N . Y., J-une 9, 1906. 

Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR : Your speech pertaining to watches delivered in the House 
of Representll.tives on April 26, 1906, meets with my approval. I know 
of no restrictions placed on the jobber as to his buying either American 
made movements or cases, and from whomever he may please, and in 
my case it applies to an experience as a jobber covering a long period 
of years. 

Yours, respectfully, M. J. RUBE:\'STEIN4 

EDWAnDS & SLOANE JEWELRY COMPANY, 
WHOLESALE AND MANUFACTURING JEWELE1lS, 

Kansas Oity, Mo., June 11, 1906. 
Hon. HE..'ffiY S. BouTELL, 

:Washington, D. 0. 
DEAn Sm ~ We have noticed in the press a number of statements in 

regard to the so-called "watch trust." · . 
We have been in the watch and jewelry business many years, and so 

far as we know there is no trust among the watch manufacturers. We 
ourselves handle a number of different makes of these goods, both 
movements and cases. -,ve buy the goods on which we think we can 
make the most money, and we are governed in making our selections by 
the quality, price, and demand. 

We write this letter in justice to certain manufacturers, concerning 
whom we understand certain charges have been made in Congress. 

Yours, respectfully, 
Enw ARDS & SLOA.NE JEWELRY Co. 
GEO. H. EDWARDS, Secretary. 

A. H. Poxn & Co., WHOLESALE JEWELERS, 
Syracuse, N. Y., June '9, 1906. 

Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAn SIR: We have read your speech in reply to one delivered by 
Congressman Rainey on the subject of "Tariff on Watches." We noted 
particularly the endeavor of Mr. Rainey to prove the existence of a 
watch trust in the United States. 

We have been engaged in the wholesale watch business during the 
past fourteen years, and to our knowledge there is not now, and never 
has there been, a watch trust in this country. 

During our business career we have handled the products of a great 
many different watch factories, and we are now handling those watches 
for which we have the largest demand and which afford us the greatest 
profit. -

Yours, truly, A. H . POND & Co. 

. N. H. WHITE & Co., 
WHOLESALE DEALERS IN DIAMO!o.i>S A.ND AMERICAN WATCHFS, 

New York, May 81, 1906. 
Hon. IIENRY S. BOUTELL, 

House of Representatives, Washingto1t, D. U. 
DEAR SI:a: Referring to your speech in ·Congress on April 26, con

cerning the tariff on watches, we beg to say that we have been engaged 
in the business of selling American watch movements and cases for 
same at wholesale for the past twenty-five years, and during that time 
we have ne~er known of a watch trust, nor has any manufacturer of 
movements or cases ever presumed to dictate to us from whom we 
should buy these goods. 

We always have been and expect to continue to be absolutely free to 
buy American watches wherever we please. When we can not do this 
we shall be ready to quit the watch business. 

N. H . WHITE & Co. Yours, very truly, 

ROSENZWEIG BROTHERS, 
MA.NUFA.CTURERS _ AND DEALERS IN 

DIAMONDS, W A.TCHES Al\'D JEWELRY, 
New York, J une 2, 1.906. 

Hon. IIEl\"'RY S. BOUTELL, 
House of RepresentaUves, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR: We are in receipt of a pamphlet with the copy of yoU!' 
speech delivered in the House of Representatives on Thursday, April 26, 
1906, and we have carefully read same and must say that the state
ments of Hon. Mr. RAINEY are not facts, because if a watch trust ex
isted we certainly would be aware of same, having been in the watch 
business for the past twenty-five years, an-d buying watches of -different 
makes. We are also importers of watches, which certainly is convinc
ing that we buy when and where we please. 

Respectfully, yours, ROSEXZWEIG BROTHERS. 

J'. W. FORSlNGER, 
AMERICA.N W A.TCHES AT WHOLESA.LE, 

CJhicago, May 81, .1906. 
llon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 

House of Rep1·esentati-~;es, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm : Permit me to call your attention to n matter which is of 

much importance to all jobbers of Ame"cican watches in the United 
St..'l.tes. I refer to the statement made by Representative RAINEY rela· 
tive to American manufactur~rs of watches, "the watch trust," so· 
called, etc. 

.As a representative jobber and in justice to the manufacturers I de
sire to state that in my opinion there is no such thing as a "'watch 
trust." I know positively ·that there is competition between the manu- · 
facturers. 

Furthermore, I handle all makes of American watches, and there has 
never been any pressure brought to bear upon me to restrict my pur
chases either in movements or cases. I do a large business both at 
my New York and Chicago offices, and have felt perfectly free to buy 
wherever I saw fit. 

~ours, truly, J . W. FORSINGER, 

A. G. SCHWAB & Bno .. WHOLE 'AI.E JEWELERS, 
C-incinnati, Ohio, June 11, 1906. 

Hon. HE::-<RY S. BouTELL, 
House of Representatives, TVasl1ington, D . 0. 

D:~i!AR SIR: We have read with great interest the speech delivered by 
you m Congress recently on the subject of watch combinations which 
struck us with the idea that there is an impre sion somewhe~e that 
t?erc is a combination of watch .JD.anufacturers exi t ing at the present 
time which is supposed to control our action in reference to handling 
watches, and we take the liberty to addt·ess these few lines to you 
giving you our experience in this matter. 

We have been engaged in this business for forty years and we know 
of .no com~inati?n ~xistin~ which in any way controls us in buying 
om goods m this lme. \"\ e are absolutely uncontrolled in re.,.ard to 
our purchases of watches, and are simply guided by the quality de
m~d •. and stability of the goods. While we have always handled' cer
tam lines of goods we are aware of the fact that for the past twenty or 
tw;enty-five years there has been a constant endeavor on the part of cer
tam m~ufactur·ers whose goods the leading jobbers do not handle to 
cre~te an, impression !lill~ngst the public that there is a watch trUst, 
wh1ch controls the prmc1pal output of American watches. Bnt so far 
as our knowledge goes, as already stated above, we know of absolutely 
no such.combinatio~, and are free to b_uy our goods wherever we see fit. 

Trustmg that this may assist you m correcting a wrong impression 
in reference to this matter, we remain, 

Respectfully, yours, A. G. S~HWAB & Bn.a. 

Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 

M. A. MEAD & Co., 
WATCHES AT WHOLNSALE, 

Ohicago, May 81, 190G. 

House of Representatives, Washington., D. 0 . 
DEAR SIR : A ~ew <;lays since I h_ad the pleasure of reading your speech 

on the watch Situation, and havmg been engaged in the business for 
over t!Iirty-five years I was very much interested. 
. I wish to ad_d ou: experience as jobbers, which may help to throw 

hght 9n the situatwn. In the first place we certainly know of no 
trust m the business; the competition has always been strong during 
all the thirty-five _yea~s of _my connection w1th the trade, with a general 
tendency of lowermg m pnce. As far as our experience goes never has 
there been any attempt to control us in any way as to what we 
should buy or where we should buy, our choice in these matters 
being entirely dictated by our knowledge of the quality of the goods 
and the market demand at the prices given. · 

Hoping that tl:tese few words may be of use to you in getting a t 
the truth, we remain, · 

Yours, truly, M. A. MEA.D & Co. 
M. A. :MEA.D, Pt·esidcn.t. 

THE W:EBB c. BALL WATCH COMPANY (INCORPORATED)~ 
\V ATCH ~iANUFACTURERS, 

OFFICIAL STAXDARD WATCHES FOR RAILROAD SElRVICEl 
Cleveland, Ohio, June 11,' 1906. 

Hon. II. S. BOUTELL, 
Ilouse of Representatives, Washington, D. 0 . 

DEAR SIR: We have noticed from time to time articles appearing In 
the papers ~onc<:rning the " watch tr~st," which it is alleged by some 
Representa~Ives m the H<>.use at Washmgton t~ be in operation, as they 
claim, detrimental to the mterests of the American watch-buying public.' 

We have been interested in the American watch industry for more 
than thirty years. Our business has been retailing, wholesaling and 
manufacturing, and we believe that our experience in these several 
capacities would bring us in contact with any trust or combino.tion that 
would be detrimental to our interests in some one of the three depart
ments; but up to this time we beg to state that no manufacturer 
wholesaler, or retaner, has ever approached us with any trust propo~ · 
sitions of any kind whatever. 

We have been entirely free to buy from all the different manufac
turers, .and we do not believe there is any trust or combination at the 
present time which is in any way harmful to the interests of the Amer
ica!?- watch industry, either on a retail, wholesale, or manufacturing 
basis. 

This agitation, we believe, Is being brought forward and urged on by 
interests which are not able to meet the competition on quality and 
finish of the manufacturers who have shown more progress and skill in 
keeping abreast of the times. 

If these interests would spend their time, talent, and money in im· 
proving their product, the results of such effort would be decidedly to 
their credit and to the helpful advantage of the American • watch 
industry. 

Merit and integrity will win success in spite of trusts and combina
tions. The American watch buying public are ever willing to recognize 
merit and pay a reasonable price for reliable and durable watches, 
They want value received. 

We hope yourself and associates will be able to meet this unjust agi
tation against American watch manufacturers on a basis that will be 
fair to the several interests involved. _ 

Very respectfully, 
THE WEBB c. BuL WATCH Co. 
WEBB C. BALL, President. 

BAUMAN-MASSA. JEWELRY COMPANY, 
hiPO'RTERS A.ND .JOBBERS OF WATCHES, DIAMONDS, 

JEWELRY, OPTICAL Goons, A.ND JEWELERS' SuPPPLtES, 
St. Louis, Jtme 11, 1906. 

Hon. llE:~mY BouTELL, 
Hotu;e of Representatives, Washington,, D . 0. 

DEAR Srn: Our attention being called to Mr. Rainey's speech, 1Ii 
regs.rd to there being a watch trust, will say we do not know of the 
existence of any watch trust, having been in the watch business a 
great many years1 and have never been restricted from buying from any 
company we desired. We sell Elgin, Waltham, and oth-er makes of 
watches, but tbe keen competition in watches has constantly decreased 
the prices of them, until to-day we have to sell, especially high-grade 
watches, at a very low price. 

Hopin-g this letter will be of benefit to yon, we remain, 
Very respectfully, 

BAu~uN-1iASSA JEWELRY Co.~ 
El. MASSA, Tt·easurer. 
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DESPRES, BRIDGES & NOEL, 

WHOLESALE DEALERS IN WATCHES, DIAMONDS, AND .JEWELRY, 
Chicago, May 81, 1906. 

Hon. HE~·mY S. BouTELL, 
Hottse of Representatives, Washington, D. a. 

Hono~·able SIR: We wish to compliment you on the stand you ha-ye
taken in presenting the position of the American watch companies, m 
your address before the House of Representatives, in Washington. 

We w ish to uphold you in the stand you have taken. ~e1 as ~hole
salers of American watches, find there is much CQmpetitlon m the 
watch business. and tl!at it is the result of competition, which places 
us in the position we are, selling high-grade American watches at the 
low price they are being ofi'ered at, at this time, to our customers. 

We wish to state that we do not know if there is any trust or com
bination in the watch business. We are not restricted or interfered 
with, llandling such makes or manufactures of watches as we may be 
disposed to purchase. 

We are not restricted from handling such manufactures and makes 
of watches as we may find it to our business interests to deal in. 

We believe that the present competition in watches has ¢aced the 
consumer in a position to buy !l better American watch to-day ~or le~s 
mon'g than at any period smce watches have been made m th1s 

coun ryYours, very truly, DESPRES, BRIDGES & NOEL. 

A. PAUL & Co., 
M.ANUF.A.CTUr.ING A.....,.,D WHOLESALE .JEWELERS, 

Boston, May 81, 1906. 

Hon. H E::-<I:Y S. BoUTELL, -
House of Representatives, Washington, D . 0 . 

DEAR SIR: We have read your speech on the watch industry and 
would like to say that we have been customers of the American Wal
tham Watch Company for many years. We do not know of their being 
connect~d with any watch trust. :Vuring all our years of business with 
them we have never been coerced and are in good standing. 

Yours, very truly, 
A. PAuL & . Co. 

• ALBERT BROTHERS, 
WHOLESALE DEALERS IN W .A.TCHES, DIAMONDS, .JEWELRY, CLOCKS, 

Cincinnati, June 11, 1906. 

Hon. HE::-<RY S. BOUTELL, 
Jlo1<Se or Rep1·esentatives, Washington, D. a. 

DEAn SIR: As jobbers of American watches we have been very much 
interested in your recent speech . 

We have been in the watch business for the past fifteen years, and at 
no time bas it been in as good a condition as at present, and we would 
not like to see any changes made that would alter same. No restric
tions have been placed on us as to what make of movements and cases 
we should handle. We have always bought such goods as our customers 
desired. 

Yours, very truly, ALBERT BROS. 

NORRIS, ALISTER & Co., 
WHOE.rES.A.LE .JEWELERS, DIAMO;:o;'D lhiPORTERS, 

Chicago, May 81, 1906. 
Hon. Fl. S. BOUTELL, 

House or Representatives, Washington, D . 0. 
DE.u: SIR: As jobbers of American watches, we have noted with in

terest the difference of opinion expressed at Washington pertaining to 
the watch industry, and also 'your own position in the matter. 

We are dispensers of the product of several of the larger American 
houses who manufacture watch movements and cases, and therefore we 
are naturally interested in all that has been said and printed regarding 
the subject. We have been recently asked, by letter, several pointed 
questions bearing on the subject, to which we have already replied. In 
this reply we briefly stated our independence as a jobbing institution, 
purchasing in the open market with a natural freedom where we can to 
the very best advantage. 

The American watch market presents a broad, comprehensive, and 
desirable line for selection, a condition not possible except where the 
keenest competition and independence of action on the pa'rt of the indi
vidual manufacturer exists. The natural result of this strong compe
tition has caused steady decline in the prices to the consumer, at the 
same time creating a better product and more reliable timepiece. Please 
pardon the intrusion of these expressions on your valuable time. 

With the hope that the present discussion before the House on this 
matter will be brought to a satisfactory conclusion for the benefit of 
the watch industry and the general trade, we remain, 

Very respectfully, yours, 
NORRIS, ALISTER & Co. 

AVERY & BROWN, 
WHOLESALE w .A.TCHES .A.ND .JEWELRY CH.A.INS, 

New Yo1·k, May 81, 1906. 
Hon. HENRY S . BOUTELL, 

House or Representatives, Washington, D . C. 
DEAR SIR : The agitation and speeches in Congress regarding the 

alleged trust in American watches have been of interest to us, and 
having carefullv read the facts, pro and con, as presented, and having 
been entirely free from any domination or direction in the exercise 
of our business transactions, we feel justified in taking the liberty of 
addressing you, both in fairness to ourselves, as well as to the manu
facturers, who seem to have been grossly misrepresented. 

Both members of this firm have been engaged in the American 
watch business for nearly thirty years; the last eleven years we have ] 
passed together under the above firm name as jobbers in American I 
watches, buying from watch factories and selling to retail jewelers 
throu~hout the United States; and as our active business has been of 
considerable volume we believe that our experiences and views are 
ent itled to be considered in this connection. In all that period we 
individually or jointly have positively never known of any watch 
trust. Spiteful references about alleged watch trusts have frequently 
been circulated for about twenty-five years and mostly dwelt upon by 
those least calculated in business relations to know what they talked 
about, and mostly stimulated by parties who have some object to gain 
1n business competition by seekmg to poison the minds of jewelers and 

the public at la rge, by circulating false and misleading information, 
hoping thereby to gam some sentimental or commercial advantage 
against competitors, based upon well known prejudices against the 
idea of trusts. We have been free to buy movements and cases of all 
makes as we chose and of whom we pleased, and our numerous custom
ers have never given us any intimation that they felt the influences of 
so-called "trust methods." 

The prominence recently given this general subject has resulted in a 
more general discussion at large than we have ever heard of before, 
and those who are directly interested, standing as we do as jobbers 
between the manufacturers and the retail jewelers, should surely be the 
first ones to have a grievance against trust methods if there were any; 
but being entirely free from any such feelings and not knowing of any 
other jobbers who have, we can unqualifiedly state that our business 
is entirely free from any such molestation. In fact, on the contrary, 
we sometimes wish there bad been some in.fluences of this nature to have 
made the business of jobbing watches generally more satisfactory and 
profitable than is promoted by free and open competition such as now 
exists. 

Yours, respectfully, 
AVERY & BROWN. 

C. H. KNIGHTS & CO., WHOLESALE .TEWELE.RS, 
Chicago, May i11, 1906. 

Hon. HmmY S. BOUTELL, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D . 0 . 

DEAR SIR: As jobbers in American watches, we wish to state that, 
so far as we !mow there is not in existence what would be called a 
" watch trust." There is competition in prices between the various 
manufacturers, and there are no rules in existence restricting the pur
chase of the various makes. 

Yours, very truly, C. G. KNIGHTS & Co. 

FREUDENHEIM BROTHERS & LEVY, 
IMPORTERS OF DIAMONDS, MANUFACTURING 

JEWELERS, .JOBBERS IN AMERICAN WATCHES, 
Netv York, June 2, 1906. 

Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL. 
HONORED SIR: As jobbers in American watches, we wish to express 

our extreme appreciation of your masterful speech, which you delivered 
in the House of Representatives on April 26, in answer to the remarks 
made by the Ron. Mr. Rainey against the Elgin and Waltham watch 
companies. 

We have been buying from these two watch companies for a quarter 
of a century, and at no time had we reason to regard them as a trust 
in any sense that this term may imply. Never during the course of 
our dealing with them have we been dictated by them as to the manner 
of transacting our business. We have always been at perfect liberty 
to buy our watches from whomever we considered profitable. 

The methods of the Elgin and Waltham companies, as far as our 
dealings with them entitled us to judge, have always been strictly in 
keeping with the most honorable, broad-minded principles of any hon
orable trade, and we don't exaggerate when we say that it is due to 
these excellent methods of the companies that both the jobbers and (the 
retailers have been able to successfully compete against the enormous 
importation of Swiss watches to this conntry. 

In conclusion we wish to compliment you upon your splendid arraign
ment of the gentleman from lower Broadway, and only wish it could 
be sent broadcast throughout the country. 

Asking your pardon for transgressing upon your valuable time, we 
remain, 

Yours, t ruly, 
FREUDENHEIM BROTHERS & LEVY. 

A. & J . PLAUT, 
WHOLESALE .JEWELRY AND DIAMONDS, 

Cincinnati, June 11, 1906. 
Ron. HE:-iRY S. llOUTELL, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D . 0. 
DEAR Srn : Referring to Mr. RAINEY's speech in Congress and your 

answer to same, would state that we are jobbers of watches, and have 
no knowledge whatever of the existence of any watch trust in this 
country. 

We find that the competition among manufacturers is keener than 
ever, and reductions in prices of both movements and cases have taken 
place periodically, and we think they are now lower than at any time 
during our twenty-nine years' business experience. 

In the handling of these goods we arc guided altogether by their 
quality and popularity, as well as the price of the same. It is only 
natural that we should prefer makes of well-known standard qualities 
to those of obscure makes and unknown qualities, enabling us, as it 
does, to transact a larger volume of business. 

Yours, truly, A. & .T. PL.A.UT. 

C. B. NORTON .JEWELRY COMPANY, WHOLESALE JEWElLERS, 
Kansas Oity, Mo., June 9, 1906. 

Ron. HE::mY S. BouTEJr.L, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D . 0 . 

DE.u: Sm: Having read Mr. RAINEY's speech in regard to the watch 
situation, and having also been very much interested by what has been 
said by yourself and others, we wish to state as jobbers of American 
watches that, so far as we know, there is not in existence a watch 
trust. There is a competition in prices amon~ the various manufac
turers, and there are no rules in existence restricting the purchase of 
the various manufacturers. 

Very truly, yours, 
C. B. NoRTO::-< .TEWIJLRY Co. 
C. B. NORTON, Pro. 

B. F . WILLIAMS CoMP.A.NY, WHOLES.A.LE .JEWELERS, 

H on. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 
Philadelphia, June 7, 1905. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D . C. 
DEAR SIR: Having read the speech made by Mr. RAI::-<TIY, and having 

h andled all kinds of American watches as wholesale dealers for over 
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forty years, we have never heard of the existence of a watch trust, and 
it is not po sible that suclt a trust could exist without our knowing it. 
We are at liberty to buy watches where we please. 

Very truly, yours, 
B. F. WrLLIAliiS Co. 
C. IDDG.AR RIGHTER, Treasurer. 

MORRIS ROSENBLOOM & Co., 
JOBBERS IN WATCHES, DIAMONDS, JEWELRY, OPTICAL GOODS, 

Rochester, N . Y., June. 9, 1906. 
Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 

Wash·inyton, D. a. 
DJUR Srn : We ha>e read your recent speech on the watch question. 

I n regard to the efforts of Congressman RAIYEJY to show that there is a 
watch trtiSt in this country, we take the liberty of saying that we do 
not know of any trust in existence now or in the past. We ha-ve been 
jobbers of American watches for a number of years, and we have. always 
bought frorn manufacturers from whom we could buy to the best advan
tage. 

Respectfully, yours, 
MORRIS ROSENBLOOM & Co. 

L. P. WHITE, WATCHES, CLOCKS, AND JEWELRY, 
Philadelphia., Pa., June 8, 1906. 

lion. HENRY S. Bo TELL, 
House of Representatives, Washingto1~, D. a. 

Mll' DEAR SIR: Your speech, in answer to Mr. Rainey with regard to 
the watch situation, has been read by me with considerable interest. 
With regard thereto, permit rue to say that I am very much intet·ested 
in both sides of the proposition, but that Mr. Rainey has submitted 
many supposedly facts of which in my twenty cdd years' experience I 
have had no knowledg'e, notwithstanding the fact that I consider 
watches my stronghold, and particularly those of American manufac
ture in which I see it to my advantagt! in profit to handle. At the 
present time there is no atcb trn t in existence, so far as I am aware, 
and I believe that I am in a position to know the situation quite well. 

Very truly, yours, 
L. P. WHITE. 

L. LEVY, WHOLESALE JEWELER., 
Sy1·acuse, Jwte 9, 1906. 

Hon. HENRY S. B"O TELL, 
Washington, D. a. 

DEAR SIR: I have read your speech in Congre s answering Mr. 
Rainey on the watch question. · 1\fr. Rainey, as I understand it, is try
ing to demo~trate 'there is a watch trust in America, whereas such is 
not a fact. 'l'o this I can assert from experience a a jobber in Ameri
can watches for a great many years . I, for one, run my business to 
suit my elf. and am not interfered with. If there were a trust I 
surely would know it. 

Uespectfnlly, L. LEYY. 

MARKS & LrnERliAY, 
JOBBEJlS AND IMPORTERS OF WATCHES, DIAMONDS, JEWELRY, 

Syracuse, N . Y., J une 9, 1!J06. 
non. HENRY s. Bot::TELL, 

Washington, D. a.: 
DEAR Sm : We have received and read with interest your recent 

speech on the watch tn.ritr. . 
we notice hlr. Rainey's attempt to show that there is a watch trust 

ln this country. Our business career, as wholesale dealers in all kinds 
of American watches, covers a peri<>d of twenty-five yen.rs. We are pre 
pared to say that there bas never been any watch trust nor is there one 
now nor could there be one without our knowledge. We deal in such 
goods a we ch<>ose without advice of or consultation with anyone out
side of thls firm. 

Respectfuly, yours, MARKS & LIBER3IAN. 

ABELSON & LIBERMAN, WHOLESALE JEWELERS, 
Utica, N . Y., June 9, 1!J06. 

Hon. HENRY S. BouTELL, 
House of Represen-tatives, Washi1zgton, D. 0. 

D'E.A.R SIR: We take the liberty of thanldng yolll for the views which 
you expressed in your recent speech concerning the watch bu~iness. 
Mr. Rainey is positively mistaken in making any claims that there is a 
watch tl:ust existing in this country. We ha>e been in the watch busi
n.e for the past twenty years selling all kinds of watches at whole~ ale, 
and we are in a position to know and state emphatically that we are not 
aware of" any atcb trust what oever. 

Thanking you again for the po ltion yon have taken in this matter in 
putting the truth before the public, we remain, 

Yours, respectfully, 
ABELSON & LIBERMAN. 

PniLLII' PRESl'LTT, 
WHOLESALE DEALER IN WATCHES, DIA~!OXDS, JEWELRY, 

Rocheste1·, N . 1'., Jtme 9, 1906. 
Hon. IJENRY S. BocTELL, 

House of Repre etl tatit·es, Washington, D. C. 
Mf DEAR SIR: I have read with great pleasure a speech which you 

d elivered in Congress on 'l'b.u rsday, April t6, in answer to an addJ:ess 
delivered by Congressman Rainey. 

It certainly Impressed me with the real kno led"'e that you. have 

~
ained regarding the watch industry of this country. You are also 
ustified in ab olutely denying the accusation aaainst the Elgin and 
Valtham watch companies being a trust, or parties to a trust. I have 

been in the wholesale wat h business here for the past twenty-two years 
and have sold various makes of American made watches. I do not 
know of any trust in this industry ever existing during that time or 
no . I am certainly in a position to know if a trust in the watch 
business were in existence. 

With highest regards and esteem, I am, 
'Very tru.J.y .. yours, 

PHILLIP PRESE~T. 

LI:SDENBERG, STRAuss & Co., 
WATCHES, DIAMONDS, JEWELRY, A.."'ID SILVERWARE, 

The.Hon. HENRY S. BOUTELL, 
Cincinnati, J ttne 11, 1!JOG. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR Sm: "\\e have noted in the newspapers your speech referring 

to a o-called " watch trust," and as jobbers of American watches we 
feel very much interested. 

From our experience with the various watch manufacturers we are 
not aware of tile epstence of any such trust, as no restriction ha been 
placed upon ns by any American watch manufacturer. We gnide our 
purchases only by the best the market produces, considering only qual· 
ity and prlce. 

Very respectfully, LINDENBERG, STRAUSS & Co.~ 
Per slg. STRAUss. 

:r..~. GUT:IIA:S:S & SONS, 
WnoLESA.LE JEWELERS- DTAMOXD ~IERCII.ANTS, 

aincinnati, JUILe 11, 1$06, 
Ron. liFJYRY S. BOUTELL, 

Ho"Use of Repres ntatives, Wash!ugton, D. a. 
SIR : Being interested in the jewelry and watch business, we have. 

l'ead your peech of April 26, 1906, delivered to Honse of Repre enta
tives, and we, from our experience of thirty years, fail to ee where 
certain watch producers are a "trust" simply because they have 
created a demand for their product over their less-fortunate competi
tors. We have every re on to believe and know that there Is no trust 
or combination formed for the purpose of controlling watches In the 
United State·, we confining out· purchases as re;ulated by beauty of 
design and quality of workmanship. 

Very respectfully, your~, L. GU'l'i\!.Al N & SONS., 
Per D. J. GUTMAN_-. 

Mr. H ;EN"RY S. BOUTELL, 

-1 
0 SKAMP, NOLTIXG & Co., 

MAMMOTH WHOLESALE JEWELEI:S, . 
aincinnatt, J une 11, 1906. 

Washington, D. a. 
_ DEAR SIR: For many years we have been jobbers of Elgin and Wal
tham wntcb movements, and, truthfully speaking, we were the ones 
that solicited the privilege of jolJbing the watch movements manufac
tured by them. We know of no watch trust, and all the talk now in 
circulation is, we believe, entirely imaginary. 

Very truly, yours, OSKAliP, NOLTING & Co. 

