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terian Church of Westfield, all in New Jersey, for an anti
polygamy amendment to the Constitution-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Colonial Council, No. 1G9, of Belndere, N. J., 
and Elizabeth Council, No. 10, of Elizabeth, N. J., Daughters of 
Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration-to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. . 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Petition of the Andrew County En
terprise, against the tariff on linotype machines-to the Com
mittee en Ways and Means. 

By Mr. IIULL: Petition of the Nevada Business Men's 
Le:1gue, against the so-called " post-check currency bill .,-to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

r;y 1\Ir. KELillER: Petition of the maritime committee of 
the Boston Chamber of Commerce, asking for the passage -of 
bill S. 22G2, to construct a derelict destroyer-to the Committee 
on the Merc·hant Uarine and Fisheries . 

.Also, petition of the Alliance Israelite Universelle and the 
Federation of Jewish Organizations, protesting against the 
pa sage of the Di11ingham bill-to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Society for Politieal Study, of New York 
City, asking for consideration of bills S. 50 and 2962 and H. R. 
44.G2--to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON : Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Elizabeth Kerr-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. LINDSAY: Petition of E . .A. Russell et al., for the 
Calder bill in behalf of employees of the navy-yards of the 
United States who have lost either an arm or leg through no 
cri.rc1e~sness of their own, while on duty-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

AI o, paper to accompany bi11 for relief of State of Missouri 
(bill S. 507)-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the Board of Trade of Harris
burg, Pa., for preservation of Niagara Falls-to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. · 

By :Mr. PATTERSON of .South Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Carrie Trotter-to the Committee on Pen ions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of estate of W. J. 
Peeples, estate of Samuel R. · Ihly, estate of Piel.-son Peeples, 
estate of Julia R. Speaks, estate of William Weekly, estate of 
Reuben Turner, and estate of Elizabeth Youmans-to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

By :Mr. REYNOLDS: Petition of the Free Press, against the 
tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry Fash-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Inquirer Printing Company, for an 
amendment to the postal laws making legal all subscriptions 
paid for by others than the recipients of papers-to the Com
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition of Richm·d 
Garner, heir of Thomas Williams-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By 1\.Ir. RIXEY : Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil
liam H. Byles-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of Camp Hawkins IIome, 
No. 1, Society of the Army of the Philippines, for the Bonynge 
bill to provide medals for officers and men serving in the Spanish 
war for serviee in the Philippine war after expiration of term 
of enlistment-to the Committee on .MilitarY .Affairs. 

.Also, petitions of Charles F. Bushnell and .J. W. Ualey, f-or 
an amendment to the postal laws making legal all subscriptions 
paid for by- others than the recipients of papers-to the Commit
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles H. Bennett, favoring restriction of 
immigration-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali
zation. 

By Mr. Sl\IrTH of Maryland: Petition of Washington Camps. 
Nos. 13, of Church Bill; 29, of Sudlerville, and 48, of Chester
town, favorjng restriction of immigration-to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. · 

Also, petitions of the Showell Packing Company; the fum
ford Packing Company, of Showell; Gilliss & Dashiell, of Quan
tico ; H. W. Roberts, of Clara; Carver & Co., of .Morumsco ; 
J. W. Willing, of Nanticoke and the .Denton Canning Company, 
of Denton, all in the State of Maryland, praying the enact
ment of the pure-food bill with an amendment to exempt canned 
goods from being stamped in terms of weight or measure--to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.. 

By Mr. Sl\IT'l'H of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union and tbe Presbyterian Chm·ch of 
Freeport, Pa., for an amendment to the Constitution abolishing 
J)Olygamy-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

.Also, petition of John W. Rohrer, for amendment to the postal 
law making legitimate all subscriptions paid for by others than 
the recipient-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of Hugh Guthrie, James D. 
Knight, J. R. Dilley. and J. W. Green, for the Dalzell bill 
granting relief of $2 per day to all ex-Union prisoners of war 
in rebel prisons for longer period than thirty days-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. W ADSWOR"TH : Petition -of William McKinley Coun
cil, No. 125, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Lock
port, N. Y., favoring restriction of immigrati-on-to the Com
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEBB : Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil
liam R. Watts-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of l\lary Ann Cody
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS : Petition for relief of the landless Indians 
of northern California and of southern California, from citizens 
of 1\fassaclmsetts-to the Committee on Indian .Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petitions of Camp No. 29, of 
Merchantsville ; Camp No. 25, of Delanco; Camp No. 2, of 
Whitesville; Camp N-o. {5, of Dover; Camp No. 1G, of Jutland; 
Camp No. 87, of I .. akehurst; Camp No. 23, of Palmyra; Camp 
No. 11, of Sterling; Camp No. 67, of Jersey City; Camp No. 41, 
of Plainfield; Camp No. 2, of Camden; Camp No. 62, of Wood
bury ; Camp No. 14, of Trenton; Camp No. G8, of Cassville; 
Camp No. 9; of Belvidere; Camp No. 58, of Alloway; Camp No. 
12, of Uilford; Camp No. 19, of Danville; Camp No. 8G, of 
Smithburg; Camp No. 57, of Tewfield; Camp No. 52, of Stock
holm; Camp No. 30, of Plainfield, and Camp No. 42, of Netcong, 
all in New Jersey, Patriotic Order Sons of .America, favorilig 
restriction of immigration-to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

.Also, petition of the editor of the Daily True American and 
Carpenter & Son, publishers of the Clinton Democrat, for an 
amendment to the postal laws making legitimate all subscrip

. tions paid for by others than the recipients of papers-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office a11d Post-Roads. 

·SENATE. 
FRIDAY, May 11, 1906. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD E. HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings, when, on request of Mr. ScoTT, and by unanimous 
-consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 
CARRYING OF DANGEROUS ARTICLES ON PASSENGER STEAMERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 
'l'o the Senate: 

Senate bill No. 5514 is returned herewith without approval, for the 
reasons set farth in the following report from the Secretary of Com· 
met·ce a.ncl Labor : 

"I have the honor to r..eturn herewith the bill (S. :0514) an act to 
amend section 4472 of the Revised Statutes relating to the canying of 
dangerous articles on passenger steamers, and to state, in reply to 
the 1·equest contained in the letter of May 5, 1906, that the Depart
ment objects to the approval of the bill for the following reasons : 

·· The word ' passenger ' in the bill 'Should be ' passen;;ers.' It passed 
the Senate 'passengers ' and the House of Representatives ' passenger.' 
'l'be mistake was not detected and the bill was enrolled and si~ed by 
the Speaker of. the House and the President of. the Senate with the 
word passenger.' In the opinion of the Department the circumstances 
of the passage of the bill are su:fficlent to raise doubt as to its validity 
and question as to its application.'' 

TliEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 10, 1906. 
1\lr. FRYE. I move that the message be referred to the 

Committee on Commerce and printed. · 
The motion was agreed to. 
M:r. FRYE. The 'Committee on Commerce was informed of 

the mistake made in enrolling the bill or in the House, and it 
authorized me to report this morning and ask present consid
eration of the following bill. It is important that it shall be 
passed immediately, owing to tbe fact tllat there are no yachts 
nowad:1ys that do not carry launches propelled by naphtha or 
some like power, and the yachting season is about commencing. 
The ruling of the inspector-general in New York would deprive 
them of the privilege of using those launches. I report from 
tile Committee on. Commerce a bill to .correct that mistake, 
which I nsk may be now considered. 

The bill (S. 6129) to amend section 4472 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to the carrying of dan~ 
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gerous articles on passenger steamers w~ read the first time by 
its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4472 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following provision: 

· u P1·o-vidcd, however, That nothing in the provisions of this title shall 
prohibit the transportation by vessels not carrying passengers for hire 
of gasoline or any of the products of petroleum for use as a source of 
motive power for the motor boats or launches <?f such ·vessels." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks for 
the present consideration of the bill which has just been read. 

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

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

FIND! GS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of the County Court of Ste. Genevieve County, Mo., 
v. 'rhe United States; which, with the acc-ompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu
tion; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 2296. An act restoring to the public domain certain lands 
in the State of Minnesota ; 

S. 4976. An act to grant certain land to the State of Minnesota 
to be used for the construction of a sanitarium for the treat
ment of consumptives ; 

S. 5498. An act granting additional lands from the Fort Doug
las Milita.ry Reservation to the University of Utah; 

S. 5796. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road; 

H. R. 13946. An act for the relief of Charles L. Allen; 
H. R.15095. An act authorizing the condemnation of lands or 

easements needed in connection with works of river and harbor 
improvements at the expense of persons, companies, or corpora
tions; 

H. R. 18204. An act to authorize the Northampton and Hali
fax Bridge Company to construct a bridge across Roanoke River 
at or near Weldon~ N.C.; and 

·H. J. Res. 134. Joint resolution authorizing the construction 
and maintenance of wharves, piers, and other structures in Lake 
Michigan, adjoining certain lands in Lake County, Ind. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of 6,000 rail
road men of Garrett, Ind., remonstrating against the adoption 
of the amendment to the railroad rate bill taking away the 
right of free transportation to the families , of railroad em
ployees; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

1\Ir. PLATT presented a petition of the Chamber of Com
mere~ of Troy, N. Y., praying for the ratification of the pro
posed pending treaty between the United States and Santo 
Domingo; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Local Grange No. 591, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Stony Ford; of the Manufacturing Per
fumers' Association of New York City; of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Troy, and of sundry citizens of New York City 
and Brooklyn, all in the State of New York, and of the Ameri
can Federation of Musicians of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 
removal of the internal-revenue tax on denaturized alcohol ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Swansey, N. H., praying for an investigation into the existing 
conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the national committee on 
legislation, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Odenton, Md., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 

· which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
:ae also presented a memorial of the Homeopathic 1\Iedical 

Society of the District of Columbia, remonsh·ating against the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the practice of osteopathy 
in the Dish·ict of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He a.lso presented the memorial of J. C. Oakley, of Woods
ville, N. H., remonsh·ating against the enactment of legisla
tion to prohibit the issuance of free passes to railroa(l em
ployees and their families ; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. · 

Mr. DRYDEN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Mont
clair, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to estab
lish a children's bureau in the Department of the Interior; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of J. T. Tubby, of New York 
City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to create a 
national advisory board of civic art in the Dish·ict of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of .Colum
bia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of South Orange, 
East Orange, Plainfield, and Camden, all in the State of New 
Jersey, and of the International Association of Master House 
Painters and Decorators of the United States and Canadv, of 
Somerville, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Hoboken, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to re trict im
migration; which were referred to the Committee on Immigra
tion. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lakewood, 
Seabright, Clinton, Camden, Ocean Grove, and Trenton, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legisla
tion to amend the postal laws relative to newspaper publica
tions; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the William Huger & Co., of 
Newark, N. J., and a petition of Battin & Co., of Newark, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the .impor
tation, exportation, or carriage in interstate commerce of fal ely 
or spuriously -stamped articles of merchandise made of gold 
and silver or their alloys; which were referred to the Commit
tee on Interstate Comm~rce. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions ·of sundry citizens of Chi
cago, Lagrange, Springerton, Kinderhook, Aurora, Quincy, De
catur, and Elwood, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
removal of the internal-revenue tax on denaturized alC'ohol ; 
which were referred to the Committee en Finance. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Watson, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the 
duty on denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Phila
delphia and Mechanicsburg; of the Standard Automobile C-om
pany, of Pittsburg; of Local Grange No. 131, of 1\Iill Village; 
of Local Granges Nos. 384 and 876, of Knoxville ; of Sandy Lake 
Grange, No. 393, of Polk; of Local Grange No. 533, of Clearfield; 
of Local Grange No. 781, of Port Royal ; of Local Grange No. 
872, of Tidal ; of the Philadelphia Piano Trade Association, of Phil
adelphia; of the Estey Company, of Philadelphia; of CTu h 
Creek Grange, No. 573, of Wilgus, and of Local Grange No. 54, 
of Wellsboro, Patrons of Husbandry, all in the State of Penn yl
vania, praying for the removal of the internal-revenue tax: on 
denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

1\Ir. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of the National So
ciety of the Daughters of the American Revolution, praying for 
an investigation into the industrial conditions of the women of 
the country ; which was referred to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor . 

. He also presented a petition of the Norwalk Business Men's 
Association, of Norwalk, Conn., and a petition of sundry citi
zens of Bridgeport, Conn., praying for the removal of the in
ternal-revenue tax on denaturized alcohol; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SCOTT presented memorials of sundry railroad employees 
of Parkersburg, Benwood Junction, Fairmont, Grafton, and 
Weston, all in the State of West ViTginia, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the issuance of free 
passes to railroad employees and their families; which were or
dered· to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented memorials of 70 locomotive engi
neers of Greenfield, Mass., and 70 locomotive engineers of 
Fitchburg, · Mass., remonstrating against the adoption of the 
amendment to the railway rate bill prohibiting the issuance of 
free transportation to the · families of railroad employees; 
which were ordered to lie on the. table. 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry memorials of citizens of Graf
ton, Clarksburg, 'Veston, Terra Alta, Parkersburg, and Fair
mont, all in the St.:'lte of West Virginia, and of Memphis, Tenn., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
tile issuance of passes to railtoad employees and their families ; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

1\Ir. HOPKINS presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Chicago, Springfield, Paxton, Pontiac, Peoria, Mount Carmel, 
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Rock Island, Sycamore, Belleville, and Rockford, all in the State 
of Illinois, and of Louisville, Ky., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the issuance of passes to 
railroad employees and their families; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of J. E. Defebaugh, editor of 
the American Lumberman, of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating_ 
against the enactment of legislation to remove the duty on 
denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MONEY presented a petition of the Progressive Business 
League~ of Gulfport, Miss., praying for the enactment of legis
lation providing for the acceptance of the channel and the 
an'chorage basin between Ship Island Harbor and Gulfport, in 
that State; whlch was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Whereas there is now pending before ·congress a bill to provide for 
the acceptance of the channel and the anchorage basin between Ship 
Island Harbor and Gulfport, Miss., and to repeal portions of the river 
and harbor act of March 3, 1889, relating thereto; and 

Whei·eas the said harbor and anchorage basin has been dt·edged and 
now accommodates vessels of 21 and 22 feet draft or more; and 
· Whereas it is in the interest of commerce that the said channel and 
anchorage basin should be accepted and maintained by the Govern
ment : Therefore, be it 

Resolved. by the Progressive Bttsi1~ess League of Gt'lfport, Miss., ancl 
the citizens of Gulfport in joint meeting assembled, That our im
mediate Representative in Congress and the Senators from the State 
of Mississippi be, and they are hereby, earnestly re<]nested and urged 
to use every effort in their power to secure the passage of said bill, 
which is House resolution No. 18664, and which was introduced by 
Representative E. J. BowERS on the 28th day of April, 1906; 

Resolved turthe1·, That we earnestly urge the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee of the House of Representatives of the Congt·ess of the 
United States to favorably act upon said bill as speedily as possible, 
to the end that the same may be enacted into law; 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded by the sec
retary of the Gulfport Progressive Business League to the Senators in 
the Congress of the United States from the State of Mississippi and 
to our immediate Representatives. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of North Dakota, praying for the removal of the internal
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance: · · · 

Mr. KNOX presented memorials of sundry Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad employees and of sundry Southern Railway em
ployees, remonstrating against the ·passage ·'of the amendment 
to the railroad rate bill prohibiting the issuing of passes to 
railroad employees and members of their families; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

:REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
l\Ir. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 

whom was referred the bill (S. 3927) to increase the efficiency 
of the veterinary service of ·the Army, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 18502) to em
power the Secretary of War, _ under certain restrictions, to 
authorize the construction, extension, and maintenance of 
wharves, piers, and other structures on lands underlying har
bor areas and navigable ·streams and bodies of waters in or sur
rounding Porto Rico and the islands adjacent thereto, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

1\fr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 17127) to provide for the subdi
vision and sale of certaip lands in the State of Washington, re
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6130) for the advance

ment of certain officers of the Navy who served during the civil 
war and were retired prior to March 3, 1899; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6131) granting an increase 
of pension to Frances A. Jepson; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

l\1r. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
se-verally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6132) for the relief of the heirs of James H. Wood-
hall, deceased ; and , 

A bill ( S. 6133) for the relief of Jake T. Patrick. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 6134) providing for 

the conveyance to the State of North Dakota of certain tracts 
of land for the use and benefit of the North Dakota State His
torical Society ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. · 

1\Ir. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 6135) granting a pension 

to Mary E. Hughes; which was read twice by its title, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 6136) granting a 
pension to Persis A. Gowen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced the following bills ; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit
tee on Pensions : 

A bill ( S. 6137) granting an increase of pension to Fannie L. 
Pike; 

A bill (S. 6138) granting an increase of pension to Eliza P. 
Norton; 

A bill 
Brusie; 

A bill 
Birge; 

( S. 6139) granting an increase of pension to Eliza A. 

(S. 6140) granting an increa·se of pension to Julia A. 

· A bill (S. 6141) granting an increase of pension to Ransom 
C. Russell; 

A bill (S. 6142) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
M. Hart; 

A bill (S. 6143) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Northrop; 

A bill (S. 6144) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Savage; and 
· A bill (S. 6145) granting an increase of pension to Enoch 

Bolles. 
ESTATE OF CHARLES M. DEMAREST. 

Mr. PLA'l'T. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 6101) for the relief of the estate · of Charles l\f. 
Demarest, . deceased, which was reported unanimously by the 
Committee on Finance. 

The Secretary read the bill ; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid
eration. It proposes to pay to the legal representatives of the 
.estate of Charles 1\f. Demarest, late of Warwick, in the State of 
New York, $122.26, being the .aJl)ount due on one first-mortgage 
preferred bond issued by the Champaign, Havana and Western 
Railway Company, No. 251, and dated July 1, 1879,. and pai<l 
into the United States Treasury on F~bruary 23, 1898, by the 
clerk of the circuit court of the United States for the southern 
district of Illinois, in accordance with section 996, as amended 
by the act of February 19, 1897 (29 Stat. L., p: 578), wh.ich pro
vides that money remaining in the registry of court unclaimed 
for ten years shall be deposited to the credit of the United 
States. 

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

EXTENSION OF IRRIGATION ACT TO STATE OF TEXAS. 
· 1\fr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con

sideration of the bill (H. R. 14184) to extend the irrigation act 
to the State of Texas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a memorandum on the bill 
indicating that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoooE] 
wishes to be present when the bill is considered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Massachusetts is here. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
The Secretary read the bill. 
Mr. LODGE. I hope the bill may not be passed by unanimous 

consent. It seems to me to be a very important bill, and I wanted 
an opportunity to ..(ook at it and at the report before it is taken 
up. I have been so busy that I have not had an opportunity to 
do so. I hope it need not be pressed at this time. It seems to 
me to be a very large question. . 

~ir. BAILEY. No, Mr. President; it simply extends the law 
already existing to the arid regions of Texas ; and Texas, like 
the people who go to mill, takes her place in the rear of all 
the others, to wait until all that has been provided for the 
others has been accomplished. · 

Mr. LODGE. Are there public lands of the United States in 
Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. Not an acre of public land belongs to the . 
United States. 

Mr. LODGE. That seems to me to be a very important point. 
Mr. BAILEY. But the Senator understands that nothing is 

gi\en to anybody, but that all who get the benefit of this act are 
compelled to return an equivalent to the Treasury. It seems 
to me that if the people of the arid regions of Texas return 
their equivalent to the Treasury they are entitled to just as 
much as the people of the arid regions of any other State or 
Territory. 

Mr. LODGE. I agree with the Senator; I think they are; 
but my understanding of the legislation we have had hitherto 
was tllat the sale of public lands furnished the funds by which 
the work of irrigation was carried on. 
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Mr. BAILEY. That is true. 
.Mr. LODGE. Now, . Texas has no public lands of the United 

States. 
Mr. BAILEY. That is true. 
Mr. LODGE. Therefore, where are the funds coming from? 
.Mr. BAILEY. They will come from the same source that the 

funds used in other States come from ; and like all the money 
furnished to any other State, it must be repaid into the 
Treasury. 

I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts frankly that I 
did not sympathize with this original legislation, but it was 
entered upon by the Government, it bas been prosecuted with 
great success in certain regions, and I do not believe that there 
can be any fair disposition to exclude from the provisions of 
the act any arid region in the Republic. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from Texas allow me? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to suggest that as I remember the law 

Texas will be practically on the same basis as the other States; 
that licenses will be given out; and the money received from 
that source is used to return the advances made by the Treas
ury for all of the irrigation purposes in various States. So if 
half a million or money or a million or five hundred millions is 
used in Texas there will be the same facility for returning it ' 
in Texas that there is in Idaho or Montana. 

1\lr. BAILEY. That is P\'ecisely true. 
Mr. LODGE. That is the point I wanted to get at. The 

. money is taken from the funds of lands in other States. 
1\Ir. BAILEY. But the lands in the other States do not be-

long to the other States. 
Mr. LODGE. No; they belong to the United States. 
Mr. BAILEY. They belong to a common fund. 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly-the United States. 
Mr. BAILEY. They belong to the common fund of the peo

ple. In other words, they belong just as much to the State of 
Texas as they do to the State in which they are situated. I 
remember once, when a Member of the House, trying to grant 
those lands to the States in which they were situated, but I 
could not secure the favorable consideration for that proposition. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. BAILEY. Certitinly. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Is this a request for unanimous con

sent? 
Mr. BAILEY. It is. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I dislike to object, but I want to make 

a further examination of the bill and perhaps, at another tim~ 
offer some amendments to it, if the Senator from 'l'exas will 
allow it to go over. . 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course I assume when the Sen.ator ~ays be 
wants to examine it that he means exactly what he says, and 
be does not mean it as a mere matter of delay. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Not at all. 
Mr. BAILEY. I assume that, and I withdraw the request. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think the S~nator will acquit me of 

ever having entered into an effort to delay any measure. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is withdrawn. 

SHERMAN AVENUE, IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. I move that the bill (S. 5882) to provide 
for the reassessment of benefits in the matter of the extension 
ancl widening of Slrerman avenue, in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, be recommitted to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

'l'he motion was agreed to. 
ASSOCIATION OF NAVAL MILITIA. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a few days ago the Sen
ate ordered to be printed a public .document known as " Docu
ment No. 435," the proceedings of the annual meeting of the 
Association of the Naval Militia of the United States. As 
there are but a few numbers available, I move that 1,000 addi
tional copies be printed for the use of the Association of the 
Naval Militia of the United States. 

The motion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. BURKETT submitted an amendment proposing to ap· 
propriate $15,000 for the extension of forest planting on forest 
reserves, of which not to exceed $2,500 may be used to con· 
struct a permanent station building on the Dismal River FoTest 
Reserve, Nebraska intended to be proposed by him to the agri· 
cultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit· 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LATil\IER submitted an amendment providing that pa
trons on all rural free-delivery mail routes that are now estab
lished or that may hereafter be established may put up for their 
individual use boxes constructed of such material as they may 
desire, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the post-office 
appropriation bill; which was r eferred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment proposing to ap
propriate $1,200 for the salary of one inspector of marine prod
ucts in the District of Columbia, intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
refen-ed to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS-LEWIS D. SIMMONDS. 

On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 
Or·dered, That on the application of Lewis D. Simmonds, be is au

thorized to withdraw from the files of the Senate all papers accom
panying Senate bill No. 2073, Fifty-second Congress, first session, en
titled "A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of r~ewis D. Simmonds," there having been no adverse report thereon. 

AGRICULTURAL LANDS IN FOREST RESERVES. 

1\Ir. FULTON. Some days ago I entered a motion to recon
sider the vote whereby the bill (H. R. 17576) to provide for 
the enh-y of agricultural lands within forest reserves was 
passed. I did so at the request of the Senator from Idaho 
[l\fr. HEYBURN], who desired to examine it and perhaps sub
mit an amendment. Since then he has, I understand, said that 
the motion may be withdrawn. I ask leave, therefore, at this 
time, to withdraw the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed . 

'l'he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from .Oregon' with
draws the motion to reconsider and the bill stands passed. 

FOREIGN-BUILT DREDGES. 
Mr. FRYE submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagree(ng vote~ of the 
two H9uses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R . 
395) concerning foreign-built dredges, havip.g met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate and agree to the same. 

WM. P. FRYE, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
JAMES H . BERRY, 

Oonterees on the part of tlze Sefzate. 
C. H. GROSVENOR, 
THOS. SPIGHT, 

Oon(e1·ees on the pa1·t ot the House. 

The report was agreed to. 
REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 

l\Jr. CULLOl\1: 1\lr. President, I have a large number of tele
grams here from gentlemen in Illinois. I will ask that one of 
them be read, and will present the balance without reading. 
'l'hey are all upon the question of free passes to certain classes 
of people. I ask that the telegram which I send to the table be 
rea~ · · 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The telegram will be read, if there 
is no objection. 

The Secre'tary read as follows : 
[Telegram.] 

S. M. CULLOM, 
CHICAGO, ILL., May 10, 1906. 

United States Senate, Washington, D . 0.: 
One hundred and twenty-five thousand railway employees of Illinois 

vigorously protest against the Senate amendment shutting o!I our 
families and dependents from securing free transportation. This will 
deprive us of the only privilege now granted and make lt impossible 
for our families to travel without paying full fare. We have con
tended for this in our organizations for twenty-five years, and we cer
tainly deplore the attitude of the Senate in such uncharitable action. 

Wf.I. CLAnK, 
Chief Conductor Order of Railway Conductors, No. 1, 

5919 Wabash Avenue. 

1\Ir. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that I hav-e received a 
number of other dispatches of like tenor, and I file them all, so 
that they may be considered. I ask that they be laid on the 
table, as it is not worth while to refer them to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
l\Ir. 'VARNER. I present certain telegrams and ask that the 

first be read and that all the telegrams be printed in the 
RECORD. 

l\fr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator from Missouri propose 
to print the telegrams in the REcono? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 1\fissoui.'i will 
kindly restate his request. 
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Mr. WARNER. I ask that the first telegram be read and that 
the others be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
tlie Senator from Missouri? 

1\fr. BLACKBURN. l\fr. President, if every member of the 
Senate were to print in the RECORD all the telegrams he has 
received upon this subject, estimating them from my own ex
perience, the RECORD would be burdened for the next two months 
to come. 

Mr. WARNER. I could have burdened it for four months, 
but have made a few selections. However, I withdraw the re
quest as to printing in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri re
quests the reading of the dispatch be has sent to the desk. 

l\Ir. B.LACKBURN. I only intended by what I said to make 
this point clear, that if one Senator is to print in the RECORD all 
of these protesting telegrams it would be but fair that every 
other Senator should do the same thing. I have received sev
eral swre, probably a hundred of them, but thought it would be 
too burdensome to the REcoRD for all of them to appear there. 

Mr. WARNER. In reply I wish to say that I do not wish to 
burden the RECORD. I have possibly done so as little as anyone 
in the matter of printing in the. RECORD. · 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the teleg1·am. · 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, allow me to make one remark, 
lest I may have been misunderstood. I did not ask that the 
telegrams which I sent to the desk be printed in the REcoRD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They were not so ordered. 
l\Ir. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have in my band about fifty, 

and I haT"e twenty-five more that ought to go in the RECORD if 
those sent to the desk by the Senator from Missouri go in. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Missouri withdrew his re
quest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reading 
of the telegram, as requested by the Senator from Missouri? 
The Chair bears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
{Telegram.] 

Senator Wu..r.rAM WARNER, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

MEMPms, TENN., May 10, 1906. 

On behalf of the locomotive engineers of Division 502, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, at Kansas City, Mo., you are requested to use 
your influence and vote against the amendment to Senate bill 2261, we 
knowing that the passage of this amendment will work a great hardship 
on the families of railroad employees throughout the country. 

. Respectfully, yours, , 
W. H. MEAD, Chief Engineer Division 502. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The dispatch just read and the 
others sent to the desk by the Senator from Missouri will lie on 
the table. , 

l\1r. FORAKER. I have a telegram from the Grand Interna
tional Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, which I think 
ought to be read and put in the RECORD, and I hav~ about a 
hundred others, which I will ask some one to relieve me of. I 
send them to the desk to be filed. 
- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and 
the Secretary will read the telegram. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
[Telegram.] 

MEMPHIS, TENN., May 10, 1906. 
JOSEPH B. FORAKER 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. a.: 
I am authorized by the Grand International Brotherhood of Locomo

ti>e Engineers' convention to say that we earnestly protest against the 
adoption of the Senate amendment that discriminates against the issu
ing of transportation to grand officers of the different railroad organi
zations who are ·employed by the employees in the different classes of 
railroad service and also against the restriction of the issuing of trans
portation to t:be families 'Of employees upon the different railroad sys
tems, believing that this .is .an unta.ir and unjust discrimination aguinst 
a class of worthy employees, and we hope that you will do all in your 
power to prevent the passage of this obnoxious amendment to the rate 
bill. 

W. S. STONE, Grand Chief Engineer. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The dispatches sent to the desk by 

the Senator from Ohio will lie on the table. 
Mr. McCREARY. I have received n. number of telegrams on 

the subject referred to similar to the one which bas just been 
read. I will not ask that any of them be published in the 
RECORD, but I simply make the announcement that I have re
ceived those telegrams, and I hope we will have an opportunity 
to rescind the amendment which was passed when the bill 
comes into the Senate. 

1\Ir. 1\IORGAN. As all classes of persons interested in mat
ters of this kind ought to be represented, and ns I represent a 
very large constituency who hare very little voice in the Federal 
Government, ! will send to tbe desk and ask to ba ve read the 
following dispatch. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested by the Senator from Alabama. · 

The dispatch was read, and ordered to lie on the table as 
follows: · ' 

[Telegram.] 

JOHN T: MORGA , BIRMINGHAM, ALA., May 9, 1906. 

United States Senate~ Washington, D. a.: 
Understand Senate committee considering resolution forbiddin"' rail

roads issuing free transportation employees families. Th.is be" great 
hardship, and hope you will use your infiuence to defeat. 

J. W. BRYAN, 
President Brotherhood Railway Cooks. 

. · Mr. GALLINGER. 1\Ir. President, dl)ring the· pendency of 
the railway rate bill I have received just one letter from a citi
zen of New Hampshire concerning it, and he is a man who 
keeps a little country store and finds fault because an express 
train does not stop to take a quarter of beef to the Boston mar
ket for him when another train comes along two or three hours 
after an_d accommodates him. ·So from my experience there is 
not an <>verwbelming demand for this legislation in New Hamp
shire. 

In the matter of the employees of the railroads, who want 
about 4,000,000 people granted the privilege of free passes, I 
have received just one telegram. I presume it is from a New 
Hampshire man. It is dated Memphis, Tenn., and I think he 
is attending a convention at that point. I will simply send it 
to the desk without reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The telegram will lie <>n the table. 
1\Ir. GALLINGER. I should think it very probable if the 

rate bill lingers much longer in the Senate, I may receive addi
tional telegrams, as this seems to be an infectious disease. 

l\fr. FRYE. l\Ir. President, I received a telegram · from the 
president of a railroad company, saying that this legi lation 
excluding the employees and their families would be detri
mental both to the railroads and to the employees; tllat the 
present privilege which they enjoy gives them contentment, and 
it is regarded as a great boon; that they are more faitllful in 
the service than they would be without it, and he thought it 
was a very decided mistake to make. 

I think in the amendment adopted there was another mistake 
ma.de equally great. It applied to attorneys exclu ively em
ployed by railroads. That would only apply to a very few .attor
neys in the United States. It would not apply to any local 
attorney, and the attorneys who are exclusi\ely employed by a 
railroad have but little, if any, occasion to tra\el on the road. 
They are in their offices attending t<> the general busine s of the 
railroad and are not traveling, while the local attorney are 
called upon to travel every few days to look after affairs about 
disasters and all that sort of thing. I think tho e two mistakes 
were made in that amendment, and when the amendment is 
before the Senate I hope some· o'ne will correct the mistnke. If 
no one else does, I will try to do it myself. 

Mr .. BEVERIDGE. I send telegrams to the de k, not to have 
them read, except the <>ne ·:which I have indicft ted. 

The VICE-PRESIDEThi'T. The Senator ft·om Indiana re
quests the reading of a dispatch. Without objection, the Secre
tary will read i.t. 

The teleoOTam was read, and ordered to 1ie on the table, as 
follows: 

[Telegram.] 

Senator A. J. BEVERIDGE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

PRI.NCETbN, IND., May 10, 1906. 

There are ·600 railroad employees here who want the pass amendment 
modified so as to include families of employees ; otherwise great hardship 
will result to railroad men. 

1'11. W. FIELDS, 
Attorney Southern RaUt·oad Com pany. 

Mr. ·WARREN. Mr. President, following til~ subject touclled 
upon in these telegrams and the remarks by tile Senator from 
Maine with ;reference to the attorneys of railronds, it is very 
necessary, in my opinion, that there should be an amendment, 
if that part of the bill is •to stand, permitting the owners and 
care takers of live stock to be passed from their homes to the 
point of shipment and on the freight trains with the st ck to 
the point of delivery and back to their llom.es as has always 
been the practice. 

There should be no objection to such an amendment, if the 
railroad companies are willing to pass on freight trains etc., 
with live stock, the owners and the necessnry men in charge 
of sam-e, because it in ures more humane treatment en route and 
a better condition of live stock in arriving at destination for 
slaughter. 

Nearly all live stock is shipped through more than one State 
to rea-ch the markets for slaughter, ·a 1arge portion of it c-oming 
from the western country, g{)ing to Missouri River points or to 
Chicago. The railroads, in making up freight charges on live 
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stock, have really included the expense of carrying the men in 
charge. But under the proposed law, unless an amendment 
like the one proposed is adopted, they can not put these men on 
the bills of lading or pass them with the stock, nor from the 
stock tender's residence to and including point of shipment an<l_ 
point of delivery-that is, from his home, the round trip, back 
to his home, without collecting regular fare. While it is true, 
tech£ically speaking, that railroads are compelled to receive, 
convey, and deliver live stock without the owners or agents 
attending them, etc., for loading, unloading, and caring for the 
stock en route, yet it is a common interest for the -railroads, 
instead of carrying their own men under salary, to carry the 
owner or his men free without payment for service, the owners 
being willing to contribute the service of their men and includ
ing board and incidental expense, excepting only transporta
t ion for the sake of better treatment for the stock. The public 
is much better served, in that the live stock is more carefully 
loaded and unloaded and arrives at destination in a less bruised 

· or fevered condition. 
Thus both parties ought to desire the continuation of the 

present practice. Owners of live stock can not afford, in addi
tion to the regular freight charges, wages of men, board, etc., 
to pay fares when riding-over freight trains, as they do in one 
direction at least with the stock. Nor have we any reason to 
belie-re that the railroads will reduce the freight charges suffi
ciently to co-rer the fares if paid under the proposed law. 

There practically has been no misuse or abuse of this trans
portation, since it is individual and nontransferable. It has 
been granted by all railroads alike, and hence does not tend to 
favoritism or discrimination, and of course causes no criticism 
and does no one an injustice. 

I shall offer such an amendment at the proper time, if it is 
not offered by others, in the following words : 

Or to owners and care takers of live stock when traveling with such 
stock, or when going to point of shipment or returning from point of 
delivery. _ 

!lfr. BEVERIDGE. I desire to know whether or not it is 
proper at this time to offer an amendment or to serve notice 
that I will offer an amendment to the amendment intended to 
be proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]? If 
so, I desire to present such an amendment at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment can be presented 
at this time. . 

l'l!r. BEVERIDGE. Then I desire to give notice that I will 
move to amend the amendment which is intended to be proposed 
by the senior Senator from Texas, when he offers such an 
amendment, as follows : Add after the word .-. dollars," on line 
11, the amendment as proposed in the print, the following, which 
I read, because I think I can read it better than the clerks: 

Provided, That said carrier of interstate commerce may, by arrange
ment with other carriers of interstate commerce, provide for free trans
portation of its bona fide employees and their families over the lines of . 
such other carriers in connection with said free transportation over the 
lines of the carrier providing s~id free transportation. 

1\Ir. TILLl\IAN. Mr. President--
1\fr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I simply rise for the purpose 

of saying that not anticipating this eruption of telegrams, I left 
fifty or seventy-five at home. 

I voted against the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] for the reason that it deprives railway 
carriers of the right to give passes to the families of their 
employees. I could see nothing whatever to justify that restric
tion. It destroys a practice which has existed for a great many 
years and to which I think employees are fairly entitled, and I 
do not think they should be deprived of it. Under that amend
ment--

l'IIr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
'l'he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the senior Senator from Wis-

consin yield to his collea~e? 1 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 

will state llis question of order. 
Mr. SPOO~ER. Why does the Senator raise a point of order 

against me, when he has sat here quietly through all this debate? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am trying to raise it on everyone so far as 

I can. My point of order is that this discussion is not now in 
order. 

1\fr. SPOONER. It will be in order when the bill comes be
fore the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Ohair sustains the point of 
order. Are there further bills or resolutions to be introduced? 

1\Ir. DICK. I send to the desk, not to be read or printed, 
telegrams of like character as those already recei-red, to be 
noted in the RECORD simply as petitions are noted.. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is tllere objection to the request 
of the Senator from Ohio? · 

There-being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to be 
noted, and 'to lie on the table, as follows : 

A telegram from the Order of Railway Conductors of Cleve-
land, Ohio; a'nd -

A telegram from the Grand International Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers of Memphis, Tenn., remonstrating against 
the adoption of the amendment to the railway rate bill pro
hibiting the issuance of free transportation to bona fide em
ployees and their families. 

Mr. TILLl\iAN. I desire to introduce certain telegrams in 
the form of petitions similar to those which have been pre
sented. 

There being no objection, the telegrams were· ordered to be 
noted, and, to lie on the table, as follows : 

Telegrams from citizens of Columbia, Greenville, Charleston, 
Winnsboro, Florence, and Timmonsville, all in the State of 
South Carolina; of Garrett, Ind., and of Chicago, III., remon
strating against the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
issuance of passes to railroad employees and their familie . 

:Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, is the morning business 
closed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not closed. 
[Several bills were introduced, which appear under their 

proper heading.] _ 
1\Ir. TELLER. _ Mr. President, I do not wish these telegrams 

put in the RECORD, but I should like to send them to the desk 
and say that I have received a great many more of the same 
kind. 

There being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to be 
noted, and to lie on the table, as follows : 

Telegrams :(rom the International Association of Machinists 
of Denver, Colo. ; from the officers and members of Local Divi
sion No. 29, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of J;ueblo, 
Colo., and from the officers and members of Local Division No. 
541, Brotherhood of Locomotive E-ttgineers, of Denver, Colo. . 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have received six or eight 
dozen of these telegrams, which I now present. 

There being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows : 

Telegrams from E. :M. Smith, of McDonough, Ga. ; of A. C. 
Smith, of Selma, Ala. ; D. H. Hopper and M. J. Burke, of At
lanta; L. 0. Swain, C. P. Weekly, T. J. ·Russell, of Atlanta; Law
ton & Cummins, of Savannah; J. D. Hermann, of Eastman; 
W. D. Kiddo and W. C. Warrell, of Cuthbert; T. E. Dunbar, of 
Macon; Joseph B. and Bryan Cumming, of Augusta; G. W. War
wick, of Smithville; A. G. and Julian McGarry, of Hartwell ; 
J. W. Whidlen and A. G. Jennings, of Macon; De Lacy · & 
Bishop, of Eastman; J. I. Hall, of Macon; Dorsey Brewster, 
Howell & McDaniel, of Atlanta; T. S. Moyes, of Savannah; 
W. A. Winburn, of Savannah, S. F. Parrott, of Macon ; Shumate 
& Maddox, of Dalton; H. Sterling, of Macon; J. D. Hudson, of 
Americus; N. E. Harris, of :Macon; T. B. Cabiness, of Forsythe; 
A. S. Bussey, of Wrightsville; Bennett & Conyers, of Bruns
wick; J. Randolph Anderson, of Savannah; C. E. Battle. of Co
lumbus; Thomas K. Scott, of Augusta; John B. Little; of At
lanta ; C. R. Faulkner, of Dalton; Fermon Barrett, of Toccoa; 

_ W. H. Harris, of Fort Valley; Homer Dickinson, of Macon; 
Simon W. Hitch, of Waycross ; J. B. Burnside and C. P. Mc
Laughlin, of Hamilton; John H. Welsh, of Atlanta; George E. 

-Florence, of Augusta; R. L. J. Smith, of Jefferson; W. A. 
Woodall, of Atlanta; Oscar J. Coogler, -of Jonesboro; M. H. 
Sandwich and B. L. Tysinger, of Thomaston; A. C. Brown, of 
Commerce; R. B. Edwards, of Eastman; W. P. Cole and H. L. D. 
McPherson, of Carrollton; E. T. Brown, of Atlanta; King & 
Spalding, of Atlanta, and J. J. Strickland, of Athens, all in the 
State of Georgia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed; 
and the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
·sideration of the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 
"An act to regulate commerce," approved February 5, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, without being subject 
to the point of order by the Senator from Rhode Island, I in my 
own right will finish what I was about concluding. 

Under the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas this 
might very well happen, and it illustrates the injustice of the 
re.sh·iction. If an engineer staying at his post in time of dan
ger to save a train load of P!lSSengers is mortally wounded, his 
wife and children could not get to his bedside by the courtesy 
of the company which he serves and to whose interest, as well 
as the public interest, be had been faithful, but they wo~a be 
obliged to pay their fare. 

If thereis a band of men in the United States entitled-their 
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families as well as themselves-to the consideration of their 
employers, it is the railway train men, who are faithful, de
voted, brave, and patient. It is a rare thing, 1\fr. President, for 
one of them to be found shirking his duty. 

I voted against this amendment because my colleague had 
offered an amendment which in this respect seemed to me infi
nitely more just to the railway men of the country, and when 
the time comes-- . 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the senior Senator from Wis

consin yield to his colleague? 
1\Ir. SPOONER. I do. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The amendment which I had proposed 

to offer--
Mr. SPOONER. I referred to that. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Requires a little further amendment in 

order to meet objections which have been raised here this morn
ing, and at the appropriate time (I would do it now if it could 
be done) I should like to offer that amendment for consid-
eration. • 

1\Ir. FRYE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me one 
moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It would relieve many Senators from 

having -to respond to a large number of telegrams and letters 
which will continue to pour in upon us. I think the matter 
could be settled here in fifteen minutes if a proper provision 
is presented, and it could be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FRY:K I wish to say for the information of the Senator 
from Wisconsin that when the bill is in the Senate it will be 
open to amendri:lent. 

1\fr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand that. · 
· Mr. FRYE. And having been agreed to now, it is not open 

to amendment. 
1\fr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand that. I was precluded 

from offering the amendment at the proper time in Committee 
of the Whole, because I chanced to be off the floor when the 
last line of section 1 was under consideration, and we passed 
the point when I could have offered the amendment. I shall 
offer it in the Senate whenever we take the bill up for consjdera
tion there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that there is 
no pending question -before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can make one in a minute, if that is nec
essary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain a ques
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from Iowa, who will 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1\.Ir. President, to relieve the situation in 
many ways, I hope, as respects this matter, I now move, on page 
2, line 5, to strike out the words "and fairly remunerative." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa proposes 
an amendment, which will be stated by the Secretary. The 
Senator is reading from the printed copy of the amendments as 
prepared by the Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not reading from the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 10 of the bill, in lines 20 and 21, 

strike out the words " and fairly remunerative " after the word 
" reasonable." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

1\fr. ALLISON. Now, I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to 
yield to me for just one moment. 

1\Ir. SPOONER. Certainly. 
:Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say at this time, Mr. President, 

that I have also received many telegrams on this subject. I 
was afraid I would not be able to make that statement unless I 
embraced this opportunity. I am in ~ympathy with .the tele
grams as respects those who are employed by the railroads. 

1\Ir. SPOONER. 1\Ir. President, continuing my observations 
for one moment only--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 1\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. SPOONER. I will, in one moment. 
I had two purposes in view in addressing the Chair upon this 

subject, one was to explain why I voted against the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] which 
was adopted. I am opposed to the granting of railway passes 
to Members of Congress, to public officials, and to the general 
public, but I think the line should be drawn as has been here 
sUggested. Second, I wnnted to say a few words in support of 
the justice of the proposition, which the Senator from ~'exas 

has partly covered by a proposed substitute to his own amend
ment, allowing railway companies to issue passes 'to their em
ployees and the families of their employees as they always have 
done. ·That is all. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wiscon

sin yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 1\fr. President--
1\Ir. LODGE. Mr. President, I have not spoken on this sub

ject before. 
'.rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair first recognized the Sen

ator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]. . 
Mr. LODGE. I thought the Senator from Indiana had al-

ready spoken. _ 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not spoken on this subject since 

the bill was taken up this morning. . 
1\Ir. President, I merely rise to call the attention of the Sena

tor from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], and the attention of his 
colleague [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] as well, to the fact that the Sena
tor from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] on yesterday remedied the 
defects to which all these telegrams call attention, except in one 
particular, and that this morning I have given notice of an in
tention to move an amendment to his' amendment, when he shall 
offer it, to still further completely remedy the defects to which 
these telegrams call attention. I call the attention of the senior 
Senator from Wisconsin to the fact, and also call the attention 
of his colleague to the fact, that the Senator from Texas has 
modified his amendment so as to include railway employees and 
their families amongst those to be entitled to receive free trans
portation; and this morning I have moved an amendment to 
provide that the carrier may provide for interchangeable trans
portation, so that the employee of any carrier and the family 
of that employee may be given free passes, not only over the 
road of the carrier issuing the same, but over connecting line , 
which, I think, completely covers the defects which the tele
gmms have been complaining against. 

Mr. CUL1U1JRSON. Mr: President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Texas? 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I do. 
1\Ir. CULBERSON. I thought the Senator had concluded. 
1\Ir. NELSON. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order, that 

the feature of the bill which is being discussed by Senators is 
not now in order before the Senate. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. · I--
Mr. NELSON. I think the question is on the amendment of

f{'red by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLisoN] and that we had 
better adhere to that. When we take up this other subject, we 
cnn then discuss it in order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I thought the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
BEVERIDGE] had yielded the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I desire simply to make a brief state-

ment ab.out the matter that has just been considered. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President--
l\Ir. ALDRICH. The Senator from Indiana can not yield to 

the Senator from Texas for a statement. I do not understand 
whether the Senator from Indiana holds the floor or the Senator 
from Texas. . 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Indiana yielded to me 
for a stateruent. -

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I yielded to the Senator from Texas. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas is recog

nized. 
Mr. CULBERSON. 1\.Ir. President, in view of the statements 

which have been made this morning. I think it is proper to say 
that when the amendment of the Senator from Ollio [Mr. FoR
AKER] was before the Senate the other day it included three 
propositions: A prohibition against the issuance of free passes; 
a prohibition against the issuing of commutation tickets or re
duced fares, and also a prohibition whicll might have been con
strued, and which some of us did construe, as affecting local 
questions in the South which we did not desire raised in the 

· Senate. The object of my amendment was to confine the ques
tion to the issuance of free passes only. In drafting that amend
ment, as I did here in the Senate with a pencil very hastily, 
although the words "and their families" were written in in 
pencil in some way they were stTicken out, probably at the sug
gestion of somebody, or probably inadvertently by myself, and 
on yesterday I offered a substitute, after having entered the 
motion to reconsider, and stated that, if the motion to recon
sider were adopted by the Senate, I would offer the substitute 
in lieu of the amendment. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, I desire to say, in view of 
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the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], 
that I intended to modify that further by adding: 

Prov ided That this provision shall not be construed to prohibit the 
interchange of passes for officers, empl.:>yees, and members of the fami
lies of employees. 

Undertaking, if I can, to cover-and it will ~e covered-abso
lutely and thoroughly that phase of the questiOn when the mo
tion to reconsider comes up and this substitute which I have 
proposed is taken up for considerati<?n. . · ·. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I nse to a parliamentary m-
quiry. - . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota Will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

1\fr. CLAPP. 1\Iy inquiry is as to the situation, whether or 
not it would be in order to grant unanimous consent for the 
reconsideration of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]? I think there is no question, and 
there is not a Senator in this room but realizes that the vote 
by which that amendment was passed should be reconsidered. 
We have got to meet the question at some time, and it will save 
an immense amount of embarrassment, it seems to me, if it can 
be disposed of now. · 

Mr. CULLOM:. Mr. President, it seems to me that we ought 
to cro on ·in regular order. The Senator from Iowa [1\Ir. ALLI
so;] offered an amendment a while ago which seems to have 
been almost lost sight of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Replying to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Minnesota [1\Ir. CLAPP], the Chair thinks it is 
competent for the Senate, by unanimous _ consent, to return to 
any order that bas been passed; · but one objection would, of 
courEe, prevent doing so. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa [1\Ir. ALLISON]. 

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. OVERJ.\.IAN. Let it be read. 
'I'he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again 

stated by the Secretary. · · 
·The SECRETARY. On page 10 of the printed bill; after the word 

"reasonable," in line 20, it is proposed to strike out the words 
"and fairly remunerative." . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\fr. ALLISON: I offer an amendment on page 11, line 5, 

after the word "prescribed," to strike out the remainder of 
the clause down to and including the word "carrier." in line 7, 
and to insert in lieu thereof what I have sent to the Secretary's 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, line 5, after the word "pre
scribed," it is proposed to strike out: 

Such order shall go into effect thirty days after notice to the car
rier and shall remain in force and be observed by the carrier. 

And in lieu thereof to insert the following : 
All orders of the Commission, except orders for the payment of 

money shall take effect within such reasonable time and shall continue 
in for·~e for such period of time, not exceeding two years, as shall be 
prescribed in the order of the Commission. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
nmer.dment of the Senator from Iowa, which has just been 
stated. ~ 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Iowa why the limitation of two years is 
placed upon the orders of the Commission changing the rate? 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill as it now stands has a limitation of 
three years. I should think that two years would suffice to 
test the value of the order, and, of course, if it is a valuable 
oi·der, it will remain undoubtedly in process of execution by 
the ra ilroads themselves. I do not think it is a very important 
matter; indeed, I have paid very little attention to this limita
tion. Two years seem to me to be long enough. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If I understru1d the · purpose of the 
limitation, it is to annul the rate fixed by the Commission at 
the end of the period of two years and leave the railroad com
p:my free to restore the old rate or any other·rate which it may 
choose to fix. In order that I may be speaking to something, 
Mr. President, I will move--

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is in order in speaking 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [l\1r. 
ALLiso ], which is pending. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. "~en, Mr. President, I will move to 
strike out the limitation of two years, which the amendment 
makes upon the rate fixed by the Commission, to the end that 
the Commission rate shall continue in force until the railway 
company shows that it should be changed.. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin pro_. 

poses an amendment to ·the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLisoN], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word" time," where it appears on 
line 8 of the printed amendment of :Mr. ALLISON, it is propos_ed 

· to strike out the words "not exceeding two years;" so that if 
amended it will read: 

All orders of the Commission, except orde.rs for the payment of 
money, shall take effect within such reasonable time and shall continue 
in force for such period of time as shall be prescribed in the order of 
the Commission. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, after the Commission 
has made an investigation and determined that a given rate is 
reasonable, that rate should remain in force until it is shown 
to be an unjust and unreasonable compensation for the service 
rendered. I know of no reason why such rate should expire 
by limitation. · 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT- Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
1\fr. KNOX. 1\Ir. President, I only rise to interrupt the Sen

ator from Wisconsin because he says that he has never heard any 
reason assigned for a limitation of the duration of the order of 
the Commission. I am very glad to state to him that in the 
original bill drawn by the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
which they submitted to the Interstate Commerce Committee, 
the suggestion of the Commission was that the order should only 
last and be continued in force for one year; and the letters 
addressed to the chairman of the committee, which ·I had the 
opportunity of reading, which accompanied that bill, stated that 
in the rapid changes in this country, and especially the changes 
that affected transportation and conditions upon which transpor
tation rates are predicated, the initiative of the railroad ought to 
reattach every year. This amendment proposed by the senior Sen
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] extends it to two years. 1 should 
favor two years, and I think it ought to stand at two years; but I 
quite agree with the statement made by Mr. Knapp, the chair
man of the Interstate Commerce Commission, in his letter 
to the chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, that 
there ought to be a period when the initiative ought to go back 
to the railroad company because of the changed situation which 
affects the question of rates and the question of practice as well. 

Mr. LA FOLLE'lvrE. I submit, Mr. President; after this Com
mission has gone over the ground, made an investigation, and 
fixed a rate, it ought not to be set aside at the end of a two-year 
period or at the end of any period unless that rate is found: for 
some sufficient · reason to be such a rate as ought no longer to be 
maintained. The Commission will be able to accomplish very 
little in fixing rates if the Commission's rates are to expire by 
limitation and the railroad rates be restored without any reason 
whatever for such change. I am very certain tba t the only 
reason why the Commission ever suggested such a limitation in 
the first draft of the bill which they proposed was because they 
believed that they could not at the present time secure broad 
and comprehensive legislation from Congress. If they could at 
this time be clothed with authority to determine rates upon their 
own motion, then, sir, I am sure they would not recommend a 
time limitation upon the rates fixed by the Commission. If this 
bill were amended in that important particular the Commission 
would have full authority to revise a rate upon their own mo
tion, if justice to the carrier or the public required that it should 
be done. Rate making by the Commission upon complaint only 
will be a slow process at best. The work ought to stand, unless 
there is some good reason for setting it aside. If there is good 
reason for changing a rate once fixed by the Commission, it can 
be made to appear upon investigation. 

'l'be VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA 
FoLLETTE] to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [1\Ir. 
ALLISON]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend

ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BAILEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

desk. 
The VlCE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Texas will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In section 4, page 11, line 9, after the word 

·~jurisdiction," it is proposed to insert the following proviso : 
Provided, however, That no order of the Commission shall be set 

aside or suspended by any preliminary or interlocutory decree or order 
of any court or judge. 

1\fr. BAILEY. Mr. President, in his message to Congress on 
the ·6th of Decemoer, 1904, President Roosevelt indorsed the 
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principle and the purpose of this amendment in the most em
phatic language . . These were his words: 

While I am of the opinion that at present it would be undesirable, 
if it were not impracticable, finally to clothe the Commission with 
general authority to fi.x railroad rates, I do believe that, as a fair 
security to shippers, the Commission should be vested with the power, 
where a given rate has been challenged and after full hearing found 
to be unreasonable, to decide, subject to judicial review, what shall be 
a reasonable rate to take its place ; the ruling of the Commission to 
take el!ect immediately, and to obtain unless and until it is reversed 
by the court of review. The Government must, in increasing degree, su
pervise and regulate the workings of the railways engaged in interstate 
commerce ; and such increased supervision is the only alternative 
to an increase of the present evils on the one hand or a still more 
radical policy on the other. In my judgment the most important legis
lative act now needed as regards the regulation of corporations is this 
act to confer on the Interstate Commerce Commission the power to 
revise rates and regulations, the revised rate to at once go into el!ect, 
and to stay in el!ect unless and until the court of review reverses it. 

lt will be observed that the President was so deeply im
pressed with the importance of maintaining the Commission's 
rate " unless and until it is reversed by the courts " that he 
urges it twice in the same paragraph. Indeed, sir, only a sin
gle sentence separates his first from his second declaration, and 
the important words in both are precisely the same. It must 
have been a profound conviction that could lead a scholarly man 
to repeat himself in such close connection. 

In his speech delivered at Raleigh, N. C., on the 19th of Octo
ber, 1905, the President restated his position on the railroad 
question, and, while he modified it in another important respect, 
be made no change whatever in this respect. Here is what be 
said: 

But, in my judgment, the most important thing to. do is to give 
this administrative body power to make its findings effective, and this 
can .J>e done only by giving it the power, when complaint is made of 
a given rate as being unjust or unreasonable, if it finds the complaint 
proper then itself to fix a maximum rate which it regards as just and 
reasonable, this rate to go into el!ect practically at unce-that is, 
within a rea-sonable time-and to stay in effect until reversed by the 
courts. 

In this statement the President abandons his first and sensi
ble demand for an absolute rate and adopts the d<myerous ex
pedient of a maximum rate ; but he still adheres '''itll tenacious 
fidelity to his original insistence that the rate when once fixed 
by the Commission should remain in effect " until and unless re
versed by the courts." Thus in a solemn message to Congress 
and again in a carefully prepared speech he has recognized that 
the only way in which the rate-making power of the Commission 
can be rendered most effective for the public protection was to 
keep the rate of the Commission in effect until it is reversed by 
the courts. 

The President of the United States understands as well as 
any Senator in this body, and he understands as well as any cit
izen in this country, the difference between " suspending " and 
" reversing " an order of the Commission. He knows as well 
as .I do-and I know as well as any living man can know-that 
"to suspend" is an intermediate process, while" to reverse" is a 
final determination of the case; and, therefore, when he de
clared that the rate of the Commission should "stay in effect 
until reversed by the courts," he meant precisely what I am now 
seeking to accomplish. 

With tllese two recommendations before me, I had every right 
to assume that an amendment designed to carry them into effect 
would receive the President's cordial and active support; and 
yet recent events make it manifest that he has compromised 
again with the opponents of this legislation, and bas committed 
botll himself and his friends against a propo ition which may be 

. f~1irly described as his own. He assured, and then he reassured, 
his counh-ymen that he earnestly desires to keep the Commis
sion's rate in effect until it shall be reversed by the court; and 
altllough I have found him an open and an easy way to reach 
that re ult, he refuses to follow it. 

It must not be understood that in saying this it is my pur
pose to withhold from the President of the United States the 
credit to whicll he is justly entitled for this legislation. No 
hope of a partisan advantage can restrain me from admitting 
that, without his help, even this imperfect and insufficient bill 
could have never become a law; but while I cheerfully make 
tllat acknowledgment of his services, his best friends must 
sincerely deplore that he did not keep his face set resolutely 
against every effort to emasculate this bill. Whether he was 
weary of the conflict and .surrendered, as some mea charge, or 
whether he yielded to the appeals for party harmony, as other 
men believe, I do not pretend to judge. But whether it was the 
one or the other, or whether it was neither or both, he will find 
it difficult to explain to the American people why it is that he 
has raised their hope so high and then has fulfilled it in such 
slight degree. 

Mr. President, I realize that the time for argument on this 
question is over, and that nothing which can now be said will 

change the vote of any Senator; but before it passes entirely 
from our consideration I want to incorporate in the RECORD the 
latest expression which I have been able to find from law 
books on this subject. It is from a recent work-so recent that 
though I had purchased it on approval, I had not, for the want 
of time, examined it, and it was called to my attention by a dis
~inguished lawyer who formerly represented a Georgia district 
m the House of Representatives. It is entitled "Federal Stat
u~es Annotated," and consists of 10 volumes. The eighth and 
mnth volumes are devoted to a consideration of the Constitu
~ion b.Y sections, and in the eighth volume I find a chapter deal
mg with the power of Congress to create inferior Federal courts. 
I find that this work refers, just as I did in my speech, the power 
to create these courts, not to the judiciary clause of the Constitu
tion, but to that pro-vision which authorizes Congress " to consti
tute tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court," and lays down 
the law as follows: 

This section- - • ~.,. r 

After quoting the section to which I have referred-
Th~s section delegates power to Congress to organize courts, and 

therem delegates to Congress power both to authorize the issue and to 
suspend the issue of the writ of habeas corpus because that is a judi
cial writ, and the power to organize courts includes the power of deter
mining. what writs they may issue, or not issue, from time to time; 
hence It was necessary to place the restriction upon the power thus 
dele~ated t<? Congress to legislate for the courts which is contained in 
sectwn 9, '?Z· that Congress should not, in so legislating, withhold from 
them the nght to issue the well-known judicial writ of habeas corpus 
except, etc. ' 

Mr. President, if the Congress possesses the power to prevent 
a preliminary injunction suspending the Interstate Commerce 
Commission's order, surely it can not excuse itself for failing 
or refusing to exercise that power to tlle fullest extent. That 
the injunctive power of the courts ought not to be heedlessly 
or unnecessarily curtailed, I might freely grant without abat
ing my support of this amendment. A controversy between two 
individuals or a controversy between a body of individuals and 
a corporation does not present the question which confronts 
us here. In those cases there will have been no ascertainment 
of the facts, no careful opinion rendered by a Government tri
bunal, as in the case of a rate fixed by the Commission, to be 
suspended without a due and full inquiry. The rate of the Com
mission when once established becomes the law of the land, 
and it is a monstrous proposition to allow inferior judges to 
suspend the law of the land without a full and complete inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 

1\Ir. BERRY and Mr. BLACKBURN demanded the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a gen

eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CAB:MAOK], and 
therefore am not at liberty to vote. I understand if he were 
present, he would vote "yea." If I were permitted to vote, I 
should vote "nay." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MoNEY]. 
I do not see him in the Chamber. If permitted to vote, I should 
vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. TELLEH.. My colleague [:Mr. PATTERSON] is paired with 

the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN]. If present, he 
would vote " yea." 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. DICK] is not 
present, and if there is no objection, I will transfer to llim my 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], and will · 
vote. I vote " nay." 

The result was anno~ed-yeas 23, nays 54, as follows : 

Bailey 
Berry 
Blackburn 
Burkett 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 

Aldrich 
Alger 
Allee 
Allison 
Ankeny 
Bacon 
Beveridge 
Brandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burrows 
Carter 
Clapp 
Clark, Mont. 
Clark, Wyo. 

YEAS-23. 
Dubois Latimer 
Foster McCreary 

g~:t~ M~~~~in 
Hale :Martin 
La Follette Overman 

Crane 
Culberson 
Cullom 
Daniel 
Dillingham 
Dolliver 
Dryden 
Elkins 
Flint 
Foraker 
Frye 
lt'ulton 
Gallinger 
Gamble 

NAYS-54. 
Hansbrough 
Hemenway 
Hopkins 
Kean 
Kittredge 
Knox 
Lodge 
Long 
McCumber 
Millard 
Morgan 
Nelson 
New lands 
Nixon 

Rayner 
Simmons 
Stone 
Teller 
Tillman 

Penrose 
Perkins 
Pettus 
Piles 
Platt 
Scott 
Smoot 
Spooner 
Suther lane! 
'l'aliaf-erro 
Warner 
Wetmore 
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NOT' VOTING-12. _ 

Burnham Depew Heyburn 
Burton Dick Mallory 
Carmack Gorman Money 

So Mr. BAILEY's amendment was rejected. 

Patterson 
Proctor 
Warren 

Mr. CULBERSON. 1\ir. President, I offer wpat I send to the 
desk as an amendment to the amendment. It is the part be
tween the marked lines. 

Mr. MONEY. 1\fr. President--
Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I wish to say that I was de-

tained in a committee room and did not get here in time to -vote 
on tile proposition last voted upon. I should be glad to be 
recorded. My pair is the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WAR
REN], and I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that I be 
allowed to vote. 

Mr. WARREN. In that case I ask that I be recorded, also. 
• · Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I raise the point of order 
that under the rules the Senators can not be recorded. 

Tile VICE-PRESIDEN'l'. The vote having been announced, 
under the rules the Senators are precluded from recording their 
votes. 

l\lr. MONEY. Then I !.lsk permission of the Senate to say how 
I would hn ,-e voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi. 
l\lr. MO~EY. I would have voted "yea" if I had been 

present. 
Tile VICE-PRESIDEJNT. The Senator from Texas ['Mr. CUL

llERSON] proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 
1\lr. CULBERSON. As an amendment to the amendment of 

the Senator from Iowa. 
'The VICE-PRESIDENT. 'l'he amendment of the Senator 

from Iowa having been agreed to, the Chair is of opinion that 
the proposed amendment of the Senator from Texas is not in 
order at the present stage of the bill. 

1\Ir. CULBERSOX Mr. President, it has not been agreed to; 
and I offer this amendment to the amendment. 

1\Ir. ALLISON. It has not been agreed to. I wish to modify 
the amendment by inserting after the word "time," where it 
occurs the first time, the words "not less than thirty days." 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I understood that this amendment had been 
agreed to. 

Several SENATORS. No ! 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas [l\Ir. Cur,

BERso~] rose _ to offer an amendment to the amendnient of the 
Senator froni Iowa [l\Ir. ALLISON], and the only amendment 
that has been proposed by the Senator from Iowa has been 
agreed to. But the Chair now understands that the Senator 
from Texas rose to amend an amendment which bas not been 
formally offered. The Senator from Iowa proposes the follow
ing amendment--

1\fr. ALLISON. Mr. President--
1\Ir. NELSON. I rise to a point of order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota. will 

state his point of order. 
l\lr. NELSON. The amendment of the Senator from Iowa 

was adopted, and we took up the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas [l\Ir. BAILEY]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 
Mr. NELSON. That is the status of the case. Now, we can 

not take up the amendment of the Senator from Iowa without 
reconsidering the vote by which it was agreed to. 

l\Ir. ALLISON. Very well. 
l\Ir. CULBERSON. I rise to a point of order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will state 

his point of order. 
1\fr. CULBERSON. The first amendment offered by the Sen

ator from Iowa was adopted. 
The VICE-PRESID}TINT .. That is correct. 
1\fr. CULBERSON. It was to strike out the words " and 

fairly remunerative." The other amendment, at the bottom of 
page 310, has not been adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It llas been agreed to. 
-1\Ir. CULBERSON. Then I offer the amendment I send to 

the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is it an amendment to the amend-

ment already agreed to? _ 
Mr. CULBERSON. It is an amendment to that section, to 

follow the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If it follows tbe amendment and 

is not an amendment to the amendment, it is in order. 
Mr. CULBERSON. It is not an amendment to the amend

ment I offer it in any form, to get it in order. 
Mr. CULLOM. I rise to a point of order. 

XL----418 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator means that the amendment to 
sh·ike out the words "and fairly remunerative" was not agreed 
to, he is mistaken. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I stated the very opposite. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words "and fairly remunera· 

tive" were stricken out upon a vote of the Senate. 
1\fr. CULLOM. Exactly. That is what I said. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas offers an 

amendment. Where shall it be inserted? 
Mr. CULBERSON. I am still of the opinion that the amend· 

ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], at the bottom 
of page 310, has not been adopted, because the amendment of 
my colleague was an amendment to that amendment. 

l\Ir. BAILEY. Mr. President, that is a mistake. I offered 
an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. Then I offer the amendment 
I send to the desk, to follow the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be reported. 
The YICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend~ 

ment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 
The SECRETARY. On page 11 of the bill, at the end of line 9, 

after the word " jurisdiction," it is proposed to insert the fol~ 
lowing: 

Provided, That if such rate so fixed by the Commission is in violation 
of the rights of any party in interest secured by the Constitution of the 
United States the party so affected may proceed against the Commis· 
sion by appropriate proceedings in equity in any circuit court of the 
United States of competent jurisdiction to enjoin the enforcement of 
such order and rate: Provided further, That in determining what is a 
just and reasonable rate no consideration shall be given fictitious stock 
issued by the carrier, or bonds or other obligations of the carrier, 
issued in excess of the . fair value of its property : Provided further, 
'l'llat no circuit or other court of the United States, and no judge 
thereof in vacation, shall annul, restrain, enjoin, or otherwise interfere 
\Vith the enforcement or operation of a rate and order established and 
made by the Interstate Commerce Commission provided for in this 
act until a petition, declaration, bill of ·complaint, or other proper 
statement of the cause of action is filed in said court or presented to 
said judge in vacation and the Interstate Commerce Commission is duly 
and legally served with a copy thereof at least ten days prior to any 
action taken by the court or judge thereon and until said Commission 
has had opportunity within said ten days to answer by proper plead
ings and present testimony in like form as the complainants therein : 
Provided further, That in such proceedings either party to the suit may 
appeal immediately and directly to the Supreme Court of the United 
States from the final decree therein, or from any interlocutory or pre· 
liminary restraining order therein, whether grantoo during the term 
OL: in vacation, by which the rate and order so established and made by 
th~ Commission is enjoined in. wJ?-ole o,r in part : Provided further, That 
s:ud appeal must be tuken w1thm thirty days from the entry of such 
order or decree, and said case so appealed shall be advanced and take 
precedence in the Supreme Court of all cases of a different character 
t herein : Pt·odded further, That the circuit court, or the judge thereof 
or the Supreme Court, or any justice thereof, may direct that the finai 
decree or the interlocutory or preliminary restraining order from 
which an appeal is taken, shall be stayed during the pendency of such 
appeal. -

Mr. BAILEY. 1\fr. President, inasmuch as the Senate bas de~ 
clined to prevent preliminary injunctions entirely, I sincerely 
hope they will agree to prevent them until there is a bearing. 
Of course I .can not understand the principle which denies to • 
Congress the power to prevent them until the bearing, and 
yet concedes the power of Congress to prevent them until a. 
llearing. Why all this difference should be between " a " and 
" the " is beyond my comprehension, but I certainly hope the 
Senate will at least resh·ain the court some. 

l\1r. CARTER. .Mr. President, lest my vote upon this amend~ 
ment should be misunderstood, permit me to say a word. I 
believe that the Senate, without involving the question in as 
extensive verbiage as this amendment contains, will in due 
time provide that no interlocutory order shall be issued until 
notice is given the In,_terstate Commerce Commission and a bear· 
ing bad upon the application for the restraining order or tern~ 
porary injunction. From the very beginning of thL.;; discussion 
I have insisted, with proper regard for the bill, that amend· 
ments should be confined to the narrowest possible scope. 
This bill in the beginning was prepared with great care. The 
first draft was made, I believe, by experts who had been 
working with interstate-commerce traffic for years. Subse-
quently the bill was given most patient and long-continued con· 
sideration in the Committee on Interstate Commerce in the 
House of Representatives, approved by the Attorney-General 
of the United States, after a thorough examination, and it is 
approved, I believe, by a majority of this body. 

It occurs to me, as it has occurred to me in the beginning, 
that extensive amendments should not be enc;:mraged. If aught 
was needed to demonstrate the wisdom of that position, the 
confused and confusing debate which occurred in the Chamber 
this morning on the antipass amendment of the Senator from 
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Texas considered here anew, amidst a shower of protesting tele
grams, should have furnished the Senate a demonstration that 
its hands in open session had better be kept off any hastily 
drawn amendment to the bill. 

The amendment of the Senator from Texas was presented 
with the best possible intent, but even with all the amend
ments suggested to that amendment here this morning, in the 
light of admonition from persons from Maine to California and 
from the Lakes to the Gulf, it would still be a poor measure 
if adopted. I am prepared to make a half dozen suggestions, 
which I think the ·senate will readily concede are founded 
in good sound policy, to the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas. 

Now comes another amendment, extensive in verbiage, cov
ering a variety of topics, no doubt, read for the first time 

· from the desk, and we are · called upon to vote for it because, 
forsooth, it contains the little virtue of providing that notice 
shall be given and a bearing had before a -restraining order 
is issued. These points will be found carefully presented and 
guarded in a brief am·endment to be offered by the Senator 
·from Iowa [l\lr. ALLISON]. 

Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Cullom 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dolliver 
Dryden 
Elkins 
Flint 

Foraker 
Frye 
Fulton 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Hale 
Ilansb1·ough 
Hemenway 
Hopkins 
Kean 

Kittredge · 
Knox 
Lodge 
Long 
McCumber 
Millard 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Penrose 
Per·kins 

NOT VOTING-10. 
Bailey Depew Mallor·y 
Burton Gorman Patterson 
Carmack Heyburn Proctor 

So l\Ir. CULBERSON's amendment was rejected. 

Piles 
Platt 
Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
'Varnet· 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Spooner 

l\fr. BACON. I offer an amendment, to come in after the 
word " jurisdiction," at the same place as the amendment just 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [l\Ir. CULBERSON]. 

'l'he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia will be read. · 

The SECRETARY. On page 11 of the regular bill, at the end f 
line 9, insert : 

Mr. CULBERSON. 1\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 

yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

No rate or charge, regulation or practice, pre!.cribed by the Com
mission shall be restrained, set aside, suspended, or modified by any 
interlocutory or preliminary order or decree of the court unless upon 

Montana 1 the hearing, after such full notice to the Commission as herein pre
scribed, the same shall be considered and concurred in and ordered by 
at least two judges presidiQg in said hearing, at least one of whom 

1\Ir. CULBERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Montana to the fact that the provisions of the amendment pro
posed by me have been before the Senate in various forms, 
and the Senator will find the amendment printed, l\Iay 7, pages 
284 and 285 of the printed pamphlet. It was here in ample 
time for consideration by the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. That reference furnishes but another evi
dence of the virtue of the contention I have made from the be
ginning. T.his bill in itself consists of 26 pages. We have pre
sented for consideration to the Senate 320 pages of amendments, 
besides additional amendments presented from time to time, not 
included in this bound pamphlet. Will you tell me, I pray, what 
sort of a bill this will be if these amendments, good, bad, and 
indifferent are adopted and attached to or injected into the bill? 

l\lr. Pre~ident the closer we adhere to the original text of the 
bill the nearer ~e will be to procuring a logical piece of legisla
tion, destined to accomplish the primary purpose, to . w~t, the 
vesting of power in the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
substitute a reasonable rate for an unreasonable rate. I shall 
vote against this amendment because it is too extensive, covers 
too many questions, and is calculated to confuse rather than 
to strengtllen the primary purpose of the bill. 

l\Il'. NELSON. 1\Ir. President, we all know that the Senator 
from Iowa [l\lr. ALLISON] has been suffering from illness for 
several days past. He is in the Chamber to-day for the purpose 
of offering certain amendments which have been prepared by 
him. I suggest to Senators that we allow this bill to be read 
right along by sections, and that we all abstain from offering 
our amendments for the time being, to the end that the Senator 
from Iowa may offer his amendments and have them acted upon. 
We can always go back to the bill, even if the whole of it is 
read and amend it in Committee of the Whole. I trust the 
Sen~tor from Texas will be good enough to withdraw, for the 
time being, his amendment and allow the Senator from Iowa 
to offer his amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [l\lr. CULBER
soN]. 

l\.Ir. CULBERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
1\Ir. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I again an

nounce my pair on all votes on this measure with the senior 
Senator from Florida [l\lr. l\lALLORY]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
1'.1r. SPOONER. I _again announce my pair with the Senator 

from Tennessee [l\lr. CARMACK]. If I were permitted to vote 
I should· vote "nay." 

Tile result was announced-yeas 29, nays 50, as follows: 

Bacon 
Berry 
Blackburn 
Clark, Mont. 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 
Culberson 
Daniel 

Aldrich 
Al~er· 
Allee 

Dubois 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gearin 
La Follette 
Lat imer 
McC1·eary 
1\fcEnery 

.Allison 
Ankeny 
Beveridge 

YEAS-29. 
McLaurin 
Martin 
1\Ioney 
Morgan 
New lands 
Ove1·man 
Pettus 
Rayner 

NAYS-GO. 
B randegee 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 

Simmons 
Stone 
'l'al iaferro 
Teller 
Tillman 

Burnham 
Burrows · 
Carter 

shall be a judge of the circuit court of the United States ot· a circuit 
justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. l\Ir. President, I ask that the Secretary indi-
cate the page in order that Senators may turn to it. 

The SECRETARY. Page 235 of the large pamphlet. 
1\fr. TELLER. Where does it come in the bill? 
Mr. BACON. At the same place as the last amendment. 
The SECRETARY. At the end of line 9, page 11, of the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [l\Ir. BAcoN]. 
.Mr. BACON. 1\lr. President, I thfnk this is a very important 

amendment, and I trust it may receive the careful consideration 
of Senators. I am as anxious as anyone that there shall be no 
improvident or hasty or ill-advised interference with any order 
of the Commission fixing rates after complaint made. I desire 
most earnestly that the orders of the Commission shall go into 
effect and remain in effect unless the constitutional rights of 
parties require that tbey be suspended. I was constrained to 
vote against the amendment which prohibited under any cir
cumstances the issuance of an interlocutory order or decree, 
becau e, in my judgment, such a p1;ovision in this bill would be 
unconstitutional, and so believing, under my obligation I could 
not vote otherwise. 
· I will simply pause long enough to say that the ground upon 

which I base my conclusion as to the unconstitutionality of 
such provision is not that the Congress has no right under any 
circumstances to control and prohibit the exercise of the writ 
or process of injunction. In my opinion there are some cir
cumstances where Congress can do so, and that in other circum
stances it has no constitutional power to do so. I base my opin
ion that Congress can not constitutionally do so in this particular 
case upon the belief that Congress can not control and pro
hibit the exercise by the courts of the process of injunction in 
the proposed law, if that process of injunction is the only one 
by the exercise of which by the courts the provisions of the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United States can 
be made of force and effect. Unless this constitutional pro
vision can be enforced by the courts it is simply a piece of wa te 
paper. I hold that Congress does not haye the right, if th:1t 
is tile only process of the courts by which the fifth amendment 
can be made of force and effect, to destroy that only remedy 
and thus nullify that most importc'1nt and vital constitutional 
provision. It is the duty of Congress to so legislate as to make 
effective the provisions of the Constitution. I feel it due to 
myself to state that much. If there is any other process by 
"~hich the courts can perfectly protect the citizen in tile guar
anties of the fifth amendment, I do not know what it is. Of 
course ·I will not undertake to go into the argument or to 
elaborate it. In my opinion Congress can prohibit the exercise 
of the process of injunction when such prohibition is to prevent 
its being used to imperil or destroy personal liberty or property 
rights. I do not believe that Congress can prohibit the exercise 
of the process of injunction when such exercise is e sential for 
the protection of personal liberty or of the rights of property 
guaranteed by the Constitution. 

I wish to direct the attention of the Senate, however, to the 
provisions of the· particular amendnfent I now offer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me? 
lr. BACON; With pleasure. 

l\lr. ALDRICH. I make the suggestion to the Senator from 
Georgia that lle offer his amendment to the amendment wllicll 



1906. CONGRESSIONAL R-ECORD-SENATE. •6675 
the Senator from Iowa [1\fr. · ALLISON] is going to offer to the 
next section. It is the same subject-matter exactly and covers 
substantially the same ground. 

1\fr. BACON. The purpose I have in offering it now is that 
the subject-matter has been brought to the attention of thea 
Senate in the amendment we have just voted on, denying the 
right to issue any preliminary injunction, and I desire that 
this shall come in the same connection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Iowa bas already given 
notice that he will offer an amendment to the next section cov
ering the question of preliminary injunction, and I suggest to 
the Senator, if , it is equally agreeable to him, to offer his 
amendment to that amendment. 

1\Ir. BACON. I prefer to offer it here. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. All right. 
l\fr. BACON. 1\Ir. President, there is undoubtedly a great 

evil found frequently. in the practice of the courts in the im
provident grant of interlocutory or preliminary injunctions, and 
it is intended in this very grave and important matter, as the 
right is still to be exercised by the court, to throw around it all 

-possible safeguards, so that there shall be no hasty, no ill
. advised, no improvident grant of an injunction, and to guard 
against the possibility-! use the word "possibility" because it 

. is the most extreme word-to gua-rd against the possibility of 
any judge being influenced by any but the highest motives or 
having tlle opportUnity to act when influenced by any but the 
highest motives in the administration of justice. 

1\fr. President, I ask Senators to consider carefully this ques
tion. It is a well-recognized feature of the circuit courts of the 
United States that more than one judge presides in the determi
nation of questions. It · is not a requirement of the law that 
more than one shall preside in the consideration and determi
nation of questions, but it is a provision in much wisdom wllich 
permits and authorizes the consideration of questions by not 
only two judges but by three judges sitting together upon the 
circuit bench. 

1\!r. President, that is not done as a reflection upon any one 
judge or as an evidence of distrust in any . one judge. It is 
done because it is recognized that in the multitude of counsel 

· there is wisdom . . It is done for the same reason that we put 
nine judges upon the Supreme Bench, not that there is distrust 
of any one of the nine, but that in 'the consideration of tlle graye 
questions which must necessarily come before that court there 
shall be the advantage to· be gained in the coming together of a 
number of minds in the consideration of the same question. 
And further, if there is a question of grave doubt and difficulty 
where men may differ, that there may be among so large anum~ 
ber of judges the opportunity for a majority to decide aright. 

Mr. President, I beg that Senators will consider this situa
tion. )=!ere is the very gravest of questions, one of the most far-

- reaching. Under the law as it now exists, any district judge 
in the United States is authorized to exercise circuit court pow
ers. With the right to pass upgn the question of a preliminary 
injunction, in the absence of some such- provision as this it will 
be competent for any district judge in the United States to ar
rest tlle order of the Commission by an interlocutory order or 
decree. 

This provision does not simply ask that more than one judge 
shall be called upon and shall concur with the judge before an 
interlocutory decree can be issued, but it provides that at least 
one of them shall be a circuit judge of the United States. In 
other words, it can not be done eyen by two district judges. 
It may be done by one district judge and one circuit judge, or 
one cir<cuit justice 9f the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Under our system the judges of the Supreme Court of tile 
United States exercise circuit court powers and sit on the cir
cuit court. Therefore tile amendment provides that before an 
interlocutory order or decree may issue there must be two 
judges who shall concur in the order, and that at least one of 
tilem shall be a circuit judge or a circuit justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. · 

Mr. FULTON. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDEN'l'. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 
Mr. FULTON. I . call the attention of the Senator from 

Georgia to the fact that under the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa it will require that three judges shall sjt 
and hear the application for an injunction under the expedi
ting act. 

1\fr. BACON. I have no objection to the number being made 
three. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator if be does not think it 
bPtter r eally to place it under . the expediting act by an inde
pendent provision? 

Mr. BACON. But the expediting act is not the law under 
which the interlocutory decree will be issued. 

Mr. FULTON. The amendment of the Senator from Iowa 
proposes to apply it. 

1\Ir. BACON. On what page is the amendment to which the 
Senator refers? 

Mr. FULTON. On page 319, lines 9 and 10, of the latest 
print of the amendments. The original text reads : 

The provision of an act to expedite the· hearing and determination 
of suits--

Mr. BACON. There is nothing said there about interlocutory 
decrees. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; if the Senator will look at line 9: 
Including the hearing on an application for a preliminary injunction. 
The Senator would not want to require that all interlocutory 

orders and decrees should be beard before three judges or even 
two judges? 

Mr. BACON. The amendment offered by me does not provide 
that there shall be two for any and all ,interlocutory orders or 
decrees, but does provide that there shall be two in all inter
locutory orders or decrees which suspend the order of the Com
mission. That is the scope of it. 

Mr. FULTON. This provides that there shall be three . 
1\Ir. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. I take it that was not intended to apply to 

a great many orders made in the progress of an equity suit, 
orders to take testimony and formal orders that ought not to 
require three judges. · 

1\Ir. BACON. The provision does not call for anything of tile 
kind. It expressly limits this requirement to. the case of an 
order suspending the order of the Commission. It does not go 
any further than that. I will read it again for the Senator. 

·. No rate or charge, regulation or practice prescribed by the Commission 
shall be restrained, set aside. etc. 

Mr. FULTON. What amendment is the Senator reading from? 
Mr. BACON. I am reading from my amendment. 
I hope Senators will not misunde:r;stand that. The amendment 

is in print before them, and it is limited in its scope entirely 
to the restraining, setting aside, ·suspending, or modifyng any 
rate .or charge, regulaton or practice made by the Commission 
and does not refer in any manner to any other interlocutory 
order or ·decree. It relates to them solely. 

If the Senator from Oregon will pardon me for a moment, he 
calls my attention to the proposed amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLisoN], which is found on page 318 of this 
compilation, which I will read, and which will be offered by 
him later. I read it for the purpose of ascertaining whether or 
not it is true, as suggested by the Senator from Oregon, that 
the provision which I seek to have incorporated is already in
cluded in this proposed amendment. The amendment which is 
going to be proposed by the Senator from Iowa, which is found 
ori page 318, is as follows : 

Provided, That no injunction, interlocutory order, or decree sus
pending or restraining the enforcement of an order of the Commission 
shall be granted except on hearing--

Mr. LONG. That is not the amendment. 
Mr. BACON. That is the one I was referred to. 
1\Ir. LONG. It is on the same page, lines 9 and 10. 
Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; "The pro1isions of an act to expe

dite"--
l\fr. FULTON. Those are the lines to which I called the at

tention of the Senator. 
Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. 
'l'be VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is obliged to inform the 

Senator from Georgia that his time has expired. 
Mr. BACON. I am sorry that I was interrupted and that I 

was not permitted to present in full the argument in favor of 
the amendment. 

1\Ir. DUBOIS obtained the floor. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to reply briefly to the 

suggestions made by the Senator from Georgia. Have I the 
floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho has the 
floor. 
' Mr. DUBOIS. I yield to the Senator from Iowa, but I do not 

want to have his remarks taken out of my time. 
'l'he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena

tor from Idaho next. 
Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the amendment now pro

posed by the Senator from Georgia, it is an amendment intended 
to meet the situation as respects injunctions, and that question 
is also met by certain amendments which I haYe proposed to 
the bill. I believe that sufficient safeguards are thrown around 
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these amendments, and that they are to be preferred really to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

The bill as it came to us from the Honse incorporated in its pro
visions what is known as the "expediting act n of February 11, 
1003. So if we had not dealt with this question at all, the pres- c 
ent status of the law on that subject is such that all these -appli
cations tor injunctions would have gone to the circuit court, and 
there would have been three judges assigned to the hearing, as 
I unde:rstund the expediting act of 1003. 

l\fr. TELLER. Yes; that is right. 
Mr. ALLISON. Three judges would be assigned, two of 

whom must be circuit judges. So if nothing had been done in 
the Senate upon that subject, the bill as it came to us from the 
House would have brought these preliminary injunctions under 
the provisions of the expediting law of 1903, as I understand it. 

.1\fr. STONE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques
tion for information? 

The VI E-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa. yield 
to tile Senator from Missouri? 

1\fr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. STO.:.m. As I understand it-and I ask the Senator if I 

am correct in the opinion-the "expediting act," so called, will 
not apply or be operatiye ill any of these proceedings until the 
Attorney-General shall file the statement that it is of public im
portance, and so on, required by that expediting act. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true. 
Mr. STO:~E. Suppo£e he does not do that? 
Mr. ALLISON. He is required to do it by the bill under con

sideration. 
fr. STONE. Absolutely? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; it is made his duty to do it. Under 
the bill as it came to us from the House it was assumed, at least, 
tilat all the provisions respecting injunctions were already pro
vided for; but now, to make it absolutely certain that there 
could be no difference of o_ Inion upon it, there is an amendment 
in~erted on page 10 whereby it is proposed to incorporate into 
the House provision these words : 

The provisions of "An act to expedite the hearing and determination 
of suits in equity, etc.," approved February 11, 1903, shall be, and are 
hereby, made applicable to all such suits. · 

'Then the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illin<>is 
[Mr. CULLoM] on my behalf the other day added the ~vords 
" including the hearing on an application for a preliminary in
junction." So there can be no question about the application 
of this statute to these injunction proceedings. 

I submit to the Senator from Georgia that the provisions in 
the following pages in section 5 of the bill cover tbe entire case 
of injunctions-preliminary, interlocutory, and otherwise--in 
what I think a much safer way than is proposed l.ly his amend
ment, llild it provides also for an appeal directly to the Su
preme Court. in these cases and for the expediting of tile cases 
in the Supreme Court. 

Ur. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a 
question, with his permis ion. 

The VICE-PRESIDE.NT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to tile Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. . 
Mr. BACON. I am not at all anxious that my particular 

amendment silall be adopted. 
Ur. ALLISON. So I understand. 
Mr. BACO ... J . All I whnt is the assurance from the Senator 

that wilen we come to that provision which he says now covers 
it, if necessary the Senator will be willing to insert either two 
or three judges, as he may see fit, so us to make it beyond doubt 
that tilere will be a requirement for either two or three judges 
to concur in an order before an interlocutory decree -can be 
issued restraining ~· setting aside or modifying the order of 
the Commission. If I have that assurance from the Senator, I 
will be content. 

~Ir. ALLISON. I understand that these provisions provide 
for three judges, and if they are not so provided for certainly, 
I . believe that that provision should be inserted. 

lt!r. BACOX Very well. With that assurance from the 
Senator I am perfectly willing that it be passed until we reach 
that point in his amendment. 

l\Ir. NEWLANDS. Mr. President--
Tile VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 

to tile Senator from Nevada? 
l\Ir. ALLISON. I will yield to the Senator f1·om Nevada. I 

yield, however, to the Senator from Idaho first. 
l\Ir. NEWL~"DS. I tmderstand the Senator from Idaho 

[Mr. Dunois] is to take the floor in his own right. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho wishes to 

take the floor in his own right. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to call the attention of the 

Senator from Iowa to the fact that the act for the expedition 
of suits is only to be set in motion upon the application of the 
Attorney-General. 

1\Ir. ALLISON. Certainly. 
l\lr. NEWLANDS. When he files a certificate? 
l\Ir. ALLISON. Certainly. 
l\Ir. 1\TEWLANDS. Whereas the amendment of the Senatoe 

from Georgia absolutely requires two judges in every case. 
l\fr. ALLISON. Under this bill it is made thn duty of the 

Attorney-General to Inc'lke that certificate on every occasion. 
1\Ir. STONE. Where is that provision? 
Mr. FULTON. On the sn.me page--page 318. 
1\fr. ALDRICH. In lines 15, 16, and 17. 
l\Ir. NELSON. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to· in~ 

terrupt him? I want to call his attention to these words in the 
bill--

1\fr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will excuse me, I understood 
the Senator from Georgia to withdraw his amendment. 

1\fr. BACON. No; I did not. 
l\1r. NELSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 

from Iowa, it he will allow me, to the language of the bill wltich 
makes it mandatory. 

l\Ir. DUBOIS. l\lr. President, I think I qave the floor; and 
I rise to address myself to the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia which is pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Idaho to yield the floor to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. DUBOIS. To the Senator from Iowa, not to other Sen· 
a tors. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa has yielded 
to other Senators. · 

1\Ir. D~JEOIS. I do not want to be discourteous, but as I 
understand it the discussion is drifting away from the proposi· 
tion to which I desire to address myself. The Senator from 
l\linnesota. is now culling attention~-

l\lr. NELSON. I was not taking the floor in my own ri(J'ht. 
I simply r ose to make a suggestion to the s~mator ft·om Iowa, 
if he will allow me. 

1\Ir. ALLISON. I will with great pleasure. 
l\1r. NELSON. I call his attention to this JD.andatory Ian· 

guage in line 15, on page 318 of the pamphlet amendments. I 
read it in response to the question of the Senator from Nevada 
[1\Ir. NEWLANDS] : 