Hon. H. S. BoUTELL, 

T HE SCRIBXER & LOEHR COliPA..TI, 
WHOLESALE AND ll.ANUFA.CTURl~G JEWELERS, 

azeveland, Ohio, June 11, 1!J06. 

Ho1u;e of Representatives, Washington, D. a. 
DE.'ill SIR: As jobbers of watches we are naturally interested in all 

topics Ol' literature relating to that line of our bus!ness, and your speech 
of April 22, 1906, has come to our notice. We wish to heartily approve 
of the stand which you have taken in relation to the sale o'f watches in 
this country and the able manner in which you have defended ou r two 
g1·eat American factorie . We have been hamu· g both the EI ~in and 
Waltham watches, together with similar goods made in other factories, 
and we wish to say that the sale of th Elgin and Waltham watc hes ex
ceeds that of all the other watches combin-ed by a great percentage. In 
fact, it seems these watches almost sell themselves, and we have no diffi.
cu.J.ty in placing them on the market. 

It gives us great pleasure to rend your 1remnrks about the New York 
fakir who ad>ertises to do things and then fails to do them. In the 
course of our business we have had a rent mn.n:v amu ing incidents on 
just such questions. We have been approached by sma.ll dealers whose 
minds have been poisoned by nefarious advei·tising and by jobl:ei·s who 
tell the small dealers not to buy goods from the Elgin and Waltham 
peo le, as they are in a watch trust. This stat ment is made reck~ 
les ly, and there is no etrort made to prove the ame, and it is very an
noying to us to be obliged to col'rect this report and convince t!:l vari
ous dealPrs that tbere is no such thin~ as a watch trust, at least so far 
as the Elgin and Waltham compa.ni s are concerned. We find thnt they 
are very great' competitors, and are in no way connected, as fur as e· 
can learn, in any such a thing as a watch. trust. In fact, both of these 
compa.ni<>s are making every effort honestly and in stl·ict competition to 
sell goods. one against the other. The advertising that is done in tbe 
daily newspapers of our big cities Is ample proof what these companies 
are trying to do to sell honest American goods at honest and r asonable 
price . After reading many of the remarks made by the various ~ ntle
men during the course of your speech. we have orne to the conclusion 
that the more light there is thrown on this matter the better it will be 
for all concerned. We think that you have handled the case In a very 
able manner, and that orne of your opponents were greatly misinf01·med. 
We should like very much to have an airing given to the methods of 
some of the "pirates" in the watch trade, and we think tbe atmosphere 
would be much clearer th<>refor, and would enable all jobbers who wish 
to do business in an bone t and legitimate way to sell the best Am rican. 
products at a reasonable p1·ofit. If you will take the trouble to investi
gate you will find that the jobber makes a minimum of profit only. 

We wish tO- thank you on behalf of the watch de lers in our vicinity 
for the etl'ort you have made in our behalf. 

Yours, respectfully, 

The Ron. HEXRY S. Bot'TBt.L, 

THE ScniR'\ER & LOEHR CO., 
Per GEO. W. ScnrB .. EB. 

SPROEJP-IT.E & Co., W.\TCH JonnEn~, 
Chicago, Jtme 1, 1906. 

House of Repre cntutires, lT'ashington, D. a . 
DEAR SIR : In reading your speech, s wen a other , recen tly deliv

ered in the House of Representative·, we weTe particularly im pressed 
at what effort were being made to create tbe irnp:-e:o.-ion tb.at a t r-u t o~ 
combination exists between the watch manufacturers of the United 
States. 

\\itb a view of giving information, and to avoid a serious mistake 
being made, we wish to mphatlcally sta e that in our experienr in. tbc 
watch industr-y, coveri g over twenty-five yeur·s, we know positively 

J 

• 
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thnt n watch trust or combination does not exist hetwePn the watch 
manufa<'tUJ·ers of this country, and that there is a decided coropet1t19n 
in the marketing of all make of cases and mo;ements manufn.ctured lD 
this country. . 

If wP ,.,m ai'Rist in ~h·ing :rou :my further information on th1S subject 
we shall be plea. cd to tlo . o. 

Your~:~, very truly, 
SrROETTXLE & Co., 

rer P. M. l:il'llOEU--LE, Secretary. 

[Tele;ram.] 

Hon. IT F.. 'RY S. BoGTF.LL, 
lluul!e of Rcprcscntati1:cs, llasllington, D. 0.: 

ITn>e rrnd carefully your' remnrks in Con~::"ress. Pertaining to the 
watcll-mo>emrnt busine , no attempt at coercion has been made on ns 
l1y any manufacturer of watch muvements and we bu.ve a.lways been 
free to lluy where we plea ed. 

D. C. PEncrv.A.L COllPA1'Y (Incorporated). 
D. C. l'EUCIVAL, Jr., Tteasut·cr. 

Letter from lion. W. B. Brit1ton, of Di.ron. Ill., to lion. J. G. Cannon, 
colli•I{J attention to the au urrlity of the statements Jllatle 1J11 the 
OC/ltlullQ/l, from IlliiiOUJ, Jlr. llaiuey. 

GRAND DETOUTI PLOW CO:IIP.ASY, 
Di.ron, Ill., May 10, 190G. 

non. Jn~mrli G. CA...'C\OV, 
pcaker, liouse of Rcpre.sentati·rCB, Wa&hitlgton, D. 0. 

}.!y DEu.n !R. CAN-·ON: I haTe received a copy of the speech made by 
Mr. llAI.'EY on the tarur quc:tlon. He states that plo\ · aud a~rlcul
tural implements are sold al>road from 25 per cent to CiO per cent 
cheaper than tbe American farmer who lives within 50 miles of the 
different factories can llny them. 

As a manufacturer of. such implements for many years, I wish to 
state tbat 1 wlll thnnk you to obt.uin from .lr. H.\ I. 'EY the e>ldcnce to 
make good this statement unle be hould find some isolated ca e 
where some bankrupt goods were old. There is not 2.1 per cent pro1it, 
much IP" 50 per cent profit, in goods sold by the manufn.cturer to the 
dealer 40 miles from our fllctory. 

Thu. you will observe that .Mr. RA:r.mY'S statement is simply ridicu
lous, nn<.l does the implement manufacturers a great injnstice in t~nt 
It makes our customers in this country feel as if they were bemg 
rol>b d L'Y the manufucturer of a{rricultural implem-mts. 

A friend of mine in the manufacturing buslne s in Kentucky states 
that be has written Mr. lt.A.L'EY and also :Mr. WtLLIA~lS, and bas Ileard 
nothing from them in reply to bi letters: hence the writer tal<es the 
lihcrty of writing you as above, feeling that he is privile~ed to do this 
owing to the fact tilat it has been his pleasure to know you personally 
all hi. Iif~. 

Wisbing you well, and thanking you for such of yonr time ns it may 
he ncce!-' ary to tak~ to dig into thi -for we are entitled to the fact -
1 

am, Yours, very truly, W. 13. nnrxTON. 

A. 
Edito,·ial from, Brooklyn Eagle s1zowing the injurious cf{ect upon the 

watch indu try in Great Britaln of the u tctic1~ of (reo tratlc." 
W.ATCU M.A.Kn"G. 

The fact that the United , tates has forged ahead of Great Britain 
1n the manu!n.cture of watche iR mnde the subject of an article in the 
Ma"'azine of Commerce. uy T. l'. Hewitt, the mnna~lng director of a 
J;a;cashirc watch company. Mr. Hewitt asserts tbat the watch trade 
of (trent Britain is being ~adunlly trunsferrcd to the United States. 

" Forty years ago," be ay , "the best-known devices in the modern 
watch were invented by English makers, and at that time only 50,000 
watches were made in the Dnlted 'tates and 1G4,000 in Great llrltain. 
llut In the course of the e forty rears the whole situation bas been 
rever ·ed, and wblle in Great Dritam only :.!!:!<i,OOO watche. were made 
in the year 1002, in the United States the enormous number of 
2,7GO,OOU were turned out. Ag-ain, t the v~ry nearly 3,000,000 watches 
made in tl1is country omewhere about G,OOO,OOO are made on the con
tinent of Europe, but the,:e do not seem to compete with the American 
watch. The A.mericnn watch is rnphlly supcnseding the SwiHs and. Eng
li h watrhe ." 

1\f!'. Hewitt attrilmtes the de<"ny of the watch-making industry to 
what be calls the "oh«ol£' cent n "ay laws" of Great Britain and the 
strict enforcement of tl1em, and :tiRo to what he calls the "fetich of 
free tntde," which ha. hindered I'arllament in its ll':;islation. Birmi.ag
bnm i the gr at center of the at.ch indu try in En~land. and tlln.t is 
ref ned i.o in connection with tbe reelection of Mr. Chamberlain on n 
protection platform. 

B.rtrn~t from "Jiollcl Factoric and Villa[)Cil; Itl al Conditlr.ns of 
Lalwrrr and Jlouking!' B11 Jludgctt Meakin, lecturer on in<./11 ·trlai 

,.. betterment, etc. London, 1!.1(15. 
One of the moRt he utl!ully sltnnted examples of modern factories is 

ot'ford('{l hy the Waltham Watch Works, nenr Bo ·ton, lu. ., the hand
some lmlluing-s of wllicb, surrounded by well-kept lawnR, overlook on 
the one side the rlv r and on the other n park-like vllln~e, inhabited 
by the emplo>ees, <'ne-fourth of tbe marrlod among whom own their 
own l.lome ·. The tren urer bas expre · ed the opinion " that all the in
ve tmPnts of the company which tend to make tbe environment of the 
worket· J>leasant-tbe parks. the lawns, and the gardens neat· the fac
tory-pay in many war . Their chief ·vo.lue is in their moral influence 
upon the work people. • 

Ju·tidrs from Dail11 O(jn ular Reports, May 18 and J!ay !?~, 19fiG, s1wu;in[} 
tlwt the ellen pel' A.mcrican tcl/tcltcs arc tcinninn their rny in· 
L'll!!lnn<l ayaiilld tile lligller priced Brit£81~ and continental toatehcs. 

W.ATCUES IN Dl!IT 1."-DECLIXE I.' E!'<GLI II PRODUCTION-1.-CREA.SED 
IMI'OI:T '. 

Comnl-General Wynne P.end a cutting from the London Da.ily Tele
,rruph concerning the decline ln the manufacture of watches in Great 
Uri tu..ln. 'rile art h:le. ln p rt, 1 a follows : 

Among I~nglish indu ·trie which have suffered everely from foreign 
rom 11 'titlun tllat of watcll makln~ occupies a prominent place. The 
cllcnp trade, of whirh Clerken' ·ell used to be the flourishing heu.d
quarler ·, ll.as practically t;one. It bas been captured outright by the 

enterprising foreigner, and thon~h Clerkenwell road and its purlieus 
are st.ill the great market center for everything connected with clocks 
and watch<'s, scarcely a. single watch factory stJL•vives tlwre. We give 
some remarkal>le fi ures bearing on the intlux of forei~:,'ll watclle : 
0/Ticlctl returns slt011'ing t11e number of 'Lcntcllc.B made at home antl 

alwoa<l i1~ the last tozo· deeacles. 

Year. 

18H2. _____ ----- ------ _. ---- ---------- _________ _ 
1H72 __ ----- _ ----- ------.----- _ ----- ---------- __ 
1f!R2_-- ---------- ------------------ ------------
18!12_-- -·-- ------ ------------------------------
100'2_ -------------- ---- --·--- ------ ---- --------

Con~~en- American. English. 

2,rJOO,OOO 
3,0:XJ,OJO 
3,500,000 
4,5oo,mo 
0,000,000 

50,000 
400,t~IO 

J,J>(),(U) 
2,2:-ll),tKlO 
2, 750, oco 

In 1004 more than a million and a half watch!'s were imported into 
tile United Kingdom from fore!~ countries, rcpr£'senting tlle sum of 
£x:~K.OOO. Tills means an average of more than 10 shillings for each 
watch, and conslc1ering tile flood of common watchc of forel!{n origin 
thn.t cnn be hougbt for much less thnn that sum, it is evident that a 
T~r~e proportion or those Imported can not be classed a inferior goorls. 
1-:l~itz rland led with 1,100.000 watches: Germany was the next, with 
:.!H,OUO; l!'rance was third, with SO,OUO ; and America fourth with 
64,000. Besides tlll ' almost as mallY clocks as watche cnt red our 
port. . Oermany in this in tauce leading the way with a. million and 
the 'nited ~tates being s cond wlth a quarter of n million. Tile eli ct 
of the hctter American watch on tlle J•;ngli. h market has been to make 
K~~~le disinclined to pay more than $20 or .,30 for a watch for everyday 

TIIE ENGLISH WATCII TRJ.DE. 

Consul IIamm, of llull, En~land, gives below some interesting facts 
concerning the growth of the watch trade. ne quotes fi""ures pub
lished howing the comparative increase in the industry on "the Contl
:Jent of Europe. in America, und in England. They are as follows : 

Year. 

l~H2. _ ----- __ ---- __ -·-. _ ----- __ ---- ___ • ___ -----
1Hi2_--------------------- --------------------
]l:)H2_- --------------------------- --------------
18!12_ ------------------------------------ ---=--
1902 __ --------------- --·--- ------.----- --------

Con:ron- American. English. 

2,500,()1() 
3, txMJ, rx.o 
3,51XJ,(X() 
4,500,(X)Q 
6,000,000 

50,000 
400,C~Xl 

l, 2i)0, (M:O 
2,2.30,000 
2, 7'.30,000 

From this table it appears that there bas been a great difference In 
the comparative lncrea ·e in the watch trade on tlle Continent during 
forty :rears pa t, in .America, and in England. English manufacturers 
are complaining that tlle trade is bein~ taken away from them by 
the competition they have to meet on account of free trade. About 
3,000,000 watches made abroad are imported into England annually. 

The question of selling hroad more cheaply than at home as umes 
different aspect when r gorded from difl'erent standpoints. It makes 
all the diti rt'nce in the world whethPr a country is tbe one that dumps 
or the one that is dumped upon; whether it is tbe "dumper " or tbe 
"dnmpee." En~lrmd was the great original "dumper." 'he is now 
renllzlng whnt it is to be the "du,mpee." To the g-reat creflit of Amer
lrn.n manufactl:. ll'C'r .. , not only of watches, but of numerous other articles, 
we nre bcatin~ En~land both 1n her borne markets and in the Orient. 

Inch of our dumping i to secure the market for American goo(!s. 
When they have l>een tried and their superiority demonstrated, tho 
market .will be under our control, and prices can be raised. One of 
the llest instances of selling n.bron<l more cheaply than at home for 
the purpose of securing the mart·et is in the cotton-goods industry, 
where our manufacturers are ~trivlng for the markets of the Orient 
agntnst the manufacturers of England, Germany, and Japan. 

'l'he following article by an En~llsh economi ·t of hJn-h rank- is in
teresting from the point of lew of Ute "duropee: " 
[From article by Sir Robert Glfl'en on "Imports and home productions," 

1n tile Economic Journal, vol. 15, December, 1!)0;), pp. 4 U--400.] 
Then, there are the variouo cases of duropin"". Our indu tries, it is 

alleged, are not merely exposed to the fr e competition of normal for
el:m industries, lmt they have to contend with fitful nnd pnsmodic in
tel'ferences when foreigners " dump " a surplus on our markets and upset 
the ordinary conditions of bnslnl'ss. To cultivntc a market or to pre
vent some other market being S\Yatnped of which he happens to pos::;ess 
a monopoly or to get rid of bankrupt stocks at slau~hter prices the for
eigner sends goods at prices which are ruinous to the home producer of 
like articles. 'Ibere is consequent Injury of a gmve kind to some 111'0-
dncers at home witbout con·e pondln~ gain to the rest of the commu
nity. llut apart from th exaggeration incidental to ul! such state
ment~. can it b" s~ld that . ncb " dumniug" from abroad is in any way 
different from ordmary incidents in all home competition? Liquidation 
ale or clearing ales at prices much below normal or a>era~te are the 

ordinary featurP_"' of Rhopkecping, as anyone may see who walks along 
Regent treet, or Oxford street, or l'lccadl!ly, or the streets of any 
great city. ~o also are sales below cost Jlrice in order to make a mar
ket, or sales of leading article , like su;:;-ar, by grocers, wlw count on 
making their profit on sale of ten to tbe customers whom cheap sugar 
attracts. A more recent illu tration of leading articles In huRiness hn.s 
pe!'liUps been given by th~ Times in its offer of the advantages of a 
book club as a means of in<lndng intending members to hecome sub
scrihei'S to the Times. " Dumping " is no otiler than an artifice of com
petition, and it is llnrdly a special evil to be dealt with ln a question of 
the policy of restrictln~ import·. It belong-s rather to the category of 
what the State may be called on to do for the protection of individual 
int£'J'e ts when they are threatened by exceptional mischiefs of a spe
cially grave character, such as eurtbquakes, or inundations, or fires on 
a large scale. The que tlon of a policy of restricting imports and that 
of ft·ee trn.de is hardly to l>e determined by passionate arguments and 
prejudices excit d by "dumping." 

As the wages of labor in the watch industry have been doubled 
sine the establishment of this l>uRiness and its development tmc1er the 
benl'iicent intlneuce of the Republican protective tariff policy, the fol
lowing table showing the trend of prices in the watches of the Elgin 
Company is interesting and su~gestlve. While wages in this business 
ba;e doubled, the avera~e price of watches has gone down to about 
one-fourth. 
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on Elyin u:atc7zcs. Comparison of p1·iccs 
PRICES O"S ELOI"S W .A.TCUE , 1871. PRICE ON ELGIY W .A.TCHE , 1900. 

Eighteen size: 
B . W.Raymond, 15jewels .. $00.00 
G. 1\f. Wheeler, 15 jewels __ 21.00 
7 jewels (nickel)-----------· 2!.00 

Naught size: 

Eighteen size: 
B. W. Raymond, 17 jewels . . lll.no 
G. M. Wheeler, 17 jewels __ 8. 00 
7 jewels (nickel)____________ 4.00 

Naught size: 
l5jewels, ad~usted _________ 50.00 
15;jewelA, ad~usted _________ 3.').00 
11 JCWels, adJUSted. ________ 25.00 
7 jewels, adjusted ____ ------ 20.00 

i7 jewels, adjusted--------- 13.00 
15 jewels, adjusted------___ 10.00 
11 Jewels, adjusted--------- 8

6 
.. t
50
JO 

7 jewels, adjusted----------

.t17·ticlc fronl! the Chicago Tribune of May 81, 190G, recounting the goofl 
1cork that llas been done in Illinois in enforcino tlle lazes against child 
lalJor. 

CIIILO LABOR IS REDUCED--INSPECTOR'S REPORT STTOWS DECREASE OF 0 
l'BU CE::\T- EDGAR T. DAVIES SCBMITS TABLES STTOWI::\0 THE RESULTS 
ACCO~IPLISIIED DY IllS WORK-GOVERNOR OF.~EE~ GETS INFOR~fATIO~ 
REOARUING THE WORK OF THE DEPART~IE 'T-~!ANY YIOLATOUS Allil 
PROSI·:CUTED, TilE MAJORITY DEING IN CIIICA.GO-FINES ARE COLLECTF.D. 
TlH•re Is proportionately one-fifth as many children now employed 

In Illinois aR there was twelve years ago, owing to efficacious chll<l
lahor legislation and the en!OI·ccment of the law by the Htate depart
ment of factory inspectkm. This is one of the results shown in the 
annual report of Chief Inspector Edgar T. Davies, . which be forwarded 
yesterday to Governor Deneen. 

The repot·t hows the tendy decrease of chilcl labor in the , tate 
during tllat time. Especially marked has been the decrease since the 
enactment of the new child-labor law in 1003. In 1 o:~ there was one 
child mploycd for· every eleven adults. In l!lO:!, tbe year before tbc 
new law went into effect, this ratio bad been <lecreased to one chilo to 
every twonry-five adult . The operation of the new law, as enfot·rpd 
by the department, has resulted in thinning the number of child 
laborer· to one for every sixty-five adults. 

DECREASE IS SIIOWN BY FIGURES. 

The pet·centage of children employed in lOO:J was 1.5, as compared 
with l.D in l!l0-1, and 3.7 In 1!)0:.!. Constant progress in the diminu
tion of child labor is shown by this table : 

Year. 

}!)().)------ -------- ------ •• ---- --------.:-- •• ---------.-
Hl04 _ ----- _ ----· ---· ---· ---------- -·-·---- ---· --·-------
1!)(1:1- -----. --· -------------- ·-·.-- ----.------- ··--· ·- ---
1{1(12- ---------------------------- ----------- --· ----- ---· 1 !Kll _____________________________________ •• __ •• ________ _ 

1900----------------------------------------------------
1 '!~I ___ ----_----- __ ----. __ ---------------.--------------
l t!!l. - -- •• -- ----.- ------ - ----- ----- •• ---- ---- -----------
lb!l7 - • ----- - ----- - ----- ------ •• ---. -- •• --- -------.------
1~\16 - - ----- - ----. ---- - ----- ---- ----- -------------------
]h:J.) ----------------- ------------------- -------- --·- --·. 
11i!J4---------- --------------- --------.----- ------ -·- ----
1 \13----- ------------ --·-- --- - ------.-------------------

Adults for 
each child 
employed. 

64.4-4 
62.01 
3:~. (l{j 
2.').06 
2:-t Q.! 
22.17 
29. 27 
28.47 
28.19 
26.27 
20.9.) 
13.76 
10.80 

Percent
age of 

child labor. 

1.5 
l.!J 
2.9 
3. 7 
4.1 
3.3 
:u 
:3.3 
3.4 
3. 7 
4.6 
6.2 
!!.2 

The department secnrcd 1,001 convictions in Illinois in prosecutions 
for >iolations of the factot·y law . Of this number 700 were in Chicago 
and :.!0:! in the ,'tate at large. \rith the exceptions of 7 cases, all the 
con>lctlons were for violation of the chiltl-labor laws. 'ummarized, 
the convictions were as follows: 

Emplo"P.ng cll~ldr n ~der 14 _ --------.----------.------
Employmg ch1ldrcn Without age C<lrtificatcs ---------
Employinl( ch.ildr n more than eight hours a day----
l'~rupluyiug chilch·cn in dangerous work.·-·-···-···---
Employin;{ childr nat night----------------------------
Failure to protect polishing wheels.---------------· ___ _ 
Employing person outside family in home ___________ _ 

W'u.;r~~~~'f, c~pc~ifectei:C~~~~ ~ ~~ ~~~~ ~ ~~~ ~ ~~::: =~~~=~ :::: 
LDiY L'SPF.CTIOXS A.Ril :'IUDE. 

Chicago. 

2! 
3;"18 
388 

3 
19 
1 
4 
2 

$6,827. 'iO 

Out. ide 
Chicago. 

11 
127 

62 
---·-· -·---2 

Fot· the year the department rt>ports 71,3ri . inspections, of which 
G:i.7!17 were to enforce the ch!ld-lalJor lnw, :!:!0 for enforcing safety 
a11pliance in tile ope1·atlon of metal-pollshing whe Is, and 5,3J~ wcl'e 
additional inl'pec:tions, in which the law ·was found to be haultually 
ignor·ed. This work represents 20,G:IU more In pcctlons than w re 
made in 1~0-1, and 40,017 more than made uy the department in 1!)01. 

Tile chief iu. pector 1 eports 7Ci:J , :1.1~ persons employed in thP 'tate, 
of which r;n~.:::i!:iO were men, 1G:i,0:1 ' women, 7,1.:!7 boys, and 4,G:.! 
gi•·l . ln <'hlcngo the numl> r or versons employed was 5-10,01 ·, u · 
follow : 3!11l.~ ·W m n, 1:11.2:w woruen, G,347 lJovs, and 4,0V:J girls. 
The tolal numh r of children un<let· 1G employed in the State was 
J1.73J, as compared with 1:!,·!11 in 1001. 

Mr. Davies <lt>scril>es In dctt1il the op mUon of the new child-labor 
In w antl of the l.nu·eau for· the if;suance of age and school certi!lcat s. 
lie ug..,.e t se>eral changes whlc·h he believes will re ult in eliminat
ing fraud in obtaining the certificate . 

ArrExnrx-PART II. 
PRESE~T PllORI'EROUS CONDITIONS 'l'IIROCGHOY:T TTIE COUXTTIY; TilE RF...A.

S!I::\,' •riJEl!FFOh; A.XD OE)IOCRATIC CPIXIOXS FORTELLIXO A DIFFEREXT 
• TORY. 

0}Jillions of D moc~·atic leader as late as 1900 on tlle tree-silt·er delusion 
tron~ dclHitc in Jiouse of R.cprc cntati1;cs on Gold i:itanclarcl and 
JJankiii[J Bill of .Jlat·ch 1-'1, 1900. 
[D ccmber • 1 00. Fifty- ixth Congress, fir t session. Page 100.] 
l\11·. RrcnARDSO~ of. Tennes. ec : 
"For tbe first time in our history, Ur. Speaker, a propo ·ition is pre

sented to us here to fasten upon this country by statutory enactment 
tbe single gold standard. That is something new in this country," 

[December 11. Fifty-sixth Congress, fit•st session. Page 20 .] 
~fr. )[Aooox of Georgia, In charge of opposition : 
" This uill In my judgment is a scheme by which, I think, will be 

operated the mo t gigantic trust that ever cursed any nation or 
country. • • • 

" I want to say now that this bill as proposed ha's been considered 
in financial circles hut ha · not been asked for by the great body of the 
people of this counlr~r. 

" Let every Democrat vote no, therehy putting the seal of his con
demnation on the most dangerous and baneful measure that has found 
its way into ongress In a half century." 

Mr·. \YIIEEU:Jt oC Kentucky (Decemi.Jt>r 13, 1 0!). Page ~04) : 
" I am opposed to the principle and evcr:v section of the bill. I 

stnnd by the declnration of my party and dt>cia.re nothing short of the 
frt>e and unlimited coinage of hoth gold aml sliver at the ratio of lG of 
silver to 1 of gold will evet• settle this qu stion." 

i\fr. CowiiEUD of MiRsouri (December 13. l'age 320) : 
"Believing, as I said, that it is more dangerous to the commercial 

an<l busine s interests of the Vnited States than the wildest scheme of 
finance ever de>iscd or seriously offered to the American people, I shall 
surely vote against tbe measure." 

l\11'. KLEBERG of Texas (December 13. Pa~e 3GO) : 
··In the name of tbe common people, in the name ot' Democracy, I 

protc. t! Gentlemen of the majority you mny pass this btl!, l.lnt the 
Amencan J)eople are apt to reverse your Judgment in 1!100 by the 
election of ,V. J. llryan and a CongTess wh1ch will stnnd by the Chi
cago platform. You are sowing the wind, you will reap the wllirlwind." 

Mr. CooNEY of Missouri (December 1~. Page 357) : "I congratulate 
the JlCople of the United tates on the heroic struggle they have made 
for financial fr edom, and that this is tho lnst of all the great nations 
to succumb to the corl'uption and injustice l>y which the gold standard 
has been everywhere enacted into law." 