It shall be the duty of the Attorney-General in. every such case to 
~~~3~e certificate provided for in said expediting act of Febru:u·y 11, 

It is made the duty of the Attorney-General positively by the 
bill as it came from the House to file that expediting request. 
So it covers exactly what the Senator from Georgia aims at. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 
l\fr. DUBOIS. l\Ir. President, I shall vote for any proposi~ 

tion to make it difficult for the courts to overturn the orders of 
tile Commission. I think the orders of the Commission silould 
stand until there is a final decree. I voted with pleasure for 
the amendment offered by the junior Senator from Texas [1\fr. 
BAILEY] which restrained the courts from enjoining rates fixed 
by the Commission. I voted for the amendment offered by the 
senior Senator from Texas [.1\Ir. CULBERSON] as a second choice. 
I shall vote for the amendment offered by the Senator from: 
Georgia [1\Ir. BAcoN], although we may find ourselves in great 
difficulty when we multiply the number of judges who shall 
hear the preliminary order or injunction. 

There is one case that seems to have escaped the attention of 
the lawyers of this Chamber. If we find such conditions now 
us existed when this cause was heard, you will find it difficult 
to get a decision from the court. The Joint Traffic Association, 
having it offices chiefly in the southern district of New York, 
was violating the interstate-commerce law in that by an ar· 
rangement a majority of those railroads (32 in number) who 
belonged to the association could fix a rate. The associution 
was to announce a. rate on the 1st day of January, 1906. They 
were enjoined, or attempted to be, by the United States attorney 
for the southern disb:ict of New York from putting the rate 
into effect -because they were violating the United States law 
against " pooling." Tilere are e1ght judges in that circuit, and 
it was found when they went before Judge Lacombe for the in
junction that he could not hear tile case because he owned 
stocks or bonds in one of the railroads; and it was also ascer· 
tained that every one of fuose judges in the outhern district of 
New York was in the same predicament, saYe and except the 
disb.·ict judge in Vermont-Judge Wheeler. You could not have 
gotten three judges in that situation to try the ca e. Tbey 
finally had it heard in the district court of Vermont before 
Judge Wheeler, and he would not listen to the appeal and dis· 
missed the suit of the Interstate Commerce Commission after 
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four days' or argument and filed his decision dismissing the 
bill on May 28, 18VG. From that decision an appeal was taken 
by the United States to the circuit court of appeals for the 
second circuit~L e., New York City. 

In the meantime Judge Lacombe had become qualified, be
cause be had sold his stocks and bonds. That made him eligible 
to sit. I presume that the other judge had beeome eligible on 
the same account, because William J. Wallace and Henry E. 
Lacombe, the judges, both sat, although both were disqualified 
when the suit was brought, and they affirmed the decision of 
the dish·ict judge in Vermont on March 19, 1897, but rendered 
no opinion. (See 89 Fed. Rep., 1020.) 

The United States, through United States District Attorney 
Wallace McFarlane, then took the appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. In one year and nine months afterwards 
the Supreme Court of the United States overturned both of the 
inferior courts. (See 171 U. S., 505.) 

I am afraid that we may get into difficulty if we increase the 
number of judges, although I shall vote for the amendment 
offered by the Sen::itor from Georgia. My opinion is that a 
commission selected as I think this Commission will be, is more 
apt to do justice to the shipper and the carrier than the courts, 
and my opinion is that very little should be left to the courts 
except as to the constitutionality of the law and as to whether 
the Commission has exceeded its power in interpreting the law. 

I do not know whether it is the general rule that judges all 
over the United States are in the condition in which they were 
in the southern district of New York, where they could not sit 
on the e cases, but I do know that we are the men who really 
select the United States judges. There is scarcely one of us 
who has not been instrumental in appointing a United States 
judge. I have very great respect for them, but they are men 
we select from among our political associates, and they do not 
become greatly superior the moment that we have selected them. 

If the Interstate Commerce Commission to be appointed 
should be composed of shippers who have been injured by the 
railroad companies in the past, it would not be a fair com
mission, nor would it be a fair commission if it should be com
posed only of lawyers who have been in the employ of corpora
tions; nor would it be a fair commission if it should be com
posed entirely of railroad men. I imagine it will be selected 
from all of these classes. 

But I believe, on the other hand, that in the great majority 
of cases the judges Qf the inferior courts are selected from 
amongst lawyers who have been in the employ of corporations. 
I do not say they are dishonest. I do not mean to imply that 
they are, for I do not believe they are dishonest or intend to be 
partial; but their minds have run in those channels always, 
which render them friendly to the interests of the railroads, 
and they believe sincerely along certain lines which make them. 
in my opinion, le s fit to judge fairly and honestly between the 
shipper and the carrier than would be this Commission. 

This debate has been of great value, because it has demon
strated that we are listening to public sentiment. We have put 
many things into this bill which we would not have put into it 
two years ago. My opinion is, it will be no more effective than 
the Elkins law, and not much more effective than the present 
interstate-commerce law; and, if it is not, then I believe the 
people themselves will take charge of this whole subject and 
own the railroads of the country. 

Mr. TELLER. 1\Ir. President, I have voted for two propo
sitions recognizing the right of Congress to some extent, at 
least to control the deliberations of the courts upon these ques
tions: I listened to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON], 
who says that this amendment is very important. I presume 
it is. But, Mr. President, it is not more important than the 
amendment which the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
offered, and not n~rly as simple; and it is, in my judgment, 
much more likely to get us into difficulty than that was, if we 
anticipate any difficulty from that. 

I think it is the duty of every man, whenever he thinks a 
pending mea ure is unconstitutional, to vote against it If I 
bad believed that the amendment of the senior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] was unconstitutional, I certainly should 
not have voted .for it, for if the first amendment was unconsti
tutional, in my judgment as a lawyer the second was; and if I 
bad believed the first was unconstitutional I should not be 
able to vote for the amendment of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has sub
mitted an amendment. If I believed that the Constitution of 
the United States prohibited me from voting for the amendment 
offered by the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], I should 
not be able to vote for that amendment either. That amend
ment is a recognition of our right to control the courts. We 
have a law which now exists-though the Senator from Georgia 

[l\Ir. BAcoN] thinks it does not have anything to do with this 
case--to which I wish to call attention, which is the act of 
February 11, 1903. If Senators will examine this bill, they 
will find on page 17 that it proposes to incorporate that act for 
all purposes into this bill, not verbatim, but it declares that it 
is to be in all respects applicable to all the cases brought undet 
this proposed act. It will therefore become as much a part of 
this proposed act as if it had been incorporated word for word 
into the bill. That act reads: 

That in any suit in equity pending or hereafter brought in any cir
cuit court of the United States under the act entitled "An act to pro
tect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies," 
approved July 2, 1890, "An act to regulate commerce," approved Feb
ruary 4, 1887, or any other acts having a like purpose that het·eafter . 
may be enacted, wherein the United States is complainant, the Attor
ney-General may file with the clerk of such court a certificate that, in 
his opinion, the case is of general public importance, a copy of which 
shall be immediately furnished by such clerk to each of the circuit 
judges of the circuit in which the case is pending. 

That undoubtedly does give jurisdiction in a case brought 
under this act to a court consisting of three judges. It is a spe
cial court established for this very purpose by this act, and by 
this act, putting the two together. · 

I voted for the amendment offered by the senior Senator from 
Texas [.1\fr. CULBERSO ] . I voted for it notwithstanding it con
tained a provision which I did not like. I voted for it because 
I wanted to emphasize the fact that I believe the power exists 
here to prevent an interlocutory judgment. I wanted to em
phasize my belief that not only have we the power, but that this 
bill will not be effective and will be of practically no value to the 
people of the United States unless there is a provision put into 
it limiting the right of a judge to issue an injunction whenever 
!Je sees fit, or two or three judges, if there happen to be two or 
three judges, to do so. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dunors] has just presented the 
case. Everybody who llas had anything to do with this question 
and who bas had any observation about what has been going 
on knows just what the difficulty is. There is no question but 
that in nine cases out of ten when a carrier finds fault with an 
order of the Commission and complains to a judge, he will find 
a judge who will issue a temporary injunction for him, or ·an 
interlocutory injunction, more properly speaking, which will tie 
up the case from that time on until the expiration of the period 
fixed in this bill, which the majority of the Senate persistently. 
declare shall not exceed two years. 

Mr. President, there is not a lawyer in this country who does 
not know that when a railroad goes into the United States cir
cuit courts or when they go into the State courts, they employ, 
as a rule, the best talent in the profession. They can prevent a 
judgment for the time that you have fixed here that these or
ders shall be enforced, for you have determined that that time 
shall be two years and ba ve voted down three years ; and, I 
presume, two years will be what will be finally provided for in 
the bill. 

Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa, and then I shall wonder, I shall look around with 
surprise, 'when I see Senators, who are lawyers, who have voted 
against the preceding amendments-! shall wonder, 1\lr. Presi
dent, how they will reconcile their vote then with their votes 
before, unless they shall put it on the ground that perhaps the 
first measure was too drastic, and this is modified, or perhaps 
t!Jey will find solace to their consciences in the fact that the 
court is to consist of two judges, though ordinarily there is but 
one: But under either of the motions which have been voted 
down there would have been the same number of judges and the 
same care and attention given to the question whether an in
junction should be issued or not under this provision. 

Mr. President, I have but little care as to what happens to 
this bill. I have been anxious for the passage of a bill which I 
believe would accomplish what the people of the United States 
ba ve demanded. I do not believe--and I will put myself on 
record now-that this bill will do what the Chief Executive asks 
you to do. I do not believe it will do what 90 per cent of the 
American people want you to do, or what they believe it will 
do. I am restrained here by the proprieties of the occasion from 
saying some things which I should say in some other place; but 
I do not believe that the friends of this kind of legislation are 
giving direction here to this bill. 

The bill will pass, 1\fr. President; it will become a law; the 
people of the United States will be banded a " gold brick," in 
the common language of the country, and after two or three 
years of effort to get redress under this bill they will find that 
they have got to try it over again. It is possible that the peo
ple will patiently submit to what they will believe is either 
the incompetency of this body or its dishonesty--one or the 
other-but I do not believe; patient and enduring as the pub
lic generally are, that they will always submit and allow these 
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great corporations to control not only the transportation of lieu thereof the words "such authority sllall e tend to throuO'h 
the country, but, because they control the transportation of the routes and joint rates for transportation partly by railroad a~d 
country, control also its politics. The day will come when this partly by water." 
Senate and the House of Representatives will be compelled to 1\fr. ALDRICH. That · amendment is not a verbal chanO'e · 
pass a bill that will give to the people the relief which every it changes the whole sense. "' ' 
man here professes to believe they are entitled to. 1\Ir. TILLMAN. I know it is not a \erbal amendment. It 

Tlle VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to changes the ense, and I will give the reason for it if tlle Sen
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. ator wishes me to do so. 
BAcoN]. .Mr. ALDRICH. That amendment will give rise to a o-ood 

1\!" ··. BACON. On that I ask for the years and nays. deal of discussion, because it changes tlle wllole provi io~ in 
'1'11e yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro- regard to through routes in tlle Hou e bill. 

ceeded to call the roll. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doe the Senator from Iowa yield 
1\Ir. SPOONER (when his name was called). I again an- to tlle Senator from South Carolina? 

nounce my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CAR- 1\Ir. ALLISON. I yield; certainly. I llave only one suO'-
MACK]. • If I were at liberty to vote, I should \Ote "nay." gestion further to make with reference to tllis ection. o 

The roll call having been concluded, tlle result was an- 1\fr. TILLMAJ.~. I am perfectly willing tllat the Senator 
nounced-yeas 24, nays 52, as follows: should get through with his amendment to this section, and 

Bacon 
Berry 
Blackburn 
Clark, Mont. 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 

Aldrich 
Alget· 
Allee 
Allison 
Ankeny 
Beveridge 
Brnndegee 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Bm·nham 

· Burrows 
Carter 
Clapp 

Culberson 
Daniel 
Dubois 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gearin 

YEAS-24. then let me put my amen~ent in, or try to put it in. 
La Follette Newlands 1\Ir. ALLISON. I desire to move an . amendment to correct 
Latimer Overman an omission that I intended to correct before leaving the matter. 
~~£~~-l~ ~~::;e;~s I ask unanimous consent, in the amendment which wa agree<l 
Martin Stone to, on page 11, line 5, to come in after the word "pre cribe," to 
Money Taliaferro insert after tlle word "time," where it first occurs, the words 

NAYS-52. "not less than tllirty day ." 
Clat;Jt, Wyo. Gamble Nelson The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks · 
Crane Hale Nixon unanimous con!':ent to amend the amendment heretofore a ()'reed 
Cullom IIansbrough Penrose to on his motion. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
Dick Hemenway Perkins 
Dillingham Hopkins Pettus The Secretary will state the propo ed amendment. 
Dolliver Kean Piles Tlle SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment 
Mf?~~n ~~t:edge ~~~U agreed to, after the word "pres(!ribe," page 11, line 5, by insert-
Flint Lodge Smoot ing after the \Tord "time," where it first occurs, the words "not 
Foraker Long Sutherland les than thirty days." 
~~){0~ ~fS:1~ber ~~~~:~;~ The amendment was agreed to. 
Gallinger Morgan " etmore 1\Ir. TILLMAN. At the bottom of page 11, lines 24 and 25, I 

NOT VOTING-13. moye to strike out the words "provided no reasonable or san -
Bailey Gorman Patterson Tillman factory through route exists " and insert in lieu thereof " such 
Burton Heyburn Proctor autllority shall extend to through routes and joint rates for 
Carmack McEnery Spooner transportation partly by railroad and partly by water." 
Depew Mallory Teller 1\Ir. NELSON. That amendment was agreed to yesterday. 

So .Mr. BACON's amendment was rejected. 1\Ir. '.fiLL~!AN. The Senator is mistaken. We did not get 
1\fr. ALLISON. I mo\e--- to this part of the bill yesterday. There was a preceding amend-
:Mr. TILLMAN. 1\lr. President-- ment that had reference to water, but this is an entirely dif-
The VICE-PRESIDE~"T. Does the Senator from Iowa yiehl t'erent matter. 

to the Senator from South Carolina? The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator from Iowa desire to move amendme_nt proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. 

an amendment to the same section? 'l'he SECRETARY. On page 11, line 24 and 25, it is propo ed to 
1\!r. ALLISON. I should be glad before leaving this sec- strike out "provided no reasonable or satisfactory through 

tion-- route exists " and insert in lieu thereof the words " such au-
1\lr. TILLMAN. I desire to make a slight verbal change in thority shall extend to through routes and joint rates for trans

line 11, page 11, which, I think, will clarify the language and portation partly by railroad and partly by water." 
be advi able. Mr. President, on page 11, line 11, I move to Mr. ALDRICH. 1\fr. President--
strike out the words "shall publish and file" and insert the The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro-
words " in respect to ; " then; in line 12-- linn yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 1\Ir. ALDRICH. I will wait until the Senator gets through. 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. .Mr. TILLMAN. I am going to e~'"})lain why these words ougilt 

Tile SECRETARY. In section 4, page 11, line 11, after the word to go in. 
"otherwise," 'it is proposed to strike out the words "shall pub- This is part of a provision covered by lines 17 to 25, page 11. which 
lish and file" and insert the words "in respect to." authorizes the Commission to establish throu~h routes ~d joint rates 

Tile amendment was agreed to. . as a maximum to be charr;-ed, and to prescnl)e th~ dlv1 ions of suc_h 
. . rates when the canicrs fail to agree. The defect m this provision 1~ 

1\fr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask what IS the other amend- found in the addition, in lines 24 and 25, of the words "provided no 
ment the Senator intends to propose? I reasonable or satisfactory through route exists." This operates as a 

1\Ir. TILLMAN. It is on the next line to strike out the word bm: to the compulsory establishment of an additional .t!Jrough route 
" , . " , ' which may be demanded and found reasonable. Such additlonal through 

and and msert the word shall, so as to complete the sen- routes very frequently, if not generally, ought to be granted, for other-
tence and make it run properly. wi e competition between practicable reasonable through routes is 

1\lr. ALDRICH. I ask that the portion of the bill proposed to d_enied. As the provi:>ion now stands, a throur;-h route 1D;3Y be estab-
be amended be read as it will appear when amended. hshed where none ex1sts, but, generally speakmg,_ there 1s always ~t 

• · . least one through route. The most frequent subJect of complaint Is 
'l'lle VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary Will read as re- discrimination between connecting lines, and howev6r unjust such dis-

que'ted crimination against the nonfavo1·ed carrier or the public in terest may 
1.'he SECRETARY. As proposed to be amended, it would read be, the provis~ claus~ above mentioned operates_ to prevent relief-

as follows: I am readmg from a .m~morandum furmshed me by the Inter-
state Commerce Comn11S wn-Whenevet· the carrier or carriers, in obedience to such order of the 

Commission or otherwise, in respect to joint rates, fares, or charges, 
shall fail to agree among themselves upon the apportionment or divi
sion thereof, the Commission may after hearing make a supplemental 
order prescribing the portion of such joint rate to be received by each 
carrier party thereto, which order shall take effect as a part of the 
original order. 

Mr. TILL~IAN. This amendment is to correspond to the pre
ceding changes in regard to the publication of joint rates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the second 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\Ir. · TILL~IAN. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, 

before we leave this section I want to move to strike out the 
words at the bottom of page 11," lines 24 and 25, " provided no 
reasonab.Ie or satisfactory through route exists," and insert in 

The Commission has very recently decided the case of the Enterprise 
Transportation Company against certain trunk lines. and the decision 
shows a through route between the railroad trunk Unes at New York 
and the Fall River Line to New England, but a refusal to establish a 
through route with the Entet·prise Transportation Company, a watct· 
line competing with the Fall River Line between New York and 1ew 
England . To avoid · all question there should be inserted in place of 
tbe words stricken out, as above indicated, the following: " Such 
authority shall extend to through routes and joint rates fot· transpor
tation partly by railroad and partly by water." 

'Which are the words I ha\e moverl to in ert. 
Here is tile case of this Enterprise Company, in wilicil it is 

shown that an independent boat line is denied through routes 
with the we tern railroads because the New York, New Ha,en 
·and Hartford road owns the only boat line wllich reaches Fall 
River except this one. Therefore competition between the West 
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and Ne·w England; for instance, is prevented by the failure t o 
establish through routes, if they are demanded, with other lines. 
I n other 'vords, there is a monopoly created, or is already in 
existence, and an absolute denial of competition. One boat line 
connects with the road. The other boat line is not allowed to 
connect with the road, and is not given through rates. 

1\lr. ALDRICH. l\fr. President, there should be no misappre
hension as to the effect of this amendment. Under the bill as it 
passed the House, the Interstate Commerce Commission had a 
right to estai.Jlish through routes and joint rates where no rea
sonable through route exists. This proposes to strike out the 
provision about reasonableness, and to allow the Commission 
to estai.Jlish through routes anywhere in the United States with
out reference to existing routes and without reference to 
whether the people are accommodated by the existing route. 
'l'he question of tnrough routes by rail and water is a different 
question, and · under the guise of providing for through routes 
by rail and water the Interstate Commerce Commission is 
sugge:sting to the Senate or dictatin~ to the Senate that it shall 
destroy the whole structure of this bill, so far as through routes 
~re concerned. 

1\lr. TILL~lAN. 
l\1r. ALDRICH. 
l\1r. TILLMAN. 

speak any more. 

Will the Senator permit me? 
I will yield to the Senator a little later. 
Unless the Senator has the floor, I can not 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I yield for a question. 
l\fr. TILLl\IAN. I should like to ask the Senator if he favors 

a condition of monopoly by ''hich an existing through route 
shall maintain and control all the traffic, and deny other boat 
lines an opportunity to secure some of the traffic by having 
through routes established by the Interstate Commerce Com
mission? 

1\lr. ALDRICH. I am entirely familiar with the case sug
gested by the Interstate Commerce Commission through the 
Senator from South Carolina. There is no monopoly and there 
can be no monopoly of transportat~on between New York and 
Providence and l!~all River and the other points along the Sound. 
The Fall RiYer Line, or, rather; the New England Navigation 
Company, which is a branch of the New York, New Haven and 
.Hartford Railroad, owns and operates three or four lines of 
· steamers running to New London, Providence, Fall River, and 
Newport. Well, Newport is part of one line. There. are now in 
existence at least two independent lines covering the same 
t erritory, and there is nothing to prevent anyone who cares to 
go into the business from to-morrow establishing a line or any 
number of lines over· that territory. There can be no monopoly 
about it, and there is no monopoly. 

We are asked to legislate foi' the whole country upon this one 
case which the I nterstate Commerce Commis:3ion has had before 
it. I have no objection to inserting, after the words now in 
the bill, the words "in relation to through routes by rail and 
water; " but I do object to strik!.ng out the words " provided no 
r easonable or satisfactory through routes exist," so as to give 
the Commission the power to establish through routes anywhere· 
it pleases throughout the United States, without reference to the 
facilities which now exist. 

1\lr. TILLMAN. I should like unanimous consent, if the 
Senate will permit, to insert in the RECORD the hearing and find

. ing, No. 867, of the Interstate Commerce Commission in relation 
to this matter, without regard to how the vote may be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request is 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
No. 867. In the matter of alleged unlawful discrimination against the 

Enterprise Transportation Company by railroad lines leading from 
New York City. 
Railroad lines leading west from New York City make joint through 

· rates with the New England Navigation Company, controlling the 
Fall River line of steamet·s, which plies between New York and Fall 
River, Klass., and some other New England cities, and also controlling 
other important steamer lines operating on Long Island Sound. Such 
joint rates apply in both directions between western and New England 
points. The New England Navlgatioh Company is owned and operated 
by the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Company. The 
rail lines centering in · ew York and running westet·ly thereof refuse, 
for stated business reasons, to make the like or any joint rating at·
rangement with the Enterprise •.rransportation Company, a steamship 
line plying between Fall River and other New England points and 
New York City, and in competition with the New England Navigation 
Company's Fall River line. This Fall River line may, by reducing 
rates on local traffic, force ·out of business the Enterprise Tmnsporta-

. tion Compa ny, while obtaining a lucra1:ive and supporting business 
from through traffic, and upon disappearance of such competition, 
restore the former charges. The existence of the Enterprise Trans
portation Company as a competitive factor is of distinct value to the 
public, and that exis tence may depend upon its right to enga ge iu 
through business. This investigation was made with the understand
ing that the Commission is without power to grant any relief, and no 
opinion as to whether the through-rating arrangement should be ex
tended to the Enterprise Company is expressed ; but if the public is 
to have the legitimate benefit of water competition, it is evident that 
authority should be provided to establish through routes between rail 

and water carriers, or · at least to prevent u n just discrimination by 
rail carriers between connecting water lines. 

[Submitted March 5, 1906. Decided April 5, 1906.] 
David Whitcomb, for Enterprise Transportation Company. 
E . G. Buckland, for New England Navigation Company. 
G. S. Patterson, for Pennsylvania RaHroad Company. 
Geor:ge F. Brownell, for Erie RaiLroad Company .. 
R. D. Whiting, for Delaware, Lackawanna · and Western Railroad 

Company. 
Charles C. Paulding, for New York Central and Hudson River Rail

road Company. 
Fran.k H . l:'latt, for Lehigh Valley Railroad Company. 

REPORT AND OPINIO~ OF THE COMlliSSIO~. 

PROUTY, Commissioner: 
The Enterprise Steamship Company, which plies between Fall River, 

1\Iass., and New York City, recently filed an infot·mal complaint with 
t~e Commission, alleging that it desired to engage in the transporta
tiOn of merchandise from Fall River to various western destinations--; 
that in the course of such transportation it would carry the freight to 
~ew York and send it west from New York by rail; . but that the rail 
ltnes leading from New York declined to extend to it the same rates 
which they applied to traffic of the same character from the same 
p_oint when delivered to them by its rival-the New England Naviga
tiOn Company. It appeared from an inspection of our tariffs that 
these various rail lines published in connection with the New England 
Navigation Company through rates from Fall River to westel·n desti
nations, and it seemed, therefore, that the complaint of the Enterprise 
Company was really that such rail lines declined to enter into through 
arrRDgements with it while doing so with its competitor. We accord
ingly advised the Enterprise Company that the act to regulate com
merce did not require rail carriers to form through routes with water 
lines, and that, therefore, the Commission could make no order in the 
premises even if the complaint were sustained ; but inasmuch as the 
subject is one of great practical importance, and since the amendment 
of the act to regulate commerce was now under discussion, it seemed 
suitable to investigate the circumstances surrounding this complaint 
with a view to making some report for the general information of the 
public. A proceeding of inquiry was, therefore, instituted and · the 
vat·ious parties were heard. From the testimony taken upon that 
hearing, in connection with various matters of common knowledge, 
and the rates on file with this Commission, the following facts appear : 

The New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Company has a 
practical monopoly of transportation by rail in that territory lying 
south of the Boston and Albany Railroad and east of its own line from 
South Norwalk to Pittsfield. The New Haven Company has lines 
which extend outside this ter ritory, but within this tetTitory it con
trols all the steam railroads of any consequence, excepting the New 
London Northern, which extends north from New London , Conn. , t o 
Bt·attleboro, Vt. 

l\Iany of the most important towns served by the New Haven Rail
road are located upon the ocean, so that water transportation is readily 
available to many points. The most important of these ·cities are Provi
dence and Fall River, but lines of steamers touch at almost all cities of 
any importance upon Long Island Sound by which communication is 
had with New York City. It was ne<'essary, therefore, for the New 
Haven Company, in perfecting its transportation monopoly of the ter
ritory covered by it, to control also the facilities of transportation by 
water, especially between those towns and New Yor.S City, and in the 
execution of its plans it either established or acquired most of the 
Important · steamship lines operating upon Long Island Sound. These 
different lines seem to have been consolidated into the New England 
Navigation Company, which is owned and operated by the ew Haven 
Company, and which has in recent years handled most although by no 
means all of the water transportation between these various points and 
New York City. 

The l~nterprise Steamship Company is incorporated under the laws 
of Massachusetts and began business in June, 1903. It has a capital 
stock of $400,000 which, it was stated, has been paid in. Its fleet con
sists of three steamers, one of 800 tons burden and two of 1,800 tons, 
the three being fitted for the transportation of both passengers and 
freight. Its steamers ply exclusively between Fall River and New 
York City, touching, however, Jamestown, which is opposite New
pot·t, R . I. 

For some time past the regular passenger fare between New York 
City and Fall River has been $3 during the summer and $2 -dut'ing the 
winter months. The Enterprise Company established at the outset a 
rate of $1, which it has ever since maintained. Its representative 
stated that in his judgment this rate was fairly compensatot·y for the 
service and that his company was satisfied to do business on that basis. 
The New Haven Company has reduced its passenge1· rate to $1.50 a t 
the present time between New York and Fall River. The testimony 
did not show what the effect of this reduction was between New York 
and interior points, nor whether the Enterprise Company carried pas
sengers for such interior points. 

The principal traffic from Fall River to New York is cotton piece 
goods of various kinds, and for many years the rate applied by the New 
Bngland Navigation Company to this traffic has been 12~ cents per 100 
pounds. The Enterprise Company established a rate of 10 cents per 
100 pounds at the outset, which has been since continued. The bulk 
of the transportation by water from Ne·w York to Fall River is raw 
cotton and various mill supplies, and the Enterprise Company fixed its 
class rates and its local rate on raw cotton at 2 cents pet· 100 pounds 
less than that previously prevailing by the New England Navigation 
Company. It appeared from the testimony that these rates had been 
continued by the Enterprise Company, and that the New England Com
pany had not reduced its tariffs up to the time of the hearing. It fur
ther appeared that under this adjustment of rates the Enterprise Com
pany obtained a considerable part of the strictly local business between 
.Fall River and New York. · The general manager of that company testi
fied that of ninety-two mills in Fall River his company was then doing 
business with eig-hty-five . 

Freight from New England can reach the Middle West by various 
routes. It may go by the direct all-rail route or by the more circu
itous rail route through Canada. It may also be transported by water 
from New England to some southern port, like Norfolk or Baltimore. 
and from there taken by rail to its destination. In the latter case the 
water line frequently pays and absorbs a local rail rate from the inte
rior ew England point to the seaboard. These competitive conditions 
have g iven New England the same c.lass rates and to a consideraqle 
extent the same commodity rates as apply from New York City. 

Confining our attention to traffic originating at Fall IUver, i t is evi-
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dent that this may either be delivered to the New Haven Company for 
shipment by its rail line 0r to some steamboat company for transpor
tation by water. Since a comparatively small part of the freight traffic 
from l!""'all River stops at New York as a final destination, and since a 
comparatively small part of that traffic to Fall River originates at New 
York as the point of original production, it follows that the Enter
prise Steamboat Company, if it obtains any great amount of business 
between these points, must make arrangements with the rail and water 

· carriers leading from New York as to the handling of this business 
beyond that point. It seems to have been able to do this with water 
lines leading from New York south, and the testimony indicates that 
it exchanges at New York City considerable quantities of freight with 
the Old Dominion Steamship Company. The quickest service between 
Fall Hiver and the West is by boat from Fall River to New York and 
by rail from New York. Large amounts of traffic move by this route, 
which in tbe past has been exclusively handled by the New England 
NavigL1tion Company. The EnterDrise Company, desiring to participate 
in tllis business and also in business moving in the opposite direction, 
has applied to the various rail lines asking for the same treatment 
which they accord to the steamboat company of the New Haven road. 

The rate from Fall River to Chicago on cotton piece goods is 55 
cents, and from New York City the same. When this traffic is brought 
by boat fr·om l!'all River to New York and delivered to the rail carrier 
at New York there are two services-the transportatiQn from Fall "Rivet· 
to New York and the transfer at New York. '.rhe transfer charge is 
ordinarily redwnEd at 3 cents per 100 pounds. The local transporta
tion charge of the ew Haven Company is 12~ cents, but it was said by 
witnesses fot· the Enterprise Company that the trunk lines allowed the 
New Haven road 10 cents as its division. The transfer service is actu
ally performed, sometimes by the New England Navigation Company 
and sometimes by the receiving railroad company, but in either case it 
is paid foe by that company; that is to say, the railroad company which 
receives the cotton piece goods from New England Navigation Com
pany at New Yor-k in efl'ect transpor-ts that traffic to Chicago for 42 
cents, whereas 1f those goods were delivered to the same company at 
the S:!f!:le place and under the same circumstances by the Enterprise 
Company the r-ailway compan would exact for its charge 55 cents per 
100 pounds. This, of course, deprives the Enterpris.e Company of all 
possi l.Jle opportunity of participatmg in that business. 

The carriers gave various reasons for their refusal to join with the 
Enterpt·ise Company in these through rates. The Pennsylvania states 
that its facilities are so congested in New York at the present time 
that it is only with great difficulty that it can handle the traffic now 
ofl'ered at that point; that if it received this traffic from two companies 
instead of one, whether it took the traffic itself or whether the traffic 
was delivered to it, more room would be required. The representa
tive of that company further stated, in substance, that there was only 
so much traffic from Fall River of this character ; that his company 
could not hope to receive any mot·e business if it joined with the Enter
prise Company, since what it received from that company would be 
subtracted from that amount which it was now receiving from the 
New England Company, and that, since it could handle the traffic 
better from one company than from two,. be bad declined to entertain 

th~g~·o~~~tiY~i:k Central stated that this business was not desirable; 
that it had no anangement with any steamboat line except the New 
England Navigation Company, and that with that company its arrange
ment only covered the four higher classes. It further stated that it 
would rather cancel its present arrangements with the New England 
Navigation Company ·than extend them to the Enterprise Company. 
It appeared, in the case of the New York Central, that the traffic :was 
delivered to it by team in New York City, where it was loaded mto 
its cars. ~o reason was suggested why that company would sufl'er 
any inconvenience if it handled traffic for the Enterprise Company 
delivered to it in the same place and in the same manner. 

'.rhe other companies, so far as they were represented by witnesses 
· at the bearing, did not claim that they were unable to handle the 
traffic. Their statements were to the general effect that they pre
f·}l"l'ed to receive this traffic from the New Haven Company by rail; 
that they only consented to handle it by water through New York as 
an accommodation to the New England Navigation Company and their 
patrons, and that they did not des~e to for~ this ~onnection with the 
Enterprise Company, because they did not desue to mcrease the amount 
of this business which came from Fall River by water. 

The general situation seems to be this. The New Haven· Company 
controls the greater portion of the traffi.c within its territory. Most 
of this traffic, in the natural course of things, would go by the all-rail 
routes ; a certain amount of it may go by water to New York and from 
there by raiL The lines leading from New York can receive this traffic 
from the New Haven Company either l.Jy rail or by water; they pL·efer 
to receive it by rail. At the present time the New Haven road is divid
ing this business between all these difl'erent lines in a satisfactory 
manner. By form.in'g a connection with the Enterprise Company they 
would not increase the total amount of the traffic which they handle,. 
and they might introduce a fa~tor wbic'?- would become a dist?rbing 
element in the present harmomous relatiOns. They have nothing to 
gain, and possibly might lose something by the change. 

The Enterprise Company claimed that the refusal of the rail lines 
to participa-te with it in through business was the result of an agree-

- ment between those lines dictated by t.he New Haven Company. The 
only evidence tending to show this directly was the declaration of an 
agent of the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad. The 
Enterprise Company, desiring to ship cotton piece goods from li'all 
River to Chadwick, N. Y., and understanding that the above railroad 
company accorded to the New England Navigation Company a rate 
from New York of 16~ cents, while its local rate was 25~ cents, applied 
for the same reduced rate. This the agent refused, stating that his 
company could only accord that rate to the New England Navil{ation 
Company by reason of an ag1>eement to that effect with the New llaveu 
Company. We could hardly find f1·om the testimony tha.t any similar 
agreement with other lines exists, although such may be the fact; and 
still less that there is any conspiracy among all these railroads to 
accomplish the thing complained <?f. It appears to us 1bat the_ co.urse 
of these railway lines may be justifiable upon sound busmess prmciples 
if the matter be examined solely from their standpoint. 

How does the matter stand when examined from the view point of 
the public? We have already seen that the Enterprise Company has 
been of great benefit to shippe1·s and passengers using that line by 
reducing the rates formerly in effect. The complainant concedes that 
rates from Fall River to points in the West would not be reduced If the 
Enterprise Company were accorded the tllrough privileges which it 
desires. Those rates are for the most part "the same from New York 
an.d Fall River to Chicago and .points basing on Chicago, or which 

take a percentage of the Chicago rate. To reduce the rate from Fall 
River would break down the whole scheme of rates. This does not 
appear to be true of rates to points east of Bu.fl'alo and Pittsburg, 
which are generally less from New York than from Fall River. In 
very many cases, at least, the rate from Fall River to those points 
would be less if the present local rate of the Enterprise Company were 
added to the present di-vision of the rail line from New York. It does 
not appear whether a reduction would in fact result. 

It was also said by the Enterprise Company that if that company 
could engage in this traffic its patrons would ·have two lines and would 
thereby secure more efficient service than otherwise. There was no 
testimony before us as to the character of the service by either of 
those steamship lines. It did appear that the Enterprise Company 
touches at certain wharves in Fall River, to which some of the mills 
are peculiarly accessible, and that these mills find it to their advantage, 
for this reason, to patronize that company rather than the New England 
Company, and that it serves one town not directly served by its rival. 
It is also undoubtedly true that better and more efficient service is 
obtained when competition exists than when the business is entirely 
transacted by one concern. 

The most serious feature of this case rests in the fact that if the New 
England Navigation Company can exclude the Enterprise Company 
fL·om all pat-ticipation in tht·ougb business and confine it strictly to 
loca l l:msiness between Fall River and New York it thereby acquit·es 
the power of forcing the Enterprise Company out of business alto
gether, for it may so reduce its rates on local traffic that this company 
could not meet them while obtaining a lucrative and supporting busi
ness from through traffic. When the competition of the Enterprise 
Company had disappeared rates would be restored to what they for
mer·ly were, which, it fairly appears, was higher than reasonable com
petition would produce. The existence of the Enterprise Company as 
a competitive factor is of distinct value to the public, and that existence 
may depend upon its right to engage in through business. This is well 
illustrated by the •last case in which this matter has been before the 
courts: Gulf, C. & S. F. R. Co. v . Miami S. S. Co: (30 C. C. A., 142; 
52 U. S. App., 732; 86 Fed., 40"7). 

'l'raffic from the Atlantic seaboard to various points in Texas, Indian 
and Oklahoma TerTitories and the hlissi sippi and Missouri valleys 
passes largely by water from some port like New York to Galve tqn 
or ew Orleans and is from thence carried by rail to destination. 
Prim: to July, 1897, there was only one steamship line opemting 
between New York and Galveston, known as the "Mallory Line," and 
two between New York and New Orleans. Three difl'et·ent lines of 
railway with various connections led from Galveston into Texas and 
this other territory. 

In the summer of 1897 the Miami Steamship Company, conceiving 
this :field to be a promising one, determined to enter it, and put on a 
line of steamboats between New York and Galveston. At the outset 
the various railroads leading from the port of Galveston seem to have 
accorded to the Miami company the same rates and privileges in sub
stance which were given the Mallory Line. The Miami company, 
however, found it to its advantage to somewhat reduce the rates 
between New York and Galveston, and this operated to efl'ect a reduc
tion in rates throughout the territory above described, the shrinkage 
being in all cases in the ocean transportation f rom New York to Gal
veston. This created more or less dissatisfaction, since these ocean 
and rail rates from New York are fixed with reference to the all-rail 
rates from the same points to the same destinations, and in the early 
part of 1898 the railroad lines leading from Galveston, the !allory 
Line and the two steamship lines leading from New York to New 
Orleans entered into an arrangement by which it was, among other· 
things, agreed that the railroad lines should break off all connection 
with the Miami Steamship Company. 

Traffic between interior points and the Atlantic seaboard was handled 
by the various steamship lines in connection with the rail Jines upon 
through bills of lading in both directions, and the through rate was 
divided between the water and the rail lines upon a basis which allowed 
to the rail line less than its local tarifl' from Galveston to point of des
tination. The raill·oad companies then declined to honor through bills 
of lading, and also declined to fo·rm through routes upon the I.Jasls of 
the divisions hitherto in force. The Uiami Steamship Company could 
of course transport the freight from New York to Galveston and there 
tender it to the railroad companies for transportation to destination, 
but the railroad companies exacted in all cases their local tariff, and 
requii·ed the Miami company to prepay the freight charges. In case of 
tt:a.ffic going in the opposite direction, the railroad companies declined 
to issue any through bill of lading, and required the shipper to prepay 
the tmnsportation charge to Galveston. if the traffic was to go by the 
Miami company. 

It will be seen at a glance that under these conditions the Miami 
company could not hope to participate in that traffic; for not only 
did it receive much less for the same service than its competitors, but 
the handling of the business by that line was so hedged about with 
difficulties as to make it almost impossible for the shipper to patronize 
its route. In view of this that company applied to the Interstate 
Commerce Commiss-ion, but was advised that under the Jaw that body 
could probably rencor it no assistance. It thereupon filed a bill in 
equity in the circuit t.'"~urt for the eastern district of Texas alleging in 
efl'ect that these di.ffere...:-t: companies were not only in violation of the 
act to regulate commerce, but were also in violation of the Sherman 
Antitrust Act and prayinr; an injunction. The circuit court granted 
the injunction, but the cit·cu1 : court of appeals in an elaborate opinion 
dissolved the injunction and held that the Miami company was entitled 
to no relief; that the railway companies might require the prepayment 
of their freight charges; that they were not compelled to enter into 
joint arrangements with one steamship company because they did with 
another and that even if the antitrust act were violated only the 
United States Government could maintain an injunction suit. 

The result of this decision was that the Miami Steamship Company 
withdrew from that field and that rates were restored to their former 
basis. The further result was that still later many of these rates were 
advanced, as appeared in testimony before the Commission, by the 
concerted action of the water lines and various railways and that in 
consequence rates to Texas common points were also advanced. 

'l'his investigation was begun upon the understanding that the Com
mission had no power to g1·ant any relief in the premises. The rail
roads have not been heard further than they were inquh·ed of, to some 
extent, by the Commission itself. We do not think that undet· these 
circumstances we ought to express an opinion as to whether these rail 
lines should accord the Enterprise Company the through arrangements 
asked .for, since it is evident that many things which might influence 
a final judgment we•e not developed in the hearing before us. 

At the pres.ent time water competition exercises an important in1la· · 
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enre npon the- rail rates @'f this eeuatry, That form· o-r competftion is of the Commission whether ntmn a prope:c: complaint there should 
less susceptible of control than traosportation by ·rail, and many per·- be anothe . +lori. -..h .... ""'t""' st bi' b d h if th · 1 d sons believe that the true· policy of this- country is. found' in the im- I u.u:Oll~u .~eO-. ~ e a IS e ; W ereas · ere IS a rea Y 
pro;vement and censiiruetion of wate'l'ways. I! the legitimate benefit one, while the words " reasonable and satisfactory" m.ight, in 
of sueb competition is to be had-r it is evi:-derrt that some regl'l'lating body the judgment o.f the Com:n;:lissio-n, warrant them in establishing 
must exercise in our country, as does the English- railway commission th be th · ~ bi d ti f t th 
in England, the authority to establish th1·ough routes between: water ano · :er~ · cause · e one 1S no~. reasona e an sa s ac ory, e 
and rail carriers, or at least to prevent una.ue discrlm~na.tion by rail idea I would have would be that the Commission would hesitate 
carriers between connecting water lines. very long about establishing another route if one was already 

1\Ir. LODGE. :Mr. President, this matter has been brought to . in existence, because the determination whether it was reason~ 
my attention particularly by the Fan River case, which bas · able and satisfactory would be left to them and they might not 
been cited by the Senator from South Carolina. An independent want to assume the responsibility. On the other hand, if this 
steamship company has been started, running from Fan River clause is not in, then the Commission would determine that 
to New York, and the onry other line is .the New England Na.vi- question under its general power~ 
gation Company, which is controfled by the New Yorl.{, New 1\fr. LODGE. Mr. President--
Haven and Hartford. The- trunk li:nes, both in New York and The· VICE-PRESIDENT. 1.~he Chair would call attention to 
New England, so arrange the rates that this steamship eompany the fact that both Senators are out of order under the rule. 
is depri>ed absolutely of fteig:flt~ which seems not quite fair to Ur LODGE. I was aware of that. I was just about to 
the public or to the company. They brought the ease before begin by saying that, speaking in violation of the l.ille, I should 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, which decided, as I re- like to say a word to the Senator from South Carolina. about 
member, that, under the existing Iaw~ they had no power to deal the proviso, "provided no reasonable or satisfactory through 
with this case. · . route exists." 

This bill provides: The very proposition on which this appeal rests, as I under· 
That the provisions of this a.et shall awly to any common carrier or stand, is that the service of the- through route in existence is 

carriers. eng.aged in the tllansportation <>"f pa.ssengers or property wholly neither reasonable nor satisfactory. l\'Iy doubt arises from 
by railroad, or partly by railroad and partly by water, when both are the fact that it does not seem to me to include water lines. The used under a common control, management, or arrangement for a con-
tinuous carriage or shipment. Senator from Pennsylvania may be right about that. But I 

In other words, the intent of the bill is' ueru-ly to give relief . do not think it could do any harm to insert: 
in cases of through rates where tbere is complaint. But as the .And this PT<>"vision shall apply when one of the connecting carriers is 
bill stands now, on page 11, unless some special provision is a water line. · 
made, it covers th.e land lines, but the water lines connecting are Mr. TILLl\fAN. If that is satisfactory to the Senator, it is 
omitted. My desire is simply that the connecting water lines satisfactory to me, because it is in his part of the world and 
shall be treated, as the first section of the bill obviously intends, not mine. 
in the same way as a through route which is all rail, alth<mg.h Mr. LODGE. I think it would meet the difficulty. 
made up perhaps of different and connecting companies. There The VICE-PRESIDENT.. Does. the Senator from South Car· 
seems to be no reason why, because one of the links in the route olina--
is a water line, it should be deprived of the appeal which the Mr. TILLMAN. I accept the amendment proposed by th~ 
bill obviously contemplates.. The words whicb. I propose myself Senator from Massachusetts. 
to insert are these: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

And this provision shall apply when one of the eonn-eeting carriers Mr. LODGE. Add at the end of line 25-
ls.. ~ow~!e~:~~rly include them. a :-~te:~t~e~rovision shall apply when one o-f the connecting carriers Is 

:i\1r. ALDRICH. I have no objection to thafr Mr. FULTON. Does that leave in the proviso! 
Mr. KNOX. I should like to ask a question of the. Senator :Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

from Massachusetts befoTe he takes his seat. Do you not think Mr. FULTON. I submit that the· proviso ought to go out. It 
that an c:>f the powers conferred by this bill apply to all the serves no good purpose there, and it will be. a feature of embar· 
transportation lines referred to in the firs1: section'! That would rassment. 
be my notion of it. Here is a powe-r to establish through routes M.r. TILL~1AN. Mr. President--
and joint rates. Now, establish through route and joint rates The- VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wm suggest that the 
upon. what lines of transportation? Upon all the lines of trans- Secretary first state the amendment proposed by the Senator 
portation described in the- first seetion of the bill, because the from South Carolina as amended by the amendment of the 
'first section of the bi1l says they shall be subject to the· powers Senator from :Massacbusettsr Does the Chair understand the 
given to the Interstate Commerce Commission. Senator from South Carolina to have withdrawn his proposed 

Mr. LODGE. Then. Mr. President, I should not think it amendment? 
would do any harm to insert that provision. What I want is Mr. 'l'ILLl\fAN. I am entirely indifferent in this matter in a 
to bring a case like this within the jul'isdietion of the Interstate personal way other than that I am trying to get the best pos~ 
Commerce Cornm.iss.ion. . sible law. It seems to me the amendment proposed by the 

Mr. KNOX. I have not the slightest objection to inserting· it, . Interstate. Commerce Commission is a per:fectiy just and proper 
e...""{cept tllat it seems to me this biU has so many things in it in one. I do not know in whose time I am speaking, unless it is 
duplicate-- by the indulgence of the Senate-; the fact that I am in charge 

Mr. LODGE. I am inclined to think the interpretation of the, of tbe bill and ru:n trying to get the. biil--
Senator from Pennsylvania is correct. If it is the correct in- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wiU state that the de~ 
terpretation, then it would seem to me that the proviso would bate has been proceeding for some time in violation of the rule, 
absolutely cut off any attempt at competition if· a route already but by unanimous consent. 
existed. · 1\lr. TILLMAN. I do not wa.nt to break a rule which I am 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is o.n agreeing to the so anxiotlS. to· have- maintained. I would rather leave it to tbe 
amendment proposed by the· Senator from South Carolina. Senate and let the Senate determine it. I wm not withdraw 

Mr. ALDRICH.. I hope the Senator f:rom South Carolina will the amendment. 
modify the amendment. l\Ir. TELL.ER. Let us have it read .. 

1\Ir. PETTUS. 1 ask that the- pending amendment may be "The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sec-retary will again state the 
read. amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 1\fr. LODGE. The Senator from South Carolina bas not with· 
Alabama the pending amendment will again be stated. drawn his amendment. 

The SECRETARY.. On page 11, line 24, after the ·word" rates." The- VICE-PRESIDENT.. The Chair so understands, and it 
strike out the foiiowing words; ~·provided no r:easonable or will be stated by the Secretary. · 
satisfactory through route exists," and insert in lien thereof~ .l\fr. TELLER. I nnde1·stand he accepted an amendment to it. 

Such authority shall extend to through routes and joint rates- for ~fr'. TILLMAN~ No; I have just changed my mind. . 
tl'ansportation partly by railroad and partly by water. The VIOE-.PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to the Senator from Sout:Ia. Caro-· amendment.. 
lina to allow the last part of the. amendment to be adopted in The SECRETARY. On page 11, line 24r after the word " rates '~ 
addition to the words now in the- bill strike out the following words·: "provided no reasonable ~:c 

l\!r. TILLMAN. Why should we authorize. the Commission to satisfactory through route exists," and insert in lieu thereof: 
estab-lish through routes and then deny them the privilege here? Such authority shall extend to through routes and joint rates fo~: 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do not deny it. , transportation partly by railroad and partly by water. 
1\:Ir. TILLMAN. We surely do,. if we retain the words" if no· The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing· to the 

reasonable or satisfactory through rou.te exists/' It looks. to , amendm~nt just stated. 
me that if those words are stricken out it is left to the discretiQ-n The amendment was rejected. 
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1\Ir: SPOONER obtained the floor. 
1\fr. LODGE. I should ·like to offer my amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDEN'r. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 
Mr. SPOONER. I supposed I was recognized by the Chair. 
fr. LODGE. I suppose the Senator can cut me off if he 

wants to. 
Mr. SPOONER. I do not want to cut you off. 

.· l\Ir. LODGE. I do not want to take the floor. I merely de
sire to offer ·my amendment. 

'l'lle VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from " Tisconsin was 
recognized. Does lle yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
The VICE-PRESIDEN'l'. · Will the Senator from l\Iassachu

setts again state llis amendment? 
l\lr. LODGE. My amendment is to add the words which I 

ha\e stated. · 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be 

stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the word " exi.st'J.'' in line 25, on page 

11, it is proposed to insert: 
And this provision shall apply w~en one cl the connec':i~g carriers 

is a water line. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The VIGE-PRESIDENT. What disposition does the Senator 
from New Hampshire desire made of the article? 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Let the remainder of the article be in
serted in the RECORD without reading, and let a vote be taken 
on the amendment. · 

'l'he VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The article referred to is as follows: · 
When the Senate takes up consideration of the amendments to the 

Hepburn railroad rate bill, there will doubtless be considerable dis
cussion of the question as . to the basis on which the Interstate Com
merce Commission shall make rates. The bill in its present form does 
not undertake to prescribe any basis or standard for the guidance of 
the Commission, but proposes to lea.ve that body free to 'e:x:E'l'c ise its 
jud_gment as to ev.ery rat~. Whether the bill, as finally amended, pre
scrtbes any defimte basts for r ate making or not. however it is 
probably inevitable that the Commission must adopt a basis or standard 
of some kind, and adbere to it very closely in all of its orders changin" 
rates. Otherwise it is sure to be charged with making rates by favor 
and to be criticised for alleged discriminations in favor of certain 
shippers or certain localities. "\ 

'J'he only basis of rate making that has thus far l1een sug-rcsted by 
any Senator is that of flat mileage rates. It is apparent th~'tt if the 
Commission should make rates on ·this basis it <'Onld defend itself 
against c)larges of favoritism, for the rate between any two points 
on any given commodity would then be the . product of the mileao-e 
rate multiplied by the number of miles. 'This would be easy, but wouYd 
~t be satisfactory? For, on the other hand, it is apparent that no 
system of rate making would be so disastrous to manv localities in 
the United States as would be one based on mileage. It is apparently 
universally believed by Senators and others who have given this matter 
close attention that the putting into effect of snch a svstem would 
mean the ·remaking of the commercial and industrial 'map of the 
United States. 

IN EUROPEAN COUNTRIES. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from South Carolina to the fourteenth line, page 11. I think 
he will Tery much perfect the language and possibly eliminate 
some in\alidity from it if be will insert there the words " just 

- and reasonable," so that it will read "just and rensonable por- It is stated by an expert upon this subject that in all of the Euro
pean countries, in which the railroads are either owned and operated 

tion of the rate." I move to insert, after the word "the," in by the government or the rates are fixed by governmental authority, 
line 14, the words "just and reasonable.'' and in -which rates based on distance are adhered to more or less 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, line · 14, before the word "por- closely, the uniform eiiect has been unmistakably to greatly restrict 
the amount of railway traffic and to narrow the range of commercial 

tion," it is proposed to insert "just and reasonable;" so that if activities. In most of the continental countries the railroa<ls have 
amended it will read: been and are regarded as part of the political machinery and as means 

The Commission may after hearing make a supplemental order pre- fc1· making eiiective governmental commercial policies. With this end 
in view, there have been departures from distance rates on export and 

scribing the just and reasonable portion. import traffic and on transit traffic originating in one country and 
l\Ir. SPOONER. I move to insert "proportion " instead of I canied act·oss another to a third country or to a seaport ; but the do-

" portion.'' mestic traffic in each country is moved on rates adhering very closely to 
a .fixed chat·ge per unit of weight for each ·unit of distance. While the 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. · I eiiect of this has been obviously injm·ious, it has not been so dlsas-
'l'he amendment as amended was agreed to. trous in most European countries as it would be in the United States, 1\fr·. GALLINGER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk fo1· the reason that in all of those countries except Russia distances 

. · are comparatively short,. and in many of them, such as l!'rance, Ger
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire I many, and Holland, inland water transportation has been very _ highly 

- - offers an amendment, which will be stated. . · devel_oped. Whereas in the United Stat~s the tendency is constantly 
0 11 1. 5 ft . th . d " toward the abandonment of canal and rtver traffic, as a result of the 

~he ~~CR_ETARY. ' n p~ge • · me • ~ er e \YOr pre- low rates made by railroads for long hauls; in both France and Ger-
scribed,' It IS proposed to msert the followmg: many the inland waterways are constantly drawing more and more 

The Commission in prescribing any maxtmum rate or charge as herein 
provided - shall not be authorized to receive complaints or determine 
diiierentials or preference of one locality over another. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, tbere has been so much 
discussion of this bill that I have no disposition to be heard or 
to hear my voice in tllis debate. I have an article from a recent 
issue of the \Vashington Post which discusses this matter so 
cleal'ly and, to my mind, so convincing that I am going to ask 
tile $ecretary to read it instead of discussing it myself. I think 
he can read it in the time that is allotted to me--fifteen minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

'l'lle Secretary proceeded to read the article. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. I ask that the article may be inserted in the 

RECORD without further reading. · 
1\Ir. GALLINGER. 1\Ir. President--
1\Ir. FORAKER. · I should like to hear it read. If I under

stand the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hamp
shire, it is one in which I am very .much interested, as is the 
locality where I reside. ' 

1\fr. GALLINGER. Let the Secretary read. 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the article. 
l\Ir. FORAKER.· I withdraw the request I m·ade a moment 

ago that the reading of the article be continued. I see what 
- the amendment is. I hope it will be voted down, and I hope 
it will be voted down for the reason that it raises a question in 
which Cincinnati is very importantly interested. We have had 
trouble there for many years on account or" the very thing that 

-this would prohibit not being done by anybody, and it has been 
the hope of the people residing there and interested in shipping 
and common carriers that in this legislation we might secure 
relief from what we believe to be a discrimination against Cin
cinnati in the fixing of 1·ates from other cities to points in south
ern tenitory in which Cincinnati competes with these other 
cities for a market. I do not want to prolong the argument. I 
discussed this at length on another occasion. I think Senators 
all understand it. -I think it would be very unfortunate for . us 
if in addition to not giving us affirmati\e relief we should pro
vide affirmatively, as the adoption of the amendment would, that 
've should not have any relief under this law. 

traffic from the railroads, and in both countries the facilities for water 
transportation are being increased so as to accommodate the low
grade and long-distance traffic that can not pay the high-distance 
charges by rail. -

EFFECT IN GER:\IANY. 

In Germany the eiiect of· distance rates bas been to separate the 
Empire into producing and distributing centers, and tbe spectacle is 
presented, for instance, of one section of Get·many exporting grains 
to foreign countries and t·eceiving a governmental bounty on these ex
ports, while another section is importing grain subject to an impo1·t 
duty. 'J'he situation is much t,he same as would exist in this countt·y if 
rates on ·grain from the Mississippi Valley to the Atlantic seaboard 
were so high that grain from the .Northwest would move by water to 
New 'Orleans for export, while New ·york and Boston would have to 
import grain and flour from Canada. 

· In Russia distances more nearly approximate those in the United 
States, and the result of distance rates in that countt·y - has been to 
favor : the development of localities convenient · to the seaports at the 
expense of interior. communities. For instance, much of the land along 
the line of the Trans-Siberian Railway is well adapted -to the growing 
of wheat, but the freight rates from the Siberian wheat fields to the 
ports of the Baltic and the Black seas are so high as to be almost pro
hibitorv, with the result that the development of the country along the 
•.rmns-Siberian Railway has been greatly retarded and is in marked con
trast with the phenomenal development of the t el'l'itory tributary to the 
Canadian Pacific, where conditions are somewhat similar, lmt where 
freight rates have been made on the American system of disregarding 
distance when necessary to bring a producing locality into communica
tion with a market. 

AUSTR.A.LIA AS AN EXAMPLE. 

In no country has the eiiect of mileage rates been more clearly demon
strated than in Australia. There distances are as great as in the 
United States, but transpot·tation conditions are entirely dill'er·ent, due 
to a close adherence to mileage rates and to failure to adopt the Ameri
can system of port differentials and the American system of basic or 
basing points. The effect has been to concentrate population and manu
facturing, and the busine-ss of distributing both domestic and Imported 
commodities almost exclusively in one iar·ge seaport city in each colony. 
In the entire eastem half of Australia the conditions are admirable for 
the building up of large numbers of fiomishing · cities and towns, each 
serving as a base of distribution for the surrounding agricultural com
munities and each affording a convenient market for part of the fat·m 
and garden products of those communities. But, in all this immense 
tract of country there are no interior towns or cities of importance. 
The urban population, instead of being distt·ibuted among a large num
ber of places of moderate size, such as abound in the United States, is, 
as is above mentioned, congested in· one large seaport town for each 
colony. 

WORKI::"''G OF AMERICA~ SYS'l'E:U. 

In the United States, where the railroads, up to this time, have been 
free to adj).lst their rates to comm~rcial conditions, it has been found 
expedient and economfcal to so adjust rates as to build up dlstl'ibutlng 
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and manufacturing points in all parts of the country,- with the result 
that there has been a decentralization of population and of industry 
that has enormously benefited every section. There bas been a disposi
tion on the part of some critics of the American railway system to 
criticise the basing-point system, by which rates from manufactm·ing 
centers and seapOl·ts to stations within a more or less restricted area 
about the basing point are fixed by adding to the rate to the basing 
point the local rates to these surrounding stations. Some of these 
sn1aller points have looked upon the lower rates to the basing points 
as unjustly discriminatory, but a study of the transportation prob
lems involved will show that there is ilo injustice to the smaller towns 
in this system. One of the· great advantages of the basing-point system 
is that it admits · of more economical railroad operation, and, conse
quently, of lower average rates. If all goods were shipped direct to 
the points of consumption from the manufacturing and seaport cities, 
the number of small consignments would be very largely increased. 
'There would be few shipments in carload lots. Through freight trains 
would have to stop at more stations to drop a single car or to unload 
part of a car, and the cost of the service would be increased accord
ingly. 'l'he business of the wholesaler at the basing point would be 
destroyed, but the retailer at the smaller town would not benefit, for, 
instead of buying his supplies in the neighboring city, he would have to 
buy it at some city at a much great~r distance, probably at New York, 
and his freight bills, instead of being smaller, would undoubtroly be 
lat·ger. 'l'his would not be bis only loss, but the producers of his 
locality would lose the advantage of a neighboring city market for part 

• of their products, and the imposition of mileage rates to distant mar
kets would still further reduce their purchasing power. The tendency 
of mileage rates would be to injure the business of every basing-point 
city throughout the South and West. and all through the interior of 
the country, and to build up the seaports, notably New York, and the 
ma~ufacturing cities nearest to the supplies of raw material. 

RESULT 'l'HAT WOUI,D Bfl IXEVITABL:fl. 