:Mr. HENRY of Texns (December 13) : "I can not prrruit this bill to 
pass without recording my unequivocal pt·ot st against H. • • • 
This bil is the tirst step, and the funding pmject wll come next 
Tllt>n the toiling millions, the brawn and muscle of the bone t yeo: 
mnnry will be chained for years to come as financial serfs to the money 
oligarchy of the nation. ' 

Mr. LAXIIAM of Texas (December H. Page 384) : "Oh, what a 
radical. cruel, and far-reaching inronoclasm is about to he perpetrated 
and with what indecent haste is the rush to its accomplishment!" ' 

l\f1·. BURKE of Texas (December 1-1. Page 304) : 
•· I . may be mistaken, sir, but I believe a large major! ty of the people 

of tb•s country are oppo ed to the financial system sought to be estab
lished by this bill." 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky (December 14. Page 402) : 
"Banks of deposit and discount are a benefaction, but those of Is ue 

are a cul"se to any citizl'n hlp. 
"For the~e reasons the national-bank features of this hill are seri

ously objectionable, and In the name of tbe splendid cono;tltucucy I 
reprcRent I not only protest against this extension of the Oovernnient 
favors to these Institutions but appeal for a withdrawal of those they 
now enjoy." 

l\Ir. WILLIAm:; of Ulsslssippi (Decemuer 15. Page 400) : 
"Mr. Chairman, answering for myself, I stand here to say that I have 

never yet made a public utterance by wbtch I would not abide, be
cause the uttel'ance has always been not only tbc conviction of mv con
stltuens, but my own. [.Applause on Democratic side.] And bad I 
th power now, standing here as I do, if I were the Czar of A mcrtca 
and bad unlimited pow r, I would to-morrow open the mints to the ft·ee 
coinage of silver at the ratio of lG to 1, with uut one doubt in my mind 
and that doubt would be as to whether It were not better to go to th~ 
world's legislalive ratio of Hi~ to 1." 

Mr. B.iiLEY of Texas (December 15. Page 4 3) : 

co;~~t·apthLez~{~is ~'L~e tg~~~~~~a~ ~~1i0 t~~nks that silver ought to be 
" Mt·. BAILEY of Texas : I do. [Loud applause on the Democmtlc 

side.]" 

E.rtracts fr01n debates i~ll the Senate and IIouse of Rcm·cscntati~:cs on 
the pa sage of the Dingley tarttr of 1 frt, gi1;t11g opinions of prominent 
JJemocrats Olt-

I. 
The conditions that prevailed in the country under the last Democratic 

Admlniatra tion. 
J\IISSOtTRI. 

Mr. vEST (:May 25, 1 07) : Ur. President, there is no disposition on 
my part or that of my colleagues to mak facetious opposition to the 
pass~g:e of th pending meas~1re . We fully appreciate the desperate 
con(lttwn of the country. '\e know how many ruined homes, how 
many broken hear1 s. how many ulasted hop s now smTonnd thl' Con
grc ·s of the United •,'tates, and if prosperity can come from any sourc<', 

\' n from our political opponents. we shall welcome It, and not only 
welcome it, uut ule ·s tbe moment in which it come . • • • nut, 
Mr. President, I am more lnter·ested, I m11 t confess, and naturallY, in 
the effect of such legislation upon tlle p ople whom I imm<'diately rt•pre
sent. My State is a large agricultural ~Hate; one of the lat:"est iu 
the Union. In my llf<', now vet·~in~ upon th1·ee score years and trm, I 
have never seen in that land of plenty such ruin and depression as exists 
to-day. • * • I think that I stale the feelings of everyone upon 
this side of the Chambet· when I say that If our friend . can bl'ing relief 
if they can shed llgbt upon our darkened path, I shall hail that light 
with joy, no maltet· in whose hands the lamp may be. • • • Uivc 
prosperity to the country, rclie>e tbe pe0ple nnd for myself I shall give 
the meed of praise where it uelong , and. shall gladly ace pt the result, 
no matter from what source it comes. 

lillO IX[ A. 

Ur. SWA...'\SON ( farch 23, 1 07) : Each of these recunlng years has 
brought times harder than the preceding; each hrou~ht greater uu. ine s 
depre ion, greater fall in prices, greater pov<'rty. Increa lng- del.Jt and 
dlstreRs have come along with increased indu. try anrl fruA'alltv. The 
people's wo s have grown tlr>spite the larg st agricultuml cro'po ever 
pt•oduced. • * • In I ss than four years, in time of profound peace, 
with bountiful crops and harvests, two extrao1·dinary sessions or <' n
gres have l.Jeen called to furnish measures of relief to a sul!ering people. 

TENNESSEI:J. • 

Mr. BATE (July 0, 1 07) : There come on the wind from every sec
tion of tbe country the wail of an impoverished people. 

• ,. 
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Mr. l'ilCMILLIY (Marcch 24, 1897) : Rlrln is abroad in: the fand, an~ it 

Is not confined to any particular vocation. The bank doors are closmg 
ami bank presidents are going to Canada and the penitentia:ry. * * * 
Out in the West the bins and reservoirs of industry are bursting with 
the wheat and corn for which there is no market. 

KJ!lNTUCKY. 
Mr. SMITH (March 31, 1897) : Stagnation and depression. rule with 

"despotic sway in e'·ery department of business life. Able, enterprising, 
and cautions men have been swept into the vortex of hopeless and irre
trieva!Jle insolvency. Want and penury are visible in the faces of 
counties thousands who wander up and down the streets of the great 
metropolitan cities in search of employment that can not be had at 
any price, and in numberless homes erstwhile radi-ant with the glow of 
success and contentment there is now the· somber hues of discontent
ment and destitution. 

II. 
That only free silver could bring prosperity. 

VIRGI!ii"IA. 
Mr. SwA~SOY (March 23, 1897) : The Wilson bill has been a benefit 

and not a detriment. The curse of the country has been the gold stand
ard, and not reduced tariff taxes. 

TEXAS. 
Mr. llAILDY (May 3, 1897) : If you demonstrate, as demonstrate you 

will that a high tariff under a gold ·standard will not bring prosperity, 
I will stake my political fortune on the proposition that the American 
people will then vote to restore himetallism as the only means of re
storing prosperity to this country. 

ARK.A!ii"SAS. 
Mr. Dr~S?>IORE (March 30, 18!}7) : There will never be international 

agreement, but the1·e wiil be "bimetallism in this country; there will ~e 
free, unlimited, and independent coinage of silver, and then there Will 
be prosperity. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

GEORGIA. 
Ir. TATE {March 24, 1807) : Sir, the people of this country will not 

have prosperity until we restore the money of our fathers. 
• III. 

Prophesying what the effects. of passage of the Dingley bill would be. 
'l'EXAS 

Mr. BAILEY (March 1!), 1897) ~ You promised to make the thn~s better 
for all the people, and you must redeem that promise or be driven from 
the high places which you occupy. * • * Four years of the taxa
tioll pl·oposed in thi Dill will prove a severe drain upon the eneJ:gies 
of our people and the resO\ITces of our country, but if they demonstrate, 
as I believe they will, the vicious error of the pJ:otecUve system, the 
lesson, though costly, will be worth its price. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

(.April 10, 1897.) rr . you succeed, the Democratic party might as 
well not make a nomination in the. next Presidential election. If you 
fail. you might as well not make a nomination in the next Presi<lential 
election. [_Applause on the Democratic side.] Now, let us give the 
country a chance to decide who is right and who is Wt:ong. You have 
applied your remedJ<. I am confident it will fail. I am so eonfident of 
its failure that I want to raise no other iss-ue. I want the country to 
decide between your wisdom and ours upon the measures which you 
have already proposed. Let the country see whether it is tariff revision 
or 1in.an£ial reform which shall work out OW! redemption. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. J 

MISSOURI. 

Mr. CLAim: (March 3:0", 1897) ~ We may be "foots " and "leather
beads '"' and all that sort of thing~ but I tell you, gentlemenr the pe-ople 
living. west of the Allegheny M-ountains and south of the Potomac have 
sense enough to know when they are sandbagged and held u-p_ 

Mr. BLAND (March 31, 1897) ~ lli. Cha.irma.n, the effect (}f this bill 
known as the Dingley bill will be to largely increase the ta:xes of the: 
people. It will tend to shut out importations, and in that mode the bill 
will necessarily interfere with the exportation of agricultural produci:s 
from this country. 

Mr. DOCKERY (J"uly 19, 1897) : The highways of ocean commerce and 
the markets of the world are to be again surrendered to England and 
other nations and the business enterprise of our own people limited to 
our own shores. * • * It wa.s Waterloo for the Republican party 
in 1890 and, 1892. It will be Waterloo, Sedan, and Pult(}wa, all in one,_ 
in 1897 and 1898. 

Mr. DE .A.:P.MO!ii"D (July 24, 1897) : We will meet you at evet-y cross
road; we will defy you upon every stump; we will strip bare your 
skeletons; we will show that your tariff bill just passed, about which 
you boast so much-the bill that is to herald in, prosperity for the 
few and adversity for the many-is the most iniquitous, the most vil
lainous, the most oppressive taritr bill liver made. 

TEXAS. 

Mr. BALL (July 19, 18!)7) : Why, sir, this bill is a declaration of 
commercial war upon the nations of the earth. It will not open a 
single market for anything we make or produce ; it will close many to 
various industries ; it will not add a customer to our lnUls or factories 
from abroad, and domestic- eonsUIDption can not be increased by raising 
the cost of our own wares to a people without money to. buy their pres
ent output at existing prices. * * * The days of the Republican 
party will be " few and full of trouble," and the wrath of an outraged 
people, which reached high-water mark in 1892,. will come: again and: 
cover them in 1900, as the molten lava from Vesuvius did the ancient 
cities of Pompeii and Herculaneum. [Loud applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

Mr. LA.NHAM (July 19, 1897) : Pass your bill, reeking" as it does with 
blight and burden, carrying as it does disaster and distress, freighte.dl as
H i1'l with woe and waste, filled as it is with injustice and op-pression to 
your fellowmen; but it will but briefly blot and blur the- statute books 
of this mighty nation. for it is against the genius of om: institutions, 
the· ethics: of civilization, the p1·operti.es of life, the equities of good 
government, and the conscience of a free· peopie that Mammon s.ball be 
enthroned and that money shall rule in this: land, consecrated to liberty 
and to justice. [Applause an the Democratic side:.} 

MISSOUitL 
Mr. DE ARMO'ND (March 25, 1897) : You: may gtve· some prosperity-I 

do. not. know whether- you will or not-you may give some prosperity to 
favored: spots in N~ Englandr New York,.. Ne.w Jersey, and Ji>ennsyl
vania, to that favored· region which lies east of the Alleghenies and 

north o1. the Potomac. You may do It; I do not know. But you wiii 
only do- that temporarily if at ali. Yours will be but a fitful gleam of 
prosperity, until something is d.one which will bring relief to the Wes-t 
and to the South; until something is done which will bring prosperity 
to the countq·: in gene1ral without wrong tO> any class, without hardship 
upon any, without partially toward any. Your measure will not do 
that. 

TEXAS. 

Mr. SAYERS (March 24, 1897) : The bill befor-e us not only imposes 
burdens to the extent named, but reaches every section of the country 
and lays its h-eavy h:md upon every man, woman, and child in the 
United States. 

HAS THE DINGLEY TARIFF BROUGHT "BLIGHT A~D BURDE~/' AS PROPHE
SIED BY GOVERNOR LANHAM, OF TEXAS~ TO THOSE PARTS OF THE 
COUNTR-Y WHICH MR. CLARK SAID WOULD BE "SANDBAGGED" BY .& 
REPUBLICAN TARIFF? READ THE FOLLOWI~G: ' 

Histo1·y of industrial conditim~s in Texas traced in the bienniaZ mes
sages of her governot·s from 1895 to 1905. 

Messag-e of Gov. C. A. Culberson to Texas legislature, January 16, 1895. 
The net decrease of $20',000,000 fur 18!)4 in tne total taxable values 

will, if maintained the present year, reduce the revenue $30,000 per 
annum at the present tax rate. This condition of affairs affects the · 

- credit of the State, embarrasses State institutions, and creates wide
spread hardship and injustic-e. 

As illustrating this the State is the owner by purchase of university . 
bonds amounting to f57.6,540, the interest upon which is used for the 
support of that great ins-titution,. the maintenance of which at its pres
ent high standard should tou~h keenly the pride of every Texan. Thet·e 
has been default in the payment of the cunent interest of these bond~ 
which is embraced in the registered warrants named, and unless speedily 
remedied the university will be ser_iously crippled. And every charac
ter of State warrant, wqether- for salaries, supplies, or on other ac
counts, is now subject to diseount. The total deficiency, including the 
pnblie schools and the general fund, is $1,455,349.89. * * * And 
rep.eating pa.11t of speech made by him on the 29th p-receding September : 
"'.rhese taxes, together with the fact that all values are depressed, and 
that the great body of the people feel the pressure of debt and enforced 
econ.omy, render a further burden indefensible unless unavoidable." 

[Governor Culberson's message to Texas house of representatives, Janu
ary 14, 1897.] 

It is true Texas is growing toward a destiny that passes our vision, 
and public needs ~ naturally and inevitably enlarge with this prog~ 
ress, but we are in the midst of industrial stagnation and financial 
distess· which press heavily upon the people. Every citizen is eon-. 
strained to cu.rtaiT expenses in his private affairs, and for the legisia
tru·e to add to the burden· by unnecessary expenditure or increase in 
public charges- would be bo-th indefensible a-nd inexcusable. 

[Message of Governor Culbersoll! to Texas legislature, January 12, 1899, 
Hous~ Journal, p. 13.] 

So gratifying- ind-eed iS the, general condition of State affairs that it 
should irufpire congratula-tions and prfde in an who are concerned for 
the public weal. · 

[House Journal,, Twenty-seventh Iegislature, January 10, 1901. 
. · p.age 18.] 

MESS:AG.E FROM; THE GOVERNOR~ JOSEPH D. SAYERS. 
To the s.enate and llouse of representatives-: · 

It is incfued gratifying that you have ~onvened under circumstances 
so auspicious~ 

Excepting not more. than. 15 of the 2.43: counties-organized and un
organized-into which the State is divided, prosperity prevails in them 
all to an extent not exeeeded in any year of their history. . 

Abunda:nt crops with a remunerative market have well rewarded the 
husbandman, and never before has the demand for labor-skilled and 
unskilled-been so great and universal, or the compensation of wage
earners more satisfactory. 

The cattle and sheep industries are prosperous ; railway construc
tion. llas been actively renewed, and manufacturing enterprises of 
many kinds are being inaugurated. 

Money has become more plentiful, and its circulation more general, 
resulting in a- marked decline of the interest rate. 

A desirable immigvation is being attracted in large numbers, through 
the healthfulness of OUl' climate, the fertility and freshness of our 
lands, and the many opportunities that here await industry, economy, 
and thrift. 

The resources of the State, in all their variety, wealth, and abun
dance, are unknown even to ourselves; but with the continuance of 
present conditions, though for a few years only, and with a prudent 
and conservative administration of the public affairs, such develop· 
ment may be safely anticipated as will not disappoint the most san
guin~ expectations. 

With the construction o:l:· the Isthmian Canal, nothing except inex
cusable folly in matters of govet·nment will prevent this Common
wealth taking within the next two decades the foremost place among 
the States of the American Union, 

[House Journal, Twenty-eighth- Texas legislature, p. 43, 1903.] 
MESSAGE FROM GOVER!ii"OR JOSEPH D. SAYERS. 

At this juncture Mr. N. A. Cravens, private secretary to the gov
ernor, appeared at the bar of the House and, being duly announced, 
presented the following message from the govei"nor : 
To the Senate at~d Hottse of Representatives: 

Though more severely amicted than in any like period of its existencei 
except only during our civil war, the advancement of the State In al 
directions for the past four years has been without precedent !.n its 
history. 

[Texas House Journal, January 12, 1005,. p. 41.] 
MESSAGE FilOM GOVllffiNOR S. W. T. LANHAM. 

Tu. tll.e Senate. ancZ House of Rept·esenta;tives: 
'l'o assemble as you do under circumstances so generally favorable is · 

a matter upon which we can all felicitate ourselves. ',l'he people, as a 
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rule, hav.} enjoyed go·od health and great prosperity, while the outlook . crease in cotton-mill building until we have solved the question of how 
for continued well-being is truly encouraging. Our resources are to provide a. more abundant S!Jpply of labor. 
abundant and their development gratifying. · Friday, June 1, "Texas has no time to give to listening to the 

[Texas House Journal, January 10, 1905, p. 4.] 
s'peech of Hon. H. P." Brelsfor-d, of Eastland County, nominating lion. 

F. W. Seabury, of Starr County, for speaker of the house. 
. To mal{e the laws of this great Commonwealth is a trust of grave 

responsibility. 
. It is well for us to realize that upon the proper discharge of this 

trust 'depends to the farthest extent the weal or woe of Texas. 
· The happiness and prosperity and contentment of nearly four mil

lions of peopl.e depend upon the good laws that this legislat"Ure enacts, 
as well as upon the firmness and sound judgment with which it refuses 
to experiment with ill-considered innovations, and, too eagerly grasping 
for the new, thereby release its hold upon the old and tried and safe in 
legislation. · 

-· Present conditions do not demand, will not permit, legislative con-
vulsion. . 

· The great. cattle industry of northwest and west and southwest 
~exas sturdily stemming the curr~nt of depressed values; the planters 
and farmers of the black and red and sandy lands whose good sense at 
last has checkered the wide spread of the cotton fields with truck 
patches and alfalfa and corn; the great railroad interests of Texas, 
with a total mileage now greater than any other State; our banks and 
trust companies, whose vaults are teeming with . dollars not borrowed 
from the North and East, but the savings of a prosperous people; all of 
these great factors in the prosperity of grand new Texas sends to us a 
message set to the new music of whirling looms and spindles and ring
ing hammers and the clanking machinery of new factories, and the 
message is: "Let us have peace." 
· A prosperous people is a conservative people, and when Texas struck 

a balance sheet at the end of the year just gone her people found reason 
for exultation. . 
· No .one who has lived in Texas long enough to become acclimated bas 

doubted the almost illimitable wealth of her resources or has failed to 
n:ote the steady and resistless trend toward her destiny as queen regent 
in the imperial sisterhood of States_. 

[Editorial from the Washington Post, of Sunday, April 8, 1906, giving 
a wise view of the effects of our present all-pervading national pros
perity. It is sane, cheerful, healthy, optimistic.] 

TilE EFFECTS OF GE~~RAL PROSPERITY. 

During the political campaigns of 1896 and 1900 radical oratorf: 
dwelt much upon the concentration of wealth in the bands of the few. 

It was evident in the bad times succeeding the memorable panic of 
1893 that the per caJ?ita of currency . in circulation was at a minimum 
and that the vurchasmg power of money had greatly increased. 
· In the sense, therefore, that those who owned cash in large amounts 

were few in number, and that the currency they held possess·ed in
creased purchasing power, there was actual concentration of increased 
viilues in the hands of the few, and the orators' statements were cor
rect. 
- Since 1898 the processes which produced the financial conditions 

of the period from 1892 to 1898 have been steadily reversed, and 
ii:J. the last ;;ix years the currency of the world and that of this country 
has steadily increased in amount. The products ot the mines, the 
fields, and the forests, of the furnaces, the mills, and the factories, the 
laborer's work; the artisan's skill, the farmer's crops, and the stock
man's cattle have all brought greater prices, while the purchasing 
power of money has steadily fallen. The few rich may have grown 
rlcher, but millions of poor men have become independent and thous
ands of men formerly struggling have becom~ wealthy. Hard times 
do concentrate values in the hands of the owners of money, but general 
prosperity destroys that undesirable and dang~rous. condition · 

r.rne prosperit_y since 1898 has made numerous classes of men inde
pendent · financially-merchants, manufacturers, brokers, planters, 
farmers, all of them energetic in atfairs; readersL tp.inkers-men who 
have real, live interests in the country's progress--men who know 
their rights and are ready to maintain them. Again, the workingmen 
of .the country are fully aware that there is ample demand for ·labor, at 
good wages all over the country, and do not · feel dependent upon one 
o•· a do'zen corpoi·afions, banke1·s, or· employers for the means to buy 
their daily bread. Prosperity -has lessened the power of the rich and 
Vfi.Stly increased the. power of .the middle and poorer classes. Instead 
of concentration of wealth, it is ' now ditfusion of wealth, and in the 
years to come, for decades of the near future, the purchasing power of 
mohey will ~teadily decline and the world will be rid of the danger re
sulting from the concentration of money tn the hands of the few:. 
. Gene1·al prosperity lessens the power of money. ' It reduces the mfiu
ence of the few h.nd increases the independence of the many . . 

· Editorials ft·om leading Demo.cratic pap-ers ~f Temas. 
[The Denison Daily Herald, Saturday, June 16, 1906.] 

a SOUTH'S COTTON MIL~S." 

The Manufacturer's Record publlshed a detailed statement recently, 
giving the name, address, and number of spind_les nnd looms of every 
cotton mill in the South. The llst shows a total of 642 cotton-mill com
panics or fi rms. man:v of the companies owning two or more mills, with 
an aggregate of !),470,000 spindles. ' . . 

Cot 1puring this with the statistics of the past, we have the following 
statement of the growth of this industry in the South. 

Year. 

1!:80- ----- -· ... ----. -···-. ---.--------- --···· __ :_ --···· 
1800- ·-·· ··-· ---· -·-· ··-. -···- ··- ---- ___ : --···- ---- -~--

i~ ~ ~ = ~= =~= =====:: =~= = =~== = === = ======: ~ ::: === ====== ===~ 

Spindles. 

667,000" 
1, 712,000 
4,452,000 
9 •. ~711,000 

Capital 

$21,000,000 
60,000,(0) 

112,837,000 
230,000,000 

Since 1900· this indush·y, as represented by the number of spindles 
and the caQital invested, has more 'than doubled, and but for the 
sca1·ctty of labor, which has prevailed for tlie · last ·year . or: two, it is 
quite prob:1ble that at least ·1,000,000 more spindles would have been 
added to the total in tbe South. Tile Record ·says that . while _ some . 
new mills nre under construction, and old mills are to some extent be
ing charged, we have reached a point whei·e there can be no great in-

calamity howler. It is too busy growing and developing." 

Effect of cotton manufacturing in the South under a protection tariff. 
Chat;les C. Thach, of. Auburn, Ala., president Alabama ·Polytechnic 

Institute, at sixteenth annual meeting American Economic Associa- · 
tion, at New Orleans, discussing cotton industry, said : 

" Thirty years ago the capital invested in all the mills from the 
Potomac to the Rio Grande would not have aggregated $3,000,000, 
to-day it approximates $175,000,000 ; spindles have increased from 
667,000 to 7,500,000, and the South now manufactures one-half of all 
the cotton now consumed in the United States. Larger population, · 
,higher wages, increased purchasing power of operatives, a higher 
standard of life, better school facilities, and a general uplift in the 
community life are some of the attendant results. 

u And great as is the economic value, still greater is the sociological 
value of this new form of factory-village life. For this mill people ls 
drawn not from foreign immigrants nor from distant States, but it is 
drawn from the poor native-born white population. Now, for the first 
time in their history, they are organized into community life and taking 
their first step toward civilization and enlightenment." · 

[Denison Daily Herald, February 25, 190~.] 

That Bryan refused to vote for Crisp or Mills for Speaker because 
they were ex-Confederates, Mr. Bryan should not have a friend in any 
man who wore a uniform of gray. It bas often been asserted that 
Democracy has returned to sanity. If that be true it must cast the 
Bryan of dead ideals and selfish sordidness into the outer darkness of 
political oblivion. 

. . 

[Waco Daily Herald, Sunday, April 29, 1906.] · 
. AN EXPLODED THjlJORY. 

In their platform the Democrats of Kansas " congratulate the Demo
cratic party and the country upon the triumphant vindication of• the 
quantitative theory of finance. This is a great scoop ; nobody else 
knew that such a thing had taken place. we are surprised that these 
Kansas Democrats did not copyright their information. 

Now the truth is the Government went out of the business of trying 
to create supplies of money for the people; it abandoned 'the quantita
tive theory of finance, with the result that a panic is impossible. 
· The surprising thing is that a body of men supposedly sensible should 

indulge a statement contradicted by obvious facts. The quantitative 
theory of tinance is so thoroughly discredited that it is never mentioned 
in other sections of this country. 

[Two. editorials from Washington Post, Friday, June 22, 1906.] 
INTO MISCHIEF AGAIN. 

There was an echo of the silver question in the House of Represent
atives the other day, and it is much to be feared that the Democratic 
party did not make any capital out ot. the debate. Somebody said 
something about "basic money," and held that the silver dollar is that 
sort of money. So it is, in the letter of the law; but whenever it shall 
be so in the administration of the '.freasury, then and there, for prac
tical purposes, gold will be as errectively demonetized as it would be if 
it were dropped from the coinage, and its legal-tender quality taken 
from it. 

" Basic money" is coin that was as valuable in the bullion as it is 
in the coin, and- absolutely. without taint of- fiat. The silver dollar is 
one-half fiat, and for "-basic" purposes the ditference between it and . 
the greenback is in degree only. · If the Democratic party had learned 
this self-evident truth thirteen years ago, and acted upon it, it is 
pretty certain that everything political in this country would be en
thusiastically and triumphantly · Democratic this blessed moment. 
'.fhen was the feast set for them by the President they had chosen, but 
they preferred to prey on the garbage of error, and qual! the bitter cup 
of defE:'at-and they banker · for it to this day. 

. We have of this so-called ·~basic" . s.tutr some ·$550,000,000; worth, 
in the melting pot, about half that amount. Because of the Repub
lican party, it is granted indulgence to masquerade as " basic coin," 
though everybody knows that when the ne:xt financial panic and in
dustrial depression comes it will be employed as an " endless chain " 
to deplete · the Treasury· of gold, and force another sale of bonds to 
avoid the silver .basis. The . bill that was discussed the other day pro
vided for turning a part of this basic sham into subsidiary coin. It 
should have been passed, and will be passed some day or other. Every 
argument in favor of the gold standard is an argument for this bill; 
every "argument" for 16 to 1 is an "argument" against this bill. 
01<1 "quantitative " made its appearance in the discussion, wearing the 
same disguise it appeared in in 1"8!l6. 

'l'he quantitative theory is all . right, if you confine it to the real 
" basic; " but our 16-to-1 friends made the fatal mistake of. b·ying to 
wed a dollar worth 50 cents to a dollar worth 100 cents. ' The affinity 
was lacking~ and a divorce would have been inevitable had not the 
pe6ple forbiaden tbe bans. . 

It would be o:t. immense advantage to the Democratic party to turn 
all the full legal-tender silver in this country into bullion and sell it 
in the market at the rate of 5,000,000 ounces a month. 

It would, at least, keep the Democratic party out of mischief; that 
is, that sort of mischief they always get into when they talk about 
"basic money" and the "quantitative theory." 

A BIG BLUNDER REPEATED. 