Fot· these reasons it is hardly to be expected that Congress will ever 
deliberatel,l' enact a law req:.Jiring railroad rates in the United States 
to be made on a mileage basis ; but some students of the question con
te-nd that governmental rates must necessarily approximate that basis, 
and that when the Commission is given the rate-making power many 
or the resnlts that would follow the 'legislative establishmen ts of mile
age rates will be inevitable. It is contended that the decisions of the 
C0mmission in the past show that this would be the result. In the 
cases in which the Commission has attempted to make rates or bas 
condemned existing rates, its findings have been based very largely 
upo!l considerations of distance. · .A notable illush·ation of this was 
afforded by the New York milk-rate decision, the tendency of which was 
to concentrate milk production !or the New York market in localities 
nearest to the city, and many other cases might be cited showing the 
same tendency. 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Let tl.Je amendment be stated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator 

from Indiana, the amendment will again be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 11, line 5, after the word " pre

scribed," it is proposed to insert the following: 
The Commission in prescribing any maximum rate or · charge, as 

herein provided, shall not be authorized to receive complaints or de
termine differentials or preferences of one locality over another. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. 1\Ir .. President, it is rather astonishing to 
me, after some Senators have taken two or three days to dis
cuss portions of this bill, that an article which would have 
occupied only ten or twelve minutes in reading, which is the 
best argument I han~ ever seen on the subject now before the 
Senate, sllould be objected to. But I am willing to let it go 
in tlle RECORD without reading, and to let a vote be taken. 

1\fr. RAYNER. Mr. President, tlle pending amendment as it 
now reads seems to me so inartificially drawn that it is abso
lutely fatal to the bill. If an amendment of this sort is to be 
offere!l, it ougl.Jt to be drawn with a great deal of care. Tl.Jis 
amendment provides for all cases of preferentials and differ
entials of one locality as against another; it includes localities 
on the same line; and it absolutely deprives the Commission 
of any right to determine every question of discrimination on 
the same _line. If the Senator from New Hampshire had 
worded it so as to apply to different lines or different roads 
furnishing competing localities, it might possibly do, a lthough 
I think the provisions in tlle bill cover it. But this covers an 
inland point and a terminal point on the same line, and if there 
is any preference given to the terminal point over the inland 
point, or the inland point over the terminal point, it takes from 
the Commission the right to determine that. I should like to 
have the amendment read again, because it is a matter of vast 
importance, and I think is fatal to the bill. 

l\fr_ ALDRICH. I appeal to tl.Je Senator from New Hamp
shire to withdraw the amendment until we can get through 
with the amendment pending to this section and the next sec
tion. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. I know of no reason why I should with
draw it. Let the Senate dispose of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment, at the request of the Senator from 1\Iaryland· [1\Ir. 
RAYNER]. 

Th SECRETARY. On page 11, line 5, after the word " pre
scribed," it is proposed to insert the following: 

The Commission in prescribing any maximum rate or charge as 
herein provided, shall not be authorized to receive complaints or detel·
mine differentials or preferences of one locality over another. 

.Mr. RAYNER. According to tlle amendment, they could not 
entertain any complaint between locaFti~s on the same line. 

Mr. NELSON. I. do not want to interrupt the Senator--
1\fr. RAYNER. I will submit to an interruption in a minute. 

I did not know that an amendment of this sort would come up, 
but having been informed by the Senat<n· from New Hampshire, 
and having observed the amendment which he inh·oduced at an 
earlier stage of the session, I want to say a few words upon the 
subject, because I think it is one of the most important subjects 
before us, and I think the amendment is fatal to the bill. 

I desire to emphasize what I have heretofore said at the open
ing of this debate upon the subject of differentials. - This is a 
most important inquiry, and if this bill gave the right to the 
Commission to adjust differentials between competitive locai
ities I doubt very mucll whether the bill would pass. This 
power would be so unlimited that I am not certain that we 
would be willing to confer it upon the Commission. It would 
virtually take the ports of enh·y of this country out of the· hnnds 
of the railroads, who are building them up, and place tl.Jem in 
the hands of the Commission, to destroy their business and throt
tle their trade and enterprise if they desired to do so, and even 
if the Commission were absolutely impartial, as I be!ieve it is 
and will be, it would nevertheless devolve upon it a duty of stich 
a delicate nature and of such tremendous responsibility that 
I do not think that any tribunal would be equal to its accom
plishment. 

Let us fall into no error upon this point. If the bill confers 
.any such authority I want to know it, and if by the remotest im
plication it could be construed as granting it, the people who are· 
interested are entitled to understand it. The committee of the 
House came to the conclusion that it did not embrace differ
entials.. ~he House passed. it. Relying upon that assumption, 
the maJOrity of us have, I believe, entertained the same idea. 
The Interstate Commerce Commission does· not belieye that it 
could exercise such a jurisdiction. Every board of trade anu 
chamber of commerce and business organization that I llave 
hear_d from are all of this opinion, that this measure does not 
confer such power; but there are -several Senators upon this 
ftobr who entertain a different idea~ and who have claimed that 
the right exists under the phraseology of this bill. There is 
no question connected· with this controversy of the practical 
importance that this is. Let me say that I do not find anything 
in this bill whatever that gives the Commission any right to 
adjust differentials. Its provisions are limited to discrimina
tions upon the same roads. The words "unjustly discrimina
tory ·~ .or "unduly preferential " or "prejudicial " apply to rates 
and regulations and practices upon the same road, because there 
can be no such thing as an unjust discrimination or an undue 
preference between different roads supplying different terri
tory and terminating at diff-erent points. 

On the one hand, the rate or the regulation or the practice 
of one road can not be changed because the rate or the regula- 
tion or the practice of another Toad is in violation of the law. 
If one road charges an unreasonable I;ilte or a discriminating 
rate, that would surely not justify the Commission's adjusting 
the rate between this road and some other road that has no 
connection with it by law or privity of contract. On the other 
hand, it is not possible that if the rate upon one road is just 
and reasonable that the rate can be lowered because it is higher 
than the rate upon some other road which is also just and rea
!:'Onable. The very foundation upon which the bill rests is that 
the rnte or practice must be unjust or unreasonable or unjustly 
discriminatory, and if the rate or practice is just and reason
able, then the Commission bas no right to change it. The com
pin inant must set forth that it is unjust or unreasonable or dis
eriwinatory, and if the Commission should undertake to lower 
a rate which did not violate the law, upon this ground, its acts 
would be absolutely ultra vires and null and void, and coul 
not be enforced by judicial process. 

Now. l\1r. President, I propo~e to proceed a step further 
upon the proposition of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER]. In my judgment, if this bill by any implication or 
iuteudmeat could be construed as conferring upon the Com
mission the power to adjust differentials between competing 
roads :md competitive localities, it would, under its presentlan
guage, be deficient in any legislative standard by which the 
Commission cottld proceed to make that adjustment, and would 
therefore be held as conferring upon the Commission legislati>e 
JlO\Ters nnd fall within the argument and objections of the 
Senator from Ohio that be has directed against the entire 
measure. There rnust be a legislative standard. No legislative 
discretion must be left to the Commission, and if the Commis
sion. in a case wl.Jere a certain rate was perfectly just and rea
sonnble nnd not discriminatory, could deliberately change it 
because it ·>nried from the rate of some other carrier, it would 
be exercising an unlimited discretion and legislative func:tion 
which it does not come within our power to invest it with. 
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1\lr. GALLINGER. Mr. President-· - · 
1\fr. RAYNER. Now, let me finish this paragraph and then 

I will yield to the Senator. 
Now, one otller propo ition: This bill ab olutely excludes the 

right to adjust differential · because it doe not give the right 
to fix or adjust rate , but the power is given to fix maximum 
r ates. It is not within the range of pos ibility to adjust a dif
ferential by the fixing of a maximum rate.. If, for instance, a 
rate was lo'\\ered upon a road between hicago and New York, 
and a maximum rate establi bed in order to meet a lower rate 
upon anot.Qer competing road between Chicago and Baltimore, 
tlle latter road would immediately reduce its rate and keep up 
tlle differential. Let me illustrate : If there was a dollar rate 
between Chicago and New York upon one road and a rate of 
95 cents between Cbica..,.o and Baltimore upon another road, :md 
the Commission lowered the rate upon the first road to 95 cents, 
the other road, that was covering the territory between Chicago 
and Baltimore, would lower its rate to 90 cents, and thus main
tain the differential. The Commission could not interfere, be
cause it has no right under this bill to fix a minimum rate be
tween Cllicago and Baltimore, and it could not prevent the low
ering of the rate between these places in order to meet the lower 
rate between Chicago and New York. I have therefore come to 
the conclusion that legally there -is no power in this bill to ad
just differentials, and practically it would be impossible for the 
Commission, even through m·bitrary and unjustifiable process 
by induction, to reach this result. 

Now I will answer any question I can. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I simply wanted to suggest to the Sena

tor that among other Senators I consulted on this question was 
the Senator from l\faryland, and be promised me to give me the 
benefit of his learning and experience on this matter. Not hear
ing from the Senator, I have submitted the amendment, which 
is not entirely mine; other persons were consulted about it. I 
believe it is a good amendment, and that if put in the bill it 
will save a great deal of harm that may come from the bill 
without it. But under the circumstances, Mr. President, I ·wm 
ask unanimous con ent to withdraw the amendment that I may . 
confer with Senators further, and it is possible we may agree 
upon some amendment that can be put in the bill. 

:Mr. RAYNER. Before the amendment is withdrawn I want 
to call the Senator's attention to this difficulty, and when I con
ferred· with him it was a difficulty that struck me as very great 
in reference to this amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I remember the Senator's observation. 
1\Ir. RAYNER. The amendment reads: 
The .Commission in prescribing any maximum rate or charge as herein 

provided shall not be authorized to receive complaints or determine dif
ferentials or preferences of one locality over another. 

The trouble about that amendment is that it covers locali
ties of the same road, and that is exactly what the Commission 
is to do. The Commission has power to receive complaints and 
to determine differentials upon the same road. It ia to deter
mine this very thing of one locality over another upon the same 
route. When you eliminate that from the provi ions of the 
bill you take away from the Commission every other power it 
has except this. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. The reason I do that, if the Senator will 
p rmit me, is because I have a great deal more confidence in 
ability of the railroads to fix proper rates regarding differ
entials of this kind than I have in the Interstate Commerce 
Comrui sion. 

l\Ir. RAYNER. In my judgment, it is entirely a qp.estion of 
discrimination. The question of just or unreasonable rates is 
not a question that concerns us so much, because one witness 

.-after another has te tified that there are few unjust or unrea
sonable rates. The principal question is a question of dis
crimination between localities upon tbe same road, and here you 
deprive the Commission of the right of determining the very 
question, and the only one of the practical questions, perhaps, 
that it will be called upon to determine in its entire trans
actions. 

l\fr. ELKINS. Mr. President, what is the pending question? 
Tbe VICE-PRESIDENT. The que-stion is on the amendment 

of the Senator from New Hampshire [1\Ir. GALLINGER.] 
Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw it temporarily. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshlre 

withdraws his amendment temporarily. Are there further 
amendments to section 4? 

1\fr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I send an amend-
ment to the de~k to be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDE:NT. The amendment will be read. 
The SECBETARY. On page 12, after line 11, insert: 
The Commission shall determine, from investigation and bearing 

appropriate to the inquiry, the proportions ot the entire traffiC-_ of any 

carrier whose rate or rates- has been. challen~ed in the manner pt·ovided 
in this act which ~ertain ~o interstate and intrastate traffic, respec
tively, and when smd relative proportions of said traffic are so ascer
tained the Commission shall consider, in fixing a just and reasonable 
rate undei· the provisions of this act, the revenue der·ived from intra
state traffic as part of the gross income of said carrier and make due 
allowance therefor in establishing the basis for prescribing said just 
and reasonab-le rate. 

1\Ir. CLARKE of .Arkansas. 1\Ir. President, the object of the 
amendment is to provide means of curing what seem to me 
to be an obvious defect in this matter of making rate , when 
we consider the fact that there are two kind of traffic to De 
dealt with and the problems connected with its transportation 
solved. 

The Supreme Court of the United State , in the case of 
Smythe v. Ames (169 U. S.), ha declared that the State of 
Nebraska, in fixing rates, can take no notice of the fact that 
the cm'l·ier is also engaged in interstate h·affic. The conten
tion was made in that that the rate prescribed by the Nebraska 
commis ion was an entirely proper one when notice was taken 
of the fact that a considerable part of the caiTier's income was 
derived from interstate traffic, and that having reference to 
the entire volilme of its busine...,. , the rate was not an unreason
able one. 

The Supreme Court, in de~ling with this contention advanced 
by counsel for State commission, said : 

It is further said, in behalf of the appellants, that the reasonableness 
of the rates established by the Nebraska statute is not to be ·deter
mined by the inquiry whether such rates would leave a. reasonable 
net profit from the local business affected thereby, but that the court 
should take into consideration, among other things, the whole business 
of the company-that is. all its buslness, passenger and freight, inter, 
sta~e and domestic. If it be found upon investigation that the profits 
denved by a railroad company from its interstate business alone are 
sufficient to cover opemting expenses on its entire line and also to 
meet interest, :U•d justify a liberal dividend upon its stock, may the 
legislatw·e p-re-;,cribe rates tor domestic business that would bdng no 
reward and be less than the services rendered are reasonably worth ? 
0L' must the rates tor such transportation as begins and ends in the 
State be established with reference solely to the amount of business 
done by the carrier wholly within such State, to the cost of doing 
such local business, and to the fair value of the property used in con
ducting it, without taking into consideration the amount and co t of 
its interstate . business, and the value of the property employed in it? 
If we do not misapprehend counsel, theit· argument leads to the con
clusion that the State of Nebraska could legally require local freight 
business to be conducted even at an actual loss, if the company earned 
on its interstate business enough to give it just compensation in re
spect of its entire line and all its business, interstate and domestic. 
We can not concm· in this view. In our judcrmeut, it must be held 
that the reasonableness or unreasonableness of rate prescribed by a 

tate for the transportation of persons and proper·ty wholly within its 
limits must be determined without reference to the interstate business 
done by the carrier, or to the profits derived from it. '.rbe State can 

ot justify unreasonably low rates for domestic transportation, con
sidered alone. upon the ground that the carrier is earning la1·ge profits 
on its interstate business, ove1· which, so far as rate are concerned, 
the State bas no control. Nor can the carrier justify unreasonably 
bigb rates on domestic business upon the ground that it will be able 
onJy in that way to meet losses on its interstate business. So fax 
as rates of transportation are concerned, domestic business should not 
be made to bear the losses on in terstate business. not· the latter the 
losses on dom~tic business. It is only rates for the transportation of 
persons and property between points within the tate that the State 
can prescribe; and when it undertakes to prescribe rates not to be 
exceeded by the carrier, it must do so with reference exclusively to 
what is just and rea onn.ble, as between the carrieL· and the public, in 
respect of domestic busines . The argument that a railroad line is 
an entirety, tilat its income goes into, and its expen es are provided 
fot·, ont of a common fun<l. and that its capitalization is on its entire 
line, within and without tbe tate. can have no application where the 
State is without authority over rates on the entire line, and can only 
deal with local rate3 and make such regulations as are necessary to 
give just compensation on loc.al business. 

Tile declarations of that opinion indicate that it is one out 
of which confus ion and uncertainty will inevitably uri e when 
its action in tlle matter of fixing interstate rates is cpnte ted. 
It bas not heretofore presented a practical difficulty in the work 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission for the reason that the 
Commission had no power to fix rates and therefore it had no 
occasion to encounter the embmTassments growing out of this 
decision. It is perfectly plain that it will now become a prac
tical question, and that if the doctrine of this opinion i to be 
applied when the Commission undertakes to fix a rate relating 
to interstate commerce that no notice can be taken of the fact 
that the carrier is also engaged in carrying State traffic. 

'l'he only purpose of the proposed amendment is to pro>ide 
a plan by which the Commi ion c..w determine in a legal way, 
a. fact which everybody knows to exist, and that the carrier is 
eng~ged in both kinds of traffic, and that it derives its gro s 
income from both kinds of traffic. It is proposed that there 
shall be such a compreben ive con ideration of the volume of 
traffic actually carried as may enable the ommis ion to know. 
what will be the proper basis upon wilich to allow tile carrier 
a just compensation for carrying interstate tmfr~c. It pro>ides 
a method by which an obvious defect can be cu:·ed. 

In the case of Tompkins ( reported in 175 U. S. ) -a ca. e that 
came up from South Dakota-the circuit judge undertook to 
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deal with the situation created by the case of Smythe v. Ames. 
He nndertook to establish for himself a way by which he would 
solve the difficulty. He found, from the evidence introduced in 
the case pending before him, that $10,000,000 of capital stock 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad was exerted in carrying on 
business in that State; that $8,000,000 of that capital was being 
exerted in carrying on interstate business and $2,000,000 in 
carrying on State traffic. Taking that for his basis, he under
took to prescribe for the railroad a reasonable rate for State 
business. His decree was reversed in its entirety by the Su
preme Court of the United States on the ground that he had 
undertaken to make in person, and without the aid of a master, 
the calculations and computations necessary to a final decree. 
Because of the practice adopted by the trial court, the Supreme 
Court held that its decree was not based on findings made with 
sufficient intelligence to enable the court to say whether he was 
right or wrong on its real merits. The decree was reversed 
and the whole matter was sent back, no reference being made 
in the order of reversal in approval or condemnation of the plan 
followed. 

So we are left in doubt as to what is the proper plane for the 
trial courts to follow. I think if the Commission is to fix the 
interstate 'rate the Commission ought to know, and it ought to 
have before it in an authoritative form, a finding showing the 
entire volume of traffic with which it is to deal, the amount of 
income that the carrier derives from all of it, State and interstate, 
and the sum that it ought to be allowed to derive from its inter
state traffic. There ought to be a legislative method for the 
solution of this problem, to the end that it may be no longer a 
source which will invite litigation and lead to confusion. 

I believe, therefore, some such provision as this ought to go 
into the law giving the Commission power to institute inquiry 
to determine the question as nearly as can be done, so that 
the several States may incidentally and authoritatively be advised 
as to the part of the inquiry in which each is interested, which is 
the volume of business with which it can deal. It will add to the 
simplicity and reliability of that work, and, I believe, will be a 
very wholesome addition to the general plan of regulation we 
are now seeking· to establish. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CLARKE]. 

Mr. BAILEY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. BAILEY. I wish to say a word about the amendment, if 

it is to be voted down. I had supposed-- · 
The VICE-PRESIDEl~T. The Chair will again ask if there 

is a second to the demand for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. BAILEY. I think the amendment is important and I · 

think it ought to be adopted, but I am willing to take a vote 
on it if the Senate will give me a recorded vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there a second to the demand 
for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment of the · 
Senator from Arkansas? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
1\!r. BEVERIDGE. Let the proposed amendment be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 12, after line 11, insert: 
The Commission shall detel'mine, from investigation and hearing 

appropriate to the inquiry, the proportions of the entire traffic of any 
carrier whose rate or rates has been challenged in the manner provided 
in this act which pertain to ·interstate and intrastate traffic, respec
tively, and when said relative proportions of said traffic are so ascer
tained the Commission shall consider in fixing a just and reasonable 
rate under the provisions~! this act, the revenue derived from intrastate 
traffic as part of the gross income of said carrier and make due allow
ance therefor in establishing the basis for prescribing said just and 
reasonable rate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [l\fr. 
CLARKE]. 

The Secretary called the roll. 
Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I again an

nounce my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [l\1r. CAR· 
MACK]. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote "nay!' 

The result was announced-yeas 27, nays 48, as follows: 
YEAS---27. 

Allee Cl.ay Latimer Pettus 
Bacon Culberson McCreary Rayner 
Bailey Daniel McLaurin Simmons 
Berry Dubois Martin Taliaferro 
Blackburn Frazier Money Teller 
Clark, Mont. ' Gearin New lands Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. La Follette Overman 

NAYS-48. 
Aldrich Brande gee Carter Dick 
!lfier Bulkeley Clapp Dillingham 

lSOn Burkett Clark, Wyo. Dolliver 
Ankeny Burnham Crane Dryden 
Beveridge Burrows Cullom Elkins 

Flint 
Foraker 
Fulton 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Hale 
Hansbrough 

Hemenway 
Hopkins 
Kean 
Kittredge 
Knox 
Lodge 
Long 

McCumber 
Millard 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

NOT VOTING-14. 

Platt 
Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 

_. wetmore 

Burton Frye Mallory Spooner 
Carmack Gorman Morgan Stone 
Depew Heyburn Patterson 
Foster McEnery Proctor 

So the amendment of Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas was rejected. 
1\!r. R.AY:J\TJDR. :Mr. President, I have concluded to offer the 

amendment in reference to the broad and narrow review under . 
section 15, instead of under section 16 as I contemplated, and I 
move to insert it after the word "jurisdiction," in line 9, page 
11._ I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11 of the bill, line 9', after the word 
" jurisdiction," the last word in the line, insert: 

But such order shall not be set aside by any court unless it violates 
the Constitution of the United States or exceeds the jurisdiction con
ferred upon the Commission. 

1\!r. RAYJ\TER. Mr. President, this raises the distinction be
tween what has been called the broad and the narrow review. 
If I may be permitted to say so, I think both those words are 
misnomers and that the proper names are "the constitutional" 
and "the statutory review;" the statutory review, of course, 
always including the constitutional review. 

I am in favor of the constitutional review. The review that 
the President of the United States has submitted to us is the . 
broadest sort of statutory review; and I think that, in my judg
ment, as I shall presently try to demonstrate, whatever may, 
be the result of the vote upon this amendment, this distinction 
ought plainly to get into the REcoRD, so that we may all know 
how to vote upon it, and so that the people may understand the 
distinction. 

I wish very much that the President of the United States
and I say it with great respect and deference--had not inter
fered in this legislation and bad permitted us to settle this 
case riglit here in this body, where the responsibility devolves. 
I do not say, Mr. President, that anyone has set a trap for the 
President of the United States; I would not make a declara
tion of that kind upon this floor; but I do say, and I say it 
again with the greatest respect and deference to the President, 
that the President, unfortunately, is so constituted that he can 
not look at a trap without fooling with the spring. [Laughter.] 
Last week, after he was caught in this trap for a day or so, in 
some way or other he worked his way out of it, and then he 
kept on looking at it and walking around it and walking in 
and out of it until he was caught beyond all hope of escape. 
Now his party friends and his party enemies are vying with 
each other as to which one of them can get in first and partici
pate with him in his gratuitous captivity. [Laughter.] 

A few weeks ago-four or five or six weeks ago-he sent 
to us as his envoy extraordinary the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
LONG], and he intrusted to him the mission of a constitutional 
review. Last Friday, without notifying the Senator from .Kan
sas that his credentials bad been revoked, he appointed in his 
place as minister plenipotentiary the distinguished Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLisoN], with the mission of a broad statu
tory review. Now, I understand perfectly well that the Sen
ator from Iowa did not seek this appointment. I am informed 
that he was peacefully reposing in nocturnal innocence when 
this appointment was made and when these mighty honors and 
this -distinguished servitude were thrust upon him. At any 
rate, we have two reviews sent here by the President-the one 
in the hands of the Senator from Kansas and the other in the 
himds of the Senator from Iowa and both of them in deadly 
conflict with each other. · 

I say here, in passing, that both of these ministers are equally 
well accredited. The certificate of the Senator from Kansas 
bad the impress of the royal authority, and the testimonials of 
the distinguished Senator from Iowa not only bear the imperial 
seal, but they are authenticated in a manner that ought to give 
them absolute authenticity by the coat of arms of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [l\1r. ALDRICH]. [Laughter.] 

1\lr. President, we understand what all this means here, but 
the people do not understand it. We understand that the Presi
dent is no longer caressing the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
DoLLIVER] and the Senator from Kansas, but that he has trans
ferred his affections and is now clasping to his bosom, with the 
fondest and most fervent devotion, the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island. [Laughter.] 

The President tells us that these two reviews which he has 
sent in here are one and the same thing, but, :Mr. President, 
they are as widely different as it is possible for two divergent 
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· propositions to be. The one is the review under the Constitu
tion, which you can not eliminate witbout invalidating your 
law; the other is the broad statutory review, which permits 
the courts to try the cases de no1:o and in the same manner 
as if no such body as the Interstate Commerce Commission had 
ever existed upon the face Qf the earth. 

The one, the review of the Senator :from Kansas, confines 
the court within a given compass--the compass of the Consti
tution; the other extends to the utmost limits of their jurisdic
tion. The one leaves the rate-making power with the Commis
sion; the other, as I shall presently show, transfers the whole 
controversy to the court and renders the Commission absolutely 
impotent and powerless to accomplish the object and purposes 
of its creation. 

Let u!:! see whether I am right or not. I will guarantee to 
any probationer or apprentice in his profession, if this review 
passes and he will take this case into court, I will stand surety 
and sponsor for him tb.at the courts, without hesitation, will 
decide that they have a right to try the whole case from its 
inception to its completion as if no proceeding whatever had 
taken place under it. 
. What is this review? Tb,_e original Hepburn bill gives the 
venue. Giving the court the 'venue does not give it jurisdiction. 
It says the venue---

Mr. ALDRICH. ·wm the Senator pardon me a moment? 
Mr. RAYNER. I will if I can get two or three minutes more. 

I must press about an hour's thought into fifteen minutes. I 
do not object to an interruption, if you will not object to my 
taking two or three minutes beyond the fifteen minutes allowed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not make any such arrangement as 
that. · . 

Mr. RAYNER. Well, then, if the Senate will give me unani
mous consent to speak beyond the limit-because this is a yery 
important matter-! will not trespass over five minutes beyond 
the time. I hope this time is not being counted against me, Mr. 
President. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
Mr. RAYNER. What does the -Senator want to know? Go 

on and ask me a question, if you wish. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The question I was about to ask-- · 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. RAYNER. For a question ; yes. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to ask the Senator from _Maryland 

whether he has changed his opinion in reference to the differ
ence between just compensation for services rendered and a just 
and reasonable rate? I asked him when he was addressing the 
Senate some time ago, whether there was any difference, and 
he said he thought there was not ; but I suppose from his open
ing remarks that he has changed his opinion, and that he is 
guilty of what he is accusing the President of. The Senator 
from Maryland seems certainly to have changed his opinion in 
the opposite direction. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
evidently does not understand what my opinion was; but we all 
understand what the President's opinion is, because we have got 
here both his opinions in conflict with each other. _ 

The question to which the Senator from Rhode Island refers 
has nothing whateYer to do with the proposition I am talking 
about. I am talking about the distribution of the jurisdiction 
given to the courts. I have never changed my mind about the 
proposition I first suggested here in connection with just and 
reasonable compensation. I was in favor of the amendment of 
the Senator from Texas, which provided that the court should 
determine whether or not there had been just compens:1tion, and 
that that should be the constitutional question which the court · 
should pass upon; but I am now upon an entirely different 
branch of the subject, which has no connection whateyer ·with 
the question the Senator is addressing to me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
Mr. RAYNER. You will have to let me go on. 
Mr. ·ALDRICH. Just one sentence. 
Mr. RAYNER. I have no time to lose. 
'l'he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 

Jield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Only for a single sentence. 
Mr. RAYNER. Very well; but let it be a short sentence. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; a very short sentence. The constitu

tiomal question is whether just compensation is afforded by 
rates prescribed. The statutory question is whether just and 
reasonable rates are fixed; and there is absolutely no distinc
tion whute>er between the two. 

l\Ir. RAYNER. That just shows how little the Senator from 
Rhode Island know:;; about the lega! environment of this entire 
quostlon. [Laughter.] If there are two propositions on the 

face of this earth that are separate from each other, it is 
whether or not the courts shall try the question of just com
pensation under the Constitution or whether they shall try the 
question whether the Commission has fixed a reasonable rate, 
which is an entiTely different question from the question 
whether or not the carrier has recei"\'ed just compensation under 
the Constitution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
Mr. RAYNER. Let me proceed a minute, because ·this is a 

very important matter, and I really think, Mr. President, that 
the time ought to be extended five or ten minutes upon it; but 
if Senators object, I will make half of my speech now, and I 
will make the other half of it when the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] offers his amendment, because I intend to say 
what is necessary on this subject. So · I will make the first 
half of my speech now. 

Mr. President, this is the distribution of jurisdiction under 
the Constitution-Article III, section 2. 

In distributing that jurisdiction we can give any part of it we 
want to inferior courts. You can give them the right to try a 
constitutional question, or you can give them the right to try 
any other question you wish. In the jurisdiction the. President 
bas made he gives them the unlimited and the unqualified right 
to try the entire question. If you will read over the clause you 
will find when you put the venue in your court you say the court 
shall have jurisdiction of every bill that is filed for the purpose . 
of setting aside, annulling, enjoining, or suspending any order, 
and when you come to put the jurisdiction, you put it in an 
equal degree and with the same latitude that you give the venue. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH rose. 
. Mr. RAYNER. I can not now stop tor an interruption. I am 
sorry that I can not do so ; but the Senator will appreciate 
why I can not do so. 

I say, therefore, Mr. President, when you give the full venue 
and full j urisdiction all that the courts will do will be to take 
up the case and b·y it over again; there is nothing else for 
them to do. If anyone is in favor of constitutional jurisdiction 
in a court, why not say so? Why not provide in this amend
ment as the President first provided? Just , let us look at his 
first amendment a moment . . The President's first amendment: 

The court is to determine whether the order complained of was be
yond · the authority of the Commission or in violation of rights secured 
by the Constitution. 

That is the first amendment. That is all right, and I am 
willing to vote for that. If the President bad stood his ground 
and not surrendered so quickly as he did, we couH hav.e passed 
this amendment. This is the constitutional amenU.ment. 

The other amendment is under section 2 of Article· III of the 
Constitution. You are distributing jurisdiction and you are 
giving them unlimited jurisdiction, because you are giving them 
unlimited venue, and you make your jurisdiction equivalent 
to your venue. In other words, wherever you give a venue 
you give jurisdiction, and you giye ·a venue in every case where 
you go · into court to set aside, sustain, enjoin, or annul an 
order. Therefore you have given the broadest statutory juris
diction it is possible to give. That is beyond any idea -contem
plated by any Senator who has been in favor of a broad review. 
It is an absolute surrender upon this entire subject, and I want 
to congratulate the Senators who ai·e in favor of this broad 
review upon having achieyed this signal victory, and in con
gratulating them-and I am not impugning the mothes of any 
one in favor of the broad review-'-! want to say that the Presi
dent ought not to have changed his ground as pt·ecipitately us 
he has done; but I want to congratulate them on the signal 
victory they have gained, and I want to congratulate every rail
road president in the United States and all their conquering 
retinue of counsel upon the great triumph they have attained. 

It is an unfortunate thing; Mr. President-deplorable--that 
just at the very moment when political considerations were being 
eliminated; when elements in both parties were uniting upon 
a proposition that was acceptable to the people, and when the 
prize was within our hands that we had been strnggling for for 
months, that the President, th1~ough executive interference 
upon the most vital point in the bill," should compel his party 
and compel us to accept a subterfuge and proclaim an uncondi
tional surren:J.er. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expireil. 
Mr. RAYNER. I will finish the balance of my speech when 

the Senator from Iowa shall offer his amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER]. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, in the limited time I llave to dis
cuss this question I shall confine myself to the discussion of 
these different amendments and shall later refer to the pleasant 
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reference which the Senator from Maryland JMr. RAYNER] a provision for review authorizing the courts to revise and set aside 
d t If th th f di ·dm t. rates between those two extremes. 

ma e o myse as e au or o a pen ng amen en Ir. HOPKINS • .And a rate that.. has been set aside also. 
Mr. RAYNER. As the author of the pending amendment. Mr. LoNG. And the rate of the carrier that has been set aside by the 

Oh, no. The Senator was the author of the old amendment. Commission. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas • • • • • • • 

yield to the Senator from Maryland? To the same extent are the remarks of the Senator from Mas-
. Mr. LONG. I said that I was the author of a pending amend- sachusetts [Mr. LoDGE], who was the first Senator to argue here 

ment. in favor of a broad review. In his speech he said: 
Mr. RAYNER. I thought you ·said that you were the author Finally, there should be ample provision for ari appeal to-:-or, more 

of the pending amendment. properly, a review by-courts of competent jurisdiction sitting in 
Mr •. LONTG. I dl'd not make that statement. equity, not only as to whether the rate is confiscatory, but also whether 

- it is just and reasonable, and an arrangement should be made by law 
)fi·. President, this controversy has been as to the difference for the rapid disposition of all such cases. 

betWeen a broad and a limited court review. I agree with the If Congress confers upon tl'ie Commission the lluty of deter
Senator from Maryland that those words do not properly milling and prescribing a just and reasonable rste and ·then 
define the difference between the various kinds of court review. imposes upon the courts the duty of ascertaining whether the 
In my opinion, this bill as it came to us from the House without rate fixed by the Commission is in fact just and reasonable, 
any amendment as to the court review or with the .amendment then the whole duty is imposed on the courts on review that is 
which I proposed, or with the amendment proposed by the Sena- conferred upon the Commission, and, under these Circumstances, 
tor from Iowa [1\fr. ALLISON] does not. differ in any particular. there is no necessity for a Commission. The whole rate-making 
The extent of judicial interference with rates made by the power is conferred on the courts on· review, which I do not be
Commission under the House bill unamended, or under my lieve they will assume. By examining the different court review 
amendment, or under the amendment of the Senator from Iowa amendments that have been offered, we can understand \ery 
would be the same. clearly the difference between an amendment which seeks to 

The conh·oversy at the time I presented the amendment was impose upon the courts the same duty that is imposed upon the 
precipitated by the effort made by the Senator from Ohio Commission and one that does not. The broadest review provi
[Mr. FoRAKER], the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], sion I know of was that cont3:ined in the Esch-Townsend bill, 
and other Senators to secure what in fact was a broad review. which passed the House last session. 'l~his provision was the 

'l'he difference between a broad review and a limited review first suggested to the friends of this measure by the Senator 
is not that, under the first the court would go into the whole from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] as an amendment to this bill 
question, and would not do SQ under the second. No Senator has and rejected· by us. Let me call your attention to the provision. 
taken the position that in a suit brought in court to set aside After providing ·for the fixing of -the -rate by the Commission, it 
an order of the Commission that the court would not examine says: 
all the questions necessary to ascertain whether the order .Any person or persons directly atrected by the order of the Com
should be suspended. The question is, after completing the mission, and deeming it to be contrary to law, may institute proceed-

. ti Sh II th d b t "d ? ings in the court of transportation, sitting as a court of equity; to have 
exam1na on, a e or er e se asl e · it reviewed, and its lawfulness, justness, or rea-sonableness inquired into 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] in his speech defined and determined. 
what I understand to be a broad review. It is one that confers Every question submitted to the interstate Commerce Com
upon the court the duty of trying anew the questions that were mission would, under this provision of the Esch-Townsend bill, 
tried by the Commission and to come to a conclusion npon the be submitted to the court of transportation. 
facts independent of the conclusion of the Commission. The Mr. SCOTT. And there were only 11 votes in the House 
Commission is authorized to prescribe a just and reasonable against that bill. 
rate, and a broad review is one that imposes the duty upon the 1\lr. LONG. But it was abandoned at this session and the 
court on review to ascertain whether in tact the rate is just and Hepburn bill was reported instead. 
reasonable. That has been, as I understand, the contention of The Senator from Ohio certainly knows how to draw a broad 
Senators who have been endeavoring to put into this bill a revjew amendment, and I wish to call attention to the amend
broad review amendment. merit he offered to this bill. I understand it is similar to the 
broad r eview amendment. Here is what the Senator from Ohio 
sai~ in his speech as to what he understood to be a broad re- review provision in the Ohio railway law. 
view: Mr. FORAKER. It is an exact copy. 

1\Ir. LONG. It is an exact copy of the provision in those 
atfe~~~~a:;~Y ~~:~a?l~dt~~nm~g: ~~~~i~~~fd 0~·ot!e t qu.est~~~;. tBt7thi~~ statutes. 
power to review the question ns to whether a rate coooemned or a rate 1\fr. FORAKER. I did not draw it at all. 
made by the Commission in a given case is reasonable is, unfortunately, 1\fr. LONG. It reads, referring to the suit· authorized to be 
not one of these. The making of a rate is a legislative act, and legis· b ht · t til C · · 
lative discretion of the Commission in determining what is a reasonable roug agams e ommlSSlOn-
t·ate can not be interfered with by the courts in the absence of special to vacate and set aside any such order on the ground that the rate or 
statutory authority, unless the rate be fixed so high that it is extor- rates, fares, charges, classifications, joint rate or rates fixed in such 
tionate to the shipper, or so low that it is confiscatory as to the carrier. order is unlawful or unreasonable, or that any such regulation, prac-

'l'llen, discussing it further, he said : tice, or service fixed in such order is unreasonable. 
But between extortion on the one hand, and confiscation on the It further provides that-

other, there is, in most cases, a considerable latitude within which the In all actions under this section the burden of proof shall be upon 
action of the Commission, without special statutory provision for the plaintiff to show by clear and satisfactory evidence that the order 
review of it by the couTts, would be final and conclusive. of the Commission complained of is unlawful or uDl'easonable, as the 

In my speech of April 3, 1906, the following colloquy occurred case may be. 
between the Senator from Ohio and myself, showing the kind of The question of the reasonableness and justness of the order 
review he desired: can be inquired into by the courts, if they will assume the juris-

Mr. LoNo. Possibly the Senator was not in the ·chamber when I read · diction under the Esch-Townsend bill and under this amendment 
from his speech, in which he d!'fined the kind of review he desired in of the Senator from Ohio. 
this bill. As I understand the Senator's language, he wishes a review Now, taking the document that was printed at the request of 
that will give the court the authority to pass upon the reasonableneso; the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. KNOX], we find that pr·o
or a rate which is between one that is so high as to be extortionate to 
the shipper and so low as to be confiscatory to the carrier. The Sena- visions for review that impose upon the courts the consideration 
tor wants a provision in the bill that would authorize the court to pass of the same questions that are conferred upon the Commission 
upon such a rate and revise the judgment of the Commission. are found in the followin!! States: 

1\Ir. lf'OR.A.KER. And so I do, Mr. !'resident. ~ 
Mr-. LO)IG. '.rhat is what I thought. ALABAMA. 
l\Ir. F'On.\KEn. And not only did I contend for that, but I con· Th t th t · 1 f 'dl tended that the court ought to have the power conferred upon it in a upon e na 0 sal cause the order of the railroad commis-

making this review to determine whether the rate that was condemned sion shall be prima facie evidence that the thing ordered to be done 
bl · f t bl h h was correct. reasonable, and just, and the burden of showing that such 

as unreasona e was m ac unreasona e, or w et er it was a just and order . is not correct, reasonable. and just shall be upon the railroad or 
reasonable rate that should not have been condemned; and the court d . -
should have the power-and it could not have it unless we conferred ~~~~fss~o~~lling or refusing to comply with the order of said railroad 
it upon it-of determining whether or not the rate suggested was be-
tween the extremes of confiscatory and extortionate, and, therefore, a KANSAS. 
reasonable and just rate which the Commission had a right under the .And said court may eet aside, vacate, or annul one or more or any 
command of a statute to prescribe. part o~ any of the. regulations, ordet·s, findings, or decisions adopted by 

M1·. LoNG. I so understood the Senator. the sa1d board whtch shall be found to be w~t·easonable unjust, opp1·es-
• • * • • • • sive, or unlawful without disturbing others. ' 

I think the last statement of the Senator from Ohio makes it very MLNXESOTA. 
plain as to what he wants. He wants the court given authority by Upon such appeal, and upon the hearing of any application by the 
a provision for review to revise a rate that is somewhere between commission or by the attomey-general, for the enforcement of any 
a rate that is so high that it is extortionate to the shipper and a rate f!~lc~ order made. by the comm~ssion, the district court shall have juris
that is so low that it is confiscatory to the carrier, both of which will d1ct1on to, and 1t shall examwe the 'Whole matter in cont7·oversv. "n
now be set aside without any special statutory authority. He wants eluding matters ot (act as well as qttestions of law, and t-v affirm 
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modify, or reverse such order in whole or in part, as justlc.e may re
quire. 

1\IISSIS~IPPI. 

But in trials of cases brought for a violation of any tariff of charges 
as fixed by the Commission, it may be shown in defense that such 
tariff so fixed was unrea.sonable and unjust to the carrier. 

TEXAS. 

In all trials under the foregoing article, the burden of proof shall 
rest upon the plaintiff, who must show by clear and satisfactory evi
dence that the rates, regulation, order, classification, act, or charges 
complained of, are unrea.sonable and W1Jtt8t to it or them. 

WASHI!{GTO!{. 

Any railroad or express company affected by the order of the Com
mission and deeming it to be contrary to the law, may institute pro
ceedings in the superior court of the State of Washington in the 
county in which the hearing before the Commission upon the complaint 
had been held, and have such order re-viewed and its reasonableness 
and lawfulness inquired into and determined. 

WISCOl'SI~ • 

.Any railroad or other party in interest being dissatisfied with any 
order of the commission fixing any rate or rates, fares, charges, classi
fications, joint rate or rates, or any order fixing any regulations, prac
tices or service, may commence an action in the circuit court against 
the commission, as defendant, to vacate and set aside any such order pn 
the ground that the rate or rates, fares, charges, classifications, joint 
rate ot· rates, fixed in such order, is unlawful, or that any such regula
tion, practice or service, fixed In such order, is unreasonable, in which 
action the complaint shall be served with the summons. 

Examples of limited review provisions nre found in this bill 
us it came from the House of Representatives without amend
ment, or with the amendment which I proposed, or with the 
amendment which the Senator from Iowa [l\Ir. ALLisoN] pro
posed. The following States have limited review provisions: 

LO'C"ISI..L"'A. 

If any railroad, express, telephone, telegraph, steamboat and other 
water craft, or sleeping-car company, or other party in interest, be dis
satisfied with the decision or fixing of any rate, classification, rules, 
charge, order, act, Ol' regulation, adopted by the commission, such party 
may file a petition setting forth the cause or causes of objection to 
such decision, act, rule, rate, charge, classification, or order, or to either 
or to all of them, in a court of competent jurisdiction, at the domicile 
of the commission, against said commission as defendant, and either 
party to said action may appeal the case to the supreme court of the 
State, without reg:ud to the amount involved, and all such cases, both 
in the trial and appellate courts, shall be tried summarily, and by pref
erence over all other cases. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 
Pt·ovided, That any company may appeal to the judge of the superior 

court in term time and thence to the supreme court from any determi
nation of the commission fixing or refusing to change the rate of 
freight or fare. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Any railroad, railroad corporation, or common carrier subject to the 
provisions of this article, or any other person interested in the order 
made by the commisioners of railroads may appeal to the district court 
of the proper county in the judicial .district of this State from which 
the complaint arose. and which is the subject and basis of the order, 
from any order made by the commissioners of railroads regulating or 
fixing its tariffs ot· rates, fares, charges, or classifications, or from any 
other order made by said commissioners under the provisions of this 
article by serving a notice in writing upon the secretary of said com
missioners, or any one of said commissioners, within twenty days after 
such railroad, railroad corporation, or common carrier shall receive 
notice from such commissioners of the making and entry of such order. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Whenever any common carrier, as defined in and subject to the pro
visions of this article, shall violate or refuse or neglect to obey any 
lawful order or requirement of the said board or railroad commis
sioners, it shall be the duty of said commissioners, and lawful for 
any company or person interested in such order or requirement, to 
apply in a summary way, by petition to the circuit court in. any 
county of this State in which the common carrier complained of bas 
its principal office, or in any county through which its line of road 
passes or is operated, or in which the violation or disobedience of such 
order or requirement may happen, alleging such violation or disobedi
ence as the case may be; and the said court shall have power to hear 
and determine the matter on such short notice to the common carrier 
complained of as the court shall deem reasonable, and such notice may 
be served on such common carrier; it or its officers, agents, or servants 
in such· manner as the court shall direct ; and said courts shaJI pro
ceed to hear and determine the matter speedily as a court of equity 
and without the formal pleadings and proceedings applicable to ordi
nary suits in equity, but in such manner as to do justice in the 
premises. . 

'l'be amendment of the Senator from Iowa provides that" and 
jurisdiction to bear and determine such suits is hereby vested in 
such courts." What words . should be added to make it an 
amendment in which the court would be invited to go into ali 
the questions that were pending before the Commission? I 
call the attention of the Senator from Maryland to what I think 
should be added to make the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa a. broad review. It should read like this: 

And jurisdiction to bear and determine in such suits whether the 
rate fixed by the Commission is in fact just and reasonable, is hereby 
vested in such courts. 

Those are the words which the Senator from Ohio wanted in 
a review ame11dment; those are the words which the SE-nator 
from Massachusetts wanted to insert : those words are not in 
this amendment now. Or it could be made broad in this form: 

.And jurisdiction to hear and determine in such suits t he justness 
and reasonableness of the rate fixed by the Commission, is hereby 
vested in such courts. 

• 
In both of these suggested amendments, if adopted, the at-

tempt would 'be made to confer the rate-making power on the 
courts on review. 

It will be observed that the difference between a broad and 
limited court review is that in the broad review the duty is 
imposed upon the court to ascertain whether the rate fixed by 
the Commission is in fact just and reasonable. This is the same 
duty that Congress imposes upon the Commission, and, if after 
imposing the duty upon the Commission, Congress imposes the 
same duty upon the court, it is impossible to determine why a 
Commission is needed. 

In the limited review, jurisdiction is conferred upon the court, 
making it clear that it is not the intention of the legisln.t.ure 
to prevent a review of the orders of the Commission by the 
courts, but no words are used that can be construed to mean 
that the legislature intended that the court should inquire into 
the facts and revise the judgment and discretion of the Com
mission. 

Of course, broad review amendments are predicated upon the 
assumption that the courts would assume the duty of revising 
the judgment and discretion of the Commission if invited to do 
so by Congress in this legislation. I do not believe they would 
do this. 

l\Ir. .ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? I do not want to interrupt him if he objects. 

'l'be VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 
Mr . .ALDRICH. Does the Senator believe that the bill as it 

came from the House of Repre entatives gave to the courts juris
diction over suits brought to set aside or suspend the orders of 
the Commission? 

l\Ir. LONG. I do, and I so stated in my remarks on the 3d of 
April. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I remember what the Senator said, and I 
will say, as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] bas 
brought my name into this debate, that, in my judgment, the 
amendment now offered by the Senator from Iowa does not go 
one single step beyond that; that it simply confers in terms upon 
the courts jurisdiction which the Senator from Kansas and 
other Senators who are in favor of this legislation have always 
contended was accomplished by the House bill. 

Mr. RAYNER. l\Iny I ask the Senator a question? 
The VICEl-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 

yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
1\fr. LONG. . Yes. 
Mr. RAYNER. Will the Senator from Kansas be willing to 

vote in favor of his own amendment? 
Mr. LONG. Certainly. But you have not presented mY. 

amendment. 
Mr. RAY1'j"ER. There is only one word in it different. Take 

out the wor " jurisdiction" and insert the word "authority," 
and it is your amendment. I will put in the word "authority.''
Now, will you vote in favor of your own amendment? 

Mr. LONG. Offer my amendment, and I will vote for it. 
Mr. RAYNER. I will offer it. 
Mr. LONG. You can not offer it in my time. -
Mr. RAYNER. I ask the Senator to yield to me for ~ 

moment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 

yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
Mr. LONG. Not to offer an amendment now. 
1\Ir. RAYNER. You challenged me to do it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas declines 

to yield. 
1\fr. RAYNER. If he does not yield, of course I can not offer 

the amendment. 
l\Ir. LONG. As I stated before, I consider that the bill as it 

came from the House. without any amendment, provided for a 
limited review; that the courts wonld not try the same ques
tions de 11010 that were tried by the Commission and pass on the 
facts without rE-gard to the findings of the Commission. All the 
re1iew amendments that seek to impose the duty upon the courts 
that is imposed by this bill upon the Commission are bused upon 
tile theory that the courts will assume that jurisdiction. As I 
stated in the speech I made on the 3d of April, I do not believe 
the courts. undE-r any review amE-ndment that may bE> made, 
would exE-rcise this jurisdiction. My amendment did nothing 
more than to mnkE> rlE>ar in words the limitations that the Su
prE>m·e Court of the United States bas prescribed for itself in the 
considE-ration and dE-termination of these questions. 

The two leading cases in which the Supreme Court bas con
sidered rates made under the authority of State legislatw·es have 
been the Reagan case (154 U. S., 362) and Smyth v. Ames 
(169 U. S., 466). The Texas statute gave a broad review to 
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the court in the consideration of orders made by the commis- States in considering the subject confined itself to the consid-
siOii in the following language: eratiop of the constitutional questions involved. 

In all trials under the foregoing seetion the burden of proof shall The third case is that of the San Diego Land Company v. 
rest upon the plaintiff, who must show by clear and satisfactory evl- Jasper (189 U. S., 439), also a unanimous decision, in which 
dence that the rates, regulations, orders, classifications, acts, or charges Justice Holmes, speaking for the court, said: 
complained of are unreasonable and unjust to it or them. 

B t th S C t, · 'ts 'd ti f th h d 1 We do not sit as a general appellate board of revision for all rates 
U e upreme our 1n 1 consi era on o e sc e u e and ta:..:es in the United States. We stop with considering whether it 

of rates made .bY an order of the Texas Railway Commission, clearly appears that the Constitution of the United States has been 
confined its examination to the question as to whether or not inft'inged, together with such collateral questions ~s may be incidCJltal 
the rates were so unjust and 8'0 unreasonable as to take the to our jurisdiction over that one. 
property of the carrier without just compensation. Justice The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is obliged to inform the 
Brewer for the court said~ S.enator from Kansas that his time has expired. 

The courts are not authorized to revise or change the body of rates Mr. LONG. I will avail mysel:r of the liberty of speaking 
imposed by a legislature or a commission; they do not determine somewhat further on another amendment. 
whether one rate is preferable to another, or what under all circum- Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I perhaps should state my 
stances would be fair and reasonable as between the carriers and the acknowledgments in the beginning to the Senator from Mary
shippers; they do not engage · in any mere administrative work; but 
still there can be no doubt of their power and duty to inquire whether land [Mr. RAYNER] who, in a way of pleasantry, undertakes to 
a body of rates prescribed by a legislature or a commission is un;!t:st give me credit wllich I do not desen·e, and also to give the 
and unreasonable, and such as to work a practical destruction to ri!,;hts President credit which he does not deserve. 
of prop~rty, and i! found so to be, to r:st~ai~ its ?per.atio~. . The amendment of the Senator from Maryland, which is 

It ~Ill be observed that the court limited Its I~qm~ mto the under discussion at this time, . is practically the amendment 
qu~sbon as to whethe.r or not the body of rates prescribed by the . hich I have offered to this bill and no amount of declamation 
l~gtslature w~s so unJust .and so unreasonable as t? work a pr:;tc-~ :nd positive and often-reiterated assertion can change the situ
ti~al d:struchon of the rights of ~;operty. In this c.a.se Justi~e ation of this bill. I want to call the attention of the Senate, 
Bre'Yer also announced t.he d~ctnne that c~mrts wr;l restr~m first-and I will only occupy a minute--to the framework of this 
the Ill~gal a~ts of a specral tnbunal when It has excee~ed Its bill. The framework of the bill, if it is to be worth anything, 
autho~t~, even though the acts were done under a valid law. should contain a provision whereby a commission, adminish·a
He smd · tive in its character, shall carry out the legislati>e will, as 

Neither wm the constitutionality of the statute, if that be conceded, found in this bill, if it shall become a law. 
avail to oust the Federal court of jurisdiction. A valid law may be 
wrongfully administered by officers of the State, and so as to make The Commission is clothed by this bill with the power of 
such administration an illegal burden and exaction upon the individual. Congress, as I understand, and when it makes a decision and 
A tax law, as it leaves the legislative bands, may not be obnoxious to d 1 t' 't h th f d f 1 · 1 t' ... 
any challenge, and yet the officers charged wtth the administration of a ec ara IOn, 1 as e orce an power o · a egis a IVe acL, 
that valid tax law may so act under it in the matter of assessment or or else we ha>e spent here three montlls or more in vain. 
collection as to work ::m illegal trespass upon the property rights _of Either the making of a rate is a legislative act or it is nothing, 
the individual. They may go beyond the powers thereby conferred, and under the Constitution and ·our system of Government. The 
when they do so the fact that they are assuming to act under a valld 
law will not oust the courts of jurisdiction to restrain their excessive judicial power can not be invoked to make a rate, nor can the 
and illegal nets. executive power. Therefore, in acting here we are seeking, 

In the case of Smyth v. Ames (169 U. S., 466) the statute of within constitutional lim~ts, to devolve upon a commission of 
Nebraska gave a broad review in the following language: seven picked and enlightened men, power to deal with this 

Whenever any railroad company or companies in this State shall, in great and complicated question as related to 250,000 miles of 
a proper action, show by competent testimony that the schedule .of railway. 
rates prescribed by the act is unjust and unreasonable, such railroad Does anybody believe tllat it is possible for the courtc:; of the 
or railroads shall be exempt refrom as hereinafter provided. 

Notwithstanding this sta te, the court confined itself in that United States to deal with this question under the Constitution? 
case to the same questions that were considered in the Reagan The jurisdiction of this question does not lie in the amendment 
case--that is, as to whether the property rights of the carrier wllich I have offered, nor does it lie in the amendment which 
secured by the Constitution of the United States had been in- the Senator from :Maryland has offered. If we are ever to exer
vaded. cise governmental power over the railways it must be done here 

There are three recent cases of the Supreme Court in which in this body and in the other Chamber. It can not be done 
the extent of judicial interference with the rates made under anywhere else. If we :tlave not the power to delegate to a 
legislative authority has been fully considered. commission the details of this legislation as respects what is a · 

The :first is the San Diego Land Company case (174 u. s., reasonable rate, then it can not be done by any body, and we 
754), ·a unanimous decision, in which Justice Harlan, speaking are relegated in this country of ours, under constitutional limi
for the court, said: tations, to saying that the railroads of this country, without let 

But it should also be remembered that the judiciary ought not to 1 or hindrance, may make their own rates without revision. 
interfere with the collection of rates established under legislative _ We must select for the execution of this law se>en men who 
sanction unless they are so plainly and palpably unreasonable as to are tile :fit men of this country, familiar with tllis great subject, 
make their enforcement equivalent to the taking of property fo r pubfic and we must rely upon their intelligence and tlleir integrity 
use without such compensation as under all the circumstances is just to deal with this question, and we must 2:ive them, and we pro-
both to the owner and to the public-that is. judicial intet·ference = 
should never occur unless the case presents, clearly and beyond all po£e to give them in this bill, the necessary power to do it. 
doubt, such a flagrant attack upon the rights of property under the But, of course, they must exercise that power witllin consti-
gulse of regulations as to compel the court to say that the rates pre- · 
scribed will necessarily have the effect to deny just compensation for tutional limitations. Those constitutional limitations are fa-
private property taken for the public use. miliar to us all. They are that the rates fixed by the Com-

He further said: · mission shall provide a just compensation to the carrier; and 
The · only issue properly to be determined by a final decree in this that we would have to do if we sat down in this Chamber and 

cause is whether the ordinance in question, fixing rates for water fixed a schedule of rates for every railroad in the counh·y. 
supplied for use within the city, is to be stricken down as confiscatory Although we have the legislative power to do tllat, it is im
~Bt~~1onn~~est~a:yu~i~:~a~g:-tes~nd therefore in violation of the Con· possible for us to exercise it, and e\erybody knows it is impos-

The -second case is that of the l\Iinnesota Railroad Company sible. Therefore we must, within the powers we have, without 
17• Minnesota (186 u. s., 257), which was also a unanimous trenching absolutely upon the legislati>e power, grant to the 
decision, in which Justice Brown, speaking for the court, said: Commission the power to enable them to establish a just and 

reasonable rate under the conditions of this bill. 
The presumption is that the rates fixed by the commission are reason- . Whnt 1·s a J'ust and reasonable rate?. I heard the se11,nto1' 

able and the burden of proof is upon the railroad companies to show "'- '' 
the contrary. from Maryland [l\Ir. RAYNER] himself describe a just and rea-

He further said: sonable rate as a just compensation, using the constitutional 
It is sufficient, however, for the purpose of this case to say that the term . . We have been trying to do that for a long time. This 

action of the Commission in fixing the rate complained of as to this is the first time that the question of :fixing a rate lias ever 
particular class of freight .has not been shown to be so unjust or 1 • Co N C h b f · 
unreasonable as to amount to a taking of property without due process co~e P.P Ill ng~es.s. o ongress as ~ve~ e ore put m ~e 
of law, and we therefore conclude that the judgment of the Supreme hands of a commiSSIOn the power that this b1Il proposes to g1ye 
Court must be affirmed. to them. 

It will be observed that the Supreme Court in this case con- It has been said frequently, I know, and it has been said o-n 
fin~d itself to the que~tion as to whether or not the rate, com- this floor in debate, that in the legislation of 1887 we gave that 
plamed of was so unJUSt or unreasonaQie . as to amount to a power to the Commission. I ,-vas present here when that whole 
taking of property without due process of law .. The Minnesota debate .occurred, and I . wish to say that it is not possible that 
statute gave the courts the broadest kind of review, as I have I the Congress at that time intended to give this power to the 
heretofore shown, and yet the. Supreme Court of the United Commission. It was discussed more or less frequently, bl!~ 
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you may ransack that debate, which continued for six weeks, 
and you will find that in no case was it proposed to give to the 
Commission the power of fixing rates, either maximum or mini
mum or both. The e1Iect of that act was to make the Commis
sion nothing but an arbitration board or referee. They · could 
not even enforce any of their own orders. They were obliged, 
if one of their orders was disobeyed by a railroad company, to 
gO' to the court for the purpose of having it enforced. Although 
it may be that there was no objection to the power of making 
rates being given to the Commission for some time after the 
Commission was organized, it was not in the contemplation of 
the men who framed that act that there should be power given 
to the Commission to fix rates of any kmd. 

Now, for the first time, we are confronted with this specific 
question. We all agree that we can not here directly make 
rates or revise rates. Hence we are seeking to establish a 
commission of the highest character and intelligence, which 
shall deal with this question as an adminish·ative board. 
When they have dealt with it, their order stands as the judg
ment and the will of Congress, or else it is nothing. The basis 
of this whole transaction, when the Commission has e:I:ercised 
its authority and issued its order, is equivalent to a statute. 
What -do the courts do in case we pass a law here upon this 
subject and a suit is brought to test that law? The test is its 
constitutionality and nothing else. It is that, or it is that this 