Again Mr. Bryan's Commonet: is moved to shout in big, black, sign· 
board letters, ·~ The Chicago · Platform Still Lives!" Un1ike the guns 
heard at Brussels on the night before Waterloo, this second shoutinp, 
by Mr. Bryan's organ is not " nearer, clearer, deadlier than before, ' 
but if it happens to · fall on the ears of those who do not know that 
the soul of that platform no longe1· inhabits its body, the result may 
be a call ~· to arms ! they come!" '!'be Commoner says : • " The Wash-
i~~~~~tfif\\v~s.?.ff~g;ctp~:f~uaS:s t~eaF?~~e0~~~n~~~d ;/~~ <£giia~~l1t~t; 
onl.v vital issue ' i.n . the . Chicago platform.". The . Post is not " of- . 
fended " in the usual sense of that word.. It is simply disgusted. The 
cadaver, 16 to 1, the 9nly object suggested to the general public b:v a 
mention of that platform, Is extremely unfragrant, in spite of Mr. 
Bryan's embalming of It in 1900 and his successful effort to prevent 
its burial in 1904. The Commoner tries to magtl'ify other planks in 
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that far--:f.amed declaration of policies, but it is undeniable that the 
currency Issue, 16 to 1 versus the gold standard, was t.tte onl.Y . isS~e 
of the campaign.. Conclusive proof of the dominancy of · that ·IS!;lue· Is 
furnished by the fact that Mr. Cleveland and a million or more of his 
political brethren, including the extreme antiprotection element of the 
Democratic party, rallied to the McKinley standard and practically 
voted for the Dingley tariff as the only means of preventing currency 
debate. It seems strange-it is, in fact, incomprehensible to us-this 
blurting out by the Commoner, " The Chicago platf_orm still lives!" 
simultaneously with the effort in several quarters, more or less influen
tial, to mil.ke · Mr. Bryan · the Democratic candidate in 1908. Of 
course thet·e can be no considerable faction of the Democracy so utterly 
gone daft as to wish, under the present relative'.positions of gold ancl 
silver, to fight over again the battle of the standards. It is highly 
improbable that fr. Bryan contemplates a revival of the· hoodoo. nut 
it will not be · forgotten readily that he ·has used his · controlling 
influence upon the Democratic party so potentially and so disastrously 
to that party as to leave 16 to 1 the latest of its platform declamtions 
on the currency. · 

The Commoner objects to The Washington Post's remark tllflt ~he
Democratic party " needs to forget the Chicago platform." It adds, 
among other statements equally extravagant, that "you could almost 
palm off tbe Chicago ~latform as a Republican editorial in some sec
tions of this · country. ' If the Democracy need-s anything, it needs 
to cut loose from all sorts of rotten-money schemes. For forty years 
it has been exper·imenting with financial delusions. Happening to 
elect a sound-money citizen to the Presidency, and he being honest and 
brave enough to do his duty by preventing currency debasement, the 
party repudiated him and plunged into the 16 to 1 delusion under the 
lead of Bryan. lias it not suffered sufficiently for its financial blun
dering to cure it of that fateful tendency? And what but harm to the 
party can come ·of flaunting at this time the legend proclaiming the 
vitality of the platform that is remembered only for its great and 
overwhelmingly condemned mistake? Not only does the Democracy 
need to forget the Chicago platform, but the country needs that the 
Democracy should forget it and climb to higher and safer ground. For 
the abdication of the Democracy on the heels of its first complete 
victory since 1856, the only victory that clothed it with both execu
tive and legislative power, has been a misfortune to the country. 
There is always need of a strong and safe opposition party, an opposi
tion strong enough to really oppose. Democratic impotency since 1 94 
has been a national misfortune. 

[Extracts from the English translation of British Imperialism and 
Commercial Supremacy, by Victor Berard', London, 1906, pp. 67 et 
seq., showing a great French economist's view of the encroachments 
of .American trade upon English and German trade in foreign coun-
tries, and affording excellent illustrations of dumping.] · 

sippi and . the seas to . Japan, ~ China, and Australia? Without even 
1 awaiting the opening of the canal, what will be the future of the far 
1 eastern market when the .Amerkans h:ive at length effectively occupied 
the Philippines? Already great efforts seem to have been put forth in· 
order to · find customers for American iron -in Asiatic Oceania, and even 
as far as South Africa. A regular " trans-Pacific " mercantile service' 
has been established which has passed almost unnoticed. 

"The Northern Pacific Steamship Company," writes the consul of 
Portland, Oreg., " has established headquarters at the American port of· 
Tacoma and founded a considerable trans-Pacific traffic, which is prin
cipally fed by raw or manufactured iron exported from America and 
articles taken ·by way of exchange, viz : Chinese rice, Japanese silks, · 
African wheat, and Australian wool. Other American companies-the . 
Pacific Mail, Pacific Coast, etc.-have their headquarters at San Fran
cisco and do a similar trade. The Japanese companies of Kobe and . 
Yokohama, especially the Nippon Yusin Kaisba, complete this network" 
of trade routes, and by this means American irons find their way into 
China, Japan, Australia, and even the Cape." 

" The American surplus production," writes the English consul at . 
Tokyo, "bas flooded our market with nails, rails, and locomotives, which 
are .sold at ridiculously low prices with fixed intent to destroy local · 
prejudice, which has a preference for Eul'opean articles. Our English 
articles ·still occupy the first rank, b~t latterly American and German 
shipping companies have opened up an important trade with the coast 
of California. The nited States have a great advantage over us on' 
account of proximity, and more particUlarly on account of their export 
of raw articles. They will change their iron and manufactures against
the silk and rice, which they come and fetch; they are to-day Japan's 
largest customers." 

" To the Chinese market America began by exporting petroleum and 
wheat. They, in fact, still remain the two principal articles of export.· 
But others follow in their train. In 1895 machinery accounted for· 
£13,000, and for £26,000 in 1897. Implements and saws, nails and. 
hardware, have ,grown fivefold in two years. Present figures give no 
idea of what this trade is destined to become. Americans reckon on 
tbe China market growing rapidly into one of their best customers for· 
all these articles. Their success in Japan proves that, so far as · rails, 
locomotives, and railway materials are concerned, they can beat all 
comers." 

In Australia American tools have held the market since 1889. 
Surgical instruments commence to find favor, and already they have the 
reputation of being better finished. Musical instruments, watches; 
clocks, wire, nails, iron tubes, arrive f-rom London, but they are merely 
German or American articles reexported from England. As for hard
ware and toys, the Americans have earned a reputation for sb:illful and
conscientious _work. Germans can only compete with them by copying· 
their models. 

" In 1895 American exports to South Africa amounted to £1,000,000; 
the progress having been continuous since 1892. In 1896 they were 
doubled and exceeded £_2,000,000. Enormous quantities of bicycles, 
furniture, and agricultural plants are sent there; old-fashioned agri
cultural machines which are obsolete in America find there a satisfac
tory outlet. Cargoes are of th~ most varied description, viz, hard
ware, locks, door and window frame!?, pig iron and cast iron, etc. The 
Cape has a large demand for vehicles, tables, chairs, tools, etc." , 

l!'rom America the consuls sound a note of warning _as to the for
midable organization which sooner or later will throw rails, billets, 
machines, raw and manufactured metals on the markets of the world 
at extremely low prices. · 

But danger; does not only threaten on the German horizon; another 
enemy, after having successfully conquered the other oceans, is begin
ning to appear in European waters. Agricultural America is the in
ventor of the best mach4J,es and implements for modern agriculture. 
In the Baltic Sea .and in the Black · Sea, at Riga, at Stockholm, at 
Odessa, American machines are preferred ; German industry alone, by 
reason of its cheap articles, has been able to maintain the struggle. 
American bicycles and sewing machines have driven similar English 
productions from Germany, Italy, a.ud France. At Barcelona the 
Americans have tendered for the laying of electric trams, and their 
watches are sold in all the European bazars. But thev seek to 
monopolize all · the Americas, Asia, and the entire Pacific woi·ld. Their MAG~IFICENT CONDITION OF THE NATIO~AL TREASURY AT THE CLOSEl OF 
manuafctures have ah·eady conquered the American · shores of both THE FISCAL YEAR 1906. 
oceans. To-day all the intervenmg ports, from New York to Buenos The first session of the Fifty-ni"nth Congress will come to an end on 
Ayres and from San Francisco to Chile, receive their machines and the 30th of -June, 1906, the last day of the fiscal year. During the 
tools. German and Belgian competition had already compromised the closing hours of this session-after nine years of Republican adm.inis
monopoly which was once enjoyed by Sheffield and Birmingham in the tr·at!on-the nation will be making record marks in three branches of 
South American continent. . her financial operations. 

" In Chile," writes the consul of Valparaiso, "the first blow was dealt First. W"hen the books close on the night of June 30 the annual cus-
to our trade b:V: the International Exhibition held at. Santiago, in 1875, toms receipts will, for the first time, have passed the $300,000,000 
under the auspices of the Germans, French, and Belgians. At that time mark. 
we supplied 41 per cent of the total imports into the country; the en- Second. Our aggregate foreign trade will have crossed, for the first 
suing year we had no more than 37 per cent, ana each year has shown a time, the $3,000,000,000 mark, with exports over $500,000,000 i.n excess 
further shrinkage ever since. German machines, German clocks and of import;; · 
watches have monopolized the market. From 1880 onward, American Third,. The total stock of gold in the Treasury will have passed for 
wares became an economic factor in the situation ; to-day all agricul- the first time the $800,000,000 mark. 
tural machines and implements arrive here from the United States. Seven years ago our interest-bearing debt was $1,046,048,750 and 
German cutlery with English marks is on show i.n all the shop windows. our annual interest charge was $40,160,000 ; while to-day the principal 
American saws are much preferred. We continue to lose ground; Bel- of the debt is only $895,158,340, and the annual interest charge has 
gian iron wire and American nails are considered superior to ours. The been reduced to $24,590,944. · 
greater part of the hardware trade is in the hands of the Germans. During- this fiscal year our receipts will exceed our expenses by about 
But the efforts of the Americans are making. themselves increasingly $25,000,000, and we will have in the Treasury about $175,000,000 
felt. Chicago firms have sent their agents to study our market." available cash balance, over and above all current indebtedness. 

" In Peru," says the consul of Callao, ·• English trade in other arti-
cles is still prosperous. But as for implements, we are rapidly losing Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman--
our once dominant position. American implements, on account of their Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. I 
finish and cheapness, are held in higher esteem than ours to-day. mat:e the point of order that the gentleman is not entitled to 
Plows come exclusively from the United States; it seems as though 
the English manufacturer can not or will not supply the model asked the :floor, having already had an hour for d~bate since this dis
for. · Iron sheets are American. English locks, too heavy and too dear, cussion under this bill commenced, which he yielded, it is true, 
~~dFI~!n~g f~cs~~~Fe type, have been replaced by the German, American, to other persons, but under the rule he is not entitled to the 

"America has swallowed up the Mexican trade. One- by one English · :floor--
houses withdraw. Brazil, once upon a time a big ·and good customer, Mr. WILLIAMS. I leave that to the Chair without discus-
now rejects IJ)ngllsh articles. Eartli.enware and glass are of German th tl • t · 
origin, lamps of Belgian, needles and sewing machines of German. The sion. I suppose e gen eman s objec IS take up my time. 
United States have appeared on the scene with jewelry and agricultural Mr. PAYNE. My simple object is--
machinery; they seem ready to lose, in the first instance, all the money Mr. WILLIAMS. I will leave the gentleman's point of order 
necessary in order to obtain the eventual monopoly. Argentina, the to the Chair without discussion. 
pet financial sphere of the stock exchange and English banks, bas for 
some time past had cause to remark the influx of German capitalists The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that no arrangement 
and German enterprise; the tramways are in German hands. Nails bas been made for control of the time except by the Chair. 
iron wire, posts, and rails arrive from Belgium and Germany. In the 
big bazaars of Buenos A:vres, Ger·man agents offer German cutlery with The gentleman from Mississippi last night yielded the floor; 
English marks at absurdly low prices. The Americans next appear on but the gentleman from Mississippi had no time in his control. 

"the scene. · Their }DO'Ying an~ reaping machines are already preferred And to-night the gentleman from Mississippi has asked, since 
on account of,therr hght weight and cheapness. Other successes are the commencement of the address of the gentleman from Illi-
sure to follow. · h t' h. ·d b d' 'd d di t d 1 In short the whole of South and Central America seem as though I nois, that t e 1m~ on IS Sl e e lVl e accor ng :o a sche u e 
they must be indissolul_>Iy tied to the industria.! centers of Pi~sburg and which those whom the Chair had agreed to recognize ·bad con
Chicag<_>. But w~at wrll be the eventual destmy of the I_'acific market curred in Since then by their consent as I understand from 
if the mterocean1c canal is ever cut, so that the productiOns of Penn-· · ' . . . . ' . 
a;ylvan1a may_ be transported over a continu~ms waterway by the Missis- the gentleman from MISSISSIPPI, four mmutes has been per-
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mitted to be taken from their time that he may reply to the 
gentleman from Illinois in regard to certain statements. So 
the Chair is not taking time from others . . 

Mr. PAYNE. The Chair holds that the gentleman is entitled 
to an hom· to-night? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from .Mississippi is not 
entitled to any time to-night except that yielded by others, and 
at R30 the :floor will be given to the other side of the House, 
and those p·romis-ed recognition nave arranged to allow the 
gentleman from Uississippi four minutes. 

1't1r." PAYNE. How -ean the gentleman from Mississippi take 
away the control of the time from the committee? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman is simply taking up the 
time due this side of the House, let him say so frankly. He is 
too ·well acquhlllted with the rules of the House to imagine for 
a moment that there is anything parliamentary in what be is 
trying to do. 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi has no 
control of the time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] have control of the time until 
11 o'clock to-night. 

Ur. WILLIAMS. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
for what? "' 

The CHAIRMAN. That the gentleman from Mississippi 
have control of the time until 11 o'clock to-night. Is there ob
jection? 

:Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I would decline to take con
trol of the time even if it were granted to me, unless it comes 
under the rule of the House, and the rule of the House bas _put 
the time under the control of the Chairman. The gentleman 
from Mississippi is recognized for four minutes. This can not 
be granted if the House here wanted, and the gentleman from 
New York knows that. I suppose the gentleman's game is to 
take the four minutes intended to be given me. If that is so, 
let him frankly say so. 

Mr. PAYNE. The time in general debate is controlled by the 
Chairman, and the gentleman knows that. 

Mr .. SULZER. The gentleman fr-om New York is not in order. 
[Cries of" Regular -order!"] 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman has a right to proceed until 11 
o'clock. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I make the point of order that the gentle
man is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog
nized. 

Mr. W ILLXA_MS. . 1\fr. Chairman, 1 hope the two minutes, or 
whatever it is, has not been taken out of my time, or any other 
time on this £ide. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois is inimitable; but 
ev-en to a wit or humorist a fact-the truth-is or ought to be 
precious. So far as the cotton part of the gentleman's speech 
is concerned, it displays these things : Ignorance, a pretense of 
knowledge where none exists, an empty assertion as a fact of 
a thing which is not a fact. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Now, as to the cotton facts. If the gentleman had taken the 
trouble to inform himself, he would have found that, in cotton 
parlance, there may be roughly said to be four kinds of cotton 
raised in this country: First, " short staple," or "upland; " sec
ond, " benders; " third, " long staple," and fourth, " Fea is
land!' The bill of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK], 
brought before the House by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BoUTELL], and upon which he interrogated me, did not refer to 
.. sea-island" cotton at all. It referred to long-staple cotton, 
because it was intended to -check the importation of Egyptian 
cotton, which comes chiefly into competition with" long staple," 
which runs, in length of staple, from -one and a quarter to some
times one and three-quarters inches. " Sea island" is much 
longer and is worth nearly twice as much, and proposed to put 
a tax of 10 cents a pound on that cotton in the lint and 4 cents 
on that cotton in tbe seed. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
CLARK] was right when he said that sea-island cotton is not 
raised in the State of Missi sippi or anywhere outside of "the 
sea islands ,., off Georgia and off South Carolina and Florida. 
But Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, parts of Alabama, and 
small parts of nearly all the other cotton States raise "long
staple " cotton. Now, the gentleman, I suppose, aimed to be 
somewhat humorous in intent, no doubt, but it is a point of 
honor, I think, that, even when indulging in humor, the hu
morist should stop short of impugning the veracity or sincerity 
of honorable people. His intent was to impugn by insinuation 
my sincerity and veracity. 

.Mr. BOUTELL. Not at all; simply a mistake the gentle
man made I referred to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It was not a mistake. 
Mr. BOUTELL. A very palpable one. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. And it could not be a mistake. Missis

sippi either raised long staple or it did not raise it; and I 
raised it myself or I did-not. It could not have been a mistake. 
It was absolutely impossible. Mississippi does raise long-staple 
cotton, and I r~ise long-staple cotton, and any assertion to the 
contrary is absolutely untrue. [Loud applause 'On the Demo
cratic side.] 

Now, I am not a watch expert, but I do know something 
about cotton. (Lau~hter.] If the other " facts " in the gentle
man's speech are as far away from the real fact-that is, th~ 
truth~as his assertions on the cotton question, and if his 
knowledge of other matters alleged by him is equal to his 
lack of knowledge as displayed in his assertions in regar(l, to 
coitohs, then "I pity his situation. . . 

Mr. BOUTELL. Will the gentleman yield to .me? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, ]:low much time have I 

taken? 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has half a minute. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. How much have I taken? ' 
Mr. BOUTELL. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I will not. 
Mr. BOUTELL. Not in the interest of absolute truth? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I will not yield any courtesy of any de

scription, Mr. Chairman, to a man who undertakes even by 
insinuation or under the license of humor to impugn my veracify. 
I do not yield. 

Mr. BOUTELL. The " gentleman from illinois" has not 
attempted to impugn the veracity of the gentleman from Missis
sippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have finished. 
Mr. BOUTELL. Very well. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

SPIGHT] is recognized for fifty-five minutes. 
Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few sug~ 

gestions of fact in reference to a matter which has attracted the 
attention of the Congress of the United States and of the coURr
try for quite a number of years. I refer to what is known as 
the "ship-subsidy proposition." The :fi1-st determined effort to 
enact legislation of this cliaracter was made in the Fifty-sixth 
Congress, and under the leadership of Senator Hanna a bill was 
passed by the Senate and crune over to the House and was r~ 
ferred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, of 
which I was then a member, and of which I have been continu
ously a member since that time. 

That bill was favorably reported by the Republican members 
of the committee unanimously. The Democrats of the commit
tee were united in their opposition to it; yet, notwithstanding 
that unanimQUS Republican report, there was so much opposi
tion in the House to that kind of legislation that its friends 
were never able to get consideration of it after it was placed 
upon the Calendar, and it died with the expiration of the 
Fifty-sixth Congress. · In the Fifty-seventh Oongress the same 
kind of legislation was proposed, but resulted in nothing. 

About the close of the first session of the Fifty-eighth Con~ 
gress a law was ena.cted creating the Merchant Mru.·ine Commis
sion, composed of :five Senators and :five Members of the House. 
Four of those, two from the Senate and two from the House, 
were Democrats; and I had the honor of being one of tho e 
two Democrats from the House. That Commission, during th~ 
summer and fall of 1904, visited every important port on the 
Atlantic, the Pacific, and the Gulf coasts, and the Great Lakes . 
A mass of testimony was taken, representing the different views 
as to what was the best method for upbuilding the American 
merchant marine. The Commission made a report. This tes
timony was printed in three volumes and presented to Con
gress. The majority of the Commission, the Republican mem
·bers of the Commission, presented also a bill known as the 
"ship-subsidy bill." That bill was passed during the second 
session of the Fifty-eighth Congress by the Senate and was 
again referred to the Committee on tbe 1\Ierchant Marine and 
Fisheries of the House, and again reported favorably by a 
majority Df the committee, all the Republicans voting for it. 
The Democrats not only on the Commission, but the Demo
crats in both committees in the Fifty-sixth Congress and in the 
Fifty-eighth, presented minority views, opposing such legisla
tion. The bill in the Fifty-eighth Congre s had the same fate. 
as that in the Fifty-sixth, and never reached consideration in 
the House. About the beginning of the present •session of Con
gress 'bills were introduced in both Houses in line with the rec, 
ommendations of the Merchant Marine Commission. The bi11 
as then introduced differed materially from the bill which after
wards passed the Senate. ·That bill was heralded to the coun-
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try as a remedy for all the evils from which the shipping in
terests of the country were suffering. One of the special ar
guments used was, that by the terms of that bill provision was 
made for a large increase in what is known as " tonnage 
taxes," and that from the funds derived from this source a 
great part of the expense of the subsidy proposition would be 
met without any expense to the Treasury. 

In February of this year that bill passed the Senate, but when 
it left the Senate it had stricken from it the provision for ton
nage taxes. It was done solely upon the ground that it was a 
provision for raising re-venue and must therefore originate in 
the House. No other argument was presented. But a few 
days ago that Commission presented a supplemental report, in 
which they utterly repudiated their former contention in favor 
of tonnage taxes, and now it is left to stand alone upon the 
naked proposition of taking from the Treasury of the United 
States money and giving it to these shipbuilders and ship
owners. That bill, since its passage by the Senate, has been 
pending before the · House Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, and for the first time in the history of that 
committee, in the consideration of this question, the Democrats 
hav~ been reenforced by a number of thoughtful and intelligent 
. Western Republicans who are earnestly opposed to this proposi
tion, and we have every hope that the bill will never be able to 
ge:t out of the committee room. It has been claimed in certain 
quarters that a majority of the committee is favorable to the 
bill. I am in a position to know that this is not true. Every 
possible effort has been made to secure favorable action without 
result. The membe1\s of the committee, Democrats and Repub
licans, who are opposing it do so on principle, and I do not be
lieve that any influence can ever drive them from their position. 

I make this speech now because I wish to show to the House 
and to the country how fallacious are the arguments relied 
upon by the advocates of the measure. 

A number of reasons have been offered in support of this char
acter of legislation, some of them with apparently plausible 
ground, but the whole scheme resolves itself at last into one 
proposition, which is of a twofold nature--first, that it costs more 
to build a ship in an American yard than it does in a foreign, and, 
second, that it costs more to operate a ship under the American 
than under a foreign flag. All of these subsidy bills profess to 
have for their fundamental object the equalizing of these dif
ferences in cost of construction and operation. It is proposed 
that this shall be done by a gift of a sufficient sum of money 
from the United States Treasury to enable our shipbuilders and 
shipowners to successfully construct and operate their vessels 
in opposition to their foreign competitors. Other incidents are 
added arguendo ; but in the final analy is of all these proposi
tions it resolves itself at last into the bald, nak~d, unholy effort 
to take, by the exercise of the Federal power, money con
tributed by way of taxation from all the people engaged in 
every other vocation and give it to these two classes of ship
builders and shipowners to enable them to more successfully 
conduct their private business affairs. 
. The advocates of this kind of legalized robbery of the masses 
for the benefit of the favored few are loud in their quotation of 
Thomas Jefferson in support of their pet theory. Perhaps the 
strongest expression of Jefferson to which they refer in this 
contention is found in this language: 

The materials for maintaining our due share of navigation are ours 
in abundance, and as to the mode of using them we have only to adopt 
the principles of those who thus put us on the defensive or others 
equivalent and better fitted to our circumstances. (American State 
Papers, Foreign Relations, Vol. I, p. 303.) 

That was the age of wooden ships, and the "abundance of 
materials" referred to was the almost unlimited supply of the 
finest timber in the world to be found in our virgin forests. 
England at that time was almost our only competitor in the 
carrying of our commerce, and, smarting under the result of the 
Revolutionary war and the loss of her American colonies, she 
was endeavoring by hostile legislation and unjust discrimina
tions to strangle our infant merchant marine. These efforts 
were met by our policy of discriminating duties upon imports 
so successfully pursued until it was unwisely surrendered. 
Our abundant materials were utilized, and with the skill and 
enterprise of American artisans and sailors we soon built up 
fleets of seagoing vessels which carried more than three-fourths 
of all our commerce. This was the Jeffersonian policy, but this 
newborn idea of subsidies was never dreamed of. If it be true 
that the spirits of the departed are permitted to revisit the 
earth or take cognizance of what is going on here, the shade of 
the father and great apostle of Democracy would be horrified to 
learn that, in the fertile imagination of these advocates of ship 
subsidy, his utterances have been distorted into such radical con
flic~ with his great and cherished doctrine of "eq:ual rights to 

all and special privileges to none." Gentlemen are bard pressed 
for argument when they undertake to align Thomas Jefferson 
under the piratical banner of those who are seeking to plunder 
the masses for the benefit of tl.le Classes . [Applause.] 

It is true that the day of the wooden ship has passed, but 
we still have an abundance of the materials used in modern 
shipbuilding. We have the iron and the coal in the same field. 
We have the skilled mechanics, who are said by all disinterested 
witnesses to be the best in the world and capable of doing better 
work and more of it than any others. Only a few years ago 
the Russian Government wanted some battle ships built, and a 
French company offered to take the contract and complete 
the work in five years. On account of the political l:\lld finan
cial relations e:xisting between Russia and France, the French 
company was preferred, but the Cramp Ship Building Company 
at Philadelphia took the contract to do the work in thirty 
months-just hal! the time, and at less cost. This same com
pany competed successfully with the world in building battle 
ships for Japan about the same time: This work was done at a 
time when steel was higher in American markets than in for
eign, whereas it is now said to cost no more, if not less. 

DIFFERENCE IN COST OF BUILDING HERE AND ABROAD . 

Mr. William Livingstone, president of the Lake Carriers' 
Association, of Detroit, Mich., in testifying before the Com
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries a few days ago, said: 
" I think the statistics show that our best skilled workmen do 
turn out more work in a given number of hours than they do 
across the water. We pay more wages, but . I think they earn 
them, as a general proposition. When the conditions are right, 
I think now the difference between the cost of a ship built 
abroad and our American ship built at home has very laTgely 
disappeared. Perhaps the difference has not entirely disap
peared, but to quite an extent." 

This witness also stated that a steel steamship of 10,000 
gross tons was completed and ready for business last Novem· 
ber-in just two months and twenty days from the time of lay
ing her keel-and another of about the same size has been 
launched and will be completed in about five days shorter time 
than the other. No shipyard in the world has ever equaled 
this. 

At the beginning of the agitation of this subsidy question it 
was argued that the cost of material in our shipyards was very 
much greater than in foreign yards, but now all admit that this 
difference has disappeared, or, at least, there is no reason why 
it should exist. But these pah·iots must have some excuse for 

· putting their hands in the public Treasury, and they now say 
that there is about 25 per cent difference in the cost of labor, 
and are asking Congress to make up that difference. There is 
a hopeless conflict in the statements of these subsidy advocates. 
One class contends that the mechanics have no steady employ
ment. One of these who appeared before the committee a few 
days ago complained rather bitterly that sometimes instead of 
getting from $3 to $4.50 a day he bad to work for $1.50 to $2, 
and this little colloquy occurred: 

Mr. SPIGHT. I want to ask you this question : I understand now that 
your men when employed get from $3 to $4.50 a day. 

Mr. DONAHUE. Yes. 
Mr. SPIGHT. Now, you think in order to give that wage to more of 

your men that the millions of other American citizens who work year 
in and year out at not to exceed $1 a day ought to be taxed to give 
more profitable work to your men? Is that your idea? 

Mr. DoNAHUE. That is my idea. They should be taxed. 

I quote this as a sample of the spirit which animates many of 
these would-be grafters. 

In opposition to the statement of this man and some others; 
who testified that there is no steady employment for this class 
of laborers, is the testimony of Mr. Edwin S. Cramp, vice
president of the great Cramp Ship Building Company, of Phila
delphia. When he was before the committee this conversation 
occurred: 

Mr. WILSON. Do you have any trouble in finding plenty of labor f01' 
your yard? 

Mr. CRAMP. Ot course, in good times we always have trouble ' in find
ing the best men. For a number of years the amount of such labor. 
available has been very small. I do not suppose in the history of the 
country there bas been a time when labor has been so well employed as 
it has been during the last four or five years. 

Mr. WILSON. A good mechanic coming to your yard could secure em
ployment now? 

Mr. CRAMP. Yes, sir. 