administrative board of ours has exceeded its authority. Those 
are the only two questions which can possibly come up under 
this bill under any circumstances or any situation whatever. 

Why does the Senator from Maryland, in his peculiar and 
euphonic way, undertake to say that here is an opportunity for 
the judiciary of the United States to deal with every question 
that can possibly come up under this bill? Mr. President, it 
does not require a lawyer of many years standing. to know that 
his construction of this amendment is an impossible construc
tion. I will venture the statement that there is no court in this 
country which will in the slighte t degree give heed to the sug
gestions the Senator has made. I know there are a great many 
statutes of the character of this proposed legislation in the 
States. State after State has given to the courts full and com
plete review of acts of their commissions, and I want the Sen
ator from Maryland or some other Senator to show me where 
the Supreme Court bas gone one step beyond the discussion of 
the constitutional power of the Commission or the question 
whether it had e:I:ceeded its authority. Where is the decision 
that ·goes beyond that? I have listened to these debates with 
interest and with great benefit to :m.:rself, but I know of no opin
ion from any judicial body which undertakes to say that every 
little act of the Commission may be reviewed by the court. 

That is the view I take of this amendment of mine; it is 
called mine on the face of these papers. The Senator from 
Maryland does me the honor to say that I am merely acting for 
the Executive as. respects thls amendment. I will deal with 
that later when the Senator from Maryland bas had another 
opportunity to be beard. I hope there will be a sufficient num
ber of amendments o1Iered to enable me also to say a few 
words on 'that subject. 

So I conclude, Mr. President, by saying that the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland, this bill as it came to us from 
the House, and the amendment which I had the honor to offer 
through my friend the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] a 
day or two ago are all of them limited as respects the jurisdic
tion of the courts to two questions- ( 1) whether or not the 
Commission has acted beyond its ·authority, and (2) whether 
the decision of the Commission fixes a just and reasonable rate 
and gives just compensation, because I remember how thor
oughly the junior Senator !rom Texas [Mr. BA..ILEY] elaborated 
that question about just and reasonable rates and just compen
sation. Be treated them as I treat them now, as synonymous. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is the only question involved in the 

amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from 

Iowa has expired. 
1\lr. BAILEY. 1\Ir. Presjdent, it is not entirely creditable to 

the candor of the Senate to say that for three long months this 
controversy has been revolving around the question as to the 
character of a court review, and now, after all of this long 
debate, it is suddenly discovered that all court review51 at last 
mean the same thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 
Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. I did not s.ay all "court reviews." I said 

the several propositions that are now pending. 
Mr. BiULEY. The Senator will find that if he can sustain 

the proposition that the court review, as it will be defined· in the 

bill with his amendment, is the same as the court review pro
posed by the Senator from Maryland, then all court reviews at 
last come to the same complexion. The Senator from Iowa 
makes this mistake. He assumes that Congress is compelled to 
confer upon the courts all the jurisdiction which this bill, with 
his amendment, confers. But, sir, nothing could be further from 
an accurate statement of the law than that. The only jurisdic
tion whlch Congress is compelled to confer upon the courts is the 
jurisdiction to hear and determine the carrier's constitutional 
right to a just compensation for his property. Indeed, Congress 
is not compelled to confer even tha in the bill, but if it failed 
to do so and if it did not exist, independently of this bill, under 
the existing law, then the bill itself would be unconstitutional 
and void. The carrier could not affirmatively assail it, because 
the court can entertain juri~diction of no suit except when au
thorized to do so by an act o! Congress, but when the Govern
ment summoned the offending carrier into court to answer for its · 
failure or refusal to obey the law, the carrier could then plead 
that the law was not binding upon its conscience or its conduct, 
because it was contrary to the constitutional guaranty that it 
shall not be deprived of its property without the due process of 
law. 

But this bill, as it is now proposed to amend it, goes far be
yond the question as to the constitutional guaranty of a just 
compensation and beyond the submission to judicial cognizance 
of those practices and regulations -which involve a property 
right. This bill provides-and I invite the attention of the Sen
ator from Iowa to the breadth of the language-

'.rhe venue or suits brought in any of the circuit courts against the 
Commission to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order- -

That would be broad enough, but this amendment does not 
stop with that- -
or requirement o! the Commission; • • • and jurisdiction to hear 
a.nd determine 11uch suits is hereby vested in such courts. 

Congress is not required to submit every order or requirement 
of the Commission to judicial scrutiny. Congress can author
ize the Commission to do many things into which ·the courts are 
not entitled to inquire. Indeed, sir, Congress can authorize the 
Commission to do everything except to deprive the carrier of 
its property without due process of law and without a just com
pensation. Subject to those limi ions, Congress can author
ize the Commission to do whatever Congress chooses, and can 
expressly exclude the acts of the Commission from judicial 
inquiry. 

Does the Senator from Iowa exclude the courts from enjoin
ing anything which the Commission is authorized to do? Ev
ery act, important or unimportant, affecting a property right or 
not affecting a property right, is by the express terms of this 
amendment submitted to the judgment of the court; and therein 
lies the difference between a broad ·review and a narrow review. 
A broad review is a statutory one-a review that subjects to tile 
determination of the court those matters which constitutionally 
could be excluded from judicial cognizance. A narrow review 
is one which auhorizes the court to hear and determine only 
those matters and things which, because they involve a property 
right, could not be excluded from judicial determination. ·r:r 
the Senator from Iowa is entirely certain that he wa.nts only 
to submit to judicial cognizance what can· not be excluded, the 
way is easy. Three lines in this bill can accomplish it. But 
it is the determination of our friends on the other side to open 
the doors of the court, not only as wide as they can swing, but 
it appears to me that they have determined to take the doors 
off' the binges, so that Congress will not hereafter be tempted to 
narrow that review. 

I congratulate the Senator from Rhode Island [1\Ir. ALDRICH], 
who denies the soft impeachment of the Senator from Maryland, 
and modestly disavows any part in this arrangement; and yet 
from the beginning of this long debate to this day the one in
sistance of the Senator from Rhode Island has been for a broad 
court review. He has at last obtained what be wants, and 
hence he is so well satisfied with this amendment. Some Sena·· 
tors may not kJ;low what they have agreed to do, but the Sena
tor from Rhode Island is not one of them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. BAILEY. I do. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I stand exactly where the Senator from 

Texas stood when he said in this pre!!lence: " I will not vote for 
any bill that does not open wide the doors of the courts of the 
United States to all the people of the United States." 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no! The Senator stops short of the quo
tation-.. to protect their con~titutional rights." 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is an addition -which the Senator now 
makes to his original statement. 
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Mr. BAILEY~ The Senator is .mistiken. The Senator from 1\lr. President, these have been the issues~ Now, the :Senator 

Tex.as said then and be says now be will not be a party to any from Iowa offers an amendment to the provision we qa¥e com
proposition which attempts to cheat the Constitution and to monly called the •• venue clause" in the pending bill So far 
depri>e the courts of a power which is constitutionally theirs. as that particular amendment is concerned, in view of the criti
That is what I said then. That is what I say now. cisms which have been offered against it, I think I ought to say 

Mr. ALDRICH. The people of the United .States have no that I acknowledge something of responsibility for its presenta
rights-no property rights or other rights-except such as are tion here. I think I can safely say that I am tbe sole, lone, and 
guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States. exclusive author of the words •• and jurisdiction to bear and deter-

1r. BAILEY. The Senator from Rhode Island is mistaken r-mine such suits is hereby vested in such courts." I assume the 
again. We have numerous political rights which-- responsibility for having suggested and written those words. 

Mr~ ALDRICII. I s hould perhaps have said property rights. I make no claim to having originated tbe thought or idea. Tlle 
Mr. BAILEY. Which are under no guaranty of the Con- suggestion that some amendment of that character should be 

stitution .of the United State8. We have numerous personal made has been advanced during the discussion of this bill by 
rights which are not secured by any constitution, State or severaL But as for the particular words here employed and 
Federal. Indeed, Mr. President, the only property right whlcb their insertion as proposed, I admit and assume entire respon
we enjoy under the Constitution of the ·United States is that sibility. I suggested them to the Senator from Iowa, and at 
Qur property shall not be taken from us without due process his request put them in writing exactly as they here appea r 
of law, or without a just compensation. All the property rights without suggestion from or consultation with any person whom
we hold subject to the control and disposition of the Federal soever. Whatever of l"esponsibility this admission entails, I 
Government are under those two limitations. Those lirnita- willingly assume. 
tions I cheerfulJy respect, and, Mr~ President, if I were going I undertake to say, Mr. President, and I think I can prove, 
to make .another eon titution, 1 would write in it those same that tbe addition of these words to this section do in no wise 
limitations, just as our fathers wrote them in the one under e::rtend or enlarge the powers of the court to renew the orders 
whlcb we must now legislate. I believe in a wntten con- of the Commission. Let us take the language of the bill as it 
stitution. I will grant to no body of men that can be chosen is without the proposed amendment: 
the right to legi late, without limitation, upon the essential The venue. o:t suits br_ought in 11.ny of the circuit courts of the United 
rights of the citizen That is the difference between a Demo- States to i!DJoin,. set a.sJ.d.e, annul, or <f!Uspend any order or r_equlrement 

: _ · o:t the Commls.sto.n .shall be in the district whet·e the earner against 
crat and a Republican. That lS what makes us Democrats whom such order or requirement may have been made has its principal 
and that is what .makes you Republicans and what made your operating office. 
ancestors Whigs. 'Ve not only believe in a written constitu- '!'hat is the language of the bill as it stands ~ to-day. I ask 
tion, but we believe in construing every line and letter of it the Senate what does that language mean? "The venue of 
strictly to serve its purpose. You believe in a broad construe- suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the United States 
tion of the Constitution as well as broad court review. I think to enjoin, set aside, or annul" the ord-ers of the Commission 
you honestly believe it; or, at least, most of you do. You shall be in certain circuit courts of the United States in certnin 
believe as honestly in that as I do in my theory, because you districts. Does not that contemplate and imply that tllose 
trust more to the wisdom and to the justice of the living than courts shall have jurisdiction to try, ·• bear, and determine such 
you do to the restraining enactments of the dead. ·Just as if cases?,., It bas been contended, of course, that the clause 
I were writing a constitution I would write those provisions quoted would not vest in the courts jurisdiction in such cases. 
in it, so when I am writing a law under that Constitution, I have always contended that it would and that it is immaterial 
I desire that there shall be written in it such, but only such, whether or not it would, ,because the courts would have the 
jurisdiction to the courts as the Constitution commands us to jurisdiction without an express provision granting it to inquire 
g,ive them. · whether or not an order invades a party's constitutional rights . 

.Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I tb1nk I have been a per- I ask Senators is it not a most illog1cal and absurd proposition 
sistent, if not a consistent, advocate of what we have come to to assert that the venue of a certain class of cases shall be in 
call the restricted or narrow review. I fully agree with the certain districts. in certain courts therein, and yet deny that 
'Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] that there is a clear distinc- those courts have jurisdiction to hear and determine them? 
tion between waat we have called and what we mean by a re- Mr. RAYNER. Let .me ask the .Senator--
-stricted review and that which we term the broad review. I . Mr. FULTON~ No; the Senator is already scheduled for the 
belie>e, and have contended throughout this discussion, that next amendment to complete his speech, and I think he ought 
under 11te Constitution we can n1>t deprive a carrier or a party not to appear 1n advance of the announcement. If the Senator 
afrected by the orders of the Commission of the right to ha-ve will kindly pardon me,.I must burry along, because I have little 
every such ·order tested a"S to its constitutionality or as to time. I may also have to advertise dates for the future. 
whether the Commission bad. the power or authority under the Mr. President, whatever may ·be the views of Senators as to 
grant of Congress to prescribe it. And I believe unless we whether or not this venue clause vests the jurisdiction in the 
specifically give the courts the power to go beyond that, that is courts mentioned, I .assum-e that everyone will admit that it was 
the limit to" which the courts can go or will go in any case. intended to confer snch jurisdiction, or, at least, to acknowl~-

Tbere is and bas been a wide misapprehension as to the edge it, because, as I b;:tve said, it would be the most absurd 
nature and e.rtent of the controversy which has been going on . proposition imaginable to say to a party, "We realize that you 
bere between the so-called " narrow" and the so-called " wide ., have a right to maintain a certain action, you may maintain a 
review advocates. There seems to be an impression among some · suit to test the constitutionality of the orders -of the Oommis
tbat one party has contended that there should be no court re- sion, but you must try the case in this particular court," and 
view whatever of the orders of the Commission. There bas then when the party comes into that court to try the case deny 
been no such contention, l\Ir. President. It bas been conceded the juri&diction of the court to entertain the suit. 
by all that the parties affected by the orders of the Commission Then, Mr. President, if it be a fact that the granting or ·ac
bave the right to have tested in court the question as to whether knowledgment of jurisdiction was contemplated in this venue 
or not their constitutional rights have been invaded or the Com- clause, tell me bow much it adds, how much it enlarges, how 
mission has exceeded its authority. We have contended that much it extends the jurisdiction of the courts to simply add the 
the parties have this right whether it be so written in the stat- words •• and jurisdiction to hear and determine such suits is 
ute or not; that it is not necessary to write any such autboriza- hereb_y -vested in such courts." 
tion in the statute in order to vest such right in the parties Suppose this bill should be enacted without changing the 
a1'fected by nny order of the Commission. venue clause or adding the proposed amendment. Would it be 

But we contend further that if such authorization shall be in- contended that it was the purpose of Congress to designate the 
serted in the statute, it will not in the least extend the powers courts in which any suit to test the validity of an order of the 
of the court to inquire into or to review the orders, unless the Commission should be brought and yet to deny to such courts 
statute shall go further and provide that the courts may also jurisdiction to bear and determine such suits? What, think 
review tb~ discretion which is vested in the Commission to make- you, was the purpose of inserting this venue clause? Was it 
the orders, and right there I contend is the boundary line be- intended as a delusion and a snare? 
tween the restricted and the broad review. The question is Clearly the framers of this bill recognized the fact that suits 
whether or not we shall allow the parties aftected by the orders might and would be instituted to test the validity of orders; 
of the court to have a judicial inquiry beyond the constitutional that under the Constitution the right to pro ecute euch suits 
question into the question of the wisdom of the exercise by the might not be denied. but that Congre s mlgbt designate in what 
Commission of its discretionary powers under tbe act of Con- court they should be prosecuted, and it was deemed important 
gress. Clearly, such right never exists unless affirmatively and so to do, hence this venue provision. 
in terms granted by 'Congress, and neither by the original text But, Mr. President, do the words "jurisdiction to bea!' and 
nor as proposed to be amended is or will such right be granted. determine such suits is vested in such courts,, in any wise 
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broaden the right of review? .Let us see. What suits are re
ferred to in the amendment? Manifestly the suits the venue 
of which is fixed in certain courts. No other or different char
acter of suits are brought in by the amendment. Then, how 
can it be contended that an enlarged jurisdiction is thereby 
given? Simply jurisdiction to hear and determine such suits, 
namely, the suits the venue of which is provided for in the 
original text, is granted. Was it not designed that such courts 
should have jurisdiction to hear and determine such? ' If not, 
why stipulate the place of trial when there could be no trial? 

Do the words " to hear and determine " enlarge the right of 
review? Clearly not, for they are words the legal import of 
which is well understood. "Jurisdiction to hear and deter
mine" signifies only that the court is empowered to hear and de
termine the case according to the legal rights of the parties as 
they shall appear; they do not in any degree define the scope 
of the inquil-y. It therefore clearly appears that this amend
ment adds nothing to the jurisdiction of the courts except to 
make it clear that there is no purpose to deny a party whatever 
right ·he may have under the Constitution to a judicial investi
gation to ascertain whether or not his constitutional rights have 
been invaded, or the authority of the Commission exceeded. 
How far, then, under such a provision will the courts go in re
viewing the orders of the Commission? In answer to that I 
lay down this proposition: 

Where Congress confides to an administrative board or com
mission such as this discretionary power, the courts will not 
review or inquire into its orders or proceedings in the exercise 
of such discretion further than to ascertain whether or not it 
has exceeded the power vested in it or, what is the same in effect, 
violated the constitutiona~ rights of a party affected by any such 
order or proceeding, unless the statute specifically and _in un- _ 
questionable terms authorizes it to review such discretion. 
Now, here you will observe no such authority is given or im
plied. The provision is that all suits "brought to enjoin, set 
aside, annul, or suspend an order of the Commission " shall be 
brought in certain courts, which ·shall have jurisdiction to hear 
and determine them. That is simply a recognition of the ad
mitted fact that the right to bring such suits can not be denied, 
for, as I have said and as has been said by every Senator who 
has participated in this discussion, the right to a judicial in
quiry to ascertain whether or not a party's rights under the 
Constitution have been Invaded, or the authority of the Com
mission exceeded, can not be denied, hence it is here recognized. 
True, it is not specifically provided that the inquiry shall cease 
when that fact has been determined, but such is the rule, unless 
specific authoritY for further inquiry be given. 

Now, on that proposition I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate, just briefly without reading in extenso, to the case of 
the San Diego Land Company v. National City, in 174 U. S. 
The court there is discussing how far judicial review of rates 
fixed by a commission just such as this may be had without 
express and specific authority. This is what the court said, 
Mr. Justice Harlan announcing the decision: 

But it should also be remembered that the. judiciary ought not to 
interfere with the collection of rates established under legislative sanc
tion unless they are so plainly and palpably unreasonable--

Now, notice-
unless they are so plainly and palpably unreasonable as to ma.ke their 
enforcement equivalent to the taking of property for public use without 
such compensation as under all the circumstances is just both to the 
owner and to the public-that is, judicial interference should never 
occur unless the case presents, clearly and -beyond all doubt, such a 
flagrant attack upon the rights of property under the guise of regula
tion.q as to compel the court to say that the rates prescribed will neces
sarily have the etfect to deny just compensation for private property 
taken for the public ufie. 

M1;. President, that is the limit to which the court will go un
less there is some specific authority found in the statute for 
doing otherwise; and it is reasonable, logical, and just, because 
Congress in the exercise of its legislative authority has vested 
in the Commission discretionary power, and the courts never 
review the exercise of discretionary power unless there is a 
Rnecific provision for it or unless abuse of it can be shown. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

' yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. FULTON. It is hard to refuse the Senator. I have re

fusep others. 
1\!r. BACON. I simply wanted to ask the Senator, referring 

to the proposed amendment which he is now discussing, whether 
under the terms of the -proposed amendment there is any order 
or requirement which it is possible for the Commission to make 
which this amendment does not give specific jurisdicti.on both 
to hear and to determine? 

Mr . . FULTON. No, in one sense; yes, in another. I will 
answer the Senator this way: There is no suit that may be 

:filed attacking the validity of the orders of the Commission on 
the ground that they are unconstitutional of which those courts 
will not take jurisdiction, but the court- will take jurisdiction 
simply for the purpose of protecting the constitutional ·rights 
of the parties. The courts will inquire whether or not consti
tutional rights have been invaded, and if they find that they have 
not they will drop the suit then and there and dismiss it 

Mr. BACON. If that is the case, what possible objection can 
the Senator have to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maryland, which prescribes that very thing? 

Mr. FULTON. That is a very natural question. While we 
understand in a general and in a sufficiently definite way to 
what extent the court will go in cases of this character where 
no specific provision for reviewing the discretion of the Com
mission is given, yet th~ Senator knows very well, because he is an 
able lawyer, that when we enter upon the work of prescribing the 
limits of the jurisdiction of the court to exercise its judicial 
power we are treading on very dangerous ground. It is the 
wiser course to let the court determine the extent of its power 
in that respect. How far they will go we know with sufficient 
certainty to be assured that under this provision ·they will not 
review the Commission's discretion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time bas expired. 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have retained my seat in 

the Senate while I have been in the city during the whole dis
cussion of this subject. I have felt that perhaps I ought to 
continue to do so, but in view of my past relation to the sub
ject and the expectation that I should say something upon it 
I have concluded to make a very few remarks. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of the adoption of the amend
ments offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALIJ.soN]. 

When the Hepburn bill unanimously passed the House, and 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Comrrierce of the 
Senate, ill health necessitated my absence from Wa hington. 
I did not have the opportunity or facilities to examine the legal 
phase of the subject. Without special investigation, I sup
posed, as a matter of course, that the railroads would have 
the right under that bill, without amendment, to appeal to the 
courts if the rates prescribed by the Commission invaded any 
right guaranteed to them by the Constitution. The agitation 
for an amendment to the interstate-commerce act of 1887 has 
been going on for nearly ten years, until the patience of the 
people of the whole country has become nearly exhausted, and 
my main anxiety was to secure the passage of an effective bill 
at the earliest possible date. 

The Hepburn bill having unanimously passed the House, and 
seeming to embody the more important features deemed es~ en
tial to an effective act, I favored the passage of that bill with
out amendment. 

The general provision in that bill that the orders of the Com
mission shall remain in effect until set aside by the Commission 
itself, or by a court of competent jurisdiction, taken in connec
tion with the judicial power as defined by the Constitution and 
laws of the United States, extending as it does to all cases in 
law and equity arising under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, and the general right of every man to appeal 
to the court if his constitutional rights are invaded, appeared 
then to me to be sufficient to confer upon the circuit court juris
diction to protect the rights of the carrier under the Constitu
tion, without any specific provision conferring such jurisdic
tion upon the circuit courts. 

But as this great debate has der-eloped the subject, and I 
have examined the decisions of the courts, I think it extremely 
doubtful if the circuit courts of the United States can take 
jurisdiction without such jurisdiction is expressly conferred 
upon them. . 

The decisions of the Supreme Court since the days of Chief 
Justice Marshall and extending to the present, many of which 
bar-e already been quoted here, seem to make it: reasonably clear 
that the circuit courts of the United States, having been created 
by statute, can have no juri diction but such as the statute 
confers. And, as stated by the court itself, the circuit courts 
of the United States are created by act of Congress, ana it is 
necessary in every attempt to define their power to look to that 
source as a ·means of accomplishing that end. 

The decisions of the Supreme Court have convinced me that 
it would be unsafe, to say the least, to pass this bill without in
serting therein a clause expressly conferring jurisdiction upon 
the circuit courts of the United States. 

Mr. President, if we could constitutionally do so, I would not 
hesitate _ to confer upon the Interstate Commerce Commission 
the absolute, unreviewable power to fix rates. 

I believe that the Interstate Commerce Commission ts a mucb 
more competent body to fix a railroad rate than is a court of the 
United States. · 



1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 6693 
Deriving their appointlnent from the same source; they should 

be as able and as competent as the circuit judges of the United 
States. In addition, the Commission gives its whole time and 
attention to the consideration of all the details connected with 
the fixing of rates and the management of railroad property. 
Without at all reflecting upon our United States courts, the 
Interstate Commerce Commissioners necessarily become far 
more expert in this branch of the subject than any circuit court 
·can possibly become. 

Judge Grosscup, an able circuit judge of the United States, has 
recently said that one of the difficulties in the administration 
of the law is that the circuit judges are totally incompetent to 
pass upon the question of rates. Judge Grosscup made this 
statement, not as a reflection on the learning and ability of cir
cuit judges, but becau~e of the intricacy of the question and the 
vast amount of other important work which is the daily life of 
the circuit judge. As he expressed it-

The circuit judge one day is exploring the intricacies of a patent 
case, another day he is hearing a personal-injury case, another he is 
hearing some customs case, another he is pursuing the meanderings of 
some chancery case. Every day brings up some new subject covering 
some wide area upon which he must be specially educated for the day!s 
judgment. • • • Now, call him from this judgment seat to 
decide qpon a question, the most perplexing, the most difficult 11uestion 
to a man who has bad no education, no vision of the subject upon 
which be is expected to rule. Thus I say that the circuit court Is an 
incompetent court. 

Mr. President,. I was no less forcibly impressed with the rea
soning of Mr. Justice Bradley, tl1an whom no abler man has 
occupied a seat in the Supreme Court, in his dissent in the 
Minnesota case. 

He said: 
It is complained that the decisions of the board are final and without 

appeal. So are the decisions of the court in matters within their 
jurisdiction. There must be a final tribunal somewhere for deciding 
every question in the world. Injustice takes place in every tribunal. 
All human institutions are imperfect--courts as well as commissions 
and legislatures. Whatever tribunal has jurisdiction, its decisions are 
final and conclusive, unless appeal is given thereft·om. The important 
question always is, What is the lawful tribunal for a particular case? 
In my judgment in the present case the proper tribunal was the legisla· 
ture or the board of commist!ioners which it crP-ated for the purpose . . 

It will thus be seen from the reading of the decision of 1\ir. 
Justice Bradley that he did not manifest the distrust of the 
Commission as a competent body upon which to be conferred 
the absolute power to fix rates, which we so frequently hear 
both in and out of Congress. 

But I understand very well, Mr. President, under the de
cision of the Minnesota case, that neither Congress nor the 
legislature can confer this power upon a commission to fix 
a rate which shall be final and not subject to review by the 
courts. 

Mr. President, I am not in favor of a general or broad right 
of review by the courts, and neither do I think that that por
tion of the pending amendment conferring jurisdiction upon 
the circuit court confers a broad right review. It does not 
do it in terms, and, in my judgment, it will not be so construed 
by the courts. If this bill shall become a Ia w, I do not want it 
to be shorn of m·uch of its usefulness by judicial construction, 
as was the act of 1887. 

The court should not be permitted to go into the whole ques
tion of the reasonableness of the rate fixed by the Commission, 
because the fixing of the rate is a legislative function, and the 
Commission is a much more competent body to fix a rate than 

· is any court of the United States. 
The proper province of the court is to determine whether the 

Commission exceeded its authority, and whether the rate fixed 
by it contravenes the right of the carrier guaranteed by the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution, that property shall not be 
taken without due process of law, nor without just compensa
tion. 

Mr. President, there is a great difference between the juris
diction of the court over a rate fixed by the railroad itself and 
a rate fixed by Congress or the Commission. 

In a controversy between a shipper and a railroad the courts 
very properly go into the whole question of the reasonableness 
of such rate. But in a controversy over a rate fixed by a com
mission the proper function of the court is to inquire whether 
the rate is so unreasonably low as to amount to confiscation 
under the fifth amendment. 

This is true, because when Congress delegates to the Com
mission the fixing of a rate and the Commission fixes the rate 
it is practically the same as if the rate were prescribed by Con
gress itself. It is practically a rate fixed by law, and all that 
the court can properly pass upon is whether the law-made rate 
violates any constitutional right of the carrier. · 

This, in my judgment, is the extent to which the court woqld 
review the rate. This is especially true _ where jurl,sdiction is 
merely given in general terms, as in this amendment, to hear 

and determine the controversy without expressly providing that 
the court shall pass upon the reasonableness of the rate. 

1\fr. President, I do not see that there is anything inconsistent 
on the part of Senators who favored the adoption of the Hep
burn bill without amendment in favoring the pending amend
ment conferring jurisdiction on the circuit court. 

When I favored the passage of the Hepburn bill without 
amendment I knew that the carrier could not be denied the 
right of appeal to the courts, and I thought that the Hepburn 
bill as it passed the House contained sufficient provision on that 
subject. · 

The adoption of the jurisdiction portion of the pending amend
ment will not confer upon the courts any greater jurisdiction 
than the friends of the Hepburn bill thought it contained when 
it passed the House. I consider it merely declaratory of some
thing which we thought was already contained in the bill. 

If the Hepburn bill as it passed the House contains sufficient 
provision for review by the courts, this amendment providing 
"jurisdiction to hear and determine such suits is hereby ve~ted 
in such courts " will not broaden the scope of the review. 
Whatever the courts could have constitutionally done under 
the terms of the-' bill as it passed the House they can constitu
tionally do under this amendment, and no more. 

On the other hand, if the bill as it passed the House does not 
contain sufficient provision for review, and is therefore uncon
stitutional this amendment will render the bill constitutional. 

'.rhe am~ndment does not confer in terms a broad right of 
review. It does not define to what extent the rate fixed by the 
Commission can be reviewed by the court. In the absence of 
such provision, I believe that the courts will hold that they will 
not interfere with a rate fixed by the Commission unless the 
Commission exceeded its authority or unless the rate fixed 
amounts to confiscation under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. President, I do not think there is any danger of the courts 
exercising any greater power of review than to determine 
whether the rate fixed by the Commission is in violation of the 
constitutional rights of the carrier. 

As the subject .has been so thoroughly developed here, and 
the general provisions of the bill, especially the provision tllat 
the Commission shall prescribe a rate which, in its judgment, 
is reasonable and just, the manifest intent on the part of Con
gress tllat the court shall not unduly interfere with the rate 
fixed by the Commission, to my mind, make it certain, even 
though the courts baye the power, they will be loath to overturn 
a rate fixed by the Commission unless it is so manifestly unjust 
as to amount to the taking of_property without just compensa
tion. 

In passing upon rates fixed by the Commission, 'under the 
fifth amendment, the courts have considerable latitude, and all 
the latitude which they should be given. 

It is said that under the fifth amendment the rate fixed by the 
Commission must amount to " confiscation " before the court 
can set it aside. In a legal sense this is perhaps h·ue, but the 
term "confiscation" bas always seemed to me misleading wllen 
used in this connection. 

The term "confiscation" conveys to the ordinary mind the 
taking of property without any compensation. If that wero 
held to ]Je its meaning, the courts would have a very narrow 
jurisdiction. But under the fifth amendment the railroad is 
entitled to a just compensation for the services performed, and 
that just compensation has been defined to be a fair return 
upon the reasonable value of the property at the time it is being 
ueed for the public. (Kansas City Stock Yards case, 183 {1. S., 
90.) 

So, Mr. President, it will be seen that the courts will have a 
reasonably wide latitude in passing upon the rate fixed by the 
Commission. 

1\lr. President, this is the essential feature of the pending 
amendment, but it contains other excellent provisions. I am 
referring now to the amendment offered by me on behalf of the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

I have always been much in favor of striking out the words 
"and fairly remunerative." In my judgment they should never 
have been inserted in the original bill. • 

The rate to be fixed by the Commission should be a "just and 
reasonable" rate, because the meaning of those terms is well 
understood and has been passed upon many times by the courts. 
The addition of the words "and fairly remunerative" might 
bring a new element of consideration into the fixing of the rate. 
A just and reasonable rate would probably be a fairly remuner
ative rate, and vice versa. To say the least, the words are sur- • 
plusage and should be sn·icken from the bill, if they have not 
already been. 

The pending amendment also contains a provision leaving it 
within the discretion of the Commission, within a limit of two 
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years, as to the time when the rate shan continue in effect. 
This will give the necessary elasticity, so .that rates may be 
readily changed, if found necessary. 

The limitation on the granting of preliminary injunctions is 
also a very wise provision. It is in a sense a compromise ·be
tween a prohibition against granting of preliminary injunctions 
and leaving the court absolutely free to grant such injunctions. 
Under this provision the Commission will have ample time to 
appear and resist the granting of an injunction. 

With these amendments adopted I think the pending bill will 
be not only constitutional, but will prove very effective legisla
tion. 

1\Ir. BACON. 1\Ir. President, I do not design speaking over 
four o:;_· five minutes at the outside. I do, however, want to ask 
the attention of Senators, according to all of us the common 
desire to accomplish the best in this regard, wbile I present 
this question in just a few )VOTds and without elaboration. 

There is no question, I presume, in the minds of lawyers that 
in the absence of any distinct -conferring of jurisdiction by this 
act, the United States -courts would have all power to review 
any decision which affected the constitutional rights of the 
11arties ; in other words, nothing that we can incorporate in this 
bill can take that away from the citizen, because·a law, which is 
superior to. us, guarantees to him those rights and has conferred 
upon the courts the power and the duty to maintain those rights 
for the citizen. But there is a domain outside of that--outside 
of the rights specifically protected by the Constitution-in which 
it is within the po-\ver of Congress to confer or to withhold 
jm;is.diction from the courts. 

The point I wish to ask the ·attention of Senators to for 
thei-r candid, unbiased, and unprejudiced judgment is this: 
Under the terms of this proposed aq~.endment, if we adopt it
! am speaking now of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr . .Ar.r.rsoN]-under the letter of it, under the 
words of it-is there one single order Qr requirement of the 
Commission whieh, so far as we can confer it-the jurisidic
tion-we do not confer in this proposed amendment? If it is 
adopted, we confer upon the court tbe power not only "to bear, 
but to determine every question which can arise as to any 
order or requirement of the Commission. Let me read the 
language as found on page 317 of this print of the amendrilents. 
I asked the Senator from Oregon [Mr. FULTON] the question as 
to this, and I was not entirely content with his reply, because I 
did not think it was definite and candid. Of .course I h."llow he 
intended to be candid, but his reply did not -cover the question: 
If I may bav.e the attention of Senators for two -()r three min
utes, I desire to say that the language of that amen.dment, 
omitting words unnecessary for this discussion, is this : 

The venue of suits • • • to enjoin, set aside, annul, or sus-
pend a ny order or requirement shall be, -etc., and jurisdiction to. hear 
and determine such suits is hereby vested in liluch courts. 

r a raphrasing the language, it would read in this way: 
J urisdiction to bea.r and tletermine any order or requirement of the 

Commission is hereby vested in such -courts. 
TlJat is ·what the language means; that is what it is when 

pa r 11 p.brased. 
TlJose Senator who are in favor of conferring on the courts 

juri~!llction to review .every order and every requirement of 
.cour se can con istently support that amendment · but as to 
Senator who h ave stood here fur mont hs and asserted, both 
in public and in private, that they are nGt willing that the 
courts shall ba ve the jm·isdiction and the power to hear and 
determine questions outside of the constitutional questions, 
h-o)v can suclJ Senators now defend themselves on the ground 

.()f con istency? 'Ibey can only do so by adQ.~ting the position 
t aken by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. FULTON], in which be 
says that, while this language does confer this power upon the 
courts, the courts will not exercise it. That is praetically what 
tile Senator from Oregon said. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator allow me? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from ()regon? 
Mr. BACON. I .do. 
l\Ir. FULTON. I ~mply desire to interrupt the Senator to 

make a correction, tor he certainly does not intend to misrepre
sent what I said. 

::\1r. BACON. The Senator knows I do not. 
l\Ir. FULTON. I did not, with all deference to the Senator, 

say that we granted the power to the court, but that the court 
would not exerci . e it. I said if w~ granted to the court the 
power to bear and det-ermine suits that should be .brong1lt to 
test the validity of an {)rder of ·the Commission, without grant
ing specific authority to go beyond the constitutional inquiry, 
which we do not grant" the courts will not go into an inquiry 
as to whether {)r not the Commission has wisely exercised its 
discretion, but will simply inquire whether or not the constitu-

tional rights of the party has been invaded, and it not, will 
dismiss the suit. 

Mr. B.A.CpN. I ask the Senator~ if that was his position, 
why it was he was opposed to the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland {Mr. ' RAYNER] which proposes to confer that 
power upon the courts? 

But, Mr. President, what the Senator says-and I do not 
desire now to enter into a colloquy with him on the subject, be
cause my time is so limited, and I promised not to occupy as 
much time as I have already done-but the Senator said that 
the court in taking jurisdiction is not going to be governed by 
the language of this law, but by what they conceive to be their 
duty outside of the law and outside of the expressed jurisdic
tion which we by this language confer. 

Now, I ask the Senator in his reply to indicate a single order · 
or a single requirement of the Commission which this proposed 
amendment, i:t' it is ingrafted upon this law, will not give to 
the circuit ·court of the United States jurisdiction both to hear 
and to determine? 

Mr. CARTEK 1\Ir. President--
1\Ir. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I sbal1 be glad 

to have him answer the question in his QWTI time. · 
Mr. CARTER. The Senator propounded a question. 
Mr. BACON. I know, but I said I hoped any Senator who 

would answer it would reply in his own time. If the Senate 
will give me extra time I wj1l be glad to hear the Senator. 

.Mr. CARTER. I have no time to give. 
Mr. BACON. 'The Senator has his time. He has not spoken 

on this amendment and will have fifteen minutes in which to 
do it. 

I want to call attention now to another matter to see if the 
defense, if I may so term it, of this amendment is well founded 
when it is claimed that the amendment does not enlarge the 
jurisdiction which iS contained in the original Hepburn bill. 
The original Hepburn bill read in this way: 

The venu~ of suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the United . 
States to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order or requirement 
of the Commission shall be in the district where tbe ca.rrier against 
whom such order or requirement may have been made bas its prin
cipal operating office. 

It is contended that that gives jurisdiction to the courts, not 
simply to bear a complaint, but upon such hearing to enjoin, 
set aside, annul, or suspend ~ny order or requirement, .and that 
these .additional words -contained in the proposed amendment 
which specificially .confer that jurisdiction "to hear and de
termine" do not enlarge the ~ower which the original Hep-
burn bill conferred upon them. . 

Why, Mr. President, what do these words in the original bill 
mean when they say: 

The venue of suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the United 
States to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order or requirement 
·Of the Commilislon? 

They simply mean that whenever any person shall claim the 
right to have such an injunction on account of any order or 
any requirement of the Commission, the venue to hear that 
contention, the place and the court where and by which that 
contention shall be beard, shall be the place and the court 
specified in this bill. But it is incredible that any lawyer will 
upon careful consideration claim that that language in the origi
nal House bill confers the jurisdiction not only "to hear," but "to 
determine " every complaint as to any order or requirement of 
the Commission, and to enjoin or set aside any such order or re
quirement. It is an impossibility. It simply designates the 
venue in which, when any person makes applicat!on to enjoin 
any order or requirement of the Conimlssion, the court shall 
have jurisdiction to bear and determine whether that is a le(Titi
mate matter for it to take into consideration. It is the terri
torial jurisdiction I speak of when I use the word "jurisdic
tion ; " but not the legal jurisdiction. It is the venue and venue 
only-not the jurisdiction to hear and determine. A court may 
have territorial jurisdiction and still not have legal jurisdic
tion of the subject-matter; and that is the entire scope of it. 

Mr. President, the learned laWYers who added these words 
.were not indil!.'erent to that view of the matter, and the learned 
lawyers who for months "have been considering this question 
w.ere not inditrerent to the proposition that it was necessary, not 
simply to designate the court which should have the territorial 
jurisdiction, which shouid have the venue within which parties 
aggrieved might ask the aid ()f the courts, but such fixing of the . 
venue does not confer jurisdictional powers upon the courts as 
to -the ·subjects-matter. With the venue thus alone fixed the 
courts would <Only have such jurisdictional power over the . 
subject-matter as they would have independently of this particu
lar act. The astute lawy-ers who framed this proposed amend
ment w.eli knew this. And therefore :to secure what they C'all 
the "brrutd r-eview "-the review to secure which this debate has 
been protracted for three months-they well knew it was 
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necessary to go further and to say that the particular things sonable charge for such service or any part thereof is prohibited and 
for the hearing of which the . venue had previously been fixed declared to be unlawful. · · 
should constitute matter over which the court, thus having the An unreasonable and an unjust charge is prohibited and de
territorial jurisdiction or the venue, should also have the legal clared to be unlawful by this bill. I have contented myself 
jurisdiction t ear and determine. Everybody inside and out- with that provision of the bill, being perfectly satisfied that 
side of this Chamber knows that those who have been contend- Congress has no right to violate it in fixing an exorbitant rate, 
ing for the broad review, the unlimited review, have condemned or a rate that is too low, and that no commission Congress 
in unmeasured · terms this provision of the House bill on the could create could violate that provision by fixing rates that 
ground that the review which it authorized was not broad were too high or rates that were too low. But there has to be a 
enough to protect the rights of the railroads; and now forsooth tribunal to determine this question of reasonableness or unrea
those who stood with us have surrendered, and now applaud sonableness. What tribunal is that under our Constitution? The 
this unlimited amendment on the ground that it means exactly judicial tribunal. Congress can not enact an arbitrary rate, 
what the original provision in the House bill means. even under the provisions of this bill, which it can force upon a 

1\Ir. President, what have we been talking about here for man against bis will, so long as he has the right of appeal to a 
three m~n~hs .if it be true that this means the same thing as court to get rid of it; neither can Congress authorize a com
the proVlswn rn the House bill and does not enlarge the juris- mission to put either upon the shipper or the carrier an unrea-
diction? S<mable rate. · 

~fr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a question: The Senator from Iowa, in his splendid statement of this 
Tl1e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia question, never got to the top of his subject until be finally 

yield to the Senator from Iowa? I admitted that all the rates that were to be imposed under this 
1\fr. BACON. I would never decline an interruption by the act or any other act that Congress can possibly enact must be 

Senator. I just and reasonable. -
.Mr. ALLISON. Suppose the situation is such that this ad- So we have all met on that ground. We have been together 

ministrative Commission, exercising power under this bill, if it on that ground all the time and have had no differences between 
shall become a law, makes an order respecting a rate, and som'e ourselves on that ground; and I rested perfectly quiet during 
carrier or somebody else brings a suit against the Commission, this magnificent and tremendous debate about the way of man
will the courts say that they will examine those questions where aging the courts so that they might be possibly able to make 
discretion has actually and properly been given by law to the the rates just and reasonable, or, on the other hand, might pos
Commission, no property right being involved 1 sibly be able to make them unjust and unreasonable by a limita-

1\Ir. BACON. If the court does not do it, it would be because tion of their authority. 
the court would say that Congress had no right to pass this bDI That being -so, Mr. President, where do the words'" just and 
and adopt this amendment. for this amendment does not restrict reasonable" come from in connection with the obligation of com
it in any way. mon carriers? Where do we get them from? They do not 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. The court simply will not ex- come out of any statute. They are coeval with the birth of 
amine into that question; otherwise this administrative board civil jurisprudence. Who invented them and put them for
is annihilated. ward 1 The courts. It IS a rule of court that all nations 

Mr. BACON. 1\!r. President. the language of this proposed and all civilized people of Christendom respect-and nowhere 
amendment makes no restriction whatever. It is absolutely more thoroughly respected tbarr in the last clause of the first 
broad, absolutely limitless, and the Senator only takes refuge section of this bilL It is a perfectly simple proposition that if 
behind the proposition that the coUI·t will not .exercise the juris- Congress makes a rate by its own legislative act which is un
diction which this amendment confers upon it• or. proposes just and unreasonable ·this bill condemns it. It is not within 
to do. th·e purview of the powers of Congress under this law to pro-

Mr. ALLISON. · I take no shelter, but I want to ask the S-ena- vide for an unjust and unreasonable rate. Suppose Congress 
tor, if it turns out that in this order no judicial question is taxes an article four times its value in favor of the carrier 
involved, will the mere suggestion of jurisdiction give the court for transportation; of course this biU would condemn that. 
jurisdiction? \Vhat would be the remedy? To go into a court and get rid of 

Mr. BACON. 1\Ir. President. if tim€ permitted, I could go it; not to come back to Congress and ask it to pass a different 
into. the proposition as to how far we can confer jurisdiction law. All acts of Congress·uuder this great judicial decree, that 
upon the court which it would not have in the absence of that has been a part of the civil jurisprudence of all t1hristendom 
distinct {X)nferring of power. There is no doubt about the since the courts first undertook to regulate this subject, is 
fact that when we prescribe a certain duty for tl!e Commission, amenable and liable to its consn·aint. You can not get rid of 
whether in its discretion or oth€rwise, if it is made a legal duty, it if you want to do it. · 
we can confer upon the court the jurisdiction to bear and de- That solves, in my judgment, the whole question that we 
termine whether th~y have violated the law in that regard, have been so long debating and so an.~iousJy worrying about 
and, in the absence of the distinct conferring of it, they would here in regard to the jurisdiction of the courts. You can not 
not have the power so to do. ··But it would be manifestly diffi- keep out of the courts a man against whom Congress or a com
cult for me to develop that line of argument without going into mission assesses an unreasonable rate or a railroad against 
it at length and producing authorities. I will say to the Sena- whom it assesses a rate that is too low. The courts will open 
tor, however, that if he will read the dissenting opinion of Mr. their doors to them under this great civic enunciation that has 
J'ustice Bradley in the Minneapolis case, he will find that lasted since the dawn of civilization. They will go there .and 
J'ustice Bradley based his dissenting opinion upon that propo- get their relief in spite of all that we can do. 
sition. While it is a dissenting opinion, the principle involved The c-ourts have the final decision of this. Some way will 
is not the-point upon which the court decided. The majority of be found to go there. You may destroy all the remedies now 
the judges-all but three of them who dissented-speaking for known, and the courts themselves, after the fashion of the old 
the court, put their decision up~n an entirely different ground, common-law courts;will invent remedies in order to get hold of 
not in oonfiict with that particular contention on the pa.rt of this subje~t. So I do not really see that there is much in 
J'udge Bradley; in other words, not in conftict with that legal this bill to be discussed, except in regard to the method ·of 
proposition thus announced by him. They Q.itl'ered, as l un- handling the subject. 
derstand, in the application. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expired. tbe amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr .. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have heard all the lawyers RAYNER]. 

in the Senate speak ()n this subject and several who are not Mr. RAYNER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
lawyers, and I have rea-d a good many law books in my life The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro-
and heard a good deal of discussion about the doetrine of common ceeded to call the t'Oll. · 
carriers, their liabilities and their obligations, but I never have Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I again an-
found any lawyer in this body, or any Senator in this body, or nounce my pair with the Se:r;J.ator from Tennessee {Mr. CAR- , 
any juage who has ever written on this stibjeet, who takes any MACK]. If he were present, I should vote "nay." 
exception to the language of this bill on page 3, from line 14 The roll call hav1ng been concluded, the reSn.It was an-
to 19. nounced-yeas 24, nays 55, as follows: 

The framers of this Hepburn bill in the House put a rudder YEAB-24. 
or a helm on the ship that nobody has disputed as the .authority Bacon Culbe-rson Latimer 
oyer the whole subject. I will read it : Batley Daniel • McCreary 

Berry Dubois McLaurin 
All charges made for any t>erviee rendered o-r to 'be rendered ln the Blackburn Frazler Martin 

transportation 'Of passengers or property as aforesaid, or In connection Clarke, .Arl[. Gearin Money 
therewith, shall be just and reasonable ; and every unjust and m1rea- Clay La Follette Newlands 

Overman 
Rayner 
Simmons 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 
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.A.lddch 
Alger 
Allee 
Allison 
Ankeny 
Beveridge 
Brandegee 
Buikeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burt·ows 
Carter 
Clapp 
Clark, Mont. 

N.A.Y8-55. 
Clark, Wyo . 
Crane 
Cullom 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dolliver 
Dryden 
Elkins 
Flint 
Foraker 
Foster 
Frye 
Fulton 
Gallinger 

NOT 

Gamble 
Hale 
Hansbrough 
Hemenway 
Hopkins 
Kean 
Kittredge 
Knox 
Lodge 
Long 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Millard 
Morgan 

VOTING-10. 

Nelson 
Nixon 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Pettus 
Piles 
Platt 
Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Burton Gorman Patterson Teller 
Carmack Heyburn Proctor 
Depew Mallory Spooner ._. 

So Mr. RAYNER's amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I wish to make a request for 

unanimous consent. I shall leave the Chamber ·in less than an 
hour, and must be absent during the further consideration of the 
pending measure. 

A few days ago I offered an amendment of less than three 
line to the Culberson substitute, which was adopted in place of 
the Foraker amendment, with respect to passes. I should. like 
to have permission now to offer an amendment to the substitute 
as it exists in the present bill. I think thete is no objection to 
my amendment, which simply provides that owner~ or persons 
in char(Te of live stock may be carried free by the railroads when 
traveli;g with stock or when going to place of shipment or r~
turnin(T from place of delivery, and I should be glad to have It 
incorp~rated now in the amendment as it stands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is an. amendment to the substitute 
already pending. 

Mr. WARREN. There is no amendment pending to it. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I make no objection, but I do not see how 

the Senator is going to get around the parliamentary situation. 
Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent, which of course 

gets around it. 
1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Ah, yes! Let us hear the amendment 
1\fr. CULBERSON. I do not know what the temper of the 

Senate is as to the matter, but I suggest to the Senator from 
Wyoming that possibly tJ:Ie Sena~e w?uld now take up the mo~ion 
to reconsider and adopt It or reJect It · 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope we will go on to discuss the ne,xt sec-
tion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let the next section be read. 
l\fr. KEAN. Let the amendment pe read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 

for unanimous consent? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the amendment be read first. 
The SECRETARY. After the words "charitable institutions" it 

is proposed to insert : 
Or to owners and care takers of live stock when tr:aveling wit~ such 

stock or when going to point of shipment or returmng from pomt of 
delivery. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
for unanimous con ent! 

Mr. BACON. The Senator merely wants to offer it now? 
1\fr. WARREN. No. I hope it will be adopted. 
Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. 
Mr. WARREN. For the reason that if a substitute is 

adopted and this amendment is not now included in the legisl~
tion which follows we might not remember to take care of this 
particular matter. 

Mr. CARTER. I will say to the Senator from Wyoming that 
I have an amendment of the same kind which I intend to offer, 
and if agreeable I will offer his amendment instead of the one 
I have prepared. 

1\Ir. WARREN. It is not a matter of any personal concern. 
If I can be assured that it will be offered in the form in which 
I now offer it, I will withdraw my request for unanimous con-
sent. . . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyommg with
draws his request for unanimous consent Are there further 
amendments to section 4! 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have an amendment which I desire to 
offer. : . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsm pro-
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 12, after line 14, at the end of the 
section, add the following : 

If upon the trial of any action brought to set aside or modify any 
order made by the Commission under this section evidence s~all be 
intrcduced by the plaintilf which is found by the court to be different 
fmm that ofl'ered upon the hearing before- the Commission, or addi
tional thereto, the court, before proceedil)g to render judgment, unless 
the parties to such action stipulate in writing to the contrary, shall 

transmit a copy of such evidence to the Commission, and shall stay 
further proceedings in such actiOJ?. for fifteen days from the d3:te. of 
such transmission. Upon the receipt of such. evidence the Comr~nsSI?n 
shall consider the same, and may alter, modify, amend, .or r':scm~ .Its 
order relating to such rate or rates, fares, charges, classlficatwn, JOint 
rate or rates, regulation, practi.ce, or service comp~ined of. in said 
action, and shall _report its action thereon to said ourt Within ten 
days from the receipt of such evidence. 

If the Commission shall rescind its order complained of, the actlon 
shall be dismissed; if it shall alter, modify, or amend the same, such 
altered, modified, or amended order shall take the place of the original 
order complained of, and judgment shall be rendered thereo~ .as though 
made by the Commission in the first instance. If. the. original order 
shall not be rescinded or changed by the Commisswn, JUdgment shall 
be rendered upon such original order. 

1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. 1\fr. President, I have offered this 
amendment, as I have offered others, because I belie\e it will 
perfect and strengthen the bill. The Commission has been re
versed in thirty-two cases. In twenty-six of those cases, as the 
record discloses, it has been reversed because testimony was 
offered upon the trial before the court which was not offered 
when the case was presented to the Commission. The amend
ment proposes that if new testimony is offered when the case 
is on trial by the court, the testimony shall be taken, further 
action suspended thereon, and the record containing all of the 
testimony referred to the Commission for its consideration. 
This would give the Commission the benefit of all the evi
dence upon which to base its order. If the original order 
were set aside or modified, the railroad company would then 
have its opportunity to take the opinion of the court upon the 
action of the Commission, and the court would have before it 
the same testimony which the Commission passed upon. This 
amendment, if adopted, will take away from the railroad com
panies all inducement to withhold testimony when the Com
mission tries the case, because they will not be able to reverse 
the Commission by trying a different case before the court than 
the case tried before the Commission. There would be small 
likelihood that the' court would disagree with the Commission. 
There would be less inducement to carry the case to the court 
and we should hear much less criticism of the Commission. 

It would mean certainly a saving of time and a saving of 
great expense. In many cases which have been appealed from 
the Commission, where additional testimony was taken before 
the court, the writing up of the record containing the additional 
testimony has been a matter of very great expense to the Gov
ernment. In one case, I remember, the expense was something 
over $10,000. That case, .of course, went on from the circuit 
court to the Supreme Court, and the Commission was reversed. 
Had that case been sent back to the Commission, probably it 
would ha\e been the end of the entire proceeding. If there is 
any obj.ection to this amendment, I should be glad to hear 
somebody state it. 

1\Ir. HALE. Question! 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. _ 
.Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
1\Ir. GALLINGER. 1\Ir. President, speaking to the amend

ment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin, I wish to call 
attention to the fact that a little time ago I offered an amend
men relating to differentials, which I temporarily withdrew. I 
offered the amendment for the reason that some days ago the 
Senator in charge of this bill declared that, in his judgment, a 
flat mileage rate was the proper thing to be enforced, and if I 
remember correctly the Senator from Texas coincided in that 
view. It. was rather alarming that such a thing could happen, 
because it would bring such disaster to this country as it is 
almost inconceivable to think of. It was with a view of pre
venting that pos ibility that I offered the amendment. I knew 
that it was not drawn in the best form, and I hoped that some 
Senator would offer a substitute which would cover the ground. 

But since I withdrew the amendment I have consulted with 
Senators and I am satisfied it is, perhaps, an impo ible thing 
to draw' an amendment such as ought to be offered covering 
that point. I have therefore determi:ped, Mr. President, not to 
offer the amendment again, but before concluding I should like 
very much indeed to have the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
DoLLIVER], who has given great thought to this matter and with 
whom I have talked on the subject, state to the Senate what 
his view is as to the power the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion would have over the matter that I attempted to correct. 
Does the Senator feel that the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion would have power to make a mileage rate, or are their 
powers largely and perhaps wholly based upon the proposition 
that they can correct excessive rates? 

1\Ir. DOLLIVER. Mr. President--
The VIC~-PRESIDENT. · Does the Senator from New Ramp. 

shire yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
1\Ir. GALLINGER. I do, for the purpose of making a state

ment 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, the theory of the bill is that 

th8 Commission shall entertain complaints made before it 
alleging violations of the interstate-commerce law. The inter
state-commerce law has in it four sections which contain its 
prohibitions. The complaints are to be directed against the 
railway or the line of railway which is violating the interstate
commerce law. Therefore I feel entirely free to say to the 
Senator from New Hampshire that the jurisdiction of the Com-

-mission is to require the railroad to cease and desist from its 
violation of the law and to conform its rates to the rates which 
in their judgment are lawful. _I think no fear need be indulged 
that the Commission would go to the extreme of establishing a 
mileage system of rates in the United States. I certainly would 
regret it if that should be done, because the whole fabric of our 
market place would be disturbed by any such general change in 
the framework of our transportation system. 

1\Ir. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to 
ask him a question? 

:Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. FORAKER. Is it not true that in all the cases in which 

the Commission undertook to fix rates, prior to 1897, when the 
Maximum Rate case was decided, it did virtually fix them upon 
an approximate mileage basis? 

Mr. DOT.1LIVER. I think that can not. be properly said. 
Mr. FORAKER. It certainly did in the Maximum Rate case 

fix what was approximately a mileage basis. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. The theory of the Commission in the 

Ma~imum Rate case was simply to reduce rates from Cincin
nati to points in the Southeast to what the Commission found 
to be reasonable and just. I am sure it may be said of that 
case that they did not establish any system of mileage rates, 
but they did proclaim a system of equitable rates, of course 
counting distance as one of the elements that enters into the 
making of a just and reasonable rate. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is all I contend for. Of course in the 
order it "did not so appear, but in the opinion the Commission 
announced that was taken as the basis of their reasoning. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I never attempt -to accom
plish the impossible, and after having consulted wttb some of 
the most eminent lawyers in the Senate, who gave it to me as 
their opinion that an amendment co-rering this point could not 
be drawn which would be satisfactory, and upon the· statement 
made by the Senator from Iowa, who bas given this matter very 
great thought, I am quite content to let the matter rest, and I 
will not reoffer the amendment I withdrew a little while ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ugreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA 
FoLLETTE], on which the Senator from Wisconsin demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. STONE. Several Senators here ·would like to have the 

amendment read. · 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri sug

gests that the amendment be again read. It will be read. 
'l'he SECRETARY. On page 12, after line 14, at the end of the 

section, add the following : 
If upon ·the trial of any action brought to set aside or modify any 

order made by the Commission under this section evidence shall be 
introduced by the plaintiff which is found by the court to be different 
fr om that offered upon the bea ring before the Commission, or addi
tional thereto, the court before proceeding to render judgment, unless 
the parties to such action stipulate in writing to the contrary, shall 
transmit a C<lPY of such evidence to the Commission, and shall stay 
further proceedings in such action for fifteen days from the date of 
uch transmission. Upon the receipt of such evidence the Commission 

shall consider the same, and may alter, inodi!y, amend, or rescind Its 
order relating to such rate or rates, fares, charges, classification, joint 
rate or rates , regulation, practice, or service complained of in said 
action. and shall report its action thereon to said court within ten days 
from the receipt of such evidence. 

It the Commission shall rescind its order complained of, the action 
shall be dismissed ; if it shall alter, modify, or .amend the same, such 
altered, modified, or amended order shall take the place of the original 
order complained of, and judgment shall be rendered thereon as though 
made by the Commission in the first instance. If the ·original order 
shall not be rescinded or changed by the Commission, judgment shall 
be rendered upon such original orter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wis
consin [Mr. LA F'OLLETTE]. 

The question having been taken by yeas and nays, the result 
was announced-yeas 26, nays 49, as follows : 

Bacon 
Bailey 
Berry 
Blackburn 
Clark, Mont. 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 

Culberson 
Daniel 
Dubois 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gearin 
La Follette 

YEAS-26. 
Latimer 
McCreary 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
New landS' 
Overman 

Rayner 
Simmons 
Taliaferro 
Teller 
Tillman 

Aldrich 
!free~· 
Ankeny 
Brandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Cullom 

NAYS-49. 
Dick \Kean 
Dillingham Kittredge 
Dolliver Knox 
Dryden Lodge 
Flint .Long 
Foraker McCumber 
Fulton McEnery 
G_allinger Millard 
Gamble Morgan 
Hale Nelson 
Hansbrough Nixon 
Hemenway Penrose 
Hopkins Perkins 

NOT YOTING-14. 

Pettus 
Piles 
Platt 
Scott 
Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Allison Clapp Gorman Proctor 
Beveridge Depew - Heyburn Spooner 
Burton Elkins Mallory 
Carmack Frye Patterson 

So Mr. LA FoLLETTE'S amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the fifth section be now read. 
1\fr. TILLMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-

day it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the next 

section. 
1\fr. LA FOLLETTE. I desire to offer, before we pass to the 

other section, the following, which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin pro

poses an amendment, which will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add, at the end of _sec

tion 4--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Not at the end of section 4, but as a 

substitute for section 4, or section 15 of the act of 1889. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin pro

poses a substitute for section 4, which will. be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 10 of the bill, after line 6, strike out 

the remainder of the section and insert: 
SEC. 15. That the Commission is authorized and empowered, and it 

shall be its duty, whenever, after full bearing upon any inquiry insti
tuted by the Commission upon its own motion or upon a complaint 
made, as provided in section 13 of this act, or upon complaint of any 
common carrier, it shall be of the opinion that any of the r ates or 
charges whatsoever demanded, charged, or collected by any common 
carrier or carriers subject to the provisions of this act, for the trans
portation of persons or property as defined in the first section of this 
act, or that any regulations or practices whatsoever of such carrier or 
carders afl'ec tin~ such transportation are unjust or unreasonable, or 
unjustly discrimmatory or unduly preferential or prejudicial, or other
wise in violation of any of the provisions of this act, to determine and 
prescribe what will, in its judgment, be the just and reasonable rate or 
rates, charge or charges, to be thereafter observed ; and in so doing the 
Commission shall have power (a) to fix a maximum rate; (b) to fix a 
differential and to prescribe both a maximum and a minimum rate, to 
enforce the same when that may be necessary to prevent discrimina
tions forbidden by the third section, but not otherwise; (c) to change 
the classification of any article; (d) to determine what regulation or 
practice in respect to such transportation is just and reasonable to be 
thereafter followed and to make an order that the carrier shall cease 
and desist from such violation to the extent t o which the Commission 
find the same to exist and shall not thereafter publish, demand, or col
lect any rate or charge for such transportation in violation of the rate 
or charge so prescribed and shall conform to tbe regulation or practice 
so prescribed. Such order shall go into effect thirty days after notice 
to the carrier and shall remain in force and be observed by the car
rier, unless the same shall be suspended or modified or set aside by the 
Commission or be suspended or set aside by a court of competent juris
diction. Whenever the carriers shall fail to agree among themselves 
upon the apportionment or division of such joint rates, fares, or charges 
the Commission may, after hearing, make a supplemental order pre
scribing the portion of such joint rate to be received by each carrier 
party thereto, which order shall take effect as a part of the original 
order. 

The Commission is also authorized and empowerea, and it shall be 
its duty, whenever, after full hearing upon any inquiry instituted by 
the Commission upon its own motion or upon a complaint made, as pro
vided in section 13 of this act, or upon complaint of any common car
rier, to establish through routes and joint rates to be charged and to 
prescribe the division of such rates as hereinbefore provided and the 
terms and conditions under which such through routes shall be oper
ated, when that may be necessary to give effect to any provisions of 
this act and the carriers complained of have refused or neglected to 
voluntarily establish such through routes and joint rates. Such au
thority shall extend to the establishment of through routes and through 
rates wholly by railroad and partly by railroad and partly by water. 

If the owner of property transported under this act directly or indi
rectly renders any service connected with such transportation, or fur
nishes any instrumentality used therein, the charge and allowance 
therefor shall be no more than is just and reasonable, and the Com
mission may, after hearing on a complaint, determine what is a reason
able charge as the maximum to be paid by the carrier or carriers for 
the service so rendered or for the use of the instrumentality so fur
nished, and fix the same by appropriate order, which order shall have 
the same force and effect and be enforced in like manner as the orders 
above provided !or in this section. 

The foregoing enumeration of powers shall not exclude any power 
which the Commission would otherwise have in the making of an order 
under the provisions of this act. 

1\fr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I will take the time of 
the Senate at this late hour to state very briefly the difference 
between the substitute which I propose and section 15 of the 
pending bill. 

Section 15 provides that the Commission shall have author· 
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tty to fix a maximum rate. The proposed amendment gives the 
Commission authority to fix a maximum rate and, under cer
tain circumstances, a minimum rate, and also gives them control 
of classification. 

That states in a few words substantially the difference be
tween section 15 of the pending bill and the amendment which 
I have proposed. The bill. prepared by the Commission and sub
mitted to the committees of Congress having charge of this 
legislation contains the essential provisions of the substitute , 
which I propose for section 15. In the general debate I set 
forth at some length the reasons why section 15 should be 
amended and the changes which I believed should be made in 
it. I will not t ake the time to go into it more fully at present. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I think it is due to the com
mittee to say a word about these provisions. The substitute 
which my hon<>rable friend from Wisconsin bas offered pre
sents two or three matters of importance. The first one is that 
his substitute clothes the Interstate Commerce Commission with 
power to originate complaints. That is one <>f the things which 
they did not include in r the bill which they sent to the eom
mlttee. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 

to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
1\fr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In view of the fact that I have spoken 

and am precluded from speaking again, will the Senator from 
Iowa yield to me for a moment to make a statement that I 
omitted? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that that is 

contrary to the rule made by unanimous consent. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I will yield for a question or anything which 

does not deprive me of the meager privileges which I enjoy. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will take but a moment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 

hears none, and the junior Senator from Wisconsin will pro
ceed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I did neglect to state that this section 
clothes the Commission with power to make an order upon an 
investigation which has originated with the Commission. Sec
tion 13 of the bill as reported by the committee leaves with the 
Commission authority to make an investigation upon its own 
motion, but section 15 does not empower the Commission to 
make the order to correct · a wrong which it may discover upon 
an investigation under section 13. 

Now, section 15, which I propose as a substitute, corrects that 
obvious defect in the pending bill. That is the only ditrerence 
with reference to this particular point. It is manifestly absurd 
to allow the Commission to make an investigation on its own 
motion under section 13 and then withhold from it all authority 
to issue an order to remedy the defect or evil which the investi
gation has disclosed. 

1\fr. DOLLIVER. What the Senator says is absolutely cor
rect. I have spent a good many hours the past winter in the 
society of the Interstate Commerce Commission. I will say for 
them that they appear to be the only people in this town who 
have a definite and coherent knowledge of the practical aspects 
of the problems with which we are dealing, and I recognize that 
fact as thoroughly as my friend from Wisconsin. 

I say to the Senate, therefore, that it is not the notion of the 
Interstate C<>mmerce Commission that there is any need for 
them to be clothed with the power of originating these com
plaints. It is their opinion, and I think every practical-minded 
man will share it, that if we succeed in dealing with all the 
questions that arise on complaint we will have covered about as 
large a field as seven able-bodied men will be able to attend to. 

I will go further. If the Commission, in making the investi
gations authorized by section 13, finds itself face to face with a 
situation that needs correction, there is no difficulty in securing 
a complaiqt to correspond with the trouble which they have dis
covered. That is the view of the subject which they take. So 
much for that. · 

Now, the second departure of this substitute from the pend
ing bill is in respect to the maximum rates and minimum rates, 
and the relation of rates. I have had the opinion that it would 
be a good thing to put in a section giving the Commission control 
over the relation of rates, but the more I meditate upon the prac
tical features of the problem the less importance I attach to it. 
I hold that the command of the high rate, given in sect.ion 4 of 
the pending bill. accomplishes every substantial result that could 
be obtained by all the other provisions which are COjltained in 
the substitute. 

I know of no discrimination which is unjust and unlawful, 
either in rates or classification, that can not be COlTected by re-· 

duclng tbe rate at .its high point, or attaching to the article the 
rate of the Nass to which it belongs. If there is a Senator in 
this Chamber who can give an illustration of a discrimination 
forbidden by law which can not 'be corrected by the intelligent 
exercise of the power over the high rate, I would be glad to 
suspend a minute to have the illustration given. 

.Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to furnish that case, if 
I may. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Exactly such cases are cited by the 

Interstate Commerce Commission, not alone in one, but in sev
eral of their reports. I call your attention to one instance. 
An attempt was made to regulate the rates between Winona, 
La Crosse, and Eau Claire and Iowa markets for lumber by 
fixing a maximum tate. This case occurred under the law 
of 1887, before the Supreme Court deprived them of power to 
fix rates. The lumber merchants of Eau Claire were unable to 
get into the Iowa market as against the lumber merchants of 
La Crosse and Winona without having the rate changed. They 
applied to the Interstate Commerce Commission to change the 
rate. They lowered the rate and fixed a maximum rate, where
upon: the railroad companies at once dropped the rate for 
Winona and La Crosse below the rate fixed for Eau Claire, and 
continued to exclude the Eau Claire lumber merchants from the 
Iowa market. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say to my honorable friend I am 
familiar with that case, and I will ask him not to dispose of 
my time any longer. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just a moment. The Commission cite 
that very case as· illustrating the necessity of clothing them witl1 
power to fix a ·minimum rate. 

'l'he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa declines to 
yield. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And let me say to my honorable friend, in 
such case under this bill all in the world that would be neces
sary is for the Interstate Commerce Commission to make an
other order, and if the railroads continued the discrimination 
there certainly would be nothing to prevent the Commission 
from accepting the challenge. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena

tor from Wisconsin that the Senator from Iowa declines to yield 
further. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will ask the Senator to yield for just 
another question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Wisconsin 
suspend? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is contrary to the spirit of the 

rule for one Senator to yield his time for debate by another who 
bas occupied the floor in his own right. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Very well. . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can only be done by unanimous 

consent. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent to ask the 

Senator from Iowa a question. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 

for a question? · 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa yields. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I wish to ask the Senator this questio · 

As I understand him, he says the difficulty could be met by 
simply lowering the maximum rate. Now, is it not true that no 
matter what maximum rate is fixed, the railroad may still dis
criminate by lowering the competing rate? If there were 
authority to fix a minimum rate the railroad could not continue 
the discrimination. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is also subject to the order of the 
Commission, upon complaint, to cease and desist from an un
lawful discrimination. I have often heard it said that tl.J.ere 
are rates at terminal points, like the Missouri River, unrea
sonably low, and a year ago I shared with my honorable friend 
the notion that it would be a good thing to gi..e the Commission 
power to raise the rates, for example, at Omaha. I found cer
tain interior towns that had a disproportionate rate, a rate that 
was a discrimination as compared with the rate at Omaha, and 
I yielded a rather enthusiastic assent to the proposition that 
the true remedy for that wa to give the Oom.mis ion power over 
the Omaha rate to put it at a minimum or to raise it, finding it 
too low. But I confess that a year's rather monotonous con
tact with this .question has .somewhat altered my views on that. 
I find that there are six railroads running from · Chicago to 
Omaha, and the first thing I struck was that you can not raise 

• 

I 
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the rate at Omaha for the Illinois Central without raising it 
for all the other trunk lines unless you exclude the Illinois Cen
tral from participation in the Omaha business. Then I said 
we will raise them all from Chicago to Omaha, and thereupon 
some pr&cti~ minded man said to me that there are several 
railroads running to Omaha from St. Louis and if you raise all 
the Chicago rates you turn Chicago's Omaha business over to 
St. Louis. Then I said we will raise the St. Louis rates also, 
and along came a man who bad some practical knowledge of 
this world, and he said that would result in the turning of the 
business of Omaha over to Kansas City and St. Joseph. When I 
got through my researches on the question, I made up my 
mind that the remedy was rather elaborate to raise the rates 
upon the consumers of merchandise-some 10,000,000 or 
15,000,000 people-who are tributary to these great distribut
ing points for the purpose of correcting a rate in Iowa or Mis
souri or Wisconsin that was too high. 

I say again, there is no discrimination .of that kind that can 
not be corrected by reducing that high rate; and neither the 
railroad nor the Government could raise these rates at the 

. Missouri terminals . without fastening upon the entire com
munity a hardship altogether worse than the thing we set out 
to remedy. Therefore I say that every discrimination which is 
unjust and unreasonable in the ordinary sense of those words 
can be corrected by reducing the rate at the high point. 

Early in this session a very interesting group of people came 
to see me from Oklahoma City. They stated that it cost them 
43 cents to get lumber from the Port Arthur region in Texas 
to Oklahoma City. while the same railroad carried it right 
through Oklahoma City to Kansas City for 27 cents. That 
struck me as an intolerable outrage. I discovered that there 
were lines at Port Arthur carrying the same lumber directly 
to Kansas City for 27 cents; and this railroad so complained 
against could not increase that rate at Kansas City without 
taking itself altogether out of the lumber business there. 
When I thought upon the propriety of l~ising the rates from 
Port Arthur to Kansas City on all the roads, I found that those 
rates were old and that they had been beaten down to that low 
point, not by the railroads, but by the competitive forces of 
the whole market place of the United States, over which the 
railroads have bad little real controL We represented the fight 
between Wisconsin and Minnesota and Michigan against south
ern pine for the Kansas City market. 

That low rate at Kansas City could not be disturbed either 
by the railroads or by the Government without infiicting a bur
den upon millions of people. I therefore made up my mind that 
the only practicable remedy for the situation of our triends in 
Oklahoma City was to take up that 43-cent rate and reduce it, 
if it can be shown that it is unjust and unreasonable. So the 
suggestion that we ought to . control the right of a railroad to 
reduce rates.- simply introduces a persuasive phraseology into 
this bill without adding anything to its efficiency in correcting 
the abuses which ought to be corrected. 

I will say to my honorable friend that that is the view which 
is shared to-day by the members of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I otier an amendment to the amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi pro
poses an amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2 of the amendment or Mr. LA 
FoLLETTE, line 8, it is proposed to strike out the word " both," 
where it appears after the word " prescribe; " and in the same 
line to iltrik:e out the worda " and a minimum ; " so as to read : 

To fix a differential and to prescribe a maximum rate. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the trouble with the answer 

which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] bas made to the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLEI'TE] is that it will not 
work. He says that the Commission can easily remedy a 
trouble such as that instanced by the Senator from Wisconsin 
by still further reducing the rate; but the Senator from Iowa 
forgets that his own bill commands the Commission to fix a rate 
that is reasonable and just as a maximum, and when that is 
done the Commission can not put it wy lower. If it does, the 
railroad goes into court and restrains it as unjust and unrea
sonable. Therefore the evil can not be corrected in that way. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. BAILEY. I do. 
Mr .. DOLLIVER. There is certainly nothing in this bill to 

prevent the Commission from taking the testimony of the rail
road itself with reference to what the proper rate ought to 
be. If the Commission finds that the railroad ·is fixing a lower 

rate, there is room at least to indulge the presumption that the 
Commission would not be very seriously disturbed by a court of 
justice if they did such an act as that. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the railroad can put its rate as low as it 
chooses. It can not put it above a fair and just compensation 
under the common law, but it can put it as low as it chooses; 
and the Senator from Iowa will not contend that because 
the railroad chooses to put its rate below a just compensation 
the Commission can do the same. 

Does the Senator from Iowa suppose that under this bill any 
carrier would be compelled in a court, because it had seen 
fit to put ~ts rate too low, to dismiss its complaint against the 
Commission when it could prove that the commission rate was 
not a just and reasonable one? 

Now, Mr. President--
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. DANIEL. Merely for a question. 
Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 
Mr. n ·ANIEL. Is it not true that a railroad company has 

no right in making a low rate at any time to fix it below cost? 
Mr. BAILEY. A railroad, unless restrained by a statute, 

can, and does, transport persons and property for nothing. Its 
stockholders might go into court and restrain that mismanage
ment, but the Government would have no power to object 

Mr. DANIEL. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from Texas to the fact that the Supreme Court has held that, 
with reference to a low rate, the company has no right to put 
the rate below cost, for the reason that it is acting as a trustee. 

.Mr. BAILEY. That is as to the owners of the stocks and 
bonds. 

.Mr. DANIEL. That is true. 
Mr. BAILEY. I am not raising that question. I freely concede 

that what tile Senator says is true so far as that is concerned. 
Mr. DANIEL. That shows that it is within the power of 

the Commission to put a limit on the lowness of the rate, be
cause it might be a violation of a pnblic trust. 

Mr. BATLEY. !.Ir. President, the philosophy of this whole 
question is the absolute rate, and this bill proceeds upon that 
philosophy. In this very bill it is provided that when the car
rier publishes its rate it does not publish a maximum rate, but 
it publishes an absolute rate, and it is not permitted to charge 
less, even though it charges everybody less. To say that a 
carrier is compelled to fix an absolute rate, but that the Com
mission whose duty it is to fix a just and reasonable rate shall 
only fix a maximum one is a palpable absurdity. The truth is 
that the President bas compromised on this question, as did 
the Senator from Iowa. I do not say that the present opinion 
of the Senator from Iowa do~s not represent his judgment 
to-day, but it does not represent the judgment of the Senator 
or of the President or of the Republican party on it when the 
Esch-Townsend bill was introduced and passed by the House 
of Representatives a little over two years ago. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr . . President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tex.as yield 

to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President,. the point has been made 

all through this debate that the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion under this law is not to be given any control over the rela-

. tion of rates. Now, I wish to ask the Senator how it would 
be possible to meet just such a case as is suggested by the con
ditions at Eau Claire, in competition with La Crosse and Wi
nona, and the cases which arise out of the conditions at Kansas 
City and St Louis, unless you trench upon the relation of rates? 
I think that is the hole in this bill, at least it is one of them. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is absolutely impossible to correct such an 
abuse, because if the Commission has already fixed the rates 
between two points and fixed them at what is just and reason
able, then if it attempted to lower them the Commission would 
be restrained by the courts. 

Mr. President, suppose a railroad has two classes of cu-s
tomers-<me producing wheat and the other producing coal. 
Suppose the Commission fixes a maximum rate on both, and the 
railroad says to the people who produce coal that it will carry 
their goods for 80 per cent of the maximum rate, but charges 
the people who produce wheat the full maximum rate. That 
is not a discrimination condemned by this bill, and yet no 
Senator will defend it, because a railroad has no fair right to 
charge one man a full rate while serving another man tor less 
than full rate. No Senator will defend such a practice in 
shipping the same commodities from the same point, but this 
bill permits and encourages it when different commodities ~re 
shipped from di.f!erent points. · 
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I bold that every man in this country is entitled to use the 
railroads by paying a just compensation for the service which 
be employs, and the railroads are entitled to receive from every 
man who uses them a just compensation for the service which 
they render ; but whenever the railroad serves one man for less, 
in the nature of things it must charge the other man more, be
cause if under the lower charge against some traffic it is earn
ing a return upon the value of its property, a readjustment 
would permit at least a slight reduction in all charges. 

In the case I have instanced, where the produce hauled was 
coal on one side and wheat on the other, instead of permitting 
them to charge for carrying wheat 100 per cent of the maxi
mum rate and only 80 per cent of the maximum on coal, we 
could fix the charge at 90 on both. The amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin does not go as far as I want to go. 
Instead of adopting the maximum and minimum, I prefer the 
absolute rate. We have bad that in Texas for sixteen years 
and nobody bas ever found any fault with its operation there. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
Tile VICE-PRE~IDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. DAILEY. I do. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just to say, in order that my position 

may not be misunderstood, that I have tried in the amendments 
which I have suggested to this bill to keep within the recom
mendations of the Interstate Commerce Commil!lsion. I am in 
favor, as is the Senator from Texas, of clothing the Commis
sion with power to fix an absolute rate, which I think is the 
only logical basis upon which rates can be regulated. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I am glad to know that the 
Senator concurs in my view. It is the view adopted by nearly 
every earnest f_riend of this legislation. It was· the view of the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] until within these last 
twelve months he bas become a little confused with the abun
dance of his learning; but in another twelve montbs--

1\Ir. DOLLIVER. '.rbat is a trouble from which my friend 
from Texas is not likely to suffer. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would be willing to submit that to every
body who knows the Senator from Iowa and myself. I always 
know the provisions of any bill wllich I help to report to this 
Senate, and the Senator from Iowa-- · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I know of nothing my honorable friend 
bas not appeared to know during these discussions. 

Mr. BAILEY. Your "honorable friend" has pretended to 
know nothing that he did not know, as the RECORD here will 
show. · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There has been a difference of opinion 
over there on that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; there are differences of opinion over here. 
It is h-ue that any proposition I might make would be dis
sented from by some on this side. That is true ; but that does 
not convict me of any error. That is one of the infirmities of 
mankind; but it is not good taste for the Senator from Iowa, 
who is not concerned with differences over here, to be talking 
about them across the aisle. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not know--· 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. BAILEY. I do. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I certainly did not introduce this note of 

disparagement of my colleagues here. I make no pretensions 
to any particular knowleqge of these things, except what I 
have been able to pick up by sitting up nights during the 
winter. If I had got hold of as small a point as that which 
my honorable friend discoursed upon here in the Senate for 
four hours, I believe I would have had discretion enough to 
have got rid of it--in less than that time. 

Mr. :BAILEY. Mr. President, when the Senator from Iowa 
and I first discoursed about that subject, he said he disagreed 
with me, and after I finished that speech he said he agreed 
with me. So I did not sveak altogether in vain. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If I undertook to agree with everything 
that my friend said in that four hours, I would have been in a 
bewildered condition. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is the Senator's usual condition. 
[Laughter.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN] 
to the amendment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE]. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I have been asked by a Sen
ator sitting near me to state what is the effect of that amend
ment. The purpose I had in offering it was to strike out the 
power of the Commissjon to fix a minimum ra!e. I do not want 
to discuss it I am opposed to the fixing of a minimum rate, 

and I have offered an amendment to the amendment which I 
think, if adopted, will strike out the powe:r of the Commission 
to fix a minimum rate. That is the purpose of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN] 
to the amendment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE]. [Putting the ques
tion.] By the sound the" noes" have it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Several SENATORS. No, no. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Then, I ask for a division, Mr. President. 
The question being put, there were on a division-ayes 18, 

noes 46. 
So Mr. McLAURIN's amendment ·to the amendment of Mr. LA 

FoLLETTE was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend

ment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the next 

section. 
The Secretary proceeded to read section 5. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask it it is in order to 

offer an amendment at this time? 
Mr. CULLOM. Has the reading of the section been com

pleted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been. An amendment is 

not in o'rder until the reading of the section is completed. 
Mr. CULLOM. So I supposed. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the ·reading of section 

5, as follows : 
SEc. 5. That section 16 of said act, as amended March 2, 1889, be 

amended so as to read as follows : 
"SEc. 16. That if, after hearing on a complaint made as provided 

in section 13 of this act, the Commission shall determine that nny 
party complainant is entitled to an award of damages under the pro
visions of this act for a violation thereof, the Commission shall make 
an order directing the carrier to pay to the complainant the sum to 
which he is entitled on or before a day named. 

" If a carrier does not comply with an order for the payment of 
money within the time limit in such order, the complainant, or any 
person for whose b'enefit such order was made, may file in the circuit 
court of the United States for the district in which he resides or in 
which is located the principal operating office of the carrier, ot· through 
which the road of the carrier runs, a petition setting forth briefly 
the causes for which he claims damages, and the order of the Com
mission In the premises. Such suit shall proceed In all respects like 
other civil suits for damages, except that on the trial o! such suit 
the findings and order of the Commission shall be prima facie evi
dence of the facts therein stated, and except that the petitioner shall 
not be liable for costs in the circuit court nor for costs at any sub
sequent stal?e of the proceedings unless they accrue upon his appeal. 
If the petitioner shall finally prevail he shall be allowed a reasonable 
attorney's fee, to be taxed and collected as a part of the costs of the 
suit. All complaints for the recovery of damages shall be filed with 
the Commission within two years !rom the time the cause of action 
accrues, and not after, and a petition for the enforcement of an order 
for the payment of money sh::lll be filed in the circuit court within one 
year from the date of the order, and not after. 

" In such suits all parties in whose favor the Commission may have 
made an award for damages by a single order may be joined as plain
tiffs, and all of the carriers parties to such order awarding such dam
ages may be joined as defendants, and such suit may be maintained 
by such joint plaintiffs and against such joint defendants in any dis
trict where any one of such joint plaintiffs could maintain such suit 
against any one of such joint defendants; and service of process 
against any one of such defendants as may not be found in the district 
where the suit is ·brought may be made in any district where such 
defendant carrier has its principal operating office. In case of such 
joint suit the recovery, if any, may be by judgment in favor of any 
one of such plaintiffs, against the defendant found to be liable to 
such plaintiff. 

" Ev~ry order of the Commission shall be forthwith served by mailing 
to any one ot the principal officers or agents of the carrier at his usual 
place of business a copy thereof; and the registry mail receipt shall 
be prima facie evidence of the receipt of such order by the carrier in 
due ... -::ourse of mail. 

· "The Commission shall be authorized to suspend or modify its orders 
upon such notice and in such manner as it shall deem proper, and the 
orders of the Commission shall take effect at the end of thirty days 
after notice thereof to the carriers directed to obey the same, unless 
such orders shall have been suspended or modified by the Commission 
or suspended or set aside by the order or decree of a court of com
petent jurisdiction : Providear however, That the Commission, fot· good 
cause shown, may extend tne time m which such order shall take 
effect. 

"It shall be the duty of every common carrier, its agents and em
ployees, to observe and comply with such orders so long as the same 
shall remain in effect. 

"Any carrier, any officer, representative, or agent of a carrier, or 
any receiver, trustee, lessee, or agent of either of them, who know
Ingly fails or neglects to obey any order made under the provisions 
of section 15 of this act, shall forfeit to the United States the sum 
of $5,000 for each otrense- Every distinct violation shall be a separate 
offense, and in case of a continuing vioTation each day shall be deemed 
a separate offense. · 

"The forfeiture provided for in this act shall be payable into the 
Treasury of the United States, and shall be recoverable in a civil suit 
in the name of the United States, brought in the district where the 
carrier has its principal operating office, or in any district through 
which the road of the carrier runs. 

" It shall be the duty of the various district attorneys, under the di
rection of the Attorney-General of the United States, to prosecute tor 
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the recovery of forfeitures. The costs and expenses of such prosecu
tion shall be paid out of the appropriation for the expenses of the 
courts of the United States. The Commission may, with the consent 
of the Attorney-General, employ special counsel in any proceeding under 
this act, paying the expenses of such employment out of its own appro
priation. 

"It any carrier fails or neglects to obey any order of the Commission, 
other than for the payment of money, while the same is in effect, any 
party injured thereby, or the Commission in its own name, may apply 
to the circuit court in the district where such carrier has its principal 
ooemting office, or in which the violation or disobedience of such order 
shall happen, for an enforcement of such order. Such application shall 
be by petition, which shall state the substance of the order and the re
spect in which the carrier has failed of obedience, and shall be served 
upon the carrier in such manner as the court may direct, and the court 
shall prosecute such inquiries and make such investigations, through 
such means as it shall deem needful in the ascertainment of the facts 
at issue or , which may arise upon the hearing of such petition. I!, 
upon such bearing as the court may determine to be necessary, it ap
pears that the order was regularly made and duly served, and that the 
catTier is in disobedience of the same, the court shall enforce obedience 
to such order by a writ of injunction, or other proper process, manda
tory or otherwise, to restrain such carrier, its officers, agents, or rep
resentatives, from further disobedience of such order, or to enjoin upon 
it, or them, obedience to the same; and in the enforcement of such 
process the court shall have those powers ordinarily exercised by it in 
compelling obedience to its writs of injunction and mandamus. 

" From any action upon such petition an appeal shall lie by either 
party to the Supreme Court of the United States, and in such court the 
case shall have priority in hearing and determination over all other 
causes except criminal causes, but such appeal shall not vacate or sus
pend the order appealed ft·om. 

"The venue of suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the United 
States to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order or requirement 
of the Commission shall be in the district where the carrier against 
whom such order or requirement may have been made has its principal 
operating office. '.rhe provisions of 'An act to expedite the hearing and 
determination of suits in equity, and so forth,' approved February 11, 
1903, shall be, and are hereby, made applicable to all such suits, and 
are also made applicable to any proceeding in equity to enforce any 
order or requirement of the Commission, or any of the provisions of 
the act to rel?ulate commerce approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
amendatory tnereof or supplemental thereto. It shall be the duty of 
the Attorney-General in every such case to file the certificate provided 
for in said expediting act of Februarl 11, 1903, as necessary to the 
application o! the provisions thereo , and upon appeal as therein 
authorized to the Supreme Court of the United States, the case shall 
have in such court priority in hearing and determination over all other 
causes except criminal causes. 

" The copies of schedules and tariffs ot rates, fares, and charges, and 
_ ot all contracts, agreements, or arrangements between common carriers 

filed with the Commission as herein provided, and the statistics, tables, 
and figures contained in the annual reports of carriers made to the 
Commission, as reqaired by the provisions of this act, shall be pre
served as public records in the custody of the secretary of the Com
mission, and shall be received as prima facie evidence of what they 
purport to be for the purpose of investigations by the Commission and 

. in all judicial proceedings; and copies of or extracts from any of said 
schedules, tariffs, contracts. agreements, arrangements, or reports made 
public records as aforesaid, certified by the secretary under its seal, 
shall be received in evidence with like effect as the originals." 

Mr. CULLOM. I offer an amendment on behalf of the Sena
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISoN], who was compelled to retum to 
his llome. 

'l'he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

Tbe SECRETARY. On page 14, line 20, after the word 
. "proper," it is .proposed to insert -a period and to strike out the 
remainder of line 20 and all down to and including the word 
"effect," in line 2, on page 15. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
Mr. TILLl\:IAN. We have been working here now nearly 

seven hours, and a good many Senators have asked me to move 
that the .,Senate adjourn. I dQ not think we will expedite 
matters b?considering these amendments to-night, and I there
fore move---

M:r. 'KEAN. Let these amendments be read. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will ask the Senator from South Caro

lina to allow me to make a request. I ask that tbe first four 
sections . of this bill may be reprinted and be here in the morn
ing, with the amendments already adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly; I will be glad to ha,ve it. 
1\.Ir. SPOONER. Indicating the amendments. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 

for reprinting made by the Senator from Rhode Island? 
1\Ir. GALLINGER. If there are amendments which have 

been offered and not acted upon, let them be printed in brackets 
and small capitals. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we may act upon the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 

the Senator from Rhode Island? ·The Chair hears none. The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 17, line 11, after the words " United 
States," it is proposed to insert" against the Commission." 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
The amendment was ngreed to. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President--
Mr. ALDRICH. Let the Senator offer hls other amendment. 
Mr. CULLOM. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 17, line 14, after the word "office," 
insert the following : 

And if the order or requirement has been made a~ainst two or more 
carriers then in the district where any one of said carriers has its 
principal operating office, and if the carrier bas its principal operating 
office in the District of Columbia then the venue shall be in the district 
where said carrier has its principal office ;- and jurisdiction to hear and 
detet·mine such suits is hereby vested in such courts. 

.Mr. TILLMAN. I want to offer a substitute for that in the 
morning, and I therefore insist either on an executive session 
or adjournment, 

Mr. RAYNER. I will offer an amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro

lina yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
.Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 
l\.Ir. RAYNER. I bave already proposed an amendment, but 

I want to change it and offer this in lieu of the amendment 
I proposed and have it printed. I just propose the amendment. , 

l\fr. TILLMAN. I want an adjournment or an executive ses-
sion; I do not care which. 

l\fr. CULLOM (to Mr. TILLMAN). Move that we adjourn. 
.Mr. RAYNER. I understand that my amendment is to be 

printed along with the rest. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed. 
.Mr. TILLl\IAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Tbe VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from South Caro

lina witb'hold the motion for a moment? 
Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

ESTATE OF ALFRED SWEARINGIN, DECEASED. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT: The Cbair lays before the Senate, 

on behalf o! the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MoNEY], a pro-
posed order, which will be read. · 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Order ed: That the Committee on Claims be discharged from the 

fur ther consideration of the bill (S. 3355) for the relief of the estate 
of Alfred Swearingin, deceased, and that the Secretary of the Senate 
be directed to transmit the papers accompanying the same to the Court 
of Claims in accordance with the reouest. 

Mr. FULTON. I object to the present consideration of the 
-order. 

The 'VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the order will lie 
over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J . 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills : 

S. 394. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
Lucas; 

S.442. An a,ct granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Colton;. 

s. 522. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Worrall; 

s. 557. An act granting an increase of pension to Mariot 
Losure; 

S. G78. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Butler; 

S. 869. An act granting an increase of pension to Baltzar 
Mowan; 

S. 993. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
J. Langdon; 

S. 1223. An act gral!ting a pensiq_nto Mary .E. Bronaugh; 
S.1508. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 

Murch; 
S. 1513. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriett 

A. Rawles; 
S. 1705. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis S. 

George; 
S. 2043. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew H. 

·wolf; 
S. 219-1.. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 

Sweeney, jr.; 
S. 2467. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 

Clark; 
S. 2851. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

Chambers; 
S. 2978. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli W. 

Knowles; 
S. 3033. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron F. 

Patten; 
S. 3040. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Wilsey; 
S. 3219. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph l\I. 

Allison; 
S. 3271. An act granting an increase of pension to l\fargarctte 

E. Brown; 
S. 3299. An act granting an increase of pension to Spencer C. 

Stilwill; 
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S. 3483. An act granting an increase of peru~ion to_ William L. 
Sbeaff; 

S. 3485. An act granting_ an increase of pension to Mathias 
H ammes; 

S. 373S. An act granting an increase of pension to Lisania 
Judd; 

S. 3797. An act granting an increase of pension to Abimaaz E. 
;wood; 

S. 3798. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Farrel; 

S. 4005. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Quill; 

s. 4.-048. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry- S. 
Knecht; 

S. 4175. An act granting an increase of pension to J obn 
Caverly; 

s. 4177. An act granting an increase of pension to Harlan P. 
Cobb; 

s. 4.:239. An act granting an increase of pension to Job Rice; 
S . .{358. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

McCormick; 
S. 4361. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

D~ey; . 
S. «01. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Tomlinson; 
S. 4457 . .An act granting an in~rease of pension to Lo~s A. 

Tyson ; 
S. 4460. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann J. 

Thompson; 
S. 4488. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 

Amis · 
s. -4:525. An act granting an increase of pension to David 

Oglevie: 
S . .{569. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 

'A. Nevins; 
S. 4665. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis Du 

Bois; 
S. 4692. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline M. 

Thornton; 
S. 4718. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Gilson; 
S. 4752. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 

Tidswell; 
S. 4796. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorinda J. 

1White; 
S. 4983. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 

Farquhar; 
S. 5054. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 

,woodard; 
S. 5082. An act granting an increase of pension to David N. 

1Winsell; 
S. 5163. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Marab; 
S. 524:7. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

iWigal; 
S. 5343. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernest H. 

tWardwell; 
S. 5349. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

'H. H. Robinson ; 
S. 5359. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 

:Ward; 
s. 5379. An act granting an increase of pension to Otto A. 

Risum; 
S. 5492. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 

~ebbetts ; 
s. 5504. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Dickson; 
s. 5516. An act granting an increase of pension to .4-lfred 

M. Hamlen; 
s. 5522. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 

Sischo ; 
S. 5523. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 

Pickett ; 
s. 5532. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon A. 

Snyder ; 
s. 5539. An act granting an increase of pension to Hermann 

.Muelllberg; 
S. 5562. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hull; 
S. 5571. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 

iWhitmore ; 
S . 5Gi 9. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 

Si son ; 
S. 5603. An act granting a pension to Kate S. Hutchlhgs; 
S. 5631. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 

Howard; 

S. 5640. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton B~ 
Wintersteen; · · 

S. 5641. An act granting an increase of pension to J obn W. 
Fletcher; 

S. 5658. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Pruit; 

S. 5659. An act granting an increase of pension to William I. 
Brewer; 

S. 5668. An act granting an increase of pension to George P. 
Sealey; 

S. 5671. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard L. · 
Delong; · 

S. 5673. An act granting an increase of pension to Hilton 
Springsteed ; 

S. 5680. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Bowser; 

S. 5702. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna. C. 
Bingham; 

S. 5704. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruth P. 
Pierce; 

S. 5735. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew D. 
Danley; 

S. 5736. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Clark ; 
S. 5754. An act granting a pension to Hannah :McCar:ty ; and 
S. 5780. An act granting a pension to Lorenzo E. Johnson. 
.Mr. TILLMAN. I renew the motion that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 51 minutes 

p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, May 12, 
1906, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 11, 1906. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CoUDEN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 

approved. 
. ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad
journ to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle
man from New York that when the House adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The question was taken ; and the motion was agreed to. 
SEIZURE OF SCHOONER LIZZIE B. ADAMS. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed 
by the Committee on Foreign Mairs to report the House reso
lution 420, with certain amendments, with the recommenda
tion that the amendments be agreed to, and that the resolution 
as agreed to be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, witl1 
the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House resolution No. 420. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and hereby Is, requested 
to inform the House -of Representatives, if not incompatible with the 
public interest, what information, if any, is in possession of the De
partment of State in regard to the reported arrest of the crew of the 
~-rit.~ifc~. lilchooner Lizzie B. Adams by the authorities o:r.,the Republic 

Mr. ADilfS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
resolution as amended be adopted. Before that question is 
put, I would like to state, for the information of those who are 
interested in the matter of the seizure of these vessels in Mexi
can waters, that the committee has been informed that the 
State Department bas taken the matter up, and our ambassador 
a t Mexico has been instructed to look into the matter; tllat 
under the date of the 22d of April a letter has been received 
from our consul at Progreso, in which be states that be bas 
tile matter in charge, and that American interests are being 
safeguarded. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment in the nature of a substitute. 

The que tion was taken ; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu

tion. 
The question was taken ; and the resolution as amended was 

agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on striking out the 

preamble. 
, The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to .move to correct the 

Journal of Wednesday, May 9. I am :recorde(l among those not 
voti.ng. The fact . is I _· was _present _and ~istinctly answered 
" present " on the first call of the roll. 
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The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to correct the 

.Journal of Wednesday, the Chair will state that it would re
quire a motion to reconsider the vote by which the Journal of 
that day was appr<>ved. 

Mr. WANGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider 
that vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle
man from Pennsylvania to reconsider the vote by which the 
Journal of Wednesday, May 9, 1906, was approved. 

The question was taken ; and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WANGER. l\Ir. Speaker, I now move to correct .the 

Journal as indicated. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle

man from Pennsylvania to correct the Journal of Wednesday, 
May 9, 1906, as indicated. 

Tlle question was taken ; and the motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the approval of the 

Journal as .amended. 
The question was taken; and the Journal as amended was 

approved. 
PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. SULLOW AY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that bills on the Private Calendar in order for to-day may be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I shall be compelled to ob

ject. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House t•e

solve • itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar in ordei· for to-day. 

The motion was agreed to; and aceordingly the House re
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar, Air. CAPRON in the chair. 

JAMES H. VAN ,CAMP. 

The first pension business was the bill (H. R. 11'260) granting 
an increase of pension to . .James H. Van Camp. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it tmacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, tbe name of James 
H. Van Camp, late of Company I, Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the woJ:d " fifty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be considered as 
agreed to and--

1\!r. WILLIAl\IS. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. Is there 
any motion pending be!ore the Chair? It there is, by whom is 
it made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Has any motion been made ; and i! so, by 

whom? 
The. CHAIRMAN. The Chair considers the motion is made 

by the gentleman from New Hampshire. 
Mr. WILLIA.MS. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 

that the rules provide for a methQd of making a motion to the 
Gbair. Some gentleman must rise in his place and make the 
motion. It is not sufficient merely to send anything to the 
Clerk's desk. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair considers tbaf the gentleman 
from Mississippi is technically correct Therefore the gentle
man from New Hampshire-

Mr. SULLOW AY. I was unable to hear what the gentleman 
from Mississippi stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made by the gentle
man from Mississippi that there has been no motion for the 
adoption of the amendment. The bill before the committee has 
an amendment 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Well, I move the adoption of the amend
ment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
moves that the committee amendment be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JOHN M. LOGAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R . 16492) granting 
an increase of pension to John l\I. Logan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Thnt the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

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

the provisions and limitations of the pens'ion laws, the name of John 
M. Logan, late o! Company A, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, -as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the worn " seventy-two" .and insert in lieu 
thereof the word "thirty-six." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
J A?.IES A. BOGGS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14.678) granting 
a pension to James A. Boggs. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

h~reby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and lfmitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
A. Boggs, late of United States gunboat Louisville, and pay him a 
pens ion at the rate of $35 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word.s "United States gunboat" and insert 
in lieu thereof the words " U. S. S. Nebraska, Essex, and.'' 

In line 7, before the word "and," insert the words "United States 
Navy.'' 

In same line strike out the word " thirty-five" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word " twelve." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
ELIJAH CURTIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 169D8) granting 
an increase of pension to Elijah Curtis. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions an{} limitations <Of tlle pension laws, the name of li:lijah 
Curtis, late ·of Company C, Fifty-eighth Re~lment Illlnois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pens.ion at the rate of $4-0 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 1 

follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word " forty " and insert in lieu thereof tlle 

word " twenty-four.'' . 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside witlt a fa

vorable recommendation. 
VAN BUREN BEA.M. 

The ne:rt pension business was the bill (H. R. 16662) granting 
an inerease o! pension to Van Buren Beam. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary o1 the interior be, and be is 

h ereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and llmltations ot i:be pension laws, the name of Van 
Buren Beam, la~ of Company I, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
In!antry, and pay him a pension at the rate ot $40 per mouth in lieu 
of t hat he is now recelvi:n.g. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. l\Ir. Chairman, I renew the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAl"'i. The gentleman from Mississippi moves-
Mr. WILLIAMS. No; the gentleman from Uississipp i did 

not The gentleman from Mississippi renewed the point of 
order that nobody had arisen in hi~ place to address the Chair 
and no motion was pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. The gen
tleman !rom New Hampshire moves that the bill be la:id aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to ; and accordingly the bill was laid 
aside with a favorable recommenda tion. 

JACKSON D. TURI.E Y. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17170) granting 
an increase of pension to Jackson D. Turley. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary -of the Interior be, ana be is 

hereby, authorized a.nd directed to place on the pension roll, liubject to 
t he provisions and limitat ions of the pension laws, the name of Jackson 
D. Turley, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pen:.lon i.t t h e rate of ~30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word "Intantry H and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "Cavalry.'' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was <Ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
GEORGE W. KOHLER. 

The next pension business ·was the bill (H. R. 612) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Kohler. 

. / 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it e1tacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, autborized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George H. Kohler, late of Company I, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter "H " and insert in lien thereof the 
letter "W." 

In line 8 strike out tbe word " thirty " and insert 1n lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

Tlle amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
WILLI.A..M F. WALKER. 

The next pension bu iness was the bill (H. R. 18486) granting 
an increase of pension to William F. Walker . .. 

Tlle bi1l was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That tbe Secretary of the Interio; be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William F. Walker, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-ninth 
Hegimer:.t Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

'l'lle amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows; 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty-six" nnd insert in lieu thereof 
the word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-

able recommendation. · 
OLIVER T. SMITH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1438) granting 
an increase of pension to Oliver T. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tbe Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Oliver T. Smith, late of Company I, First Rllgiment New York Volun
teer Englneet·s, and pay him a pension at the rate of ~.30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
BRONSON ROTHROCK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7147) granting 
an increase of pension to Bronson Rothrock. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bronson 
Rothrock, late of Company A, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " twenty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
JOHN H. ANDERSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3243) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of .John H. 
Anderson, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Tlle amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word " Illinois," insert the word " Regiment." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
~'he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
FRANKLIN M. HILL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2092) granting 
an increase of pension to Franldin 1\I. Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

bereby, s.uthorlzeo and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin 
J.L Hill, Ia.te of Com_Pany B, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pens10n at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of tbat he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the w·ord "Infantry," insert the words "and ('om
pany G, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery." 

In line 8 strike out the word "fifty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " thirty-six." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
GEORGE MERRILL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3222) granting 
an increase of pension to George Merrill. 

The bill was read, as fol_lows : 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary. of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Merrill, late of Company A, Fiftieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, 
and pay him u pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that ho 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word "Volunteers" and insert in lieu thereof 
the words "Volunteer Infantry." 

In line 8 strike out the word " forty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four." 

'l'lle amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with ._ 

favorable recommendation. 
LUCY BROWN. • 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6878) granting 
a pension to Lucy Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy 
Brown, widow of George Brown, late of Company H, One hundred and 
twenty-fifth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word "twelve" and insert In lieu thereof the 
word "eight." 

'l'he amendment was agreed to. 
'.fhe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
JOHN L. MOORE. 

The next pension business was t:he bill ·(H. R. 7535) granting 
an increase of pension to John S. Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
B e it enacted, etc., '.rhat tbe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of .John S. 
Moore, late of Company K, •.rwenty-second Regiment Indiana Volun
teers, and pay him a pension of $25 per month in lien of that he is 
now receiving. 

Tlle amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter " S." and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter "L." 

In line 7 strike out the word "Volunteers" and insert in lieu tbereof 
the words "Volunteer Infantry;" in same line, after the word "pen
sion," insert the words "at the rate;" in same line strike out the word 
" twen.ty-five" and insert in lieu thereof the word "twenty-four." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to .John L. Moore." 
· '.fhe amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
JOHN PLATT. 

The next pension business was the bill {H. R. 6774) granting 
an increase of pension to John Platt. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of .John 
Platt, late of Company I;!, Twenty-third Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

Tlle amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirty" and insert in lien thereof· the 
word " twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor

able recommendation. 
LUC~ E. ENGLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6205) granting, 
an increase of pension to Lucy E. Engler. 
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The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy 
E. Engler, widow of Joel Engler, late of Company G, Forty-fourth Regi
ment Indiana Volunteet· Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, as long as the help
less son, George Engler, shall live; then, at his death, said Lucy E. 
Engler shall be placed on th~ roll, subject to the provisions and limita
tions of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month ; and if the said 
Lucy E. Engler shall die and leave survivmg her said helpless son, 
George Engler, then t_pe ::5ecretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of said George 
Engler and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

~n line 9 strike out the words "as long as the helpless son; " and all 
of lines 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15; and lines 1, 2, 3, and 4 on page 2, 
and insert in. lieu thereof the following: "Provided, That in the event of 
the death of George T. Engler, helpless and dependent child of said 
Joel Engler,. the additional pension herein granted shall cease and de
termine: A1~d provided. further, That in the event of the death of Lucy 
E. Engler the name of said George T. Engler shall be placed on the pen
sion roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
at the rate of $12 per month from and after the date of death of said 
Lucy E. Engler." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JOHN J. SCHNELLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6190) granting 
an increase of pension to John J. Schneller. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
· Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place· on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 

· J. Schneller, late of Company E, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
Ueu of that be is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " twenty-four " and insert in lieu 
thereof the word "twenty." 

The ainendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JAMES C. BRYANT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4956) granting 
an increase of pension to James C. Bryant. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., 'I'hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
C. Bt·yant, late of Company G, Twenty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volun
teer Infantry, who was honorably discharged during the month of June, 
1865, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 7, 8, and 9 strike out the words "who was honorably dis
charged during the month of June, 1865." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
WILLIAM H. RIGGIN. 

Tile next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3588)· granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Riggin. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted., etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil
liam H. Riggin, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and of Company E, First Regiment United States Veterans, 
Hancock's corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word "Company," strike out the word "of." 
In line 8 strike out the words "Veterans, Hancock's corps," and in

sert in lieu thereof the words "Veteran Volunteer Infantry." 
In line 9 strike out the word "forty " and insert in lieu thereof the 

word "thirty." 
Tile amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JESSE M. AUCHMUTY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9609) granting 
an increase of pension to Jesse M. Auchmutz.· 

The bi)l was read, as follows : 
Be it enaeted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to . place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse 
M. Auchmutz, late of Company D, Two hundred and eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: · 

In line 6 strike out the word "Auchmutz " and insert in lieu thereof · 
the word "Auchmuty." 

In same line, before the word " Company," insert the words " Com
pany C, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment, and." 

In line 8 strike out the word " twenty-five" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word "twenty-four." 

Amend the title o as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Jesse M. Auchmuty." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
LOWELL M. MAXHAM. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8736) granting 
an increase of pension to Lowell Mason Maxham. 

The bill was read, as follows : . 
Be it enacted., etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of · the pension laws, the name of Lowell 
Mason Maxham, l~te of Company F, Seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word "Mason" and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter " 1." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Lowell :M. Maxham." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
SAMUEL KELLY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13698) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Kelly. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Kelly, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word ~· forty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " thirty." . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ALEXANDER G. PATTON. -

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7836) granting 
a pension to Alexander Patton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it e-nacted., etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexan
der G. Patton, late lieutenant-colonel First Regiment New York 
Mounted Rifles, and pay him a pension at the rate of $75 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word "New York," insert the word "Volunteer." 
In line 8 strike out the word " seventy-five" and insert in lieu 

thereof the word "thirty." 
sio~mt~n~~~~~~~; ~~ ~~t\~;~.ad: "A bill granting an increase of pen-

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wi-th a favor

able recommendation. 
JONATHAN SNOOK. 

The next pension business was th~ bill (H. R. 13594) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonathan Snook. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted., etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to plac.e on the pension roll, Sl\bject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t!Je name of 
Jonathan Snook, late lieutenant Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Michi
gan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, ali 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word "lieutenant," insert the word " second." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
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ALEXANDER CALDWELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (ll. R. 10865) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Caldwell. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretat:y of the Interior be, and he Is 

llereby, authori-zed and directed t<:~ place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, thE: name of 
Alexander :Caldwell, late of Company K, Thirty-eighth Regiment Penn
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, ·and pay him a pension .at the rate of ~30 
per month in lieu of that he is now -receiving. 

The amendment recommended by th-e eommittee was read. as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word !• thirty., and insert hl lieu thereof the 
.WOI•d " twenty-;fonr." 

Tbe amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
IDA L. MARTIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13149) granting 
an increase of pension to Ida L. Martin. 

'The bill was :read, as follows : · 
Be it enacted, -etc., That the Secretary of the Interi-or be, JB.Dd he ls 

be1•eby, authorized and direeted to place on the pension l'Oil, subject 
to the provisions and limitatinn:s ot !thi! pension laws, tthe name 'Of 