In 1904 this same Mr. Cramp said, while testifying before the 
Merchant Marine Commission, that 'at the beginning of the 
McKinley Administration the cost of ships in America had ap
proximated the cost of the ships of a similar type by first-class 
builders in England · within 10 or 15 per cent, and that was' 
when steel was much higher in this country than in England.. 
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In 1004 steel was worth in this country $40 pe~ ton and $25 in 
England, a difference against America. of about 60 per cent. 1\Ir·. 
Cramp then estimated the difference between the cost of con
struction of ships in American and foreign yards r..t 40 per cent. 
It must be understood that this estimate of difference in the 
cost of construction included both the cost of material and labor. 
The accepted .estimate of difference in cost of labor i-s- 25 per 
cen.t, which is certainly no greater now th-an it was in 1004, 
when, according to 1\lr. Cramp, the total difference was not more 
than 40 per cent, all of which bas been wiped out by the present 
approximate equality in the cost of materiaL The fact is that 
the estimate of difference as stated by Mr. Cramp is too great. 
I remember that Mr. Clyde, a large owner and manager of steam
ships, stated to the Commission when we were in. New ~ork that 
the difference in cost of construction at that time (May, 1904) 
was only 25 per cent. 1\lr. James C. Wallace, of the American 
Ship Building Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, stated before the 
t!lommission at Cleveland in June; 1904, that in 1900 his com-

.pany built two large tramp steamers for the ocean trade for 
about the same they would have cost in English yards. At that 
time steel cost more here than in England. Now it is or ought 
to be about equal in price, and experienced shipbuilders say 
ours is better in quality. 

In the Grand Renew of March, 1900, 1\Ir. George Veulersse, 
a distinguished French economist and writer, in an article en
titled "The expansion of America," said: 

To-day ships can be bnilt at Bath, San Francisco, Wilmington, Ches
ter, and Newport News as cheaply as anywhere in the world. 

So much credit and importance wn.s attached to this statement 
that it was quoted in our consular reports for that month. 

Now that the difference in the- cost of material, which was one 
of the battle cries in the beginning of this subsidy agitation, has 
been, by their testimony, eliminated~ the advocates of this leg
islation are forced to fall back upon the labor question, upon 
which they ''ring all the changes." 

I may be permitted to stop here long enough to say that if no 
other good was accomplished by it, the Merchant .1\I.arine Com
mission of 1904 aided very materially in driving from cover the 
gigantic steel h·ust, which was systematically robbing the Amer
ican people for its own enrichment. I remember with what ho.r
rer the "stand-patters" on the Commission heard witness after 
witness of the highest respectability and greatest opportunities 
tell how American steel was delivered in foreign yards at prices 
far below those charged American consumers. by the same manu
facturers for the same products. I well remember that when 
this statement was first made the distinguished chairman o.f the 
Commi<:;sion, Senator GALLINGER, of New Hampshire, said: 

I want to say, what I think I am privileged to say as chairlna.n of 
this Commission, that if the situation. is a.s has been. described it is a 

gr~~. 0\~~iA.cE. We have thought so for some time, and we have 
thought that in some way it ought to he remedied. 

The same facts were stated by many othe1.· men of equally 
high character, notably by Mr. G. W. Dickey, superintendent of 
the Union Iron Works, of San Francisco, the largest shipbuild
ing plant on the- Pacific coast. He told what he saw and knew, 
and neither Mr. Gary, of the steel trust, nor anybody else bas 
ever denied or questioned the· accuracy of Mr. Dickey's state
ment. He· told the Commis ion at San Francisco' in August, 
1904, that the steel J7lills in this country were favoring the for
eigner. He said, amongst other things : 

In 1900 I was going through a shipyard in Dundee, S"eotland., and 
they were building a vessel almost a duplicate of the California, tliat we 
were building here at the same time, and their material was being landed 
there from a vessel from New York, furnished by Carnegie & Co., who 
were furnishing the. material for the aa.lifot·nia. They were paying 
£7 15s. Sd. per ton. We were paying £10 9s. 2d. It was supplied by 
the same people il..nd the distance transported· was about the same. 

The e prices when reduced to our currency made- a difference 
of about $13.80 against the American builder. It has been esti
mated. by expert shipbuilders that a vessel of 8,000 tons, which 
is now only medium in size, will require about 3,500 tons of 
steel. At the rate of difference given by 1\Irr Dickie the Ameri
can buildex would pay· to the steel t:Imst nearly $50,000 more 
for the material in. his ship than the foreignel"' paid for· his. It 
is a misnomer to call this a ''"profit,'' because the steel' was sold 
at a profit to the foreigner. It is robbery under the guise of 
law, and the men engaged in this nefarious business are among 
tbe most persistent advocates of subsidy legislation. They have 
been robbing the shipbuilder until they have grown rich and 
arrogant, and now ask the people's representatives in the Con
gress of the United States to solemnly authorize them to rob 
the National Treasury and the toiling mi.llions of the country 
who must bear the burden of taxation· Let otllera do, as they 

mo.y; speaking for myself, I will never vote ·for it, so help me 
Gad. I want it to go out to the country, too, that after a careful 
investigation I am able to say that, with possibly one exception, 
there is not a Democrat in either House of Congress who will 
vote for it Standing side by side and shoulder to shoulder 
with us are some noble Republican Members from the gre..'lt 
1\fiddle West who will not "bow the knee to Baal." All honor 
to them. [Applause.] 

So serious bas- become this question of d.i crimination against 
the home consrimer in the price of steel that the sub idy advo
cates have found it necessary to contradict the evidence which 
has been presented, and a few days ago they bad .1\Ir. Gary, 
who is chairman of the board of directors of the United Stutes 
Steel Corporation) commonly called the· steel trust, which con
trols not less than 60 per cent of the steel output of the Unitecr 
States, and indirectly, perhap , nearly all of it, appear before 
the committee to demolish the men who had dared to prefer 
the e charges. To show how eager Mr. Gary was to " get dowu 
to his work," he began by denying a statement made before the 
Merchant .l\larine Commission in Cleveland, Ohio, June 28, 1904. 
Here is what he said: 

Mr. GARY. Perhaps r ought to refer specifically to a statement made 
by Mr. Wallace, of Cleveland, Ohio, president of the American Ship· 
builili.ng Company, in which he says : 

" Recently one of our largest steel mills sold abroad 100,000 tons of 
steel plate. They delivered it, I understand, at Belfast at $24 a ton." 

On the next pnge, then, is. this question by Representative 
GROSVENOR : 

Q. r want to know who bought the steel plate you speak Of. 
.A.. Harlan & Wolff' Comvany, llelfast. 
Q. From whom did they buy it? 
A. The nlted States. Steel Corporation. 

1\I.r. Gary,. proceeding, said : 
I notice that Mr. 'Yallace apparently speaks from information. If he 

had such i.nformation it is entirely unreliable. Th~ statement is not 
founded in fact. 

Mr. SPIGHT. Do you know of any steel company that has delivered 
goods in foreign yards cheaper than at the mill to the domestic con· 
sumer? 

M.r. GAnY. I do not. 1 know of no such case. 

In this answer .1\.Ir. Gary di~:~plays a. remarkable w-ant of in-
formation, for a man in his position, to say the least of it. -

Now, it must be borne in mind that one of the most important 
constituent members of the United States Steel Corpor ation is 
the Carnegie Steel Company, by whom. the steel was sold to the 
Scotland yard mentioned by Mr. Dickie. 

In the printed bearings of the Merchant Marine Commission· 
the following is. found : 

1\Ir. W ALL.A.CE . . Recently one of our largest steel mills sold abroad. 
100,000 tons of steel plate. They delivered it, I understand, at Bel
fast at 24 a ton. That would practically mean. with the ol!ean 
freights as they now are, $22 a ton at tide water. They are charging 
to-day, at Pittsburg, $32 a ton. 

The CHAIIniAN. 'What does it cost to transport it from this eoun.
try to Ireland ? 

l'lir. WALLACE. As near as I understand, the rates at the present 
time are $2 a ton. That would be $22 a ton at tide water. 
• Mt·. GROSVEXOR. What is the freight from Pitt burg to tide water? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think it is about $1.40 a ton. I am n.ot positive 
about that, though. 

i\Iayor .JOHNSON. That would make $11.40 difference between the . 
Pittsburg price to you and the price abroa.d. _ 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes. I am not positive about just what that rate is. 
Mr. MINOit. Do they lay that down in Europe at the present time at 

that price? 
Mr. WALLACE". Twenty-four dollars a ton in Delfast. They made no 

seeret of it. It was pnblished in all the papers at the time. 
The CHAIR:UAN. I assume that in that instance you have cited, as 

to the sale of. steel abroad, you have taken pains to verify it beyond 
a peradventure? . 

Mr: WALLACE. It was given to me by the assistant saies agent o! the 
Carnegie Steel Company. 

The testimony of Mr. Gary was considered so important by 
the friends of ship subsidy that advance sheets of it were pub
lished and sent,. I suppose~ to every Member of the House 
several days before the publication. of the entire bearing .. 

~lr. Gary has been, perhaps not inappropriately, denomin.nted 
"the defendant in the ease." Every lawyer knows that in 
courts where the defendant is permitted to testify the rule of 
evidence is that his testimony is. to be weighed and considered 
in: connection with his interest in the result of the trial. Here 
the defend.ant is positively contradicted in a material mutter 
by at least two disinterested witnesses. For two. years this 
charge has been pending against him in the public records, and 
he is bound to. have bad notice of it,. and not a word in denial 
has been hear d until long after the testimony agninst him has 
b.een closed_ and the jury ready to return a verdict It would 
have been far better for him to rely upon his evidence that the. 
conditions. ar e: changed and that steel is now selling in the 

. I 
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American and foreign markets at the same price; but be did 
Q.ot elect to do this, and " guilty as charged " is the verdict of 
public opinion. 

But is it true · that steel mills in this country are not dis
criminating against the domestic purchasers e"Ven now? .And 
is it h·ue that the prices of steel in this country and in foreign 
countries are practically the same, as the steel trust witnesses 
have testified? For answer to these questions I here offer an 
editorial clipping from a New York daily, The Press, of the 7th 
of .May of this year, which contradicts both propositions: 

All records in the exports of iron and steel material through New 
Yo k and other Atlantic seaboard points wet·e eclipsed last month 
when close on to 80 000 tons were consigned to almost every part of 
the civilized world. 'The heaviest increase was made in tbe shipment 
of steel billets, upward of 33,000 tons having gon.e abt·oad dm'ing 
April, as compared with 24,000 tons exported. durmg the ~ previous 
month. They are sold here for export at a pnce around $18 at the 
mills, whereas tbe existing quotation for billets for domestic consump
tion is $27. 

It bas been shown by recent testimony before the committee 
that the ocean freight on steel is about $2 per ton, which would 
make it cost $20 per ton delivered in foreign ports, against $27 
to domestic purchasers. This difference of $7 per ton makes 
the comfortable sum of $245,000 extorted from the American 
consumer by the steel trust in the month of April on the item of 
steel billets shipped abroad from Atlantic ports alone. At the 
same ratio for one year this would amount to $2,740,000. '.rllis 
robbery of the American was going on at the very time when 
the wi tnc ses of the steel trust were asking us to believe tba t 
the prices in Europe and America are the same and that steel 
is not sold more cheaply for export than for borne use. Now, 
what reliance can we place on tbe evidence of such witnesses in 
any other statements they have made? There is an old Latin 
maxim familiar to every lawyer, "Falsus in uno, falsus in 
omnibus," which fits this case. [Applause.] 

I haven't seen nor beard of any denial of this statement of 
tbe Press. It was found in tbe fi1·st column on the editorial 
page under large bead lines, and is p!'esumed to have been made 
with a full knowledge of the facts. But in order to verify it 
I wrote to the editor of the Press on tbe 8th of May, and re
ceived in reply tbe following statement, furnished by the gen
tleman who regularly supplies the paper with such information, 
and whose reliability is. unquestioned. " I can say that the price 
in England (Wales) yesterday for steel billets was $22 a ton. 
As the freight between the mills here and Wales is . around $4 
a ton, American billets must be sold at $18 for export, as 
specified in the news story, in order to meet competition on tbe 
other side. The selling of billets for export at the price of $18, 
or around that figure, in order to meet the market conditions 
on tbe other side has been going on for a considerable time. 
Notwithstanding the conh·adictions of the steel-h'U.St officials, 
any man posted in the metal h·ades here knows the fact of the 
discrepancy between the export and domestic prices of billets, 
rails, and, in fact, all iron and steel material." 

Mr. Hanscom, of the Eastern Shipbuilding Company, New 
London, Conn., who appeared before us to advocate this sub
sidy legislation, stated that two or three years ago be bad 
information that steel was shipped from here and landed on 
tbe Clyde at $19 or $20 a ton, when it was being sold to domes
tic purchasers for $32 to $38 a ton. 

Notwithstanding this state of affairs, which Senator GAL
LINGER denounced as an outrage, nothing bas been done to 
remedy this evil, and every proposition to revise the tariff 
schE-dules which makes possible this outrage upon the American 
people is met by the " stand-patters " with the stereotyped 
declaration that there is neither necessity nor demand for re
vision, and tbe robbery proceeds unchecked and unabashed. 
Gentlemen can not protect themselves by the comforting as ur
ance that these facts are not e tablished. They are proven by 
the testimony of a cloud of disinterested witnesses, and are 
denied by no one except the " defendant." Any jury of honest 
men in any coui't on such endence would write n. verdict of 
"guilty" in two minutes. You say: "When the tariff needs 
revising its friends will do it." The time is approaching when 
it will be revi ed, not by the friends of the tariff, but . by the 
friends of the long-suffering American people. [Applause.] 

THE COST OF LABOR IN AMERICAN SHIPYABDS. 

I have already shown by a number of witnesses that the 
problem of higher labor in American than in foreign shipyards 
is more imaginary than real. The better opinion, as expressed 
by the men wbo have appeared before us, is that while the rate 
of wage is a little higher here the difference is largely over
come by greater efficiency. longer hours, and improved - imple-

ments. As long ago as 1896 Mr. John Roach, the great ship
builder, said: 

The labor question is misstated. We are prepared to meet that dif
ficulty and to ask no further leg-islation on the subject. 

Admitting for the sake of the argument that labor in Ameri~ 
can shipyards is higher than in foreign, and that it is not .vver
come by the greater efficiency of our mechanics and other amel
iorating causes, what shall Congress do about it? What au
thority ha1e we to tax all the people in order to enable ship
builders to pay higher wage to their employees? I do not 
believe it is right, nor do I believe it is nece sary. Tbe me
chanics say that the benefit to them in ship subsidies would be 
steady employment. Tbe shipbuilders say the good to them 
would be more work. Yet 1\fr. Cramp says be is employing 
6,000 men now and needs more, and that every man who wants 
to work has employment. The trouble is that all these people 
baye been demoralized by this ceaseless prating about subsi
dies. They want something for nothing, and they want the 
Governmerlt to give it to them. They have gone crazy on pro
tection. Every man who appeaTed before the committee to 
advocate this proposed legi lation made the keynote of bis song 
"Everything is protected but the shipbuilding and shipowning 
indush·ies; give it to us, too." If Congress would put a final 
quietus upon all this subsidy agitation, conditions would change. 
'!'ell the boilermakers who leave their shop~ to go out and 
clamor for more pay through Government help to go to work 
in some of the many fields of remunerative labor as millions of 
other toilers are doing. Tell the steel trusts to be satisfied 
with legitimate profits in their business instead of fattening 
upon robbery of both Government and people. Tell the ship
owners to plow the seas with their craft or quit grumbling and 
plow the face of a generous soil, as millions of others as good 
as they are have done all their lives. [Applause.] Tell the 
bipbuilders to start the wheels of their machinery and do like 

Cramp and others are doing-build all the ships they can, give 
employment to all the men they need, and quit depending on the 
Goyernment to help them. There is no estimating the stagna
tion that has resulted from this talk about Government aid. 

DIFFERENCE IN COST OF OPERATION. 

Practically driven from every other position, the advocates 
of this Government subsidy say that the cost of operation of 
ships under the American flag is so much greater than under 
foreign flags that our merchantmen are being driven from the 
bigb seas. It is h·ue that the officerS on American ships are 
paid somewhat higher wages than are paid on foreign ships, 
but the te fimony is oYerwbelming that the wages of seamen 
are not controlled by the flag the ship flies, but by the port from 
which it sails and the destination, and that ships of all nation
alities are governed by the same conditions. American ships 
are often manned by Chinamen and other cheap laborers just· 
as ships of other nations, and hired at same prices. The im
pression is sometimes made that American ships are required to 
carry American crews, but this is not h'Ue, except as to officers . . 
Practical and experienced seamen familiar with conditions on 
ships of all nationalities deny that wages are higher or food 
and accommodations better on American ship than on foreign. 
In the case of officers the wages on American ships are gen
erally absolute, whereas on foreign vessels the officers are fre
quently paid so much in stated wages and a percentage of 
profits on the voyage. So that, taking it all together, the differ
ence in the cost of operation does not amount to much after all. 

It is not seriously contended that the proposed legislation 
will benefit the American seamen. They are all opposed to it, 
and all their unions on the coasts and on the Great Lakes have 
joined in denouncing it. · In fact, as I will undertake to show 
later, it would work injustice and hardship to them and utterly: 
fail in its pretended purpose to furnish recruits for the Navy. 

It is shown by the testimony of :Mr. William Livingstone, 
president of the Lake Carriers' Association, that the cost of 
operation on the Lakes is 25 per cent higher than on American 
ships in the foreign trade. There they are building new and 
large ships all the time, their freight rates are . the lowest in 
the world, and yet they are prospering greatly. This is not 
merely because they are protected by the coastwise laws, for 
they are not only increasing the size of their fleets, but they 
are in sharp competition with trunk lines of railroads ·and 
Canadian shipping. The reason is to be found in the fact that, 
instead of hanging around the National Capitol begging for 
Government aid, they are building ships, navigating the waters, 
and attending to business. It must be borne in mind, too, that 
on account of the rigorous climate they are compelled to tie up . 
for three or four months in the year. They are self-respecting, 
self-reliant typical Americans. If a great emergency should 
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arise, from the crews of their vessels the Navy could be re
cruited with some of the best fighting men in the world, who 
would go upon the decks of our battle ships not as conscripts 
or part of the Naval Reserve, but because they are patriotic 
American citizens. [Applause.] 

WHO ARE ASKING FOR SUBSIDIES? 

If•you watch the committee rooms of the Senate and House 
when this sort of legislation is under consideration, you will 
find tllat its persistent advocates are lobbyists for the steel 
trust, the shipbuilders, and the shipowners. Like vultures, they 
scent the carrion from afar and come in flocks and gather in 
the hallways and perch in the empty chairs in the committee 
rooms until some of us have been constrained to breathe the 
silent prayer, "From these birds of prey, good Lord, deliver us." 
They tell us with great unction what blessings would be be
stowed upon the agricultural and laboring classes if they only 
had sense enough to consent to be taxed to pay annually mil
'ions of dollars, the product of their sweat and toil and priva
tion, to still further enrich a favored few. With "tears in their 
voices " and lugubrious faces they talk to us about the fabulous 
sums that we are paying to foreigners for carrying our com
Jllerce, and what a fearful plight we would be in if we should 
become involved in a war with some foreign power. They prate 
with patriotic fervor about our need of auxiliary cruisers 
and scout ships in time of war and want of men to man our 
battle ships. They shudder at the thought of the fearful waste 
of the products of our fields and factories should England and 
some other great European power go to war, because there 
would not be merchant vessels_ to carry our goods to foreign 
markets. They do not tell us of the millions of American capital 
invest ed now in foreign shipping because of our repressive 
tariffs and our antiquated navigation laws, all of which ships, 
in an emergency, could be readily transferred to American 
registry under the protection of the American Flag. 'I'hey 
don't tell us of the 75,000 hardy seamen engaged in our coast
wise trade and on the Great Lakes who could be depended upon 
to enter the Navy in case of a grave necessity. 

No seamen in either domestic or foreign trade favor this legis
lation, but, on the contra ry, have denounced it as an effort to 
entrap tbem into_ more degrading conditions than now confront 
them. They have repeatedly appealed to Congress to relieve 
them of some of the onerous burdens they are now bearing, and 
they resent with scorn any pretense that the pending subsidy 
l;>ill is in any sense helpl'ul to them. They say, "We have asked 
for bread and you have given us a stone; for fish and you give 
us a serpent." Mr. Andrew Furuseth, of San Franciso, an ex
ceedingly well-informed man, appeared before the committee 
as the accredited represent~tive of all the seamen of the United 
States on coasts and lake , and strongly urged their opposi
tion to the bill. Amongst otber things he said, " If you say 
you will pass the bill because the American seaman in the for
eign trade gets more pay, lives better, has a better forecastle, 
and the vessel is better manned, then we say that is riot the 
proper foundation on which to put it, because that is not true." 
Speaking of the effort in this bill to compel them to enlist as 
naval volunteers as one of the conditions upon which they may 
secure employment on a merchant vessel, Mr. Furuseth read the 
following as one of a series of resolutions adopted by the 
seamen's union : 

The bill provides that the shipowner must have a certain number of 
naval resel·ves to get the subsidy. This means that the seaman must be 
in the resen es in or<ler to get the employment. This is conscription 
pure and simple, and we protest against being selected for this while 
the men may, under ordinary conditions, choose whether they will 
ep.list or not until the nation needs all its men. It would compel us 

· to be in the military service from 21 to 47 or quit the sea. 
Under such conditions we would rather quit the sea, since it would 

be notice to us that we must, as seamen, give up any hope of improve
ment in our lives. "'e have asked for laws in accord with American 
ideas and we are getting more servitude and discriminations against us. 

This, you understand, is not the position or expression of Mr. 
Furuseth or any single individual, but is the solemn pronounce
ment of all the seamen in the United States. It is worse than 
nonsense to talk about enlisting a naval reserve under the pro
visions of this bill from a body of men who entertain this feel
ing in regard to it. It has been said that the American boy 
no longer wishes to go to sea. This is true, because he can 

Need there be any surprise that under these degrading condi
tions boys who have been brought up in .American homes and 
taught to revere the rights of man and to love -human liberty 
seek other employment rather than place the shackles upon 
their own limbs by adopting a seafa ring life? If to these 
repulsive conditions now existing there be added compulsory 
enlistment in the naval reserve as provided by this bill, where 
will you get your seamen in the over-sea h·ade? To my mind it 
is thus conclusively demonstrated that another one of the rea
sons assigned for the necessity for subsidy legislation is a 
hollow sham, - and would not result in adding anything to our 
naval strength. 

There i~ pending before the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries another bill introduced by me which meets the 
approval of the seamen and has for its object the improving 
of the . conditions on all our vessels, whethor engaged in the 
domestic or foreign trade. It is believed that if this bill were 
enacted into law it would not only add materially to the effi
ciency of the service in our merchant marine and the safety 
of life and property on the waters, but would also do much to 
encourage Americans to engage in this service by removing 
the repelling causes which now keep them out. This is to be 
accomplished without any subsidy and without any conscrip
tion by making the life more attractive and honorable. It will 
supply men trained and fitted for the naval service and leave 
it to their patriotism to man our war ships when needed. This 
is, at last, the only kind of men who can be relied upon to pre
serve the honor of our flag, whether upon land or sea. 

LABOR ORGANIZATIONS OPPOSED TO SUBSIDY. 

Mr. Samuel Gompers, president of the American Federation 
of Labor, representing 3,000,000 or more of workingmen in 
every sphere of productive activity, appeared before the com
mittee, by authority of this great organization, to protest against 
tbis kind of legislation. l\lr. Gompers said, amongst other things, 
" I am against the general proposition of subsidies, but that is not 
the only reason. I am against the proposition to make the oppor
tunity to earn a livelihood-to make it practically compulsory 
for a man to render himself a conscript in the naval service." 
He showed conclusively that the Federation of Labor had, in 
national convention, repeatedly declared against all subsidies, 
on both principle and policy. 

FARMERS OPPOSED TO SUBSIDIES. 

It would hardly appear necessary to argue that .the great 
agricultural classes, who produce the wealth of the country, 
supply the commerce, and pay the taxes which support the 
Government, are opposed to any policy which takes from the 
masses of the people millions of dollars by way of taxation to 
add to the profits in the business of a favored few; but in some 
quarters it has been persistently argued that the farmers will 
be greatly benefited by the proposed subsidy policy. The only 
organized bodies composed exclusively of farmers which I know 
anything of in this country are the Farmers' Alliance and the 
Patrons of Husbandry. There have been and may now be some 
variation in the names by which they are known in different 
localities, but they are essentially the same in principle every
where. There are other millions of farmers and fa rm laborers 
who belong to no organization, but are intelligent, patriotic 
American citizens. Not a word has come from any of these 
wealth producers in favor of subsidies. On the contrary, every 
expression from these organized bodies has been against the 
principle and the policy. As late as the Gth of April of this 
year the National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry ofticia lly 
memorialized the Committee on :Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
of the present House of Representatives against the passage of 
the pending bilJ. In commenting on the transparent effort to 
mislead and deceive the country by the use of the sugar-coated 
term " subvention," instead of the more universally obnoxious 
ones of " bounty " and " subsidy," they say: 

A subsidy by any other name smells as rank, and the National 
Grange protests against the use of public revenues for " subvention " 
to a few persons as against "bounties or subsidies" to the same class 
of citizens. 

find more profitable, congenial, and honorable employment in Further, they say in their memorial, which I read at this 
other vocations. It would seem harsh to say that the life of point because their position is so sh·ongly stated: 
a seaman is a dishonorable one, but it will be better understood The language of the bill is obscure, perhaps intentionally so, but it 
when it is remembered that he is in a class all to himself. He is clear that under It there would be taken during the next ten years, 
is pract ically the only American citizen who is subject to arrest from the money raised by taxing ~he people of the whole country, about 
as a criminal and imprisonment for violation of a civil con- $5~,0_00,000, w~ich would be ~wen to a small number of -persons . . . . . bmldmg or owmng steam or sallmg vessels. In return for this Immense 
tract. He IS the only Amencan c1t1zen who may be lawfully amount of money, what are the taxpayers of the country, and especially 
arrested for forfeiture in a foreign country of a contract with I the f~rmer.s, to receive? . . 
another American citizen and imprisoned and held for extra- It 1s claim~d that as the result~ this system of bounties th~ number ' . . . . of vessels built or owned by our citizens engaged in the foreign trade 
d1bon or returned to h1s master , the sh1powner. will be largely increased; that this will cause a reduction in fx·elght 
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rates, and that this saving in freight, Ln so far as it affects the 
exportation of farm products, would go largely to the American farmer. 
'.rhere is absolutely no proof of this contention, but on the contrat·y all 
·past experience has shown that it is the foreign purchaser who gets the 
benefit of lower freight rates. Lower ocean rates mean lower rates 
from Canada, the Argentine Republic, Russia, India, Australia, and 
other competln~ countries, and as it is the competition of the yroducts 
of those countnes that fixes prices in the foreign market a reduction in 
'freight charges would simply mean lower prices to the foreign consumer. 

In fact, it can be shown that the result of the subsidy policy would 
be to encourage foreign competition with our farm products in neutral 
markets. If the effect of this legislation would be, as its advocates 
claim, to increase the number of vessels owned by citizens of the United 
States engaged in the foreign trade, it is evident that sqch vessels 
would displace a certain number of foreign vessels which are now 
carrying our farm products to foreign ports. These displaced freight 
vessels would have to seek freight elsewhere, and their owners would 
naturally try to increase the export trade in farm products .of-competing 
nations by carrying such products as cheaply as possible. The r.esuk 
would be to stimulate competition with our surplus· farm products in 
the neutral markets in which they are now sold. It would,. seein that 
there is no good reason why the American farmer should tax himself in 
.order that foreigners can buy our farm products at a lower price. 

When challenged to show how the " subvention" scheme will benefit 
the farmers, its advocates .fall back on vague generalities as to trade 
following the flag, and the increase Ln exports which they claim would 
result from having our goods shipped in vessels owned by our own 
citizens. But they have never been able to how that foreigners would 
buy mo1·e of our goods merely because they were shipped on American 
.vessels instead of foreign vessels. Foreigners are very much like 
Americans in one respect, they want to buy things as cheap as possible, 
and they will buy American goods when they are as good and as cheap 
as those of other countries. If our goods can be sold cheap enough, 
the foreigner wlll buy them. If our products can not compete in price 
in neutral markets with those of other countries, we can not expect 
the foreigner to be so foolish as to pay more for the goods he wants 
just because they may be sent to him on an American-owned vessel. 
'.rhe subsidy abvocates complain that the foreign vessel carries freight 
so cheaply that American ships can not compete. This means that 
American producers get their goods carried to other countries on 
foreign vessels cheaper than they can be carried on American vessels, 
ana there is no ground for believing that the foreign buyer will tak~ 
any more of our goods shipped on an American vessel than on a 
foreign ship. 

It is urged by the subsidy hunters that the cost of building vessels 
In this country is so much greater than in foreign countries that a 
Government bounty is necessary in order to equalize conditions. As a 
matter of fact the chief item of additional co t of American vessels is 
the high price of the steel plates, frame , bolts, etc., that enter into 
the construction of a vessel. It is notorious that the United States 
Steel Company sells steel plates, etc., to foreign shipbuilders at prices 
far below those charged American shipbuilders, thus directly aiding 
to encourage foreign competition and discourage shipbuilding . Ln this 
country. If the believers in bounties will aid in getting legislation 
under· whtch the steel trust will have to ;;ell its products in the United 
States as cheaply as 'it does in foreign countries, our shipbuilders will 
soon be able to compete successfully with their foreign rivals. 

THE PRESS AGAINST IT. 

The Democratic newspapers are practicalJy a unit in their 
opposition to this bill. This is true also of many of the Repub
lican and independent papers. I will take the time of the House 
to read only some short extracts from two of the latter class. 
The Washington Post is recognized as one of the ablest of •an 
the great independent papers in the country, and in recent is
sues tt bas contained the following editorials upon this subject: 
. Our manufacturers compete Ln neutral markets throughout the world 
for trade in locomotives, steel rails, sewing machines, farm machinery, 
and scores of other products of skilled labor. Higher wages are paid 
in Pittsburg than in any other . town on earth, and yet, daily and 
hourly, Pittsburg sends abroad cargo after cargo of manufactured prod
ucts, 'and successfully competes with all the paupers in the world. 
And If we do not do the like in ship making it is because we will not, 
and not because we can not. To believe otherwise may not be exactly 
unpatriotic, but it is un-American. 

Our shipmasters have the absolute monopoly of about the finest 
market for ships in the world-the coastwise trade. No foreign ship 
can engage in U, and, besides, no foreign-built ship can be sailed under 
the American flag in the foreign trade without an act of Congress au
thorizing it. With all that protection, or, rather, prohibition, it is in 
the nature of the scandalous if our ship makers are unable to compete 
with Belfast and Glasgow. 

Again the Post says : 
CONFLICTING CONGRESSIONAL u HEAB:r.l'GS.'~ 

Before the House Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
was fairly throu?.h with the "hearings" on the ship subsidy, it pro
ceeded to allow ' hearings ·• in vindication of the steel trust. In 'the 
hearings granted to the shipmasters it was deposed and reiterated that 
the steel trust sold material for building ships to foreignet·s for con
siderably less than the same was sold to Americans. That fact was 
emphasized in the testimony of numerous witnesses, and it is one of 
the " conclusive arguments" with which Congress is deluged. 

But those "arguments" are for subsidy only. The steel trust was 
much concerned, for it is manifest that the .American people will put 
the enemies of protection to reforming the tariff if its office be for the 
benefit of foreigners, affording them lower prices for American goods 
than is exacted of the American customer ; and so the steel trust came 
to town and demanded a " hearing." 

As we have before remarked, you can establish whatever you please 
by a " -hearing" before a committee of either House of Congress. Thus 
It had just been " established " that the steel trust so oppressed the 
shipbuilders that the latter could no longer do business unless the 
farmers hired them, by means of a subsidy, to continue in business. 
Of course that would have a tendency to make the steel trust un-
fr~~~~d ~I~~l.Coi'J~~~: ~~glthe~~ig;;~uaded to " revise " the tarilf on 

One of the bead men of the steel ·trust, a Mr. Gary, appeared before 
the committee and said it was all a mistake, that there was no con
~iderable difference fn the domestic prices of steel products and the 

export prices. That was news· to the committee, and it is news to the 
country. If it be true, there has been some tall lying done in this 
vicinity in the past half a dozen years. 

The same paper says further: 
The scheme to billet our shipyards on the United States Treasurv 

and make them mendicants supported by public charity will hardly 
succeed this session. The bill has passed the Senate, but " subsidy " is 
an ugly word in the House, and it was not made much prettier by its 
understudy, "subvention." One who represents the tillers of the soil 
of the great Mississippi Valley will hesitate long before he imposes on 
the Treasury the duty of making good the losses of a self-confessed 
unprofitable business. 

The excuses for this subsidy are: We can not make a ship as cheaply 
as foreigners, and if we· could build it as cheaply, we can not oper.ate 
it as cheaply. If that be so-and we do not believe it-it is best for 
the foreigner to build and operate the ship. We can make a sewing 
machine, a thrashing machine, a reaper, a mower, a railroad locomotive, 
steel ralls, and a thousand other things cheaper than the foreigner can 
make them, and if we do not make a ship as cheaply it is because we 
will not, and not because we can not. Forty years ago our people 
thought it impossible to build a railroad across the continent without 
a subsidy. That notion cost the Government hundreds of mllions. 
And yet James J. Hill built a Pacific railroad without a dollar of sub
sidy, a~d it is to-day the best one of the lot. 

The New York Press, one of the great Republican dailies, 
which, though a staunch protectionist, is bold in denouncing 
many of the abuses which have grown up under a protective 
policy, has this to say of the pending bill: 

THE SENATE SHIPPING PIRACY. 

The ship-subsidy bill passed by the Senate ought not to receive even 
the courtesy of debate in the House. Divested of its sham virtues of 
naval reserves and fixed percentages of American seamen in the service, 
it is nothing but naked piracy a.gainst the United States Treasury to 
turn money into the hands of iildividuals already holding investments 
in shipping, but not satisfied with their financial returns. 

The Senate piracy is not a bill to restore, enlarge, and maintain a 
flourishing shipping; it is a bill to fatten those already in the business, 
without creating a new merchant marine. 

The people 'of this country do want a merchant navy. They realize 
that it must be built. They would favor any plan which embraced the 
creation of more shipping. From the Senate they would get nothing of 
the sort. They would, for the most part, only pay money into the 
hands of those owning existing shippin~. This Senate scheme is not 
one to restore the merchant marine ; it Is one to enrich a few individ
uals, with absolutely no benefits following to the nation. 

'!'here is one way to assure enormous merchant fleets plying across 
the seas as successful and complete as the fleets on the Lakes and in the 
coastwise trade. '.rbere is no coastwise shipping anywhere else in the 
world to compare with ours. No subsidies have been called for by it. 
There is no whine for subventions; no lobbying for mail contracts. 
The powerful industry has grown and continues to grow, because it 
exists under a policy which provides business for it. 

If there were a policy that provided business for transoceanic ships 
as for the coastwise vessels, capital would build and operate shipping 
for the ocean as for the Lakes and the coastwise traffic, and it would 
never ask nor want for subsidies; and the fleets, springing into being, 
would make money-they would flourish and increase. The American 
bottoms would regain the supremacy which they held on the oceans 
for half a century when the shipping policy of the nation provided 
business for American ships. 

If the House is to make an effort to restore American shipping, and 
to provide that it shall be maintained as a self-supporting institution, 
lt will waste no time on the Senate measure. It will insist on some
thing that will provide business for American bottoms: A tonnage tax 
discriminating against foreign vessels engaged in the traffic with this 
country will do this; a discriminating tariff duty in favor of the vessel 
which sails into our ports under the Stars and Stripes will do it. Sub
sidy without business never wlll. 

It will be observed that the Press advocates the old policy 
of discriminating duties and tonnage taxes under which, in 
our early history, we built up a magnificent merchant marine, 
and which was suggested by the report of the Democratic 
minority of the Merchant Marine Comrnision of 1904. 

ENORMOUS COST. 

What would be the cost of this · scheme? The subsidy bill 
which passed the Senate in the Fifty-sixth Congress involved 
an annual expenditure from the public Treasury of $10,000,000 
or $12,000,000. The friends of the pending bill claim that 
under this it would be very much less. Upon its face this is 
apparently true, but if, as its advocates claim, it should result 
il1 largely and rapidly increasing our tonnage there would 
necessarily be 'a heavy increase in the cost to the Government 
after the first year of its operation. What would be the ulti
mate cost if the policy once adopted should be adhered to no 
man can estimate. Some of the friends of the bill profess to 
believe that at the end of about ten years the shipping in
dustry "will be on its feet," and it will be no longer necessary 
to continue the subsidies. I will · not charge these men with a 
w~llful design to mislead the Congress of the United States 
and the American people, but I will say that if they are 
sincere in the expression of this opinion their judgment is 
worth so little that we can not afford to accept them as safe 
counselors on so momentous a question. Common sense ought 
to teach us that this is not true even though there were no 
object lessons to guide us. The fate of the Collins Line in the 
fifties has been and will be repeated every , time under similar 
conditions. This line of the finest ships then afloat for a num
ber of years received a subsidy of $850,000 a year, but when the 
bouncy was withdrawn the line "went to pieces." Other in-
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stances of a similar kind might be enumerated. These ex
amples were doubtless in the mind of l\Ir. CANNON, now the 
honored Speaker of tbis House, when in a speech in the 
Forty-fifth Congress in opposition to a mail subsidy to a 
steamship line to run to Brazil he said: " When the subsidy 
ceases the steamship line wil cease to be operated." 

l\lr. Loud, formerly a distinguished Republican .1\Iember of 
this House from California, noted alike for his courage and his 
candor, said to the committee a few days ago, in effect, that if 
the policy should be inaugurated it would have to be per
petual, and that if other countries retaliated by increasing sub
sidies to their vessels, we must keep pace with them by a cor
responding increase to ours or else "go out of business." This 
is the prevailing opinion of the most intelligent and thoughtful 
men who testified before the Merchant l\Iarine Commission 
and before tlJe committee of this House during the month of 
April last. The only surprise to me is that anyone should 
doubt the correctness of it. Now, shall we engage in a sub
sidy war with the world? It has been truthfully sa~d that 
our principal competitors in ocean freight carrying are England, 
Germany, and Norway, none of which counh·ies subsidize their 
cargo vessels. If we inaugurate a system of subsidies to our 
freight carriers, both steam and sail, as is provided in this 
bill, certainly England and Germany, - the two richest and 
most powerful of all Old World countries, will do the same 
thing. Then a "merry dance they would lead us," with the 
"innocent bystander," the OPl)resed American taxpayer, to 
" pay the fiddler." A few other .countries, notably France, pay 
subsidies to cargo yessels. The French system is so ridicu
lous thflt it is falling to pieces of its own weight. For seyerul 
years t bey have been operating under a mileage bounty, by 
which their ships might sail all around the world and earn a 
tounty 'Yitbout carrying a pound of freight. For this reason 
they low·cred freight rates by underbidding so enormously that 
no other ships would compete with them. This was particu
larly true on the Pacific coast, where most of their bnsiness 
was done. Mr. Sewall, a large shipbuilder and shipoymer of 
Bath, l\Ie., said a few days ago that for a number of years 
his fleet was engaged profitably in carrying freight from New 
York to San Francisco and from San Francisco to Europe and 
competed successfuly with. ships of all other nationalities 
until these French 5ubsidized tramp steamers entered the 
trade and. so r educed freigllt charges that no other ships could 
remain in the business. English vessels suffered just as be did. 
He says that be could reenter that trade now but for these 
cheap French ships. 

When the Merchant Marine Commission was on the Pacific 
coast we were told that these subsiilized French ships bad so 
abused the law under which they were operating that millions 
of dollars of subsidies already earned were then unpaid, and 
it was predicted that the French Government would be com
pelled to change its policy. It appears that this prediction has 
been verified to some extent already, and that the French Par
liament, <luring the month of April of this year, has practically 
repealed the old law and has substituted a very complicated 
system of daily tonnage bounties on all ships of 100 tons and 
upward upon proof that they have carried freight of a certain 
percentage of their gross registered tonnage, and that the freight 
bas been carried on at least a given percentage of the mileage 
traveled. So that the old practice of sailing in ballast and 
drawing subsidies will be measurably abolished, and the cut
throat ystem under which they have been operating will be 
hedged about with greater difficulties, which will inure to the 
benefit of ships of other nations. 
~otwithstanding bounties upon construction and e:x:tr!lvagant 

subsidies on operation by the French Government, the increase 
in tonnage has been very unsatisfactory. In a period of thir
teen years, from 1800 to 1903, the total increase -Qf French ton
nage of eYery class and character was about 400,000 tons-an 
average of about 30,000 tons a year. During that time the 
Government was paying nearly $9,000,000 a year subsidies on 
construction, navigation, and mail service. So that every ton 
of shipping added during that period cost the Government 
$300. Nearly half of that _increase in tonnage was in sail 
vessels, and many of them wooden. According to Mr. Sewall, 
an experienced builder of sailing vessels, the cost of building 
such in his yards in Bath, Me., is about $50 a ton, including 
everything. This would show a net cost to the Government of 
$250 a ton a year for the operation of a vessel that cost the 
owner only $50 a ton to construct-certainly a most foolishly 
e:x:pensiye way in which to build u;> a merchant marine. Yet 
subsidy ~ra bbers refer us to the example of France in aiding 
the shipping industry. 

It must be borne in mind, too, that not all of this increased 

tonnage was the product of French shipyards, because the law 
provided tb~t foreign-built vessels might be admitted to domes
tic register and be allowed to participate in Government sub-
sidies when owned by French citizens or corporations. · 

During the same period of thirteen years, from 1800 to 1903, 
there were added to the American merchant marine a total of 
1,~62,848 tons, without any Government aid except to a few 
vessels for carrying ocean mails. During the last balf of the 
month of 1\:!arch of this year more than 34,000 tons were added 
to our tonnage, as s~own by consular reports, and of this there 
were five steamers, averaging more than 6,000 tons each. At 
this rate we are increasing our tonnage immensely every year. 
We are persiste~tly told that our merchant marine is decaying, 
~nd yet the Commissioner of Navigation in his last i·eport 
shows tbat · since 1881, when our tonnage was lower thiln it bas 
been in more . than fifty years, there has been a steady increase, 
and that during the year ·ended June 30, 1905, 165,000 were 
added to our total tonnage, bringing it up to about 6,500,000 
tons, a million higher than it was in 1860 and 2,500,000 higher 
than in 1881. This leaves out of consideration about 200,000 
tons owned outright by American citizens, besides more than 
1,000,000 tons owned largely by American citizens and all under 
foreign flags. Next to Great Britain we have the largest mer
chant marine in the world, including American-owned vessels 
under foreign fbgs. We may never equal the British Empire, 
nor is it necesaary that we should. Engl:ind is essentially a 
maritime nation. We are not. Our wealth is in our fields, 
our forests, our. mines, and our factories, which furnish the 
most profitable investment for our energies and our capital, 
and we can riot be expected to desert these for the le.;s profit
able and more hazardous business of "going down to the sea in 
sllips." 

·while it is true that the tonnage under the American :flag in 
the foreign trade is only about 950,000, it is not true that it has 
been decreasing during the last ten years, but it is now larger 
tllan it bas been since 1890. About that tjme began the subsidy 
agitation, and in 1808, under the depressing infiuene:e of de
mand for Government aid, it fell to 72G,OOO tons, the lowest 
point it bas ever reached since 1839. Our tonage in the for
eign trade increased more than 50,000 tons last year, and at 
the same rate of increase we should have now at least 1,000,000 
tons. • 

THREAT THAT SHIPS WILL BE SOLD TO FOREIG~ERS. 

Not satisfied with begging for subsidies, we are told that un
less the Government opens its vaults to the shipowners they 
will sell their vessels to men or corporations who will put them 
under a foreign flag. Neither the American people nor their 
representatives in Congress will be gravely disturbed by these 
threats. No matter under what flag they are operated, they 
will still carry our exports and imports, and the American peo
ple will not be the losers. We have the money with which to 
pay the freights, and it is all nonsense to say our products can 
not be transported to the markets unless we have ships of our 
own to carry them. Our fields and factories, more than those of 
any other country, feed and clothe the world, and if we can not 
send our products abroad the millions who need them will send 
after them. 

NOT HOSTILE TO SHIPPI~G INTERESTS. 

The advocates of subsidies try to make it appear that we who 
oppose such legislation are unpatriotic and are eRemies of the 
American merchant marine. Neither is true. If a des ire to pro
tect the great masses of the people from legalized robbery for the 
benefit of a favored few be unpah·iotic, then we plead guilty, 
and without any shame. [Applause.] We do not impugn the 
motives of other Members of Congress who disagree with us on 
this question, but leave them to answer their own con ciences 
and the judgment of their own constituents. We accept for our
selves the same tests, and are ready to abide the decision. Not 
one of us would not be glad to see our merchant vessels, und.er 
the American :flag, plowing the waters of every sea ; but <lesira
bl~ as this result may be, we are not willing, for its accom
pli'!.bment, to violate every principle of sound economy and 
sacrifice upon the altar of private greed the paramount interest 
of the millions of Americans who by their sweat and toil sup
port the Government in times of peace and ever stand ready, in 
the emergency of war, to defend with their lives, on field or 
flood, the flag of their country. [Great applause.] 

Mr. RHINOCK. Mr. Chairman, on February 22, 190G, it was 
my pleasure to introduce in the House of Representatives a bill 
(H. R. 15438) which had for its title the following words : "A 
bill to declare certain persons, firms, associations, and corpora
tions to he common carriers and subject them to tbe provisions 
of the interstate-commerce act." 
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The bill was a short one and was couched in the following 

language: 
Be a enacted, etc., That all persons, firms, associations, and cor

porations operating any pipe line or lines for the transportation or con
veyance or oils or other liquids from one place in any Territory of the 
United States to any other place in the same Territory are hereby de
clared to be common carriers and shall be subject to the provisions ot 
an act entitled "An act to regulate commerce," approved February 4, 
1887, and all acts amendatory thereof in so far as same can be applied. 
· SEc. 2. That all persons, firms, associations, and ·corporations operat-

ing any pipe line or lines :Cor the transportation or conveyance of oil 
or other liquids !rom one State or Territory or the District o:C Columbia 
into any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia are 
hereby declared to be common carrlet·s engaged in hiterstate · com
merce and shall be subject to the provisions of an act entitled "An 
act to regulate commerce," approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
amendatory thereof in so far as same can be applied. _ , 

In the earlier days of this session of Congress . this body 
took up what is popularly called the "rate bill '!___:_H. ,U1 . 129~7:
"-a bill to amend an act entitled 'An act to regulate cpmmerce,' 
approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, 
and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion," and by an almost unanimous vote passed it. 

.This bill went to the Senate of the United ·states, where it 
has been debated, amended, passed, and sent back for our 
consideration. One of the amendments favorably considered 
by tile Senate is known as the "Lodge amendment," being pro
posed by Sen~tor LoDGE, of Massachusetts, and accomplished in 
part tile object of my bill. The Lodge amendment as finally 
Qlodified by the Senate was in the following language: 

Any corporation or any person or persons engaged in the trans
portation cf oil or other commodity, except water and except natural 
o.r artificial gas, by means of pipe lines or partly by pipe lines and 
partly by railroad or . partly by pipe lines and partly by water, ·who 
shall oo considered and held to be common carriers within the meaning 
and purpose of this act. 

This amendment of Senator LODGE was introduced by him on 
April 16, and was adopted by the Senate in Committee of the 
Whole on May 4, 1906. 

It will thus be seen that the bill I introduced in February 
last is, in general terms, almost the same as the Lodge amend
ment adopted by the Senate of the United States. 

The bill introduced by myself was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and will never be re
ported if the railroad rate bill with the Lodge amendment as 
passed by the Senate shall be accepted by the House. 

The acceptance of the rate bill as amended will make the 
passage of a separate bill . entirely unnecessary, and I now ad
dress the House as not only in favor of the railr·oad rate bill 
as we passed it some time ago, but more decidedly favoring it 
since the Senate has improved it, a~ I think, by incorporating 
ttie amendni.ent relative to pipe lines for oil as an amendment 
to the original bill. · 

I have no desire to detract one iota of credit from Senator 
LoDGE nor to assume too much credit to myself for the introduc
tion of the bill. 
· Mr. SULZER. I under5tand that provision has been stricken 
out of the rate bill. 

Mr. RHINOCK. No ; it has not. 
Mr. J A.MES. My colleague is correct. The provision upon 

which the gentleman from Kentucky is addressing the House 
has not been stricken out by the conferees. That provision re
mains in. The only language which has been stricken out, 
which the gentleman from New York undoubtedly has in mind, 
is a proposition relative to a common carrier not carrying its 
own products. A majority of the conferees agreed to strike 
out " common carrier " and insert in lieu thereof the word 
railroad," so as to make this provision not apply to oil com
panies, but the Senate refused to accept this report of the con
ferees, and I sincerely trust that it will not accept it, and that 
oil companies will be denied the right to be in the transporta
tion business and at the same time in the monopolization of 
vil or oth~r products. 

Mr. SULZER. I am in favor of the gentleman's bill. 
· :Mr. RHINOCK. I thank the gentleman from New York, 
·and I am heartily in accord with the statement made by Mr. 
JAMES. 

As bas been well said upon another occasion, " There is glory 
enought for all," [applause] and the privilege of voting for 
the provisions of the Lodge amendment will be glory enough for 
me. I want pipe lines to be common carriers under the law, 
and whether that end shall be reached under the separate bill 
introduced by me last February or by the adoption of the 
IJodge amendment to the Senate bill is immaterial. 

Conformably to this idea, when I heard that Senator LoDGE 
had announced his intention of introducing a pipe-line amend
ment I addressed him a letter of approval and transmitted to 
him for his use a number of letters from oil companies and 
manufacturers. The Senator responded, thanking me for the 

assistance rendered and hoping that the pipe-line agitation 
might result in an appropriate law. I am decidedly. in favor of 
this pipe-line legislation, as are the vast majority of the people 
of my State and of tile country. [Applause.] 

It has been suggested that pipe lines for oil are private lines, 
private property, and that this legislation will affect them in
juriously. If they are private lines, this bill will not affect 
them at all. No bill that we could pass would legally affect a 
strictly private line. 'l'he contention is, however, that all of 
the pipe lines now doing business throughout the country are 
public and not mere private lines. It is true that they _ claim 
that they only transport their own oil-that they carry only their 
own goods. 

But this claim comes too late. They have already proclaimed 
themselve·s as common carriers by exercising the rights of emi
nent domain and can not now claim the immunity of a private 
line. These lines run not upon the property of the men who own 
them, but run from farm to farm, from county to county, and 
from State to State. 

No objection of private landholders has been sufficient to 
keep them from laying their lines. When objections were made 
the companies proceeded to condemn Under the law of eminent 
domain. They took private property for the only use they 
could lawfully take it, viz, a public use, and they can not riow 
claim that their lines are merely private property. 

Nor is this all. The mere fact that pipe-line companies do 
not do a general business for the public is not sufficient to keep 
them from the regulative operations of the Interstate Com
merce Commission. 

The highest court of the land, the Supreme Court of the 
United States, has passed upon this question in a case that 
came up from Minnesota. In 1893 Minnesota passed. a law pro
viding that all warehouses and elevators for storing and han
dling grain along the route of any railroad should be subject 
to the control and jurisdiction of the Minnesota railroad and 
warehouse commission. 

There was an elevator company in Lanesboro, a small town 
in the southern part of the State, that claimed exemption from 
the operation of this law on the ground that they were' simply 
buying grain for their own use and for their own business. 
Tiley averred that they were not doing a general public ele
vator business for hire, but that they . bought their grain from 
the farmers, shipped it as their goods to their own consignees, 
and that they were merely carrying on a private business and 
were not subject to public control. The Supreme Court of the 
United States held that they were doing a public business, and 
that they were amenable to the regulations of the Minnesota 
railroad and warehouse commission. 

The Supreme Court laid down this principle for guidance. 
It held that this Lanesboro elevator company was .occupying 
the position of a public market place, buying grain from every 
farmer who came there, grading it and weighing it on their 
own scales, and that these acts were those of a public business, 
and that the public had a right to control it. 

So it is with the pipe lines. The Standard Oil Company, 
owning 90 per cent of all the pipe lines of the country, bas a 
large pipe line running through the country, which is fed all 
along its length by a host of feeders. Private parties build 
pipe lines to the trunk line to run the oil from their own wells, 
which are connected with the pipe lines of the Standard Oil 
Company, which buys the oil from these smaller dealers. The 
different parties who have these feeding lines from their wells 
ship their oil to the trunk line, and stand in the same relation 
to the public that the elevator company does 'in Minnesota. 
The United States has as much right to control these inter
state pipe lines as the State of Minnesota has to control the 
private elevator companies. 

The Standard Oil Company needs this regulation most. It 
purchases the oil from the independent shipping oil owners 
who have built the feeding lines to the great trunk line of tile 
Standard Oil Company. It purchases their oil and refuses to 
pipe it beyond the point of intersection for the oil owners to a 
possibly better market beyond. It monopolizes the trunk-lin(;) 
carriage, and is subject to control on the ground that it buys 
oil from the owners, measuring and grading it in their own way, 
and therefore occupies the position of a public market subject 
to public control. 

The pipe lines ought to be brought under the control of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. Its enormous traffic-tile 
largest in the world-makes it peculiarly appropriate that it 
should be brought under this control. It has the right of emi
nent domain and exercises it; it occupies the place of a public 
market; it has been declared a common carrier . by the legis
latures of several States; and the company itself, through one 
of its counsel, has admitted that it is a common carrier in all 
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the territory of the United States east of the Mississippi River; 
it deals in an article most essential to public use, and by all 
means it should be regulated and controlled. 

The independent refineries of the country try to obtain oil 
from their own wells, and .are sometimes favored by the Stand
ard Oil Company with caniage and at other times refused. In 
the plain language of the business world, they have the oil busi
ness by the throat. When they want to be common carriers, 
they are all grace and compliments; when they do not want to 
be, they are all vinegar and negation. If they are common 
carriers in a _part of the country, on their own motion, let them 
be made common carriers in every part of the country by opera
tion of law. If there is nothing wrong, the law will not hurt 
them. If everything is as correct as they say it is, ~d if they 
are really the public benefactors they claim to be, the regula
tion will do them no harm. If, on the contrary, there is some
thing wrong-and the clamor of the people would seem to 
indicate this-then it is- high time that the wrong should be 
corrected by the operation of law: And believing that a wrong 
exists, I shall vote for this bill, with the pipe-line amendment. 