Ida L. Martin, widow of Augustus N. Martin, late of <Company E, 
.Seventy-eighth Regiment .Pennsylva.nia VGlunteer Infantry, and pay her 
·a pension at the rate of $30 per month ln lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

'J'he -amendment recommended by the 'Committee was Tead, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty '' and insert ln lieu thereof the 
wol'd "sixteen." r • 

The amendment w.as agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid .aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
THEODORE S~ CURRIER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11152) grant
. ing an increase of pension to Theodore S. Currier. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it en .. aoted, etc.., 'Th.at the 'Secretary ,of the Interior be, :and oo l-s 

hereby, ;authorized and directed rto p.lace on t:he pension roll, ;subject to 
t.he provisi:ons and limitations -Of the pension laws, 'the name o! Thi!o
'4lore S. Currier, ate of Company E, First Regimeni: Mi<:higan Volunteer 
Engineers and Mechanics, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
.month in lieu of .that he is now .receiving. 

The bill -was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

MICHAEL AARON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11161) grant
-mg an inerease of pension to MiChael Aaron. 

Tbe bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretacy :o1' the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. th-e name of Michael 
Aaron, late of Company K, Twentieth Reglment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $3{) per month in lien 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was o-rdered to ·be laid .aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

NO.AR MYERS. 

The next pension business was the bill {H. R. 13824) grant
ing an increase of pension to Noah Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hel'eby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Noah 
Myet·s, late of Company G~ Fiftieth Regiment illinois V-olunteer Infan-

· 'try, and pay 'him -a pen-sion at the rate o:t $30 :per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Tile amendments .recomm-ended by the roml;Ilittee were .read, 
·as follows : · 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twelve." _ . 

In same line 'Strike out the words " in lieu of that he is now .receiv
ing " and insert in lieu thereof the words " the same to be paid to him 
under the rules of the Pension Bureau~ to mode and time of payment, 
without any deduction or rebate on :account of former alleged -overpay
ments or et·roneous payments of pension." 

Amend the title· so as to read: ••A bill granting a pension to Noah 
1\Iyers." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was -ordered to be laid aside with a "favor

able recommendation. 
JOSEPH WATSON. 

Tile next pension busin-ess was the }Jill (H. R. 13993) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph W~tson. 

The bill was _ read, as foUows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary -of the Interior ibe, and h~ is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place ·on the 'Pension roll; 'Subjeet to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Watson, late of Company G, Third Regiment Arkansas Voluntee~ Cav-

airy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of 
that he is .now receiving. . 

The amendment recommended by the ·committee ·was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word .. seventy-two " and insert in lieu 
thereof the word •• thirty." · 

The .amendment was agreed to. · 
The bill as amended was ·oTdered to be laid .aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ANTHONY VANSLYKE. 

The next pen-sion business was the bill (H. R. 6422) granting 
a pension to .Anthony Van Slyke. 

"The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ne is 

her-eby, aut:horized and directed to ·place on the pension t•oll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ·of An
thony Van Slyke, late pllivate, Company H, S.i:rteenth Regiment Indiana 
iln!antry, Mexican war. and sergeant Twelfth Regiment Indiana Ca-v
alry, ;var of the rebellio:n., and pay him a pension at th~ rate of 30 
pet· month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
.as rnllQws; 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words "private, Company H, 'Six
teenth Regiment Indiana Infantry, Mexiean war, and .sergeant~• anll 
insert in lieu thereof the words "of ·Company G.'' 

In line S, before the word "Cuvalry;"' insert the word •• Volunteer." 
In same line strike out the words " war of the rebellion:" 
In line 9, after the word ":month," insert the words " in lieu of that 

he is now receiving." · 
Amend -the title so :as to read : .. .A bill granting .an in-crease ·Of -pen-

sion to Anthony Van Slyke.'' . 
Tile amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ·ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommen-dation. 
llANIEL M.. VERTNER. 

'I'he .next :pension business was tlie bill (H. R. 17210) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel V-ertner. 

'TJJe bill wa:s read, as follaws: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, -and he is 

hereby, .a.uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, -subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
Vertner, late of -Company · F, One hundred and thirty-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay !him a pension at thi! rate 'Of $30 per 
month 1n lien of thnt he is now recei-ving. 

The amendments recoilli!lended by the committee ;w.ere t•ead, 
as follows: 

In line 6. atter -the worn "' Daniel," insert the letter « 1\L" 
In 1lne 8 strike out the wo.rd "thirty,., and insert 1n lieu thereo! 

the word "twenty." · 
Amend the title so as to read : "'A .blll granting :an increase of pen

.sion to Daniel M. V-ertner." 
The . amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amend~d was <Qrdered to be laid aside with n favor-

able .recommendation. 
MATILDA .J. WILLIAMS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. · 16918~ grant
ing a pension to Matilda J. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follow_..:; ; 
Be d enacted, etc., "That tM Secretary of the lnter:ior be, and lle is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws1 tile name <Of Matilda 
d. Williams, dependent m'Other -of 'Heni:y A. Williams, late -Of Com
panies I and D, Ninetieth Regiment New Y-ork Volunteer Infantry. and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. · 

The bill was ordered to be luid aside witb a favorable recom
.mendation. 

J A'COB CLINE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16109) grant
ing .an increase of pension -to Jacob Cline. 

The bill was Tead, as follows: 
JJe it cncaoted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

be1'eby, nuthorized and directed to plaee o:n the pension .roll, subject to 
the provis1ons and Uruitatians of the pension la.ws, the name of Jacob 
Cline, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In
fanti·y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $80 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving .. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: · 

In line 8 strike out the word u eighty" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ' fo-rty-five.'' 

Tbe amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

fa V()ra.ble recommendation. 
THOMAS E. OWENS. -

'rhe next pension business wn.s the bill (H. R. 15104) gi·ant
mg ru1 increase of pension to ·T.homas E. Ow-ens. 

The bill was read, as f-ollows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secr-etary of the Interior be, :and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll~ subjert to 
the provisions and ~imitati-ons 'Of the pen-sion laws, the naine of 'l'bomas 
E. {)w-ens, t-ate ·of Company H, One hundred and third Regiment ·New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at .the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. - · 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words "H, One hundred and third 
Regiment " and insert in lieu thereof the words "E, Ninth Regiment, 
Compa ny H, One hundred and third Regiment, and Company E, Eighty
first llegiment." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-

able recommendation'. · 
JOHN J. ERICK. 

The next pension business was the .bill (H. R. 9844) granting 
an increase of pension to John J. Erick. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and: he iB 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ·roll, subJect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John J. 
Erick, late of Company K, Eighty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate ol $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows -: · 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert in lieu ther-eof the 
.word "twenty." 

~'he amendment was agreed to. 
Tlle bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
WILLIAM D. CONNER. 

~'he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6208) granting 
an increase of pension to William D. Connor. 

'J:he bill was rea~ as-follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subj~et to 
the provisions and lim1tations of the pension laws, the name of William 
D. ConnQr, late of Company --, Fourth Regiment Indiana Vol.unt~er 
,Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month m heu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word " Connor " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word " Conner " 

In the same line, after the word 4
' Company," insert the letter "'K." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an incr-ease of pen
sion to William D. Conner." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
'l'he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JAMES RAMSEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15056) granting 
an increase of pension to James Ramsey. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it ~nuwted, etc., That the Secr~tary of the ln~rior be, and: he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pens10n roll, subJect t-0 
tbe provisions and !_imitations of the p~nsion laws, the name of James 
Rumsey late of Company C, Third Regunent North Carolina Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

Tlle bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

QRANGE BUGBEE. 

, The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16915) granting 
an increase of pension to Orange Bugbee. 

The bill wa~ read, as follows : 
Be i t enacted, e tc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an~ he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subJect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orange 
Bugbee late of Company A, Twenty-fifth R-egiment Michigan Volunteer 

. Infantl:y, and pay him a pension at the rate $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 after the word "late," strike out the word "of" and 
insert in lieu thereof the words " :first lieutenant" 

In line 8 strike {)Ut the word " thirty-six " and insert in lieu th.ereof 
the word "twenty-four." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
WILLIAM A. CUSTER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18356) granting 
an increase of pension toW. A. Custer. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authoriz'ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. A. 
Custer, late of Company I, Fo-rty-sixth Regiment Indiana Vol~teer In
tautry, and pay hlm ~ pension at the rate of $24 per montJr m lieu of 
that be is now receivmg. 

'The amendments recommended by the committee were il"ead, 
as follows: 

, In linP. 6 strike ~ut the letter " W." and Insert in lieu ther-eof the 
WOl"d " WUliam." 

In same line strike out the word " Company " and insert In Ucu 
thereof the word " Companies." 

In same line, after the letter "L" insert the words "and B." 
Amend the title so as to t·ead : "A bill granting an increase of pension 

to William A. Custer." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 

JULIUS RECTOR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18524) granting 
an increase of pension to Julius Rector. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it etULCted, etc., That th~ Secretary of the Interior be, and be Is 

hereby, authoriz-ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subj~ct to 
the provisions and limitations of th-e pension laws, the name of Julius 
Rector. late of Company C, Third Regiment North Carolina Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The .amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " fifty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 

JOHN HAMILTON. 

'The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18560) granting 
an increase of pension to John Hamilton. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authoriz-ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J"ohn 
Hamilton, late of Company .B, Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: · 

In line 8 strike out th-e word " thirty " and insert In lieu th-ereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

'l'he amendment was agreed to. 
·The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 

HIRAM G. HUNT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18249) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram G. Hunt. 

The bill was read, .as follows ; 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ls 

hereby, authorized and directed to pLace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitatio ns of the pension laws, the na.me of Hiram 
G. Hunt, late of Company B, Forty-second Regiment Mls.sourl Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is DDW recelving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
foll.ows; 

In line 8 strike out the word "fitty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation.. 

JOHN LE'\VIS "BERNARD BREIGHNER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18052) granting 
an increase of pension to John Lewi8 Bernard Breighner. 

The bill was rea~ as follows. · 
Be it enactet1, etc., That the Secretary of the Int-erior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to plac.e on the pension roll, subject to 
the .provisions and limitations of the pens ion laws, the name of John 
Lewis B-ernard Breighner, .crippled and h~lpless son of Francis Bt·eigh
ner, late of Company F, Ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows. 

In line 6 strike out th~ words "-Crippled and." 
In same line, after the word " helpless," insert the words •• and 

dependent." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JULIA WALZ. 

The next pension business was the bUI -(H. R. 17340) granting 
a pension to Julia Walz. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted~ etc., That the Secretacy <>f the Intet·ior be, and h~ Is 

hereby, authorized and .d-irected to place on the pension roll, sabjeet to 
the provisions .ana limitations of the pension laws, the name cl Julia 
Walz, widow of Nicholas Walz, deceased, late of Companies A and B, 
Boonville lteserve Corps, Missouri Home Guards, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $24 .per month. 
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'!'he amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word "deceased." 
In line 7, after the word "Corps," insert the word "RP.giment." 
In lines 8 and 9 strike out the word " twenty-four " and insert in 

lieu ther-eof the word " eight." · 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
JACOB WOODRUFF. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17590) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Woodruff. 

The bill was read, as follow~: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the I nterlot: be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rotl, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
'Voodmff late of Company C, Two hundred and third Regiment Penn
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 
per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty-five" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word " twenty-four." 

Tbe amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
JOHN W. STEPHENS. 

The next pension business was tbe bill (H. R. 18039) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Stephens. 

'l'Ile bill was read, as follows : 
Be it en-acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Stephens, late of Company I, Thirty-third Regiment Missouri Vol
unteet· Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 7, before the word "and," insert the words "and Company 
H, Seventeenth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Tbe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
BRYANT BBOWN. 

The next pension business was the biU (H. R. 18239) granting 
a n increase of pension to Bryant Brown. 

Tbe bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bryant 
Brown, late of Company H, Forty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In ·une 8 strike out the word " fifty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "thirty." 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
Tbe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JOHN W . HENRY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17772) granting 
a pension to John W. ·Henry. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on. the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. 
Henry, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

Tbe amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

In same line, after the word "month," insert the words " in lieu of 
that he is now receiving." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting a.n increase of pen
sion to John W. Henry." 

Tbe amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JONATHAN SKEANS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18561) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonathan Skeans. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place vn the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jona
than Skeans, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at· the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receivin g. 

The amendment r ecommended by the committee was read, as 
f ollows : 

In line 8 strike out the word " twenty-four " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "twenty." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
GARDINER K . HASKELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 17637) granting 
an increase of pension to Gardiner K. Haskell. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gardiner 
K. Haskell, late lieutenant of Company A, One hundred and twenty
eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word "lieutenant," insert the word "first." 
In same line, after the word "lieutenant," strike out the word "of." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
'l'he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JOHN WILKI SO • 

Tile next pension business was tbe bill (H. R. 18367) granting 
an increase of pension to John Wilkinson. 

Tbe bill was read, as follows : · 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Wilkinson, late of Company I, Thirty-third Regiment Missouri Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that be is now receiving. . 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." · 

Tbe amendment was agreed to. 
Tile bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. • 
CLARISSA L DOWLING. 

The next pension business was _the bill (H. R. 17938) granting 
an increase of pension to Clarissa L. Downing. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clarissa 
L. Downing, widow of Michael Downing, late of Companies A and B, 
Seventy-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re
ceiving. 

Tbe amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word "widow," strike out the word "Downing" 
and insert in lieu thereof the word "Dow-ling." 

In same line, before the word " late," strike out the word "Downing" 
and inset"! in lieu thereof the word "Dowling." 

In line 9 strike out the word " twelve " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word " sixteen." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Clarissa h Dowling." 

Tile amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ALLEN D. METCALFE. 

Tbe next pen ion bu iness was the bill (H. R. 17872) g"ranting 
an increase of pen. ion to A. D. Metcalfe. · 

The bill was read, a follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the p1·ovisions and limitations of the pen ion laws, the name of A. D. 
Metcalfe, late of Company B, Eleventh Reg iment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by tbe committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter ".A." and insert in lieu thereo! the 
word "Allen." 

Amend the title so as to read : "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Allen D . Metcalfe." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
Tbe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JOHN B. BUSSELL. 

Tile next pension business was tbe bill (H. R. 14G61) granting 
an increase of pension to Joiln B. Bussell. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t o 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name <?f John B. 
Bussell, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Vol~

. teer Infantry, and pay hlm a pension at the rate of $30 per month m 
lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

NEWTON KINNISON. 

The ne~t pension business was the bill (H. R. 18319) granting 
an increase of pension to Newton Kinnison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place o.n the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pensiOn laws, the name of Newton 
Kinnison, late of Company C, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cav
alry, and pay him .a . pension at the rate of $30 per month In lieu of 
that be is now receivmg. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert ln lieu thereof the 
word "twenty." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
AMANDA LUCAS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 394) granting an 
increase of pension to Amanda. Lucas. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int~rlor be, an~ be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place l?n the pension roll, subJect to 
the provisions and limitations of the penswn laws, tb~ name of All!-anda 
Lucas widow of John Lucas late of Company E, SI.Xteentb Reg1ment 
United States lnfantty, war' with Mexico, and lieutenant-colonel S!=lv
entb Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her.~ pen~wn 
at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now rece1vmg. 

The bill was ordered to a. third reading; and it was accord
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS COLTON. 

The next pension bush:iess was th.e bill ( S. 4{2) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis Colton. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it "tnacted, etc.,. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and: he is 

hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subJect ~o 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis 
Colton late of Company E Second Battalion, Fifteenth Regiment 
United' States Infantry, and pay him n; pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that be is now recelvmg. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; and it was accord
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA WORRALL 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 522) granting an 
increase of pension to Emma Worrall. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the tnt~rior be, and: he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the penswn roll, subJect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 
Worrall, widow of Washington M. Worrall, late captain Company _D,, 
Ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and maJOr 
Two hundred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. ' 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a. favorable recom
mendation. 

MA.RIOT LOSURE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 557) granting an 
increase of pension to Mariot Losure. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it e,;acted, etc., That the Secretary of the IntE_!rior be, and: he is 

hereby, authorized and. dil:ected to place O?J. the penswn roll, subJect .to 
the provisions and llmttatwns of the penswn laws, the name of Manot 
Losure late of Company K, Tbirt:y-eighth Regiment, and Company D, 
One hundred and eighty-ninth Regiment, Ohio Vol~nt~er Infantry, an.d 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month m lieu of that he 1s 
now receiving. . 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ALBERT BUTLER. 

The ne:rt pension business was the bill ( S. 678) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert Butler. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized a~d dir!'lcted to place o~ the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and llmitatwns of the penswn laws, the name of Albert 
Butler late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infant~y, and pay him.ll; pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now rece1vmg. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

BALTZA.R MOWAN. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 869) granting an 
increase-of pension t~ Baltzar Mowan. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
· Be it ettacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Baltzar 
Mowan, late of U. S. S. Benton, United States Navy, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. 

SAMUEL J. LANGDON. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 993) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel J. Langdon. 

The bill was read, as follows : -
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and. he is 

hereby, authorized and directed. to place on the pension roll, subJect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
J . Langdon, late of Company G, Ninety-fourth Regiment Illinois Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

JAMES A. MURCH. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1508) granting an 
increase of pension to James A. Murch. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension lawf!, the name of James 
A. Murch, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volun
teer Infantry, and One hundred and seventy-fourth Company, Second 
Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bili was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

HARRIETT A. RAWLES. 

-The next pension business was the bill . (S. 1513) granting an 
increase of pension to Harriett A. Rawles. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Tha.t the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriett 
A. Rawles, widow· of Charles H. Rawles, late of U. S. S. General Grant, 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. 

LEWIS S. GEORGE. 

The-next . pension business was the bill ( S. 1705) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis S. George. 

The bill was read, as follows :. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 'be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and -limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 
S. George, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ANDREW H. WOLF. 

· The next pension business was the bill ( S. 2043) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew H. Wolf. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby; authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andt·ew 
H. Wolf, late of Company F, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illino.is Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-· 
mendation. · 

MARTIN CLARK. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 2467) granting an 
increase of pension to Martin Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension · roll, subject to 
the provisions and limit~tions of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
Clark, late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In
fantry, and pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. 

GEORGE CHAMBERS. 

The next pension business was the bjll ( S. 2851) granting an 
inc~·ease of pension to George Chambers. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place orr the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Chambers, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ELI W. KNOWLES. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2978) granting an 
increase of pension to Eli W. Knowles. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, nnd be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli W. 
Knowles, late of Company F. Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay .. him a pension at tbe rate of $24 per montb in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

AARON F. P.A.Tl'EN. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 3033) granting au 
increase of pension to Aaron F. Patten. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron 
F . Patten, late of Company K, First Regiment New Hampshire Vol
unteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him u pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he Is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

MARY O • . WILSEY. 

Tl1e next pension business was the bill ( S. 3040) granting a 
pension to Mary C. Wilsey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rl)ll. subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
c. Wilsey, widow of Andrew J. Wilsey, late of Company K, Twentieth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

JOSEPH M. ALLISON. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 3219) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph AI. Allison. 

Tbe bill was read, as follows: 
'Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limltati_ons of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
M. Alli on, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania ·Vol· 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with ~ favorable recom
mendation. 

MA.RGA.BETrE E. l3ROWN. 

The next pension business was the bill (S: 3271) granting an 
increase of pension to ;Margarette E. Brown. 

The bill was reaq, as follows~ 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of l\Iar
garette E. Brown, widow of John W. Brown, late of Company A, 
Second Reglment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, 
Twentieth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

SPENCER C. STILW!LL. 
The next pension business was the bill ( S. 3299) granting an 

increase of pension to Spencer C. Stilwill. · 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, suhject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Spencer 
C. Stilwill, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

WILLIA.M J.. SHEAFF, 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 3483) gr-anting an 
increase of pensjon to William L. Sheaff. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ana he is 

hereby, a uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the· provisions und ltnitation.s of the pension laws, the name of 
William L. Sheafr, late or Company I, One hundred and twenty-niutb 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

1'he bill was ordered to be- laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

MATHIAS HA.UMES. 

Tbe next pension business was the bill ( S. 3485) granting an 
increase of pension to Mathias Hammes. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ot 
Mathias Hammes, late of Company F, Twenty-ninth Regiment Wiscon
sin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

AHIMAAZ E. WOOD. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 3797) granting an 
increase of pension to Ahimaaz E. Wood. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc» That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to ·the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Ahimaaz E. Wood, late second lieutenant Company B, Fourth Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 24 
per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

CHARLES F AB.REL. 

The next pension business was the bill · (S. 3798) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles FarreL 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacte!J, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, aut~or1zed and direct~d to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitatiOns of the pension laws, the name of 
Charles Farrel, late of Company B, Forty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered ro be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

MICHAEL QUILL. 

The next pension business was. the bill (S. 4005) granting an 
increase of pension to Michael Quill. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacte.d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authoriZed and directed to place on the pension roll subject 'to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name' of 1\Iichael 
Quill, late of Company A, .Sixty-ninth Regiment Ind1ana Volunteer In
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable t-ecom
mendation. 

HENRY S. KNECHT. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4048) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry S. Knecht. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be and he is 

hereby, ~u~horized a?d. directed to place on the pension ron; subject to 
the provisions and hmttations of the pension laws, the name of Ilenry 
S. Knecht, late- of Company I, One hundred and ninety-ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu ot that he Is now receiving. 

Tbe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I beg the Cbrur's pardon 
but there is no procedure in the rules of the House of Repre: 
sentatives, so far as I know, which enables the Chair to just 
declare a bill laid aside with a favorable recommendation with
out consulting the House of Representatives by vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair has constructively consulted 
the Committee of the Whole upon each of the bills so far pre
sented by the present occupant of the chair. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the Chair's pardon, but a moment ago 
the Clerk read a bill, or the title of it, and immediately after
wards it was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
There was no intervening consultation of the House at all, nor 
the committee. 

The CHAIR~!AN. The Ohair will say that probably the gen
tleman from Mississippi was not giving proper attention to the 
words of the Chair to the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAUS. Well, if that is the case, "the gentleman 
from Mississippi" withdraws the parliamentary inquiry and 
apologizes for making it. But " the gentleman from Missis
sippi " understood that to be the procedure of the Ohair. He 
also understood, a moment ago, the Clerk read one bill after 
anotber without any intervention of tbe Chair him elf. I may 
have been mistaken in that. It I was, I regret it, and· hope it 
will not be repeated if it was. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it should have occurred, the Chair will 
be very careful that the rules of the House are pre erved. The 
Chair desires to state that, without objection, the procedure will 
continue .as it has been. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

JOHN CAVERLY. 

Tbe next pension business was the bill (S. 4175) granting an 
increase of pension to John Caverly. 
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The bill was read, as follows! 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ls 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Caverly, late of Company F, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
Is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid. aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

H.A.RLAN P. COBB. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4177) granting 
an increase of pensi-on to Harlan P. Cobb. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That tbe Secretary of the· Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harlan 
P. Cobb, late of Company B, Battallon United States Engineers, and pay 
hlm a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Ueu of that he ls now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

JOB RICE. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 4239) granting an 
increase of pension to Job Rice. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That tbe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Job 
Rice, late of Company A, Second Regiment North Carolina Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 pet: month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- . 
mendation. 

THOMAS M'OOJUO:CK. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 4358) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas McCormick. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, nnd he ts 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 'L'bomas 
McCormick, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Wlsconsin Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 pet· month 
in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

JOHN W. DALEY. 

The next pension bu!iness was the bill ( S. 4361) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Daley. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ~ohn 
W. Daley, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-second Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay blm a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

GEORGE W. TOM.LINSGN. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4401) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Tomlinson. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secrftary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. 'L'omlinson, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Vermont Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. · · 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

LOUIS A. TYSON. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 4457) granting an 
increase of pension to Louis A. Tyson. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it eaoted, eto., That tbe Secretary of the Interior be, and be Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis 
A. 'L'yson, late of Battery E, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery

1 and Twenty-eighth Independent Battery, New York Volunteer Light: 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation·. 

ANN J . THOMPSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4460) granting un 
increase of pension to Ann J. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, autbori.zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann J. 
Thompson, widow of Robert 1\f. Thompson, late major, Sixth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendntion. 

D.A. \'ID OOLEVIE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4525) granting an 
increase of pension to David Oglevie. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted_, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be; and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na'me of David 
Oglevie, late of Company I, Eighty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24: per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. · 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. 

JACOB WIGAL. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5247) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob Wigal. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, et c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Wigal, late of Company B, 'L'hirty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 ger month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

JOHN MABAH. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5163) granting an 
increase of pension to John l\Iarah. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Ma.rab, late of Company A, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the "rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

DAVID N. WINS"ELL. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5082) granting an 
increase of pension to David N. Winsell. 
· The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
N. Winsen, late of Co.mpany E, Eighteenth Re[iment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $:.::4 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. 

GEO.RGE H. WOODABD. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5054) granting an 
Increase of pensjon to George H. Woodard. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension .laws, the name of Georl:?e 
H. Woodard, late of Company H, Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvama 
Volunteer Infantry, and Troop A, Second Regiment United States 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

LORI~DA J. WHITE. 
'l'he next pension business was the .bill (S. 4796) granting an 

increase of pension to Lorinda J. White. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorinda 
J. White, widow of Daniel W. White, late of Ninth Battery, Indiana 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of .$16 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

THOMAS J. TIDSWELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4752) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas J . Tidswell. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
J. '.ridswell, late second lieutenant Company C, Forty-fourth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he ts now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

GEORGE W. GILSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4718) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Gilson. 
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The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, nnd he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Gilson, late of Captain Riddle's independent company, Ohio Volun
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and captain Company B, Fortieth Regi
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ADALINE M. THORNTON. 

The next pe~sion business was the bill (S. 4692) granting an 
incre~se of pension to Adaline M:. Thornton. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Adaline M. Thornton, widow of James L. Thornton, late first lieutenant 
and quartermaster, Sixty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

• LEWIS DU BOIS. 

The next pension business was the bill _(S. 4665) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis Du Bois. 
~he bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Lewis Du Bois, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment New York Volun
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

AUGUSTUS A. NEVINS. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 4569) granting an 
increase of pension to Augustus A. Nevins. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Augustus A. Nevins, late of Company C, One hundred and fourteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5343) granting an 
increase of pension to Ernest H. · Wardwell. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Ernest H. Wardwell, late first lieutenant and quartermaster, Second 
Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

WILLIAM H. WARD. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S~ 5359) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Ward. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s.ubject to 
the provisions and limitatiQils of the pension laws, the name of Wil
Ham H. Ward, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. , 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

OTTO A. RISUM. 

. The next pension business was the bill (S. 5379) granting an 
increase of pension to Otto A. Risum. 

The bill was read, as follows : -
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Otto 
A. Rlsum, la te first lieutenant and adjutant Fifteenth Regiment Wis
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

JOSEPH F. TEBBETTS. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5942) granting an 
lncrease of pension to Joseph F. Tebbetts. 

The -bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized ap.d directed to place op. the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and hmitations of tbe pensiOn laws, the name of Josepll 
F. 'l'ebbetts, late of Company C. Sixth Regiment, and Company ~. 
Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay h1m 

a pension at the rate of $24 per month In lieu of that he is now re
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. 

JOSEPH DICKSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5504) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Dickson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ~;ubject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws; the name of Joseph 
Dickson, late of Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. 

ALFRED M. HAMLEN. . 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5516) granting an 
increase of pension to Alfred M. Hamlen. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
M. Hamlen, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he Is now receiving. 

1-'he bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. 

CHARLES E. SISCHO. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5522) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles E. Sischo. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ls 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the J,>rovisions ana limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
E. S1scho, late of United States steamer Marmora1 United States Navy, 
and Company D, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month In lleu of that he is now 
receiving. · 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. • 

THOMAS J. PICKETT. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5523) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas J. Pickett. · 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
J. Pickett, late of Company C, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 -
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

SIMON A. SNYDER. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5532) granting an 
increase of pension to Simon A. Snyder. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inter-ior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Simon 
A. Snyder, late of Company K, Eighty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month ln 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. 

HERMANN MUEHLBERG. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5539) granting an 
increase of pension to Hermann Muehlberg. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law~ the na me of Her
mann Muehlberg, late captain Company D, Fifth .ttegiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

JOHN HuLL. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5562) granting an 
increase of pension to· John Hull. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Hull late of Company D, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Indiana 
Volu'nteer Infantry, and pay him a pe.nsion at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now rece1vmg. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-
mendation. · 

BETSEY B. WHITMORE. 

The next pension business was the bill - (S. 5571) granting an 
increase of pension to Betsey B. Whltmor~. 
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The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby. nnthorized nnd directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Betsey 
B. Whit more, widow of George L. Whitmore, late captain Company C, 
Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 

· at t he rate of $12 per month in l!eu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-

mendation. · 
HENRY T. SISSON. 

Tile next pension business was the bill ( S. 5579) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry T. Sisson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
T. Sisson, late colonel Fifth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

KATE S. HUTCHINGS. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5603) granting a 
pension to Kate S. Hutchings. 

The bill wa·s read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Kate 
S. Hutchings, widow of Jasper Hutchings, late first lieutenant Com
pany C, Twenty-second Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable ·recom
mendation. 

ISAAC M. HOWARD. 

The next pension business. was the bill (S. 5631) granting an 
Increase of pension to Isaac M. Howard. 

The bill wm:; read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
M. Howard, late of Third Battery, Minnesota Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

CLINTON B. WINTERSTEEN. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5640) granting an 
lncrea·se of pension to Clinton B. Wintersteen.· 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clinton 
B. Wintersteen, late of Company C, Sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

JOHN W. FLETCHER. 

The next pension busines was the bill (S. 5641) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Fletcher. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Fletcher, late of Company F, First Regiment New Hampshire Vol
unteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

NANCY PBUIT. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5658) granting an 
increase of pension to Nancy Pruitt. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy 
Pruit, widow of John Pruit, late of Company G, Third Regiment Ar
kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

GEORGE P. SEALEY. 

The next pension business was llie bill (S. 56G8) granting an 
increase of pension to George P. Sealey. 

Tile bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., '.rhat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
P. Sealey, late of Company B, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infan
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

RICHARD L. DELONG. 

The next pension business was the bill _(S. 5671) granting an 
increase of pension to Richard L. Delong. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
L. Delong, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that be is now receiving. _ ... 

The bill was ordered to be laid -aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

HILTON SPRINGSTEED. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5673) granting an 
increase of pension to Hilton Springsteed. 

The bill was ·read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the proYisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hilton 
Springsteed, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

THOMAS J. BOWSER. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5680) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas J. Bowser. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ls 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
J. Bowser, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom· 
mendation. 

ANNA C. BINGHAM. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5702) granting an 
increase of pension to Anna C. Bingham. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna 
C. Bingham, widow of Lafayette Bingham~,. late lieutenant-colonel 
Ninety-second Regiment New York Volunteer mfantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

RUTH P. PIERCE. 

. The next pension business was the bill (S. 5704) granting an 
increase of pension to Ruth P. Pierce. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ls 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ruth P. 
Pierce, widow of William H. Pierce, late ot. Company G, Second Regi
ment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate ot. $12 per month in lieu· of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ANDREW D. DANLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5735) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew D. Danley. 

The bill was read, s.S follows : 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
D. Danley, late of Company D, Twenty-third Regiment New Jersey Vol
unteet· Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

MARY CLARK. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5736) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
B e i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Clark, . widow of George Cl-ark, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

Tile bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

HANNAH M'CARTY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5754) granting a 
pension to Hannah McCarty. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, ll"!Jthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sut-)ect to 
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the _provisions an.d Jlmitatio.ns of -the :penslon ,aws, the name of Hannah 
'McCa~:ty, :w:id-ow .•of Lemington 1\:l"eCarty, late .-of X!ompa:n_y F, :~econd 
Regiment Massachusetts Vutunteer 1Cava.b:'y, and J)ay ller '8. .penswn ,at 
the rate of $12 per month . 

.The ·bill .:was ordered to obe Jaid .aside with a favorable xeeom- ' 
menda:tion. 

LORENZO E. :;TO'HNSON. 

'T>.be mext \l)e:nsion -busi'n£ss w..as the :bill ·{ S • • 5~801) Lgrant..h:lg ,:a 
pension to Lorenzo E. Johnson. 
~he :bill ~Wa:s rr-eaQ, .as -:follgws
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ::and :he Is 

hereby, authorized and :directed •to tplace on the pension roll, subject to 
the ,provisions a.nd.:li:mitations .af tne _pension laws, the name of Lorenzo 
E. :tohnson, late ·acting assiBtmrt surgeon, :United ..States .Army, :and 'PU-Y 
him a pension at the rate .of ~12wer illlonth. 

The bill was ordered to be laid ·aSide ;with .a .favo:rable Jrecom
:mendation. 

,JOHN .M.-:F.ARQUIIAlU. 

:T.he meX:t l>fllSion •l:msiness ·was the aiill {S. 4983·~ _:granting :an 
·tncrease .of pension -to :fohn 'M. Farquhar. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

The ·bill was ,o~dered to be laid. aside with ,a fa vorabJe -recom-
mendation. · 

'GREEN EVANS. 

"'J"he .next ]?.ensJon business was fhe bill (H. :n. 1S116) granting 
an 1nerea-se ·uf pensiun -to -GTeen Evans. 

"IDlle biD was ·ead, ms 'fonows:: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and dil•ected . o :place an -the pension roll, subject to 
the pxo.visions .:and Jimita-tions .of the pension laws, the name of Green 
'Elv.ans, !late oi ompany •B, One ·humfrea :una "fifteenth :R-egiment Ken
tucky Colored Volunteer lnfantcy, and pay him a .pension ·at the -rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he js now receiving. 

mhe amendment recommended ·by tbe committee was read, as 
:foUmv.s_. 

:In Tine a .sttike out tthe word ·".Kentn.C]cy'" .and ·tnsei·t ln lieu ,fhei•eof 
!the -words "' IJnitei! -states:" 

Tile amendment was agreed to. 
'J.'he ,bill .as mnended WJ:tS OJ:dered io he .laid aside -with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
J..OII'N NAT:. 

The nB:t tperutlon business WJlS ~Nil ·(Iii . .R. 1420) gr·anting 
an increase of pension to John Nay:. 

Tile bill was read, as follows : 
·Be it enac1ied, .etc., 'That 'the "Secreta:ry rdf "'the "Int~rlor 'be, :an~ Jle is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place <.m the penswn roll, sub}Cut -tD 
the provisions and limitatiuns :of -the pensron laws, the name of John 1\f. . 
.Farguhar late .c.a_ptain .Company B, Eighty-ninth Regiment Illinois : <Be ri.t mtanted, etc., That the .Secretacy of :the Interior be, and he is 
"Volu:nte-er' •Infantl:y, ru1d 'Picy him a :penSion a:t :the .rat-tHo'! $BO 1)er month lher.eby, :B;UFltocized •ru;td :dir~cted to •place on. the :pension :roll, subject to 
in lieu of that he is now .!l:eceivlng. 'the prov.1si.OD:S .and \limltatlon,s •Of .the pension Jaws, .the .Dame o:f "John 

Th b"ll d d t b 1 'd '"d "th a ""avoa:akl :recom ' .Na:Y, ,or Eh.innston, Hm>.rison <County, iW. V.a., and ;p.a,y 'him .a .:pension e 1 was or ere o e a1 '1lBl .e ~w~ · J. · · we ' - ' :at the ~rate !l>'f $15 per •month . 

.mendation. .The amendments recommended ~Y tbe committee were Tead, 
'llOBERT ..A.. ·scerrT. -:as ;follows·: 

The ·next ;pension :business 'RS ·the bill <{H. ·R. 7589) ;granting In line 6 strike out the words "of Shinnston
1 

Harri.son 'County, 
'.Ril1ncrea:se of pension -to 'R:obem A. :Scott. -~at!sa~~~~tee!.~~rt l.n ll.eu .thereof the •words • late guide, United 

T.he bill was read, .as follows : In •line 7 :strike out the word u llfieen " tRD.d insert 1n · e.u thereof the 
'Be it enactea, ·etc., "That the ~Secretary ·of 'the· Interior oe, -and ·he is word " twelve." 

hereby authorized and directed to place on the pensl.on roll, ·subject to Amend the title so as to read: '"A ..bill .g:rantlng .a ·pension .to ohn 
the pr~visions and limitmans .af -;the ,pension laws, the name of Robert Na,y." 
A. scntt, late of Compatzy B_, ,Second Regiment Wisconsin Vol_unt~er 'The ·amendments were agreed .rtf.l. 
Thnfantr~. :and !PitY lhim .a rpemilon ta't rthe ·ate :or $Se ~.er mon:th .m lleu · 'The .bill .... :S ·amended ·w:a.s ,QTdered ·+-o be 71 a1'd .as1"e rnnth a ~a-of that he is now receiving. · . ~ J.' •J u ... ~ .~., 

The amendment recommended .by -the -eomm1ttee :was il'ead, as · worabJe .Tec.ommendafion. 
:follOWS : . CHRISTOPHER S. GUTHRIE. 

1n line '8 :strike ~out the .word " •thirty"' •and Insert 1n llleu 'thereof "!the The "Ilext -p·ension bu£;iness w-as the .!Dill (H. .\R. ''7244) .;granting 
-word ":twenty-:tour:" an increase of pension to Christopher S. Guthrie. 

'The -amendment Meas ~eed to. The bill was read, .as "fOilow.s: 
"Tbe ibill cas .amended was •ordered d:o \be .laid !ftside :wJth a :favor
~e :r.e.awnmenda::tian. 

JOHN BROUGHTON. 

The next pension business -was the b111 (H. R. 9828) granting , 
,an J.ncr.ea-se· _of ;pension to John Bro.u,gbton. · 

·The bill was -read, as 'fo11ows.: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the ·secretary llt the .Interior l>e, ·and :he Is 

hereby, authorized _and directed :to })lace .on ·the .Pension r.oll, ·,subject to 
~the provisions :and !limitations ·of the ·pens-ion !laws, :the ·name 'Of "John 
.Broughton, 'late ·of CompllJly .A, Twenty-~omth .Regiment .Kentucky 
'Vo1uuteer Infantry, and JJaY :him "ft. -pens_ion il..t !the <rate <Of 41.2 Jler month 
1in 'lieu of !that .he 'is :no.w ·receiVing. · 

The ·amendment :reeommeaded by the ccQmll1dtee ·was Ieaa, .as 
..follows: 

In ·une 8 strike ·out the word ,,. twelve " ·and Jnser't ln llieu ·:thereof 
the word " twenty-four." 

The amendment was :agreed ·!00. : 
T.he 'bill :as :amended 'WaS 'OFder~d to ;be ilald raslCle ·wltb. ;a :favor- ! 

able recommendation. 
·FREDERICK W~ ·CLABK. 

".The mext ;pension business w.as -:the mTI (H . .:R • . S85.2.~ .;grant~ 
:a fPension ;to F.xed.erick ·w . .Clark. · 

The a:Jill -w.as il'ead, .as !follows 
Be 'it enactea, etc., "That fh:e Secretacy ·ot d:lm .ln.terlor 'be, rana ihe 1.8 

hereby, authnrized and directed to .place .on ;the :p.ension troll, subject ·to , 
'the provisions ana Jimita:tions 'Of the pens-ion laws, !tbe ~ame o! Fred
erick ·w. Clark, late of Company C, Tenth ·Regiment Ma-ssachusetts · 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay hlm.apensio:n at the rate of $24 .per month. 

The .amendments .:recommended .by the .committee were ~~ead, . 
·as fo'l1ow:s ·: 

In line 8, after the word "month,"'' 1nsert fhe words ':'in 'lieu .af·-that · 
he is now receiving." 

Amend the ctitle .go -as 'to read: "A .bill _granfi~ ian increase ·or ;pen
zsion 1to Fxed.el'ie:k WV.. Ch11rk." 

''ll'be amentlments wer.e :agreed to. 
:The tbill .as .amended :was .orCJ.mre.d fto l>e lhlld :aside with :a favor

able recommendatiGn. 
.LEANDER tGU.BERT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1865!)~ :granting 
an increase of pension to LeW!lder Gi'lbert. 

· ~1le .bill was 1read, 1fS Jfo11ews : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretazy nf ·the .!hrt:erior <be, and 'he is · 

hereby, authorized· and dii·ected ·to .place. o:n ;the _pension 4oll, •subject to 
the _provisions and .limitations of the J>enslon 'la~s, the _!llame o"f. Leander 

·Gilbert, la:te ..of Cm:n;pany '1, .lRu.rty-'.StWen:th <Reg,tmen't Kentucky Volnn
;te:er lnf1Ultry-, •and ·pa:;y .him a l}lension a't :the <rate of :$.24 .per mlDnth in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. -

Be --tt enact-(!{},~ .etc., ""That the Secretary ·of the :Interior 1be, nn<l 'be fa 
hereby, authorized .and rl.irec.ten to :Place on .the pension troll, subjeot .to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ()ru'isto
.Phel· S. Guthrie, late sergeant of Company E, 'Fifty-thir<l !Regiment 
llllinrus 'V-olunteer 1Jnmntry., and 'PaY him a pension tat the trate ot $30 
·per :month 'in ll.eu of rth::Lt 'he is m.ow .receiving. 

"The .:amendments .recommended by the !Committee -were J:ead, 
;as f.allows.: 

In line 6 strike out the word "sergeant. ' 
In 1lin.e -8 tcik:e ont ,the wor_d "<thirty " .and J.ns.ert Jn 1le.u rt:he.r.eo! the 

'Word •• twenty-four:•• 
Tile amendments were .agre.ed to. 
T.he bill as .amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

'favorab1e -recoiD111endation . 
JOHN RECK:ER. 

The m.e:x:t plmSion .business ·was the bill {H • . R. f.i914t) gnanting 
·an illcrea-se .af l}ension to Zehn Heck-er. 

Th-e :bill was .read, laB ID:illows: 
Be it .env,ffted, etc..., "'I:hat lthe ·Seereto.:ey of 'the lnterlor 'be, .and .be 1s 

·hereby, authorized and direct:e·a "to 'fllace ~n the pension il"oll, ·subje.ct ·to 
the .pr&:Vlsiol)S ·a"Dd limitations · cf the pension laws, the name of !John 
Hecker, lat.e of Company K, Fil:st Regiment Wisconsin 1Voluntee1· 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a _pension at the rate of $24 -per ·monih 
in lieu of that he l.s now recel:ving. 

·~ bill ·was nrdered tto ibe laid aside with -a .favorable t•ecom
mendation. 

HENRY •CHUBB. 

·The me:x::t _pens10n b:esl.ness ·was the "bill {H. ·R. :S560.) gr.antii.lg 
:an .increase -of pension ±o Henry Chti.b:b. 

'The 'bll1 w.as ;read, as Lollows~ 
·Be .:tt ·en;autei.i, :etc., 'That "the 'Secr-etacy of tfhe :Interlor l>e, :ana he .ds 

hereby, authorized and ·directed to place on the pension roll, subject rto 
it:he 'Prnv.iBions and •limita-tions Df the -pension ll:aw.s, ·the .name of Henry 
Chubb, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment Kansas "Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rnte of $50 per ·month in lieu 
of that ,he is now receiving. 

'The -amendment ::recommended !by the rommlttee was .read, as 
follows: · 

In line 8 str.ike out the word " fifty " and i"Dsert in 1leu thereof the 
rword ·"<thirtY." 

'U'he ;amendment was .agreed ·~to. 
"'!'he bill as .am-ended ·was o:rCLered ±o !be. Ja:id .aside ·with a 

ffav.or.::ib1e l"eoommenda.tion. 
JOHN . .H. WHirriNG. 

The next pension ous1ness was tbe bill {H. R. 4715.) ,granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Whiting. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
H. Whiting, late of Company B, One hundred and eighty·third Regi
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of -- dollars per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, before the word " dollars," insert the word " twenty-
four." · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to oo laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
DAVID B. COLEMAN. 

The nex:t pension business was the bill (H. R. 4241) granting 
an increase of pension to David B. Coleman. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,_ the name of David 
B. Coleman, late of Company D, Twenty-ninth Regiment Massachu
setts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-
mendation. -

ROBERT BEATTY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4161) granting· 
an increase of pension to Robert Beatty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of t he pension laws, the .Dame of Robe1·t 
Be-atty, late of Company C, Eigh13 -first Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
oi that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In Hne 8 strike out the word •• fifty " and tnsert tn lieu there-of the 
word "forty-five." 

Tlle amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
WILLIAM L. RILEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3572) granting 
a pension to William L. Riley. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil
liam L. Riley, late of Company C, Twenty-first Regiment New York 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. -

The amendments recommended by the- committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word "Cavalry," insert the word " Volunteer." 
In line 8, after the word "month," insert the words "in lieu of that 

he is now receiving." 
Amend the title so as to read : "A bill granting an increase of pen

sion to William L. Riley." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-

able recommendation. · 
GEORGE KINO. 

. The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3351) granting 
a pension to George King. · 

The bill was read, as follows ·: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be; and he is 

here-by, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
King, late of Company F, Forty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 

The amendments ,recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "forty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four." 

In same line, after the word "month," insert tbe words "in lleu of 
that he is now receiving." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to George King " 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The-bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JACOB C. SHAFER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3005) ·granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob C. Shafer. -

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 

C. Shafer, Iate of Company F, First Regiment West Virginia Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a. favorable recom
mendation. 

MARTIN POOL. 

'l'he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2237) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Poole. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, ~u.thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provlSlOns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
Poole, late of Company c. Forty-second Re9iment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate or $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word " Poole ., and insert in lieu thereof tbe 
word " Pool." 

Amend the tit1e so as to read : "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Martin Pool." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 

WILLI.A.M D. CHRISTY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1788) granting 
an incr·ease of pension to William D. Christy. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized a nd direeted to place on the pension roll , subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil
liam D. Christy, late of Company D, Se-co-nd Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

Tlle amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word " Second," i.Dsert the words " and quarter
m.aster-sergeant.'' 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert in lleu thereof the 
word .. tw-enty-four." 

In same line, after tbe word "month," insert the words "in lieu of 
th.at he is now receiving." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 

FRANK B. WATKINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1650) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank B. Watkins. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directe-d to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frfi.nk 
B. Watkins, late .of Company H, First Regiment Michigan VoJunteer 
Enginee1·s and Mechanics, and pay him a pension at the rate of ${):0 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
~he amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

follows: 
~ 

In line 8 strike out the word " fifty " and insert in lieu there-of the 
word " thirty :• 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was orde-red to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
COLUMBUS BOTTS • 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1247) granting 
an increase of pension to Columbus Botts. 

The bill was read, as follo-ws : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be Is 

hereby, authori:r.oo and directed to pla ce on the p~nsion roll, subject 
to the provisions .and limitations of the pension laws, tlJ~ name uf 
Columbus Botts, late of Company G, Eleve-nth Regiruenr,- and Company 
C, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Vohrnte'!r Infantry, 
and pay -him a pension at the rate of $30 per month ln lie'.l of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was L"ead, 
as follows: 

In line 9 striKe out the word " thir-ty " and in-sert in lieu thru"~of the 
word "twenty-four!' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'be bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favo:·

able recommendation. 

HER1iAN BUCKTH.A.L. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1178) granting 
a pension to Herman Buckthall. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
B.e it en.acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to plll.ce on the pen::Uon roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, tbe namP. of 
Herman Buckthall, late of Company E, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 a month. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word "Buckthall" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "Buckthal." 

In line 8, after the word "month," insert the words "in lieu of that 
he is now receiving." . 

Amend the title so as .to read: "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Herman Buckthal." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid asiue· with a favor

able recommendation. 
JOHN LOGAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1034) granti;ng 
an increase of pension to John D .. Logan. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
-Be it enacted, etr., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John D. Logan, late of Company G, First Regiment Minnesota Volunte-er 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. . 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter " D.'' 
In line 8 strike out the word "fifty" and insert in lieu thereof the 

word "forty." 
Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pension 

to John Logan." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recomme.ildation. 
JOSEPH A. BARNARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9243) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph A. Bernard. 

The bill was read~ as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

• hereby, authorized and directed· to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
A. Bernard, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word " Bernard " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word " Barnard." c 

In line 7 strike out the word "Infantry" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "Cavalry." · 

Amend the title so as to read : "A bill granting an Increase of pen-
sion to Joseph A. Barnard.'' · 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
JACOB SCHUL'l'Z. 

The next pension business was the bill <:S:· R. 10794) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Schultz. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension lawg, the name of Jacob 
Schultz, late of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantt·y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirty" and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word " twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
JOSEPH SPRAUEB. 

'l'he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12184) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Sprauer. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Sprauer, late of Company I, One hundred and ninety-sixth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be hid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

FRIEND S. ESMOND. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13069) grant
ing an increase of pension to Friend S. Esmond. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Friend 
S. Esmond, late of Company C, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the r~,tte of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by . the committee -were read, 
as follows: 

IJ?. line 6, after the word " late," strike out the word "of," and insert 
in heu thereof the word " captain." 

In line 8 strike out the word " forty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word" twenty-four." . 

The amendments were agreed to. 
'The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 

MATTHEW H. BRANDON. 

The next pension business . was the bill (H. R. 12971.) grant
ing an increase of pension to Matthew H. Brandon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it e1tacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he .fs 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mat
thew H. Brandon, late o! Company D, One hundred and thirty-fourth 
Regiment Ponnsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word" twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-

able recommendation. · 

CATHARINE MYERS. 

The next pension business · was the bill (H. R. 12879) grant
ing an increase of pension to Catherine Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary o! the Interior be, and he {g 

_hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cath
erine Myers, widow of Adelbert Myers, late of Company A, One hun
dred and forty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. · 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word " Catherine " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "Catharine." 