And I am opposed to any change in the verbiage of the bill 
which shall attempt to except such pipe lines from the operation 
of the I a w as do not " transport for hire " or " transport for the 
public." While the Standard Oil Company does the greatest 
business, it is not therefore necessary for us to legislate against 
them alone. The law must be general, and all pipe lines must 
be b·eated alike. Such as exercise the right of eminent domain 
or such as have the place of a public market must ooregulated 
and controlled impartially. All others are beyond our control, 
as they should be. 

The transportation of oil throughout the world is an imrne~se 
problelp- The world's production of petroleum in 1899, accord
ing to the report of the United States Geological Survey, ~p
proximated 5,000,000,000 gallons, or 100,000,000 barrels, of which 
the United States produced 2,500,000,000 gallons, or about 50,-
000,000 barrels. The quantity exported was about 1,200,000,000 
gallons in 1905 and brought into the country a value of about 
$80,000,000, and the export quantity is very little_ compared with 
the quantity consumed at home. From the Mmeral Industry 
it appears that the production of crude petroleum in the United 
States for 1905 was 117,063,000 barrels of 42 gallons each, or 
about 4,916,000,000 gallons, an amount approximately eq~a~ to 
the world's production in 1899. The figures from the Statistical 
Abstract of the United States are about the same. These figures 
show the tremendous value of tb~ business, and explain many 
other remarkable truths. 

Oil has ruade one man the richest man of the world. In 
Munsey's Scrap Book for June of · this year is a -list of the 
world's richest hundred men. At the head of the list stands the 
name John D. Rockefeller, with a wealth of $600,000,000, and 
the information that this money was · made in oil. The tenth 
and eleventh ones on the list are William Rockefeller and H. H. 
Rogers, each with a wealth, u:.n.de in oil, of $100,000,000. Henry 
M. Flagler stands twenty-fourth, ·with an oil wealth of $60,000,-
000. John D. Archbold and Oliver Payne come in for $50,000,000 
each. The richest oil man of Russia-itself a great oil-pro
ducing country and almost equal to the United States-is M. 
Nobel, with a wealth of $25,0QO,OOO. [.Applause.] 

Six men of the United States have a combined wealth, made 
in oil, of $960,000,000, and these six men own just one-seventh 
of all the wealth owned by the 100 richest men in the world. 
These figures are amazingly large and illustrate the ease with 
which the master minds of the oil industry become multimil
lionaires when placed in positions where their monopolistic 
power may be exercised without control. 

The history of Standard Oil is a record of uncontrolled rapac
ity, and the wealth it has drawn to itself is out of all propor
tion to the service rendered. Besides these great captains of 
the oil industry, there are hundreds of smaller men whose re
corded wealth reaches the million mark. The interstate com
merce necessitated by this industry is immense, and up to this 
good hour the pipe-line commerce, the greatest part of the 
trade, bas been absolutely without Congressional and almost 
without State control. 

To pipe the oil of the United States requires twenty-eight 
great pipe lines, nearly all of which are trunk lines. Besides 
these, there are fourteen local or feeding lines. Twelve of the 
twenty-eight great lines are in a single system and acknowledge 
a single control. These twelve lines cover a territory from 
Oklahoma to the Atlantic and from Tennessee to the Lakes. 

Five other great lines form another monopoly, covering West 
Virginia, Ohio, · and Pennsylvania. Of the twenty-eight great 
lines, at least nine cross State lines and will be subject to this 
law. 

Twenty-one States have in one form or another attempted to 

regulate pipe lines. The right of eminent domain bas been 
granted them in my own State-Kentucky-and in California, 
Colorado, Indiana, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania Texas West 
Virginia, and Wyoming. ' ' 

In New York and Ohio they are made common carriers by 
law, and in Pennsylvania by the decision of the courts. 

It is very doubtful, however, whether the legislation of these 
States is effective. From a letter written to me by the presi
dent of the Lake Carriers' Oil Company on March 5 of this 
year it appears that the law is not effective in Pennsylvania. 
His whole letter is so interesting that I reproduce it entire: 

Hon. Jos. L. R~OCK, 
CLEVELAND, OHIO, March 5, 1906. 

How;e of Representatives, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR Srn: We are i~ receipt of yours .of the ·1st ~stant, with copy 

~r~fe~. bill, drafted w1th ~ view to mak;ng all the p1pe lines common 

. In reply, we beg to say that such a bill, lf effective, would have our 
hearty ~dor~ement. Our understanding of the matter is, however, 
that a p1pe line may be declared a common carrier and yet refuse to 
give any practical relief where such may be considered by the pipe
line owners undesirable from their standpoint. I refer to the pipe 
lines in the ~tate of Pennsylvania. Wbile they, as I understand it, are 
common earners by law, yet the a:ct does not compel the pipe lines to 
deliver generally. In other words, it is held by the pipe-line people 
that they are compelled by law to deliver only at their nearest station 
where the crude oil originates, and I know of instances where they have 
flatly refused to deliver otherwise. 

I would like to hear, therefore, from you direct, if yon will, as to 
what is being introduced into your biB, if anything, to provide ag-ainst 
this abuse of power of the pipe-line people. Belng assured on this 
point, we shall most willingly render any assistance possible in influenc
ing the passage of your bill in the manner you suggest. 

Very truly, yours, 
LOFTUS CUDDY, Pre8"ident. 

The passage of this bill will make the·interstate transporta
tion of. oil through pipes effective, and will meet the objections 
to the operation of State law so clearly outlined by the preced
ing letter. 

Of the pipe lines doing an interstate business, the Standard 
Oil Company controls 90 per cent of the business and the Pure 
Oil Company controls the remainder. The United States .Pipe 
Line Company claims to be the pioneer in the pipe-line business, 
and controls lines extending from Oil City to the Atlantic sea
board and also into West Virginia. In the testimony of Louis 
Emery, a member of this company, before Mes rs. Clements and 
Prouty. of the Inter8tate Commerce Commi~~ion. at Cleveland, 
Ohio, on 1\Iay 24 of this year, as reported by the Washington 
Post, he referred to the Standard Oil Company as the " devil
fish that never invented anything, but absorbs the best of other 
men." 

The necessity for national legislation is made clear by the 
following extract from 1\!r. Emery's testimony. He said: 

We are to-day the only independent competitor of the Standard 011 
Company to the seaboard, and that is the only way we can transport 
our oil, for the railroads are controlled completely by the Standard. 
We have been bounded to death by the Standard. They · even tried to 
buy up our $1,000,000 issue of stock, and we were compelled to put 
our stock in trust, so that it would not- be possible to sell out to this 
devilfish except by the unanimous consent of all of us. 

Mr. Emery was in favor of the bill introduced by me, as will 
appear from the following extract from a letter to me of date 
March 16. He said: 

EMERY MA.NUFACT"GRING COMPANY, 
Bradford, Pa., Mat·ch 16, 1906. 

Hon. J. L. RHINOCK, 
House of Representatives, Was1_1.ington, D. 0. 

DEAR Srn: We are in receipt of your letter inclosing House bill 
15438, in which you declare all pipe lines to be common carriers. 
We are quite largely interested in the transportation of oil !Jy pipe 
line, and it was through the effort of our people that the fit·st pipe
line bill in Pennsylvania was passed after a sixteen-year trial. Our 
Mr. Emery has always been in favor of any person or corporation hav
ing the right of eminent domain being declared common carriers. 
whether it be of oil . or any other product. 

We are in perfect harmony with the President of the United States, 
and will endeavor to give him every aid possible; and we wiil give 
you our untiring support in your effort to make the pipe-line compa
nies of the country common carriers. 

With best wishes, I remain, yours, truly, 
Lours EMERY. Jr. 

But is the Standard Oil Company really buying its oil so 
as to raise the question of private ownership in pipe lines? We 
think not. They do not own the oil wells, and hold themselves 
ouf as oil buyers; but when they buy they do not name a 
" spot " price and take the oil. They name a " terminal " price, 
buy the oil on the spot, but deduct transportation charges from 
the point of intersection to the terminal points. The copies of 
certificates and receipts presented by Senator LoDGE in open 
Senate on May 4 clearly establish this point. 

They were then not transporting their own oil. They were 
mere carriers of other people's oil at a given rate, the oil be
coming theirs at the terminal point. 

Well owners have: no option. They must pay the transporta
tion charges · of the pipe lines or hold their oil. Every ·small 
well owner throughout the country is completely at the mercy 
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of the pipe lines. It is a cutthroat business of the worst kind. 
In fact, all well owners, small and great, are at their mercy, as 
the following letter from the Columbia Oil Company of New 
York, to Senator LoDGE, and printed in the RECORD on page 6499, 
clearly shows : 

COLUJIIBIA OIL COMPANY OF NEW YORK, 
· New York, March £9, 1906. 

Senator LODGE, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR SIR: I noticed by the papers that you have proposed an amend

ment to the railroad rate bill making pipe lines common carriers. Pipe 
lines should be common carriers whether they are private lines or pub
lic lines where they connect with ~ublic lines that are common carriers 
under the law. For your information I give you a short personal sketch 
of my connection with them. It is as follows : 

I am a pr·oducer of petroleum in West Virginia and a refiner of 
petroleum in New York Harbor, and have considerable trouble in pro
curing a quantity of crude oil sufficient to run our works. 

I feel aggrieved at the treatment by the Standard 011 Company, 
owner of the pipe lines, and the Pure OH Companr, controller of o~ber 
pipe lines that run in that field. Both compames refuse to del~ver 
to me the oil I pr·oduce, and I have to sell 1t to both at the pr1ces 
they make. 

I understand you are now trying to fr11-me some bill that will put 
the people on an equality; it will be well for you to know the condi
tion of the business and how both companies have created and keep a 
monopoly in the business. . 

E ureka P ipe Line.-This company is ownt:d !JY. the Stand3;1"d 0.11 Co!ll
pany. It passes through Ohio and West V1rg1ma. It rece1ves mto 1ts 
line oil that is produced on a lease I own in Wet7.el County, W. Va. It 
takes this oil to United Pipe or National 'l'ransit lines and is pumped 
through that system to Jersey City. 

I have made application to the Standard Oil Company for transporta
tion of my oil and offered to pay theii?- the usual gather~ng and trans
portation charges. They refuse to deliver me my own orl, and I have 
to sell it to them at their price, although I am ready to pay a premium 
of 10 or 20 cents a barrel over the market price and the current trans
portation rates. 

'rhey claim that" the Eureka Pipe Line is not a public carrier, that 
it is a private concern, and is not subject to the laws that regulate 
public carriers. The National Transit Line is a public carrier, but on 
account of the receivinci or initial lines being a private con~ern, t~1ey 
need not take the oil and are not amenable to the law as pubhc earners 
are. 

Ptwe O-il aompany.-Tbe Pure Oil Company bas been organized under 
the New Jersey law as an independent corporation to aid producers 
and refiners and marketers o! petroleum in opposition to the Standard 
Oil Company. It controls the United States Pipe Line. 

UnitefL States Pipe Line.-Tbe United States Pipe Line is a trunk 
line and common carrier. It commences at Uarcus Hook, on the 
Delaware Uiver, and runs through t~ Oil City, Pa. 

'l. 'lle Producers and Refiners' JA ne is also owned by the Pure Oil Com
pany. It is a limited copartnership under the Pennsylvani~ law. It 
commences at Oil City, Pa. (where the United States Pipe Lme ends), 
and runs down through Butler County, Pa., to West Virginia. It 
gathers the oil in West Virginia and southern Ohio and pumps it 
through to Oil City, ·where it connects with the United States Pipe 

Ll~eh;~~E:t~~ieum production in Wetzel County, W. Ya., that goes into 
that line. 'rbe Pure Oil Company also refuses to deliver me the oil I 
produce and own, and claim that they a~e a limited copartper·s~ip and 
not a common carrier. I have to sell rt to them at tbe1r prrce, al
though I need it in my business. 

The object o! this letter is to show the condition of pipe lines that 
are owned by private parties or copartnerships and not common car
riers that work in connection with oth~r lines that are common carriers. 

In my opinion all pipe lines should be common carriers, and any pro- 1 
ducer of oil anywhere should be at liberty to sell the certificates of 

- their oil to anyone wishing to purchase them, and the oil should be 
recei-red and delivered to all on equal conditions. This would create 
an open market and the producers could get all that their product was 
worth. · 

Common carriers.-Tbey refuse to deliver the oil to refineries where 
they want 1t, and generally deliver it in some out-of-the-way place that 
will cost more to take it from the point of delivery than it can be 
brough t by rail from the point _of prod_ucti?n· 

Difference in cost between ratZ and p~pe-hne rates.-Oil can be handled 
by pipe lines at about one-tenth what it cost by rail. 

'l'be oil monopoUes owning pipe lines generally make the outside public 
do their business by rail, they, through their influence, making rail 
rates while they do their business by pipa lines. 

Mm·ketino crucle petroleHm.-On account of the interest controlling 
pipe lines, viz, Standard Oil Company and Pure Oil Company, refusing 
to receive oil for transportation and deliver it to the owners of the 
oil it prohibits an open market for crude petroleum. The producer bas 
to sell it to the Standard Oil Company or its agents at the Standard 
Oil Company's price, and to the Pure Oil Company or the Producers and 
Refiners' Line-which is owned by the Pure Oil Company-at their 
price although the o\\-ners of the oil stand ready, and in my case I have 
offered a premium of 10 cents per barrel plus all transportation and 
charges for my oil. 

This should be looked into by the lawmakers and laws enacted that 
would put producers and refiners of oil on an equal footing to QUY and 
sell their products. 

For your information I inclose a blotter issued by the Pure Oil 
Company. I have drawn a pen line through it at Oil City. From 
Oil City to Philadelphia or Marcus Hook the two lines are owned by 
the United States Pipe Line Company. One line transports refined 
oil ; it is 5 inches in diameter ; the other transports crude oil and is 
4 inches in diameter. 

The Producers and Refiners' line commences at Oil City and runs 
through to West Virginia. The little red marks show gathering, or 
field lines. 

'rhis crude-oil line is from 2 to 6 inches in diameter, and it transports 
oil from w·est Virginia to the United States Pipe Line. It is distributed 
to the refineries in Oil City, Titusville, Warren, and Bradford. 

I have been very active in the organization of the United States 
Pipe Line Company, in which I am now a director, and also I have 
Deen very active in the organization and management of the Pure 
Oil Company. 'rbis concern is entirely independent and in competi
tion with the Standard Oil Company.. It, however, is run on lines 

that make it a close corporation, if not closer than the Standard Oil 
Company. 

Any further information will be cheerfully given by 
Yours, respectfully, HuGH Knw. 

The condition of the Columbia Oil Company is the condition 
of many others, and it is, to say the least of it, an intolerable 
condition. It should be remedied, and I am desirous of correct
ing it at once. 

In my own State there is but a single independent refinery 
of oil and but a ·single independent pipe line. The pre~ident 
of this company, in a letter of March 6, 1906, said~ 

Ron. JOSEPH L. RHINOCK, 
GEORGETOWN, KY., March 6, 1906. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. a. 
DF.AR Sm : Your letter of March 2, inclosing a copy of the bill which 

you have presented in the House of Representatives, is very interesting 
to us. We have a pipe line of our own in Kentucky, and, although this 
line would come under the restrictions you wish to impose, we would 
feel that your bill is one which we would be willing to support, pro
vided we could be of any material service. As a matter of policy, 
we should like to know from you if we are to take any active part in 
regard to this measure, what chances there are of having the present 
Executive Administration supP.ort the bill as presented; also what sup
port you have pledged to aid you in getting a vote during the pr·esent 
session. . 

We are the only Independent refinery in Kentucky and the only Inde
pendent pipe line_ We would appreciate a more detailed account of 
the present status of the bill, and whether you have some assurances of 
getting a favorable report by: the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce; also some detarled Information of bow we might be of 
service in aiding the bill. 

I remain, very sincerely, yours, 
. RICHMOND LEVERING, President. 

The National Refining Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, in a let
ter of March 3, 1906, takes strong ground in favor of this legis
lation. This company is associated with the Northern Oil Com
pany, the National Pipe Lihe Company, and the Peerless Tran· 
sit Line. The letter is as follows: 

CLEVELL--.o, OHIO, March S, 1906. 
Hon. JOSEPH L. RHINOCK, 

Member of Congress, Washington, D. a. 
DYlAR Sm: We wish to thank you for your favor of March 1, refer

ring to bill H. Il. 15438, a bill to make pipe-line companies common car
riers, and desire to most heartily indorse the bill. · 

Pipe 1ines have right of domain the same as railroads. They are 
built for the transportation of oil, and are one of the forms of public 
highway for transporting petroleum oil, and a pipe line should be a 
common carrier the same as any railroad, and the Interstate Commerce 
Commission should have the same jurisdiction over it. 

We wish to further state that we think every independent oil man 
joins us in urging the passage of the bill, and we will so write to our 
Congressmen and Senators. 

Yours, truly, THE NATIONAL REFINI~G Co. 
Per J. I. LAMPRECHT, President. 

The Conewango Refining Company, of Warren, Pa., say : 
WARREN, PA., Mat·ch 5, 1906. 

!Ion. JOSFJPH L. RHI NOCK, Washi1~gton, D. a. 
Sm : We are in receipt of your letter of the 1st instant, inclosing copy 

of House bill 15438, ana would say that we are heartily in accord with 
this bill. * * * We, however, will write the Senators from Penn
sylvania, and sincerely trust they will give you the support you merit. 

Yours truly, 
THE CONEWANGO REFINING Co., 
U. G. LYONS, President. 

In the same vein is the letter of the Sterling Oil Works, of 
Marietta, Ohio : 

MARIETTA, OHIO, March 6, 1906. 
Hon. JOSEPH L. RUINOCK, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. a. 
DEAn Sm: Your favor of the 1st instant to the Sterling Oil Works, 

ot Ilamilton, Ontario, bas been referred to the writer for an a1;1swer. 
'rhe writer wishes to state that he fully agrees with you on your bill 
to make all pipe lines common carriers, and be will write a letter to 
our Congressmen to that effect, and will do all that he possibly can to 
help the passage of the same. 

Yours, very truly, 
THE STERLING OIL WORKS, 
F. W. CRIDER, Superintendent. 

The Cornplanter Refining Company, of Warren, Pa., pro
nounced the legislation vital, and sent me the following letter : 

6972 

Hon. JOSEPH L. RHINOCK, 
WARREN, PA., March 2, 1906. 

Member of Congress, Washington, D. a. 
SIR: Your esteemed favor of the 1st instant is at band, and we thank 

you for· the copy of your bill, introduced in the House of Representa
tives February 22, 1906. 

'l'his is of the most vital importance to the independent o-il refiners, 
producers, and dealers, and we trust that it will be successful. 

We have commended the same most heartily to the Hon. P. C. KNox, 
United States Senator from this State. 

If we can assist you with any data or information, we are at your 
service. 

Yours, very respectfully, 
CORNPLANTER REFINING Co. 
E. E. ALLE)(, Treasurer. 

From all these considerations, the interests of the people of 
my State and of the counh·y at large, the interests of the re
fineries and dealers, I urge the passage of the railroad rate bill 
as amended with reference to pipe lines. It was my pleasure 
to vote for the original railroad rate bill, a measure demanded 
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by the business interests as well as by . the people of the whole 
col.mh·y. It was a good bill, and I am glad to know that it is soon. 
to become a law. I shall vote for it again, but I hope and trust 

. that the Lodge amendment will not be . stricken out. It im
pro•es the original measure by striking down an additional 
trust. It is demanded by the people, is in the interest of the 
people, and I sincerely trust that it will prevail. 

In conclusion, I want to say that I hope the conferees will 
insist upon the Senate amendment which also denies to all 
monopolie the right to transport and produce products of any 
kind. If they are in the transportation business, let them 
engage in that alone, and not use their transportation lines to 
monopolize oil, coal, or any other necessity. [Applause.] Let 
us do all in our power to make it possible to llght the cabins 
of the poor with 1.mmonopolized oil, and warm them with un
monopolized coal. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I would like to invite 
attention to a subject which in my judgment is entitled to deep 
consideration, and which also, in my judgment and according 
to my observation, has received of toe Congress of the Un.ited 
States practically no consideration whatever. 

The object of our fathers in forming this Government was to 
provide the people with the means of governing themselves. The 
Government, as we all know, is divided into three branches, the 
executiv~, the legislati•e, and the judicial. The courts, in a 
general w:1y of speaking, are courts of law, dealing with civil 
affairs, criminal courts, and courts of equity. The " judicial 
power " of the United States under the Constitution was to be 
lodged and is lodged in the courts created and to be created by 
the Oongre s and in the tribunal created by the Constitution, the 
Supreme Court. There has been a good deal of learning and a 
good deal of pretense of learning employed by way of disquisi
tions upon " judicial power," as contradistinguis4ed from " ju
risdiction." There may be · some shade of distinction between 
the two, but practically they amount, in the courts created by 
C,Qngress, to the same thing. No more " judicial power " can 
extend to a court created by Congress than Congress gives it. 
'l'hat is another way of saying that no more "jurisdiction" can 
extend to it. 

The jurisdiction, or judicial power, of Congress-made courts 
must neces al'lly, both as to the matters to be dealt with and 
the manner of dealing with them, be subject to such llmitations 
as the creative power lmposes. As an illustration of what I 
mean I might refer to legislation when the Constitution was 
new; t.he work of legislators many of whom bad helped to make 
the Consti.tution. The judiciary act of 1789, a glorious monu
ment of legal learning and legislative wisdom, contained an ex
press limitation upon the power of the courts to issue injunc-
tions, making notice indispensable. • 

Now, if there be original power in the coUI·ts when once cre
ated by Congress to issue injunctions, subject only to the discre
tion and after the manner of procedu:r:e of the court, acording to 
the court's own judgment, then this legislation limiting the issu
ing of injunctions by these courts created by Congress to in
stances and cases in which notice had been given would clearly 
be an invasion of the constitutional function and a deprivation 
of part of the judicial power of the courts. 

Notwithstanding lliat, there is nothing better established in 
our history than the constitutionality of this legislative limita
tion upon judicial power, or jurisdiction-whatever you please 
to cull it. This limitation was the law, observed and upheld 
by the coUI·ts, until the Congress, the power that imposed it, 
legislated it out of existence more than three-quarters of a 
century after it found a place in the judiciary act of 1789. 
Whether you say it was a limitation upon jurisdiction or a with
holding or withdrawal of something of judicial power, is a 
matter of fineness in distinction perhaps, but of no substance 
whatever in· fact. The courts eould not issue injunctions unless 
notice were given, because the law said they could not, and the 
Congress creating them had-and has-the right to pass the law. 

In 1831, following the impeachment in the Peck case--a case 
celebrated in the annals of this country, where a judge from St. 
Louis wru; brought before the bar of the Senate on a charge of 
having abused his power in sentencing an attorney to imprison
ment for a short period of time, for contempt, because he had 
presumed to criticise a deliverance of the court-Congress 
passed an act providing that in a certain class of contempts 
there should be no summary punishment by the court. 

For th.at particular class punishment should be adjudged 
alone, as in the case of crimes in general, upon indictment, trial, 
and conviction. As to the constitutionality of that act of 1831 
there never has been serious question, but whether there has or 
has not been question, if there ever was any doubt the doubts 
have been laid, the question has been conclusively determined, 
for time and time again the Supreme ·Court has held the act 

to be constitutional and binding. Who, then, can doubt that the , 
same agency which could and did take from the courts the 
power to punish some contempts, except upon indictment, trial, 
and conviction, could fUl·ther resh·ain and regulate them and 
their process and procedure? 

Some contend that the judicial power which our Federal 
courts possess and must have is the identical judicial power 
which the English courts had at the date of the adoption of our 
Constitution. That is but another way of saying that while 
the Congress alone could " ordain and establish " inferior 
courts, it could not arm one of them with a particle of judicial 
power beyond the measure of such power possessed by the Eng
lish coUI·ts, or deprive one of them of a particle of such power 
if possessed by the English courts, according to the claim of 
the English courts or of the American duplicates. 

And yet there is not a syllable in the Constitution that " judi
cial power " is such power-nothing less, nothing more-as 
English judges had said or might say Engllsh courts- had, or 
American Federal courts might determine that English coUI·ts 
had.. Besides, many of the abuses and much of the oppression 
which drove our ancestors to the new-world wilderness sprang 
directly out of usurpation of judicial power and :ll'bitrary exer
cise of judicial power by English courts and judges. It is incon
ceivable that our fathers were so stupid as to , put the courts 
which Congress might "ordain and establish" not only beyond 
the legislative power of the government of the people, as they 
surely meant it should be, but caTefully contrived to implant 
and perpetuate in the judicial system of a free, self-governing 
people every vice, real or possible to be imputed, in the judicial 
establishment of a monarchy, as well as those faults developed 
in or incident to human infirmity or resorted to by a king-made 
judiciary, in the acc9mplisbment of a king's purposes, often sub
versive of the rights of a free people. 

Again, if the Federal judges were to be omnipotent in deter
mining the extent and character of their own judicial power, as 
well as the manner of its exercise, why was it that the Con
stitution gives to each of them a life term, and makes their office 
appointive instead of elective? There is but one reasonable 
answer, but one plain path through what but for it would be a 
labyrinth of absurdities: The Constitution which clothed the 
Congress with the power to ordain and establish inferior courts 
did not withhold from it the power to determine from time to 
tin1e what the creature court should be; what should be within 
its jurisdiction or judicial power; within what limits and by 
the employment of what agencies it should accomplish what by 
the creative power of Congress it was designed to do, in the way 
chosen by its creator. 

New forces and agencies ha•e been developed since our Gov
ernment came into being-tremendous forces, mighty agencies. 
The raih·oad train has superseded the stagecoach, th~ hu~e 
il:on ship, driven by steam and electricity, instead of the frail 
wooden bark dependent upon the wind, now swiftly plows the 
ocean. The wayside forge has di·sappeared and the giant steel 
plants have grown up. The sewing machine does quict:!y and 
d~ftly the tedious work of a million needles. The great powe-:.· 
looms have sent to the rellc room the housewife's spinniPg 
wheel, while her homely hand loom has gone out of the buRy 
world. Scores of millions of dollars are invested and thou
sands of workmen are employed in each of hundreds of fac
tories, with multiplied machines which do their work with such 
swiftness and such perfection as in their completeness to ap
proach the excellence of an intelligence and conh'ivance almost 
superhuman. Examples of modern marvels in execution as well 
as in conception might be multiplied almost indefinitely. 

Everybody knows that in the course· of time, with change of 
conditions and the springing up of new causes of action-in the 
wide world of change wrought in the last hundred years by the 
application of electricity, by the development of mighty mon
eyed organizations and mighty manufactories and mighty in
stitl.!tions of all kinds-issues unthought of, undreamed of, in 
the early days have to be dealt with now, and still more strange 
and difficult questions perhaps will have to be dealt with in 
the -future. That being true, it has become necessary, as a 
matter of fact, that the powers and processes and methods of 
procedure of the courts from time to time must undergo some 
change. How can they, how should they, undergo that change? 
Is our form of government such that the courts change their 
own powers and the way of exercising their own powers, and 
change as to the subjects and objects to which they shall apply 
them, with the Congress absolutely powerle<:s to work any 
change at all? Perhaps that question could be answered by a 
general reference to our scheme of government. The object, as 
I said at the outset, was to give the people more po"\"ler, to 
make a government of the people instead of a government of 
the few over the peOple. How can the people exercise their · 
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power? Through their law-making bodies .chosen by themselves . 
and the Executive of their choice, and through those agencies 
alone. The people can not exercise that power through the. 
judiciary. The people can not select or remove a Federal judg.e. 

As a matter of fact, we find that there has grown ,up of re
cent years, and grown up rapidly, a disposition in .court~, car
ried into action, of reaching out, of extending, of grasping more 
of jurisdiction or judicial power, of exercising a .different 
and mightier control over important things. That is one of 
the most insidious and dangerous evils that ev-er can ·exist in 
the government of a free people, if they are to remain free. 

. One judge decides that be bas power to do a certain thing and 
does it. Another judge, having a similar matt-er submitted to 
him, extends a little further the power -of the comt as to sub
stance, or as to the manner and process of exercising power, 
and relies upon the previous action of his brother judge as 
authority for the u urpatio:n. A third judge goes sti:ll further, 
extends his grasp and processes of restraint, compulsion, and 
punishment to things still more distans relying, of \?O'Qrse, 
upon tlle usurpations of the other two judges for his autLority. 
Now, can this power go on augmenting indefinitely? Can it 
continue forever in a Republic like om·s, under a Constitution 
like ours, with no agency anywhere to apply a check, and no 
power or influence or body anywhere to stand against the 
steady advance of the .lawless law-making judge? 

It is notorious tbut the com·ts ha\e been mahing law most 
steadily and in some instances most perniciously, lo, these many 
years; and yet some gentlemen insist that CongTess -cari not do 
anything to unmake judge-made law. Some judges are drunken 
on the wine of precedent and stare decisis, and in some the 
.almost universal human lust of power is so strong that urtcon
sciously they magnify their · offices oveTmuch. Some have 
reached the bench through the schools of great corporations. 
But, lest I be misunderstood, let me say that the judiciary of the 
land eT"er bas been and still is adorned by great minds, great 
learning, and great civic virtues. No man exceeds me in rev
erence for the u just judge," tnan whom there are none .more 
useful or more highly esteemed. 

Passing from these preliminary observations and coming to 
a subject which I think merits the attention of Congress and of 
the country, I wish to make a few remarks upon Government 
By Injunetion. 

In the early days the writ of injunction was rarely issued. 
It was confined to comparatively few cases. ~twas issued with 
care and thoughtfulness. It was recognized as an extraordi
nary writ. But we ha\e now arrived at a stage in our gov
ernmental affairs when the injunction is one of the mo$t ordi
nary, everyday, frequently-resGrted-to writs known to the judi
cature of our country or of any country. N9w, js t)lere any 
power in Congress to corre-ct this if it be an evil, to curb the 
courts in the abuse of this and similar writs, or are we, under 
the Constitution and our frame of government, absolutely help
less, with uncontrollable power in these lifetime judges to issue 
just as many exb·aordinary writs in just as many instances 
as to them shall seem proper? -I believe not. 1 believe that 
the Cong::.·ess can apply a corrective. 

Now, 1\Ir. Chairman, let us reflect fer a moment that for 
years and years, session after session, Congress after Congress, 
the repre~entatives vf millions of the laboring people of this 
country have appealed to Congress for legislation to correct the 
abuses of the courts in the exercise of their assumed poweTs to 
issue writs of injunction, writs of prohibiti-on, restraining or
ders, and sim1lar writs. Time and time again have these ap
peals f allen upon deaf ears. Is the subject of so slight impor
tance that it ought not to receive consideration? Is it a mere 
trifling thing, a mere matter of agitation among people who 
know nothing about what they would have, should have, or are 
entitled to? Or is it a profound .and serious question of states
manship, a problem sufficient in its far-reaching consequences 
to deserve the best consideration of the best minds of tbe Re
public? Which is it? 

The writ of injunction bas come -to be used as a .means for pun
ishing crime, or ceTtain acts of omission or commission treated 
as crime"'. Let me offer a familiar illustration. Somebody is 
charged with having "boycotted" somebody else, engaged in 
some business ; maybe for a good reason, maybe for a bad 
reason ; that is immaterial .in so far as the p1·inciple is con
cerned. A court of equity is applied to and a restraining order 
or an injunction is issued to prohibit and end the boycott. 
Disobedience is contempt, and contempt brings summary pun
ishment, at the will of the judge. Now, then, in another field 
of activity there is somebody ~ngaged, say, .in conducting a 
business which impinges upon political affairs, or who .bas to do 
with political que lions, as manager of somebody's campaign, 
as publisher of some newspaper, as .a writer of articles for pub-

Ucation., or as a speecbmake1·. About him and his nets and hls 
moti'\·es anybooy who chooses, ·taking only the Tisk of an actio-n 
fo.r ·damages or the hazard of prosecution in the criminal 
courts for a violation of the law, can say or publish anything. 
.About a person who may be one's political adversary or whm:e 
views may be antagonistic to his own, anything, everything, 
may 'be uttered, and, without fear of an injunction, may be 
spread broadcast .o\er the land by all tlle means known to the 
modern art of publication-including pictures, caricatures, · and 
incendiary speeclles. 

Things may be said which, if belie\ed, would cause tbe vic
tim to be execrated from one end of the land to the other, as 
far as defamatory language cnn reach; and yet no court of equity 
is C..'llled upon to interfere. How soon there may be resort to 
equity in such -cases, if .this wild rush for " equitable " poweT 
and " equitable " jurisdiction is to c-ontinue I know not, but 
no man now dl.'eams of goi:lg into a court of equity and getting 
a restraining order against anybody who prints caricatures 
offensive to him, or who publicly charges l.tim with betraying a 
high trust, of corrupting the fountains of justice, or doing any
thing else that is regarded among decent men as reprehensible. 

But if one is selling goods somewhere, if he is manufactur
ing something. somewhere, or is engaged in any purBuit of the 
dollar, be may appeal to a court of equity, and blanket injunc
tions are spread far and wide over the land, restraining a 
multitude for the benefit of one. Dollars have the protectiou 
of the chancellor, while reputation and peace of mind directly 
involved and other dollars indirectly involved must seek pro
tection in the courts of law, civil .or criminal. 

The laboring people of this country have become very weary 
of government by injunction. Often disputes arise between 
employers and employees as to the merits of which there may 
be difference of opinion, but whenever the contest becomes some
what acute the employer can ·easily hasten to a court of equity, 
and, upon his own ex parte showing, ean .have issued an in
junction of the most sweeping, far-reaching character, and 
wboeyeT violates it, accprding to the judgment of the judge 
who issued it, not aceording to any canons of law in the country, 
not according to the \erdict of a jury trying {l man upon an 
indictment for any criminal offense charged, may, according to 
the will or wish .or whim of the judge, have imposed upon him 
.a heavy penalty-imprisonment -or fine, or .both fine -and im
prisonment 

The representatives of labor have sought relief through a 
number of different measures whose. passage they have urged. 
They asked for trial by jury in contempt cases. Again they 
asked that the requirement of notice, as in the act of 1789, be 
reenacted. Later and now they ask that what ·one may do law- · 
fully shall not be deemed unlawfui when two or more join in 
doing it ; that the injunction and the restraining order be con
fined to the prote-ction of property .. an.d property rights when the 
law affords no adequate remedy, and for a defi~Ption of property 
and property rights, so that personal rights shall be dealt with, 
as of right they should be, by the courts of law and not by 
means of the injunction. The argument ·Of Mr. T. C. Spelling 
before the House Committee on the Judiciary presents the 
laboring men's view with clearness and force. 

I would go further and correct the "receiver" abuse. We 
hear of railroads-thousands of miles of rail and hundl.'eds 
of millions of property-being in the bands . of the court. A 
receiver, it is said, holds for the court. Often the receiver 
opeTates the railroad just as a general ma.mi.ger might do-not 
for a week, but for years. In fact, the receiver takes the place 
of the general superintendent and, like him, is really the repTe
sentative of those interested in the property, and is not the rep
resentative of the court, though appointed by the court Yet 
any interference with the ~ receiver-by-the-year, or with any 
operation under him, is rated .as a contempt of court, to be pun
ished at the will or whim of the judge. English judges as such 
did not operate railroads, through receivers or otherwise, when 
our Constitution was framed. The industry is a new one. 
Now, have the courts the constitutional power to make Jaws ·and 
orders for it, or does the rightful po\\'er to legislate upon the 
~ubje-ct abide in Congress? I .believe Cong1·ess could and should 
do the legislating. 

1\Ieas.ures are smothered in committee. .. 1\Iany things can come 
up, but the things that peculiarly affect the laboring people of 
the country, that affect libe1:ty and right, the very principles of 
the Constitution-these things are left to the tende1· mercy of an 
unrestrained judiciary. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

That these laboring people have a ·right to -complain and to· 
feel that they are badly used ancl shamefully neglected, I wish . 
to proclaim as a matter of my judgment. But somebody says· 
that vio~ence would result and property would be destroyed but 
for the injunction. In .some cases perhaps it would and in some 
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cases it would not be so; but that has nothing to do with the 
question of whether injunctions ought to issue or ought not to 
issue; wllether the matter should be considered by the House 
or should not be considered by the House. 

I go further in my own individual judgment as to what ought 
to be done to curb the powers of these courts, usurped and 
abused powers and not powers granted, than those who repre: 
sent the laboring men of this country-! would go further than 
they ask Congress to go. But why not do something, why not at 
least consider these questions, why not bring them into the open 1 
Shall not the representatives of three or four millions of toiling 
people of this country have a bearing here? Is other business so 
pressing, are other interests so mighty, that they can not be 
beard or that there can not be opportunity for a vote; that 
notbi~g can be done here, while the courts are grinding out in
junctions? One step in forbidden territory, one invasion of the 
rio-hts of the people, is but the foundation and the excuse in the 
etes of a great many men who are upon the bench and a justifi
cation for others. When is the invasion to end? 'Viii it ever 
end? 

There is to-day no greater usurpation in this country than the 
usurpation of the judiciary. The wisest men of the olden day 
foresaw this danger to our system of government; this insidious, 
never ending, persistent, onward movement in this life-tenure 
body-so regarded by the wisest men of the olden day-the one 
continuous source of danger to our system of government and to 
the liberties of our people. 

Now, it is fashionable, when there bas been a contest be
tween labor and capital, between employers and employees, 
when disturbance has arisen and some property may have been 
destroyed or some violence may . have been done, to justify or 
excuse the issuance of an injunction, without stopping to con
sider whether injunction is the proper remedy. And yet, there 
is no real disposition, although something of a sham, pretended 
disposition, to prevent the swelling of the ranks of labor by 
persons who are not in sympathy with this Government, and 
who know not its genius or its spirit.. What shall our laboring 
people do concerning these elements? Shall they take them in? 
Why if labor is to be organized it is bound to do it. It can not 
do a'nytbing else. If the undesirable elements are not with 
organized labor they are used against it. Every low element 
that you may bring in, no matter from whenc~, to swell the 
ranks of labor, is either the foe of intelligent, organized labor, 
or it must be taken in and be its coadjutor, however unwelcome. 

The responsibility for the ills sometimes inflicted on locali
ties by reason of disputes with the lower elements of the labor
ing population rests not upon labor itself, either organized or 
unorganized, but upon the agencies that bring in the. bad ele
ment. As a whole, our laboring people are peaceable and law
abiding, as well as intelligent. To save themselves from the 
ignorant and the vicious they must do the best they can to pre
vent the massing of that class against them. 

I believe as firmly as I believe anything in the world that one 
of the greatest movements that ever took place is the movement 
of organized labor. You can not elevate the laboring man with
out elevating the common citizenship of the country. The coun
try is great as the masses are great; the country is good as the 
masses are good. What is the contest between capital and 
labor! It is the question of division. Has the division be~n 
fair? . 

Gentlemen say that labor has progressed; that wages are bet
ter in this than any other country; but bow have the millions 
been piled up? For instance, bas there been a fair division be
tween labor in the steel mills and those who own the watered 
stock of the steel mills? Have the multi-millionaires no more 
than their share in the division between capital and labor? For 
my part, I believe it is high time that the man, the c~tizen,_ the 
creature of flesh and blood, should have more consideratiOn; 
that something better than the dollar should have more of pro
tection against the pliant or weak judge affected with the in
junction-issuing habit. [Loud applause.] 

The movement that brought about the organization of labor 
was inevitable. Organization is a necessity. It is also good 
for the public. If the anti-injunction legislation sought by the 
representatives of labor can not, according to your view, be 
given as asked, what excuse can there be for denying all_ relief? 
Are the courts to legislate forever against the personal rights of 
the toilers? Is Congress never to make law to protect these 
rights from judicial invasion? Is government by injunction to 
be perpetual? 

- The laboring men to-day are peacefully fighting the battle of 
liberty as in war they fight the battles of the Republic upon the 

'field ~here cannon roar and bayonets gleam. This contest 
against the injunction abuse is a contest for personal rights and 
free government. The Congress, and not the courts, must make 

our laws, if our liberties are to be preserved. Hunger and cold 
are allies of capithl when it is in a contest against labor. Tlie 

ants of wife and child are eloquent, if mute, advocates of con
ciliation and peace. Is it not a shame that all appeals for relief 
from the abuse of the writ of injunction are here denied? Let 
us hope that soon, through an awakened sense of justice and 
enlightened patriotism, labor may have its day, and government 
by injunction shall pass from us forever and ever. [Loud ap-
plause on Democratic side.] · 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 11 o'clock having arrived, the 
committee, by order of the House, will now rise. 

The· committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALZELL having re
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CAPRON, chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had bad under consideration the 
bill ·H. R. 19750, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjoUl'n. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o'clock 

p. m.) the House adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the fo owing executive com

munication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Wicomico River, Maryland-to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS .A..t.""\'D 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of t11e fol
lowing titles were se\erally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows : 

1\Ir. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 181) 
directing that the Sulphur Springs Reservation be named and 
hereafter called the " Platt National Park," reported the sam~ 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 501G); 
wllich said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

1\Ir. HEPBURN, from the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 20381) to provide for the construction of a lock c::inal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and 
the method of construction, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5017); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the· state of the Union. 

Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4774) 
relating to the movements and anchorage of ves els in Hamp
ton Roads, the harbors of Norfolk and Newport News, and 
adjacent waters, in the State of Virginia, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5020) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendat·. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20175) to authorize the Missouri Central Railroad Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Missouri River near 
the city of St. Charles, in the State of Mi souri, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5021) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House alendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. •2017G) to authorize the Missouri Cen
tral Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River near the city of Glasgow, in the State 
of Missouri, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 5022) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20338) to amend an act entitled "An act to legalize and estab
lish a pontoon railway bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Prairie du Chien, and to authorize the construction of a imilar 
bridge at or near Clinton, Iowa," reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5023) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

1\Ir. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to wuich 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6443) granting to the 
city of Los Angeles, Cal., right'> of way over and through cer
tain public lands, and over and through the Sierra Forest Re
serve, the Santa Barbara Forest Reser...-e, and the San Gabriel 
Timber Land Reserve, in the State of California, and for other 
purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
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by a r eport (No. 5024) ; which said bill and report were refened I sion to Mary E. Wian-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. sions. 

Mr. BUlt.~. rE 'l'l', from the Committee on Private Land Claims, By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 20438) gr·anting a pen-
to which was 1·efe1Ted the bill of the House (H. R. 20173) to sion to Eliza M. Burke--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
authorize Henry T. Henderson and his associates to divert the Also, a bill (H. R. 20439) granting a pension to Emmeline 
waterc of Little River from the lands of the United· States for Adams-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
u e of electric light a.Jld power plant, reported the same · with Also, a bill (H. R. 20440) granting a pension to Lucinda R. 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5025); wnich said Samuels-to the Committee on Pensions. 
bill and report ' were referred to the Committee of the Whole Also, a bill (H. R. 20441) granting a pension to Margaret 
House on the state of the Union. Cogan-to the Committee on Pensions. 

1\Ir. BURTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Rivers and Also, a bill (H. R. 20442) granting an increase of pension to 
Harbors, to which was referred the bill of · the House (H. R. Mary A. Fitzgerald-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 
20290) to amend the river and harbor act of March 3, 1905, Also, a bill (H. R. 20443) granting an increase of pension to 
reported the same without amendment, acoompanie4 by a report Jesse W. Tweedy-to the Committee on Invalid Pen ions. 
(No. 5026) ; which said bill and report were referred · to the By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 20444) granting an 
House Calendar. increase of pension to John Carson-to the Committee on In-

1\fr. GARDNER of New Jersey, from the Committ~ on Labor, valid Pensions. 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11651) lim- By Mr. HASKINS: A bill . (H. R. 20445) for the relief of 
iting the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics em- Hiram N. Davis-to the Committee on Claims. 
ployed upon work done for the .United States or any Territory By Mr. HAUGEN.: A bill (H. R. 20446) granting a pension to 
or the District of Columbia, thereby securing better products, Andrew H. Groves-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
and for other purposes, reported the same without amendment, By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 20447) 
accomparued by a report (No. 5030); which said bill and re- granting an increase of pension to Frances Alice Howard-to 
port were referred to the House Calendar. the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ·sTERLING: A bill (H. R. 20448) granting an in
BILLS AND crease of pension to Susan B. Blanchard-to the Committee on REPORTS OF COl\fMJTTEES ON PRIVATE 

RESOLUTIONS. 
. Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
"Whole House, as follows : 

1\Ir. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid .Pensions, o 
which was refP.rred the bill of the House (H. R. 7235) granting 
an increase of pension to Abel W. Payne, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5027); 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. 19611) granting 
an increase of pension to J acob Kinkerly, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a -report (No. 5028); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELlliER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6381) granting an 
increase of pension to John McDonough, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5029) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND ME.l\fORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By 1\Ir. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 20434) to enlist the mem
bers of the United States Naval Academy band-to the Commit
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 20435) to refund legacy 
taxes illegally collected-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 20436) to extend the pro
visions -of the act of June 27, 1890, and its amendments, to all 
persons who shall have served sixty days or more in the military 
or naval service of the United States during the HUe war of the 
rebellion and who have been honorably discharged therefrom, 
and to the widows, minor children, and dependent parents of 
such persons-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 182) for 
the pri.Hting of the enabling act of Oklahoma and of Arizona-to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A resolution (H. Res. 615) to further 
carry out the purpose of House resolution adopted Februnry 9, 
1906, relating to the disposition of the accumulated files · of the 
House--to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HUNT: A resolution (H. Res. 616) to pay to Robert 
Coates, as laborer, a certain sum of money-to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

By 1\Ir. LITTAUER: A resolution (H. Res. 614) providing for 
the consideration of a point of order during the consideration of 
the general deficiency bill-to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A resolution (H. Res. 617) providing for 
an investigation of a certain contract awarded by the Navy 
Department-to the Committee on Rule-s. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and reso!utions 

of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows : 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 20437}_ granting .a· pen-

Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 20449) granting a pension 

to Jefferson Johnson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
AI o, a bill (H. R. 20450) granting an increase of pension 

to . Cobb H. Merritt-to the Committee on Invalid P-ensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 

papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
By Mr. BATES:· Petition of J. C. Benson, secretary of the 

Railway Trainmen, of Erie, Pa. ; S. H. Fletcher, of Erie, Pa., 
and J. H. Patton, secretary of the Immigration League, of 
Washington, D. C., for the educational clause in the immigra:. 
tion bill-to the Committee on lminigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of committee of citizens of Erie, Pa., for ·organi
zation of peace forces in America and the furtherance of 
treaties of arbitration-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Medical Association, of Cin
cinnati, Ohio, for the Heyburn pure-food bill-to· the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. B;ELL of Georgia: Paper· to accompany bill for relief 
of New Hope Baptist Church-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief'.of heirs of John C. 
Addison-=-to tbe Committee on War Claims. ' 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: Paper. to accompany bill for re
lief of estate of Josiah Jennison~to the Committee on War 
Claims. · 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of G. F. Colby, of Pecatonica, Ill., 
for an amendment to post-office laws making legal · all news
paper subscriptions-to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By 1\Ir. GOULDEN: Petition of Hebr'ew-American citizens of 
the Bronx Borough, against the Dillingham-Gardner bill-to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUNT : Petition of members of" the press gallery, for 
compensation of Robert Coates as laborer in press members' 
lobby-to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Resolution of the American Federation of 
Trades Unions, urging passage of bill H. R. 18752-to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. · 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of F. J. McRaE\ 
of Rossville, Tenn., against execution of the Post-Office Depart· 
ment fraud order-to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, fa
voring restriction of immigration-to the ·committee on Immi
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Farmers' National Congress, for increase 
of immigrant head tax-to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of American Federation of Labor and the 
Farmers' National Congress, favoring restriction of immigra
tion-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance, for 
plans for better distribution of immigrants-to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 15693) 
for the relief of L. M. Northcutt-to the Committe on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petitions_ of the John Burke Importing Com· 
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pany, Samuel Streit & Co., August Baetzhold,.. Elias & Samuels, 
Olena & Craig, P. W. Engs & Sons, Lachman & Jacobi, J. Ber- . 
liner, Nohn & · Sons, Picker Brothers, E. Heller & Co., Max 
Stiner, E. L. Spellman & Co., H. Webster Company, Adolf 
Prince, S. Kraus & Bros., L. J. Callahan, Sonne Brothers Com
pany, Ripin & Co., li'rancis Draz . & Co., Battjar & Co., The 
Fleischman Company, H. Pepper & Bro., Dryfoos, Blum & Co., 
Charles Jackquin & Co., Luyties Brothers, Julius Wile Sons & 
Co,. H. Hollander, A. G . . Marshuetz & Co., Peter McQuade, Rit
terma.nn & Kraemer, Steinhardt Brothers & Co., B. K. Bloch, 
Fishel & Levy, Joseph Beck & Sons, Engel Hiller Company, 
Baird Daniels Company, E. Eising & Co., J. Leffier & Co., Kahn 
Brothers, Charles Froeb, E. C. Lamontagne, Golden Gate Fruit 
Company, Heyman Brothers, James Olwelt & Co., Barrett Com
pany, J. S. J. Enger & Co., G. F. Coshland & Co., Ripin & Co., 
Joseph Beck & Sons, Berl!ne:J; Brothers, Baird Daniels, Hartman; 
Golsmith & Co., The Cook & Bernheimer Company, H. Popper & 
Bro., C. H. Arnold & Co., F. De Eary· & Co., J. Kissell, L. !sen
burger, Seigel-Cooper Company, Sample & Co., I. Goldberg, E. 
Heller, Batjer & Co., B. Webster & ·co., G .. Granata & Co., 0. 
Taussing, Schmidt & Peters, L. Sh·auss, James Buchanan & Co., 
and .Max Steiner & Co., all of New York, favoring the provision 
in the pure-food bill relating to rectifiers and blenders of 
whisky-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign ,Commerce. 

By ' Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of Washington Camp No. 
429, Patriot ·Order Sons of America, for the Gardner immigra
tion bill-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also,- petition of the Civic Club of ·Allegheny County, · Pa., 
against adjournment of Congress until the pure-food bill and 
Burton Niagara bill are laws-to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. . 

Also, petition of Tippett & Wood, against the eight-hour bill
to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Council No. 680, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, for educational clause of immigration bill-to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH : Petition of Thomas Darling 
et al., for investigation of affairs in the Kongo Free State-
to . the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of New Immigrunts' Protective 
League, against the Dillinghan;t-Gardner bill-to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Seabury & Johnson, for a certain amendment 
to the pure-food bill-to the Committee on Interstute and For
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Federation of Labor, against 
the pilotage bill-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of King & Booth, counselors at law, for an ap
propriation to appropriately mark the battlefield of Princeton
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of ·New York: Petition of the Farmers' 
National Congress, favoring restriction of immigration-to the 
Committee on Immigration . and Naturaliz:ation. 

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, favor
ing restriction of immigration-to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization: 

Also, petition of the American Federation of Labor, favoring 
restriction of immigration-to the Oommittee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 27, 1906. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. JoHN VAN ScHAICK, Jr., of the city of Wash

ington. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and ap

proved. 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida suggests 

the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an

swered to their names : 
Ankeny 
Bacon 
Bailey 
Benson. 
Berry 
Beveridge 
Blackburn 
Brandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burrows 
Carmack 
Cartel' 

Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Cullom 
Daniel 
Dillingham 
Elkins 
Foraker 
Foster 
Frazier 
Fulton 
Gallinger 
Hale 

Hansbrough 
Hopkins 
Kean 
Kittredge 
Lodge 
Long 
McLaurin 
Mallory 
Martin 
Morgan 
Perkins 
Piles 

Proctor 
Rayner 
Simmons 
Smoot 
Spooner 
Sutherland 
'l'aliaferro 
Wan·en 
Whyte 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-fi>e Senators have ans\lered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

JOHN L. SJ....KJTHMEYER AND PAUL J. PELZ. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-· 
tion from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in tlle· 
caus~ of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul •J. Pelz v. The United.
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to: 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIST OF JUDG:liENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Attorney-General, stating, in response to a resolu-·· 
tion of the 25th in.Sta:nt, that a. list of judgments rendered 
against tlie United States by the circuit and district courts of 
the United States under · the act of March 3, .1887, has beep._ 
transmitted to the Senate through the Secretary of the Treas
ury; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriation,s;
and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL SOCIETY DAUGHTERS OF AUERICAN REVOLUTION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a c_ommunica-· 
tion from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, trans:.: 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of the Natiomil Society of· 
the Daughters of the American Revolution for the year ended· 
Octo.be1~ 11, 1905; which, with the accompanying papers, w~s_ 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. ' . 

INTERSTATE LIVE-STOCK INSURANCE COMPANY •. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a corri.munica: 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to ·a· 
re elution of the 20th· instant, copies of the correspondence h:;i~ 
with the district attorney relating ·to the Interstate Li>e-Stocl{ 
Ill'Surance Company of the Dish·ict of Columbia, and stating 
the action taken thereon by the district attorney; which, on 
motion of l\Ir. CULBERSON, was, with the accompanying papers; 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

LIST OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from th~ Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re~ 
spouse to a resolution of the 25th instant, a list of claims allowed 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury under appropriations 
the balances of which have been exhausted or carried -' to tlie 
surplus fund. under the provisions of section 5 of the act of 
June ~0, 1874, since the allowances of those heretofore reported 
to Congress at the present session, amounting to $~0,504 ."50 ; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Colli~ 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. · 

ALONZO H. ADAMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a lett~l-:
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an additional esti
mate of appropriation for inclusion ·in the general deficiency 
appropriation bill under thP. title "Payment to certain deputy 
surveyors," for payment to Alonzo H. Adams, etc., $445.17; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to .the Com
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica: 
don from th~ Secretary of the Treasury, h·ansmitting, in re
sponse to a resolution of the 25th instant, a list of judgments 
rendered by the Court of Claims not heretofore reported to Con: 
gress, amounting to $84,180.29; wllich, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The VICE-PRESIDE~T laid before the Senate a 'communica~ 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a lettel,'" 
from the Acting Attorney-General submitting an estimate of 
appropriation for inclusion in the general deficiency appropria
tion bill for salaries and expenses, United States courts, In: 
dian Territory, $4,800; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and orc:lerea 
to be printed. 

DWIGHT F. WALKER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica; 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a copy of a judgment rendered against tlle United States 
for the circuit and district courts of the United States undeJ," 
the act of March 3, 1887, as submitted by the Attorney-General 
and which requires an appropriation for its payment "under 
the · Navy Department," in the case of Dwight F. Walker - v. 
United States, $307.50; which, with tlle accompanying paper:s, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordere4 
to be printed 
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