In line 9 strike out the word " twenty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " sixteen." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an · increase of pen
sion to Catharine Myers." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
MARY SHEEHAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17390) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Sheehan. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place· on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar:v 
Sheehan, widow of William Sheehan, late o! Company A, One hundred 
and seventy-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-
mendation. · 

WILLIAM H. FARRELL. 

The-next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17445) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Farrell. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enaeted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil
liam H. Farrell, late o! Company B, Forty-first Regiment Ohio Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $70 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: · • 

In line 8 strike out the word "seventy " and insert In lieu thereof 
the word "forty-five." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
MARGARET BONYNGE. 

The neA.'i: pension business was the bill (H. R. 2785) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret Bonynge. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub.iect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar
gat·et Bonynge, widow of Thoma!'1 Bonynge, late of Company K, First 
Re~iment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension of 
$1~ per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word " twelve" and insert in lieu thereof the 

word " sixteen." 
Tile amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
THOMAS D. ADA.MS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17922) granting 
- an increase of pension to Thomas D. Adams. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int~rior be, and: he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the penswn roll, subJect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
D. Adams, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a ~ension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receivmg. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line -8 strike out the word "fifty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " thirty.' 

Tile amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
SAMUEL YEHL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17999) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Yehl. 

Tile bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and: he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subJect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Yehl, late of Company G, One hundred and seventy-sixth; Regimen_t 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Twenty~e1ghth R~gl
ment l:'ennsylvania Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay b1m a pensiOn 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words " Company G, One hundred 
and seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and." 

In line 8 strike out the word "Veteran.' · 
Tbe amendments were agreed to. 
Tbe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
WILLIAM R. HINER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18041) granting 
an increase of pension to William R. Hiner. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
R. Hiner, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

Tile amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: · 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty ' and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty.'' -

The· amendment was agreed to. 
· The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

ORRIN A. A. GARDNER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R~ 8795) granting 
an increase of pension to 0. A. A. Gardner. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions anq limitations of the pension laws, the name of 0. A. A. 
Gardner, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer. Infan
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

'l'he amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter "0." and insert in lieu thereof the word 
"Orrin." 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

Amend t~e title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Orrin A. A. Gardner.'' · · 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
WILLIAM B. WARREN. 

Tile next pension business was the blll (H. R. 9862) granting 
an increase of pension to William B. Warren. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 

B. Warren, late of Company A, Twenty-first Regiment Indiana Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " fifty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " forty-five." • 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ELIZA ROGERS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9531) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza Rogers. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ehza 
Rogers, late of Company --, --- Regiment, United States ~arine 
Corps, and pay him a pension at the · rate of $20 per month in heu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line G strike out the words " late of Company --, --- Regi
ment " and insert in lieu thereof the words " widow of Michael Rogers, 
late of.'' 

In line 7 strike out the word "him" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "her." 

In line 8 strike out the word " twenty " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "sixteen." 

In same line strike out the word "he" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "she." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recom~endation. 
GEORGE STILLMAN. 

The next pension business was the bilf (H. R. 8867) granting 
a-n increase of pension to George Stillman. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the' Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized ·and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Stillman late of · Compa.ny I, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry: and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month ·in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

STEPHEN CUNDIFF, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10395) grant
ing an increase of pension to Stephen Cundiff. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretax:y of the Interior be, and he ls 

bet·eby, authorized 11;n~ di~ected to place <_>n the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and llm1tatwns of the penswn laws, the name of Stephen 
Cundiff, late of Company .A, Third R~iment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line G strike out the word " Third " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word " Second." 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four.'' 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

. able recommendation. 
JAMES P. HALL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17466) grant
ing an increase of pension to James P. Hall. 

Tile bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enactecl, etc., '.rhat the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of .Tames 
p Hall late of Company K, Forty-seventh Regiment New York Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. -

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows : · 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirty'.' and insert in lieu thereof .the 
word "twenty.'' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was- ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ELIZABETH BARTLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18076) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Bartley. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted,. etc., That the Secretary of the' Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza
beth Bartley, widow of Reuben Bartley, late of Company G, One hun· 
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dred and twent:Y-thlrd Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pensfon at the rate of $20 per month In lieu o~ that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows : · 

In lines 6, 7, and 8 strfke out the words "ot Company G, One hun
dred and twenty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry " 
and insert in lieu thereof the words " second lieutenant, Signal Corps, 

. United States Army." 
In line 9 strike out the wo-rd ''twenty " and insert in lieu thereof the 

word "fifteen." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be la1d aside with a favor

ab!e recommendation. 
BENEDICT SUTTER. 

The ne:x:t pension business .was the bill (H. R. 18135) granting 
nn increase of pension to Benedict Sutter. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc.j That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is. 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pt·ovisiolls and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bene
dict Sutter, late of Independent Battery B, Pennsylvania Volunteer' 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was -read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " fifty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four." · · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
· ALFRED GUDE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18724) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred Gude. 

Tbe bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
Gude, late of Company H, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer In
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the ·committee was read, 
as follows: 

rD. line 8 strike out the word " forty " and insert In lieu thereof the 
word "thirty-six." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Tbe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommenda Uon. 
ELIJAH G. GOULD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18447) granting 
an increase of pension to Elijah G. Gould. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enaatea, etc., That th Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, a.uthorlR!ed and directed to place on the pension .roll, subject to ' 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elijah 
G. Gould, late of Company K. Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteer rn-

. fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. ' 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
f()Uows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor· 

able recommendation. 
JACOB B. BICKABD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18243) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob S. Rickard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted., etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, .and he is 

hereby authorized and directed to place. on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and llmitations of the pension laws, the name of .Jacob 
S. R1ckard, late of Company K, One hundred. and nine~y-nlnth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay hrm a penswn at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " fifty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "thirty." 

The amendinent was agreed to. 
· The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor· · 
able recommendation. 

HANNAH R. JACOBS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18449) granting 
an increase of pension to Hannah R. Jacobs. 

Tbe bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., '.rhat the Sec:reta.ry of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations or the pension ~a ws. the name of Hannah 

R . . Jacobs, widow of Abram B. Jacobs, late of Company H, Sixth Regi
ment United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at· the rate of $.:t4 
per month in lieu of that she _is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, ns 
follows: · 

In line 8 strike out the word " twenty-four " and insert in lieu thereo! 
the word "twelve." 

The amendment was agreed to . 
'.rhe bilJ as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor· 

able recommendation. 
JOHN J. HOWELLS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18184) granting 
an increase of pension to John J. Howells. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ls 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pro-visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of .John 
.T. Howells, late of Company C, Thirty-thifd Regiment New .Jersey 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by· the committee was read, as 
follows: · 

In Ilne 8 strike out the word "thirty" and insert in lieu thereof-the 
word " twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 

JOHN W. BLANCHARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18132) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Blanchard. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted~ eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of .John 
W. Blanchard, late of Company B, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of :j)30 per month in lieu 
of th.at he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

PATRICK M'C.A.RTHY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17388) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick McCarthy. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
· Be it etwcted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Pat
ric.k McCarthy, late of Company D, Twenty-eighth Reginumt Massachu
setts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that ·he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-
mendation. · 

JOHN A. LYLE. 

The next pension business was the bill {~. R; 18105) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Lyle . 

The bill was read, as follows: · 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior 'be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of .John 
A. Lyle, late of Company E, Ninety-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at t~e rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. · , 

The amendment recommendt:zd by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "twenty-four" and insert the word 
"thirty." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
ISOM WILKERSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17374) granting 
an increase of pension to Isom Wilkerson. 

The bill was .read, as follows· 
Be it enac'ted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isom 
Wilkerson·, late of Company I, Second Regiment California Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorabl~ recom· 
mendation. · 

WILLIAM E. STARR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18357) granting 
an increase of pension to William E. Starr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enact.ed, etc., That the SecretJ.ry of the Interior be_ and he Js 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, .subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pL'nston laws, "the-name ·of ' WUliam 



1906. CONGRESSIONAL -RECORD--HOUSE. •6719 
ID. · 'Starr, late of Eighteenth Battery, Indiana Volunteer L'ight .Artil· 
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in Ueu o:f 
i:h:at be is now x.er::etving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee wer~ read, · 
as follows: 

In lllne <6, before the woTd -«Battery,' insert the word -.. , Independ-·· 
ent." · 

In line 8 strike out the word " forty ·" and insert in lien thereof the 
word "<twenty~four_" 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wrth a favor

able recommendation. 
OLAY .RIGGS. 

The next pension business was the bill {H. R. 1830B) ,gr.anting 
a pension to Clay Riggs. · 

The bill was a.·.ead, .as follows : 
Be it enaeted, 'C'to., That 'the Secretary 'Of the lnterlor be, an~ he _Is 

hereby. authorized .and directed to -piace an 'the -pension roU, subJect to 
the pro-visions 1IIld limitations o:t the pension ilaws, the ·name -of Clay 
Riggs, late of Company I, Forty~fifth Regiment Illinois VO:lunteer In· 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the ·rate of $30 per month. 

The ·amendments Tecommended lby the eomm1ttee were ·read, . 
as follows: 

In line '8 -strike out the word n ithlrty "' and insert m 1leu there&f ·the 
word " twenty-four." 

In same line, after the word "month," insert the 1W{):rds '":in lleu of 
l(;hat be r1s now r-eceiving." 

Amend the title so as to read: ~'A 'bill granting .an Increase of }>en
sion to Clay Riggs." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
. The bill -as .ru:n.ended JVas oroered to be laid .aside with a favor-
able recommendation. · 

JACOB STAUFF. 

The next pension business was the bill {H. R. 18165) granting 
nn ine:rease of pension to .J:acob .Strunff. · 

The bill ·was read, as foUows : 
Be it enacted., -etc., .That the Secretary of ,the !n'tledor be, -and he Is 

hereby authorized and directed to place on. the pension roll. subject to 
the provisions and limitations . of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
'Staull' late .of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment 'Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at tbe rate of $24 per month in lieu of 'that 
he is now receiY.ing. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was rea :as 
follows: 

In line '1, ibefore the word "Volunteer," ~nsert the word "Wlseo:nsin." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended w.as -order.ed to 'be laid aside with a favor

able .recommendation ...... 
JOHN CAIN. 

The next pension business was the bill {H. R.1i542) ~ting 
.an increase .of £Pension to John Cain~ 

The bill was read, as follows-: 
1Je it enacteil, 'C'tc., 'That the Secr-etary .of the l~terior be, :and he is 

hereby, autbotized J8.nd directed to ;place :on the penskm :roll, subject to , 
the provisio'Ils und 'limitations o'f the penslon laws, the name of .Tob.n 
Cain late of Company D, Seco.ud Regiment New Y.ork Volunteer ln
f.anu'..y and pay hlm a pens-ion at 'the 'l'ate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended ~Y the eommlttee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "'lorl;y " nnd .insert in lleu thereof the 
-wo-rd "' t:hh':t;y."" · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

:a.ble ~·ecommendation. 
JOHN J.l. CA.lm'OIL. 

The next pension business was the bill (R. R. 13828) granting 

tne provisions und limitations of tne pension laws. the :name of John H. 
Eversole, late of Company I, One hundred and ·seventy-fourtb Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, .and pay hlm a pension at the rate of ·$24 per 
month in lieu of that he ls now Teeeiving. 

·The -bin was o-rdered to be laid :aside w:ith a 'favorable recom
mendation. 

DAVID . .FORD. 

'The next _pension .bm;iness -wa.s the bill (H. R. 14729) granting 
:an mer-ease uf pension to David Ford. . 

·The bill was .read, ·as follows: 
Be i-t enactea, --e'tc .... ·T.hat the ~ecreta:cy of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pl:ace on the pension roll, subject to 
:the p:rov'isions and limitations ot the pension laws, the oname of David 
Ford, · late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment Connecticut Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a :pension at the rate of $30 'Per momh 1n 
lieu of that he is now receiving.. 

The .amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty n and .insert in Ueu thereof the 
the word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as .am-ended was (ordered to be laid .aside with a 

fa:vorable recommendation. 
CHRISTIAN SCHLOSSER. 

The next pension business wa'B the 'bill '{H. R. 14702~ granting 
an increase of pension to Christian ,Schlosser. 

The bill was read, as fellows : 
.Be i<t -entWtecl. etc •• ~hat the Sectetax:y of the .Interlor he, .and he is 

hereby~ ~uthorized ana -directed to place on the pensiO-n roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations <Of the perrsl~m laws, the name of Chris
tian Schlosser, late of Company I, Second R-egiment Wi.sco'Ilsin Volun
teer .Infantry, .and pay .him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in 
li-eu .of tfu.at he is ~w ·receiving. . 

Tbe bill was ordered to be Jaid aside with -a .tav.orable r~com
-menda ti&n. 

J'OSEPH J. GOODE. 

The next pe.nsi-<m business was the hill (H. R. 16141) granting 
an increase of pension 'to .Toseph J. Good. 

The bill was .read, .as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar-y -of 'the interior be, and he is 

:trereby, :authorized .and directed ·to tWt.ce cQn the pension roll. subject to 
'the provisions and limitations ·of tJ;e pensio!l laws, the name of Joseph 
:J. 'Good, 1-at:e -nf Gompa'D,y K, Fifth .Regiment -'l'ennessee -"Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate ~f 40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receivin.g. 

The amendments recommended by the :committee wer~ read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word " Goad " Jill{} insert in lieu thereof the 
word " Goode." 

In Une strike -nut the w-ord " forty ., and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four.'" 

Amend the title so -as to ·read : ".A bill .:granting :an· increase o.f pen
sion to Joseph J. Goode." 

The amendme'D.ts -er-e a;gr.eed to.. 
The bill as amended was order-ed to be .laid aslde with a 

favorable lleCQm:mend.ation. 
DAVID II • . P.ARXER. 

The next _pension business was the bill {H~ R. _17171) granting 
an increase of pension to David B. Parker. 

The bill was rea<L as follows : 
Re it -en:avtrui, ·etc.., 'Th-a:t fbe 'Secretary <Of the ·Interior be, :and he is 

11ereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensi'frn roll, subj-ect to 
the prav.isions -and limitati-ons of the pension laws, the name rof David 
H. Parker, late of Company D, ~wo lru:ndred a:nd fifth Regiment Penn
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay hlm .a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of t.ha.t he is now receiving. 

The amendment -recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

an increase of pension to .John M. Carroll. 
The bill was ;r-ead, .as foTiows : 

· In line 8 strike out the word " forty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
, word "thirty." 

The amendment was agr-eed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to ·be laid .asid~ with a favor

able ,recommendation. 
J A.:MES .R. m-cxs. 

Be it enac-ted~ eto., ':.t'hat the :Secretary 1>f th·e Int-erior be, Md he is 
h.ereby authorized ana directed .to -place on the pension roll, stibject to 
the 'Provisions oand iinrltatlona -of the .pension iaws, the .name of John 
M. Carroll, late of Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him !l.:pen.sion :at the rate of $35 per -month i:n lieu .of that .he is 

The next :pP.TISien busmess was the bill -(H. R. 16595) granting 
w-ere read, :an increase of pension to .J.ames Bussell Hicks. 

now recetvmg. · 
The .amendments 1·ccommend.ed .by the committee 

as follows: 
In line ~. 'befo:i·e the W-('}.l.'d .. !rwe'lft:'b,'" lnsert fthe w-&rds "Com-

;p~~ ~~ B strilre out the ~o-r(J ... thlrty-Uvc " nnil ilnset;t 'tlie word 
"thirty." . . · _... · 

'The amendments were ngreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid nslde wlth :a .favor

abl-e .reco-mmendath:>u. 

·The bill was read, as follows : · 
Be i't cn-acltJd, etc., 'That tne :Secr-etary of tM Interior be, rand be is 

Mreby, authorized and directed to place on the pensi-on roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Russell Hicks, late of Comp'l.ny B, 'Seve'Ilty-first Regiment Illinois Vol
\llll.teer .Intantry, and :pa_y him -a ;pension .at the .rate '().f $24 per month. 

'The amendments recommend-ed by the eommittee 1v-e.re ~·ead, 
as follows: 

'JOHN H. 'E\""ERSOLE. , !n line 6 strike out the word ''Russell" an.d insert in lieu thereof 
t · b · th bill (. H R l,.?G4) t· the letter ~· .R." The nex penswn USiness was e · · · ~ gran m:g ~ In Jlne 8 .strike 'Out the w-ord "'-:twenty ..;four'" .and lnS'ert in iieu thereo:t 

.an increase -of _pension to John H. Eversole. ~ the word"" twelve ..... 
The bill wrrs 'l.'ead us follows-: ' Amend the ftitle -so <as to ~r.ea.d:: ••,!. 'bill grantm.:g :a. pension to .James 

' . · ·. R llk.ks" · · · · Be it enacted, etc., That 'the 'Secretary o! the 'lnt'er'ior be, und be is · · - . 
hereby, authol"ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to The amendments were agreed to. 



6720 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· HOUSE. MAY 11, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor
able recommendation. 

HEZEKIAH J. REYNOLDS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16005) granting 
an increase of pension to Hezekiah J. Reynolds. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi~r be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Heze
kiah J. Reynolds, late of Company E, One hundred and forty-third Regi
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

DUDLEY M'KIBBEN. 

The next pen ion business was the bill (H. R. 16812) granting 
an increase of pension to Dudley McKibben. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc.~ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dudley 
McKibben, late of Company I, Thirty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ADAM DIXON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16252) granting 
an increase of pension to Adam Dixon. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted~ etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam 
Dixon, late of Company B, One hundred and fourth Regiment New 
Yo1·k Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word " late," strike out the word "of" and insert 
in lieu thereof the word " captain." 

In same line strike out the letter "B" and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter "G." 

In line 8 strike out the word " fifty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "thirty." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
'l'he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
GEORGE H. GORDON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16565) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Gordon. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted~ etc., That the Secretary of the Interior lie, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
H Gordon late first lieutenant, Ninetieth Regiment United States Col
or'ed Votur:teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 

· month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 

as follows: 
In line 6, before the word "late," insert the words "alias Gorton." 
In line 8 sh·ike out the word "twenty-four" and insert in lieu thereof 

the word "thirty." 
Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pen

sion to George H. Gordon, alias Gorton." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 'favor

able recommendation. 
JAMES B. ADAMS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16878) granting 
an increase of pension to J ames B. Adams. 

'l'he bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacte(l~ etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized a!ld. dir~cted to place o~ the pension roll. subject to 
the pt·ovis ions and hmttatwns of the penswn laws, the name of James 
B. Adams, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Kentucky yol~nteer 
Cavalry, and pay hi!D. a. pension at the rate of $30 per month m lieu of 
that be is now rec~1vmg. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ISADEL NEWLIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16977) .granting 
a pen ion to Isabel Newlin. 

The bill was read, as follows. 
Be it enacted~ etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pr~visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isabel 
Newlin, widow of Ellis P. Newlin, late of Company L, Sev!lnteenth Regi
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pensiOn at the rate 
of $25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " twenty-five" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "twelve." - · 

In line 9, after the word " month," insert the words "in lieu of that 
she is now receiving." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an Increase of pen
sion to Isabel Newlin." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 

WILLIAM K. TRABUE. . 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15126) granting 
an increase of pension to William K. Trabue. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
K. Trabue, late captain Companies E and G, Thirteenth Regiment Illi
nois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 pe:t 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirty , - and insert in lieu thereof tle 
word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
ALBERT G. PACK;ER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18959) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert G. Packer. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
B e it enacted~ etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub,iect to 
the provisions and limita t ions of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
G. l'acker, late captain Company F, Sixty-first Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. · 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: · 

In line 8 strike out the word "fifty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
w d " thirty.'' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
EVANS P. HOOVER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18678) granting 
an increase of pension to Evans P. Hoover. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Evans 
1'. Hoover, late of Company G, Eighty-fift'l) ·Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word "Eighty-fifth" and Insert in lieu 
thereof the word "Thirty-fifth.'' · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
THOMAS GARRATT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18236) · granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Garrett. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll , subject to 
the provisions and limitat ions of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Garrett, late of Company L, First Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy 
Artillet·y, and pay him a pen.s ion at the rate of $30 per mouth in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word " Garrett" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word " Garratt." 

In the same line strike out the word " First" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word " Sixteenth.'' 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four.'' • 

Amend the title so ·as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Thomas Garratt.'' 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ERASTUS W. BRIGGS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. It. 18038) granting 
an increase of pension to E. W. Briggs. 
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The bill was read, as follows : J · The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
Be it enacted, eta., That the Secretary of the Int~rior be, and. he is follows : 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the penswn roll, subJect to In line 8 strike out the word "fifty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the na~e of E . 'Y· word "twenty-four." 
Briggs late of Company H, Second and Eighty-sixth Re~pments Oh1o Th dm t d t 
Volunteet· Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $ii0 per month e ~en en was agree o. . . . 
in liew of that he is now receiving. The bill as amended was ordered to be la1d a~nde with a favor· 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, able. recommendation. 
as follows: WILHELM GRIESE. 

In line 6 strike out the letter " E." and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "Erastus." 

In same line and in line 7 strike out the· words " Company H, Sec
ond and Eighty-sixth Regiments," and insert in lieu thereof the words 
" band, Tbil·ty-eighth Uegiment." . . . 

In line 8 strike out the word "thtrty" and insert m lieu thereof 
the word "twenty." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Et·astus W. Briggs.'' 

The amendment were aareed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
RACHEL A. WEBSTER. 

The next pension bu ine s was the bill (H. R. 18355) granting 
an increa. e of pension to Rachel A. Webster. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it cnaated, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and dil'ected to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name _of Rachel 
A. Webster, widow of William A. ·webster, and pay her a penswn at the 
rate of 20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follow : 

In line 6, after the word "William," strike out the letter "A." and 
insert in lieu thereof the letter " L.'' 

In same line, bef01·e the word "and," insert the words "late cap
tain Company I, Fifth Hegiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted In-

f~~r{i~e 7 strike out the word " twenty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "sh..'i:een." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
GIDEON M. BURRISS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19005) granting 
an increase of pension to Gideon M. Burriss. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gideon 
l\f. Burriss, late of Company H, Third Regiment Tennessee Mounted 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

ln line 7 strlke out the word " Mounted " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "Volunteer." 

In same line strike out the word "Volunteer" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word u Mounted." 

In line 8 strike out the word " twenty" and insert in lieu thereof 
the wot·d "twelve." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. · 
EDGAR SLATER. 

The next pension busineSs was the bill (H. R. 17528) granting 
an increase of pension to Edgar Slater. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it eriacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the -name of Edgar 
Slater, late of Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

Tbe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "fifty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " thirty.'' 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
NEWTON S . DAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R.17346) granting 
lVI increa e of pension to Newton S. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and dil'ected to place on the pension roll, sub~ct to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Newton 
S. Davis, late of Tenth Independent Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer 
Light A:rtillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
In lieu of that he is now receiving. 

X.L--421 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18125) granting 
an increase of pension to William Griasa. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Gl'iasa, late of Company K, First Regiment Wisconsin . Volunteel' Cav
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as. 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words " William Grlasa" and insert in lieu 
thereof the words " Wilhelm Griese.'' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
VIRGIL A. BAYLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R.18310} granting 
an increase of pension to Virgil A. Bayley. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it en11cted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjec~ t_o 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, tbe name of V1rg1 l 
A. Bayley, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate. of 30 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was orde:·ed to be laid aside with a favor· 

able recommendation. ' 
ELLEN L. STONE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R.18509) granting 
an increase of pension to Ellen L. Stone. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be 't enactecJ, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, suhject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen L. 
Stone, widow of Joseph C. Stone, late adjutant First Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows : 

In line 6 strike out the word " adjutant " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "captain." 

In line 7 strike out the wo·rds "First Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Cavalry " and insert in lieu thereof the words " and assistant adjutant
general. United States Volunteers.'' 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
NELSON S. PRESTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R.18976) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson S. Pl·eston. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the p.ame of Nelson 
S. Preston. late of Company B, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strlke out the word " sixty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " forty." -

The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
HENBY BALLARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R.17476) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Ballard. 

The bill was read. as follows : 
,Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretru·y of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Ballard, late of Company I1 Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteer · In
fantry, and pay him a penswn at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that -he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JOHN W. JONES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18121) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follow_s : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name · of John 
W. Jones, late of Company G, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. · 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

EDW .A.RD B. PBIME. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18702) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward B. Prime. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
B. Prime, late of Company G, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "forty , · and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " thirty-six." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
EDW .A.RD C. BOWERS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R . . 16188) granting 
a pension to Edward C. ,Bowers. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
C. Bowers, late ensign in the United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $6 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows : · 

In line 6, before the word "ensign," insert the word "acting." 
In same line strike out the words " in the." · 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
CHARLES F . TOWER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3495) grant
ing an increase of pension to Charles F. Tower. 

The bill was read, as follows : . 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
F. Tower, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment Massachusetts Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension .at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

EDW .A.RD D. LOCKWOOD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5911) granting 
a pension to Edward D. Lockwood. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
D. Lockwood, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Provisional En
rolled Missouri l\Iilitia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word "late," insert the words "alias George E. 
McDaniel." 

In line 8 strike out the word "twenty-four" and Insert in lieu 
thereof the word "twelve." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
THOMAS H. THORNBURGH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16842) granting 
an increase of pension to '1'-homas H. Thornburgh. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enactedJ etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

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

the provisions and limitations of the pension .Jaws, the name of Thomas 
H. Thornburgh, late of Company· A, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. . 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word " late," strike out the word "of" and in
sert in lieu thereof the words "second lieutenant." 

In same line strike out the letter "A" and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter "F." 

In line 8 strike out the word " fifty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "forty." 

The amendm.ents were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
THOMAS DAILEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 16496) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Daily. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed i:o place on the pension roll, suhject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Daily, late of Company B, Fifty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word "Dally " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "Dailey." 

In line 8 ·strike out the word "thirty-six" and insert .in lieu thereof 
the word " twenty-four." . 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable r ecommendation. 

WILLIAM HAMMOND. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16682) granting 
an increase of pension to William Hammond. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o! William 
Hammond, late of Company D,- Eighth ·Regiment Maryland Volunteer 
Infantryi and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that be s now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

RENJAMIN F. FINICAL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15288) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F . Finical. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it ~:tacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ben
jamin F. Finical, late of Company C, First Regiment Minnesota Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line S strike out the word " forty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 

WILLIAM W. COMBS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15613) grant
ing an increase of pension to William W. Combs. 

The bill . was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hE!reby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subiect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of '\Villiam 
W. Combs, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay. him a pension at the rate of 30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The endments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word "Company," insert the words "r.">mpany 
G, Twenty-second Regiment, and." ' . 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert In lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four." 

'l'he amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
JOHN GINTHER. 

The ne;x:t pension business was the bill (II. R. 16073) -granting 
an increase of pension to John- Ginther. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
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Ginther, rlate of Company .G, Eighth Regiment -. Ohio Volunteer· In

. fan try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-
mendation. · 

JAMES E. HAMMONTREE. 

The next pension busin~ss was the bill (H. ~- 13443) granting 
an increase of pension to James E. Hammontree. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, nnd be is 

hereby, authorized and dir·ected to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
El. Hnmmontree, late of Company II, Fifth Regiment '.rennessee Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert In lleu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
CYRUS VANMATRE. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 11457) granting 
an increase of pension to Cyrus Van Matre. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus 
Van latre, late of Company ll, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of lji30 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. 

'l~he amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follow : · 

In line 6 strike out the words "Van Matre" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word "Vanmatre." 

In same line, before the word " Eighth," insert the words " and first 
lieutenant Company E." 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
wot·d " twenty-four." 

. Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an Increase of pen
sion to Cyrus Vanmatre." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
MICHAEL LENNON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10828) granting 
a pension to Michael Lennon. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
Lennon, late of Company G, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer In
fantr·y, and. pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8, after the word " month," insert the words " in lieu of that 
he is now receiving." . 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Michael Lennon." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid asiile with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
THOMAS P. CRANDALL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12418) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas P. Crandall. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions ancl limitations of the pension laws, the name of 'l'bomas 
P. Crandall, late of Company C, Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Englne~t·s, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

MARGARET A. MONTGOMERY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12336) granting 
an increase of pension to l\Iargaret A. Montgomery. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar
garet A. Montgomery, widow of James Montgomery, late of Company 
C, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu· of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line !} strike out the word " twelve" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " sixteen." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor
able recommendation. 

LEWIS J. POST. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11057) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis J. POE!t. 

'l'he ·bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to · 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 
J. Post, late of Company C, Twenty-seventh Regiment New York Volun
teer Infantry, and Company H, Sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

'l'he amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words " C, Twenty-seventh" and insert in 
lieu thereof the words "A, Thirt~enth." 

In line 7 strike out the words "New York Volunteer Infantry." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JOHN T. WISE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12249) ~ranti~g 
an increase of pension to John T. Wise. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John T. 
Wise, late of Company R; Fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 stl'ike out the word " forty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four." 

1\Ir. SULLOW AY. 1\Ir. Chairman, the beneficiary in this bill 
is dead, and I move that the bill be laid aside with the recom
mendation that it be laid upon the table . 

The motion was agreed to. 

JAMES C. STRONG. 

The ne~-t pension business was the bill (H. R. 8894) granting 
an increase of pension to James C. Strong. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., 'Ihat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James C. Strong, late lieutenant-colonel, colonel, and brevet brigadier
general, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows : · 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the · words " colonel, and brevet brigadier
general, 1 nited States Volunteers," and insert in lieu thereof the words 
"Thh·ty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
CALVIN M. L.ATHAAI. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8817) granting 
an increase of pension to Calvin Latlmm. 

'l'he bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the pr·ovisions and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of 
Calvin Latham, late of Company F, Eighty-eighth Regiment Ohio Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. -

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word "Calvin," insert the letter ":\!." 
In line 8 strika out the word "fifty" and insert in lieu thereof the 

word "thirty-six." 
sio!~~nga~~fn t}J~e~~u~:m~~ read: "A bill granting an increase of pen-

The amend)nents were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JAMES M. JARED. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8232) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Jared. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enact ed, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 'name of 
James M. Jared, late of Company K, Twenty-first Regiment Illlnois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows : 

In line 7, before the word "and," insert the words "and Company 
K. Ninth Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
EDWIN M . TODD. 

The next pension business was the bill {H. R. 7402) granting 
an increa e of pension to Edwin :M. Todd. 

1.'he bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ,p,rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 
M. l'odd, late of Companies H and I, Forty-ninth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

HENRY E. SEELYE. 

The next pension busine s was the bill (H. R. 8155) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry E. Seelye. 

'lbe bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
R. Seelye, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

WILLIAM E. CHAMBERS. 

The next pension business was the bill ( ll. R. 18628) granting 
an increase of pension to William E . Chambers. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the · provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t he name of Wil
liam E. Chambers, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he Is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "forty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
THOMAS J . BYRD. 

The next pension business was the bill {H. R. 17934) granting 
an increa e of pension to Thomas J. Byrd . . 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pro\Tisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ~'bomas 
J . llyrd, late of Company E, First Hegiment Alabama Volunteer Cav
alry, and pay hlm a pension at the rate of $30 pe1· month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ALEX. 0 . HUFFMAN. 

The next ponsion business was the bill (ll. R. 6596) granting 
an increa. e of pension to A. 0 . Huffman. 

'.rhe bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
A. 0 . . Huffman, late of Company -, -- Regiment -- Volunteer In
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as foll<Jws : 

In line 6 strike out the letter "A." and insert in lieu thereof the· word 
"Alex." 

In same line, after the word " ·company," insert the letter " F." 
In same line, before the word " llegiment," insert the word "Twenty

first." 
In line 7, before the word "Volunteer,'· insert the word "Kentucky." 
In line 8 strike out the word "thirty" and insert in lieu the1·eof the 

word "twenty-four." 
- Amend the title so as to read : "A bill granting an increase of pen-
sion to Alex. 0. Huffman." . 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
MARY C. CHAP:U.AN. 

The next pension ·business was the bill (H. R. G505) granting 
an increase of pension to l\fary C. Chapman. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec1·P.tary of tire Interior be, and be is 

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

to the prov1s1ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
·Mary C. Chapman, widow of Mathew D. Chapman, late of Company G, 
Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a f)ension at the 1·ate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. -

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows : · 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out the word "twenty-four" and insert in 
lieu thereof the word " twelve." . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor~ 

able recommendation. 
JOSEPH MONTGOMERY. 

The next pension business was the bill {H. R. 5040) granting 
an increase of pen ion, to Jo eph :Montgomery. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the ecretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, autbot·~zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the p1·ovisions and limitations of the pension law , the name of 
Joseph Montgomery, late of Company F, One hund1·ed and twenty
seventh Regiment l'ennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the wot·d " thirty" and insert i.n lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-

able recommendation. · 
ALLEN L. GARWOOD. 

The next pen ion bu ines was the bill (H. R. 5958) granting 
an increa e of pension to Allen L. Garwood. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension law , the name of 
Allen L. Garwood, late of ompany A, Fifty-fourth Itegiment Pennsyl
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 50 
per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word "Company," insert the words "Company 
I, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and." 

In line 8 strike out the word "fifty" and insert in lieu the1·eof the 
word "thirty." 

The amendments were agree(l. to_ 
The bill as an1ended was ordered to be laid a ide wlth a favor~ 

able recommendation. 
ELIAS HANES. 

The next pension busine s was the bill (H. n.. G059) granting 
an increase of pension to Elias Hanes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the p nsion roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Elias Hnnes, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regi
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word " thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa\or

able recommendation. 
JACOB H . LYNCH. 

The next pension bu iness was the bill (H. R. 1614) granting 
an increase of pen ion to Jacob H . Lynch. 

The bill was read, as follow : 
Be it en-acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen ion roll, s ubject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pen ion laws. the name of 
Jacob H. Lynch, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving .. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words "G, Sixth" and insert in lieu thereof 
the words "A, Twenty-second.\' 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor

able recommendation. 
CHARLES A.. W ALKEP.. 

The next pension bu iness was the bill (ll. R. 173G) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles A. w·alker. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., 'l'hat the Sect·etary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t o 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
A. Walker, late of Company F, Thirteent1!. Regiment Ohio Volunteer In
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that be is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out tlie letter " F " and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter "I." · 

In line 8 strike out the word "forty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "thirty." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
HUDSON J. VAN SOOTER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2265) granting 
an increase of pension to Hudson J. Van Scoter. 

.Tile bill .was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, au thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hudson 
J. Van Scoter, late of Company G, 'l'wenty-third Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
In lieu of that he is now receiving. -

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirtY " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." 

Tile amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able . recommendation. 
ANTHONY SANSPEUR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2247) granting 
an increase of pension to .Anthony Sanspeur. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the -pension laws, the name of Anthony 
Sanspem·, late first lieutenant Company E, Twelfth Itegiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at ·the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Tile amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words " Company E " and insert in lieu 
thet·eof the words "and quartermaster." 

In line 8 strike out the word "fifty" and insert in. lieu thereof the 
word "twenty-four." · 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
EGBERT J. OLDS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3488) granting 
nn increase of pension to Egbert J. Olds. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, And he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Egbert 
J. Olds, late of Company B, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer· Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receivrng. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

WILLIAM S.A.PHAR. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9238) for the relief of 
William Saphar; 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc. That William Saphar shall hereafter be held and 

considered to have been honorably discharged from the military service 
of the United States as a private of Company F, Seventh Re~iment 
United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, on the 14th day of Decem
ber, 1865. 

Tile bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

WILLIAM W. DUDLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17915) granting 
an increase of pension to William W. Dudley. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
W. Dudley, late of Nineteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
brevet colonel and brevet brigadier-general, Unit~ States Volunteers, 
and pay him a J;>ension at the rate of $100 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receivmg. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word " Nineteenth," strike out the word " of" 
an insert in lieu thereof the word "lieutenant-colonel." 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words " brevet colonel and brevet 

brif:dN;~gbn~~-~·kJI~~fd t~;a;;grds01~~:r~-::ndred " and insert in lieu 
thereor the word "seventy-two." 

The amendments were agreed to! 

The bill as · amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

JOHN W. CHASE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17309) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Chase. 

The bill was read, · as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

het·eby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Chase, .late of Company B, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a {avor

able recommendation. 
P A.TBICK CONLIN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 7226) for the relief of 
Patrick Conlin. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place the n:1me of Patrick Conlin on t ' e rec
ords as a member of Company I, Fifty-seventh Re;;!ment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and grant him an honorable discharge, to date from Septem
ber 1, 1865. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8, after the word "sixty-five," insert : u Provided, That no 
pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue 
of the passage of this act." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
MARTIN ELLISON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4597) grunting 
an increase of pension to Martin Ellison. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret:u·y of the In.terior be, and he is 

het·eby, authorized and dit·ected to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
Ellison, late a soldier of the United States in the war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out " a soldier of the United States in the," and in 
the same line, after the word " late," insert "of Company C, Colonel 
Lane's battalion, Texas Mounted Volunteers." 

In line 7 strike out " thirty " and inser·t " twenty." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
HORACE SALTER. 

'!'he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6533) grunting 
a pension to Horace Salter. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, suhject to 
the provisions and limitntions of the pension laws, the name of Horace 
Salter, late of Morgan's independent company, Iowa Mounted Volun
teers. Mexican war, and pay him a pension_ at the rate of $50 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line i strike out " Mexican war" and insert "wnr with Mexico." 
In line 8 strike out "fifty" and insert "twelve." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
MARY ANN SHELLY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11855) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Shelly. 

The }?iH was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
Shelly, widow of Bailey Shelly, late of ·company D, Third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the initial "A." in the claimant's name where it appears in 
the title and body of the bill to "Ann." 

In line 7 change "Volunteer" to "Volunteers," and in the same line 
strike out " Infantry." 

·In line 8 -strike out " twenty" and insert " twelve." 
Tile· amendments were agreed to. 

-
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

HESTER A. VAN DEBSLICE. 

The next pension business was the bPI (H. R. 12330) granting 
an increa e of pension to .Hester A. Van Derslice. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hester 
A. Van Derslice, widow of Joseph H. Van Derslice, late captain, Four
teenth r:egiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

'l'he bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

WILLIAM D. WILLIS. 

Tile next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16272) granting 
a pension to William D. Willis. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
He it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the p1·ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
D. Willis, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The nruendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after " Willis," insert "late of Battery A, Fourth Regiment 
United States Artillery." 

'l'Ile amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
MARY AMANDA NASH. 

Tile next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16525) granting 
an increase of pension to 1\1. A. Nash. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ls 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. A. 
Nash, widow of S. K. Nash, late of Company D, -- Regiment North 
Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. · 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the claimant's name in the title and body of the bill to 
"Mary Amanda Nash." 

In line 6 change the initial "S." in the soldier's name to "Shepard." 
In line 7, before " Regiment," insert " First ; " and in the same line 

change "Volunteer" to "Volunteers" and after the same insert "wat· 
with Mexico;" and in the same line··strike out "Infantry." 

In line 8 strike out " thirty " and insert "twelve." 
Tile amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
BOLIVAR W ABD. 

The next pension business was the bill 
an increase of pension to Bolivar Ward. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

(H. R. 17825) granting 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he lSI 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bolivar 
Ward, late of Company I, Separate Battalion of Missouri ·Mounted 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per mont~:\. in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out "forty" and insert "twenty." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ELIZA M. BUICE. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie 
E. Blanding, widow of Ormsby Blanding, late of Company D, Twelfth 
Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of 30 per month in lieu of ·that she is now receiving. 

'l'he amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In llne 7 strike out "South Carolina Volunteer," and in the same 
line insert, after "Regiment," the words "Uriited States." 

In line 8, after "Infantry," insert "war with Mexico," and in the 
same line strike out "thirty" and insert "twelve." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ANDREW C. WOODARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17935) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew C. Woodward. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of· Andrew 
C. Woodward, late of Capt. Melvin Hart's company, --- Regiment 
---Volunteer Infantry, Seminole fndian war, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu . of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change claimant's surname in the title and body of the bill from 
" Woodward " to " Woodard." 

In line 6 strike out " Melvin," and in the same line, after " Hart's," 
insert "independent." 

In line 7 strike out "Regiment" and "Volunteer Infantry, Sem
inole," and in the same line, after "pany," insert "Florida Mounted 
Volunteers." 

In line 8, before the word " Indian," insert " Florida," and in the 
same line strike out "thirty" and insert "sixteen." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. , · 
BHETTA FLORENCE TILTON. 

The next pensiO!l business was the bill (H. R. 17940) grant
ing a pension to Florence Tilton. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enactf:d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of.. the pension laws, the name of Florence 
Tilton, widow of Palmer Tilton, late first lieutenant Company C, Twen
tieth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows :_ 

Change the Christian name of the claimant where it appears in the 
title and body of the bill to "Rhetta Florence." 

In line 7 strike out " Company C." · 
In line 8 strike out "thirty " and Insert "seventeen," and add to the 

end of the bill the words " and $2 per month additional on account of 
the minor child of said Palmer Tilton until he reaches the age of •16 
years." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
Tile bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
MARY A. MONTGOMERY. 

The next pension business was the bill 
ing a pension to Mary A. Montgomery. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

(H. R. 18034) grant-

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17891) 
an increase of pensJvn to Eliza M. Buice. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
A. Montgomery, widow of Richard J. Montgomery, late of Company 
-, ---Regiment--- Volunteer Infantry, war with 1\fexfco, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

granting The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 

The bill was read, as follows : 
• as follows : 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authori~ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of "Eliza 
l\!. Buice widow of Elijah E . Buice, late of Company -, --- Regi
ment--'- Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 insert, before the word "Regiment," "H, First" and after 
the word "Re~iment," in the same line, insert "Tennessee Mounted." 

In Une 8 stnke out "twenty" and insert "twelve." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommenda tioi\. 
SALLIE E. BLANDING. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17920) granting 
an increase of pension to Sallie E. Blanding. 

In line 6 change " Richard" to " Ritchard." 
In line 7 stri.ke out" of Company-,--- Regiment--- Volun

teer Infantry,'" and in the same line, after "late," insert "recruit, gen-
eral service, United States Army." . 

In line 8 strike out "twelve" and insert "eight." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
MARY M'FABLANE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18073) grant
ing an increase of pension to l\Iary McFarlane. 

'l'be bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
McF-arlane, · widow of Anjin W. McFarlane, late of Captain Cowan's 
company, Alabama Volunteet·s, Indian war, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, I The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

as follows : follows : 
In line 6 change "Anjin " to "Anjer." 
In line 7, after "Alabama," insert "Mounted," and in the same linl~, 

after "Volunteer~?," insert "Florida." 
In line 8 strike out "thirty" and insert "twelve." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
MARY E. PATTERSON. 

The ne.A.-t pension business was the bill (H. R. 18106) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Patterson. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacte(Z, etc., That the Secretary of the ;rnterior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
E. Patterson, widow of George W. Patterson, who under the name of 
W. Patterson served as a private in Captain Newsom's company, Tay
lor's battalion, Middle Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Indian war, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
- as follows : 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out "who under the name of W. Patterson 
set·ved as a private in" and insert in lieu thereof "late of." 

In line 8 stt·ike out " Newsom's " and insert " D. P. F. Newsom's," 
and in the same line strike out " Taylor's Battalion Middle." 

In line 9 strike out " Mounted." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 

JOHN H. BROADWAY. 

The next pension busin~ss was the bill (H. R. 18262) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Broadway. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o John 
H. Broadway, late of Company E, First Regiment Tennessee Mounted 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendinent recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter " o " and insert the word " of." 
The amendment was agreed to. 

· The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

MARTHA A. DUNLAP. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18378) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha A. Dunlap. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
A.. Dunlap, widow of John M. Dunlap, late of Bowman's company, 
Regiment Georgia Volunteers, Indian war, and pay her a J,Jension at 
the rate of $1::! .per month in lieu of that she is now receivmg. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In Hne 7, after the word " of," insert " captain," and in the same 
line strike out "Regiment." 

In line 8, before the word " Indian," insert " Cherokee," and in the 
same line strike out " war " and insert "disturbance." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

·favorable ·recommendation. 

PAULINE BIETRY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18399) granting 
nn increase of pension to Pauline Bietry. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pr·ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pauline 
Bietry, widow of John Bietry, late of Company G, First Regiment 
Michigan Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her . a pension at the 
ute of $12 per month in lieu of that. she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ELMIRA. M. GAUSE. 

The next pension business was tile bill (H. R. 184:00) granting 
an increase of pension to Elmira M. Gause. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension t·oll, subject to 
the pr·ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elmira 
M. Gause, widow of Edward A. Gause, late of Captain Elmo's company, 
A..labama Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension· at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now t•eceiving. · 

In line 7 strike out " Elmo's" and insert "Elmore's." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bil-l as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
LUCY W. POWELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18402) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucy W. Powell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provision!!! and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy 
W. Powell, widow of Owen C. Powell, late of Company A, First Regi
ment Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ELIZABETH HATHAWAY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18426) granting 
a· pension to Elizabeth Hathaway. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

her·eby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza
beth Hathaway, dependent mother of John Hathaway, late of Company 
G, Thirty-fourth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Spain, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 change "John Hathaway" to "John C. Hathaway." 
In line 8, before "Infantry," insert "Volunteer." 
The amendments were agt·eed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid: aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
BENJAMIN· F. TUDOR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18460) granting 
a pension to B. F. Tudor . . 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of B. F. 
Tudor (enlisted as Franklin Tutor), late of Company B, Santa Fe 
Battalion, Walker's Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows : 

Change the initial " B." where it appears in claimant's name in the 
title and body of the bill to " Benjamin." 

In line 6 strike out " (enlisted as Franklin Tutor)." · 
In line 7 strike out "Walker's." 
In line 9 st'rike out "twenty" and insert "twelve." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid as!de with a fa

·vorable recommendation. 
RUDOLPH W. H. SWENDT. 

Tile next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18467) granting 
a pension to Rudolph W. H. Swendt. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rudolph 
W. H. Swendt, late of Com:J?any C, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volun
teer Infantry, war with Mex1co, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per· month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 change "Volunteer" to "Volunteers," and in same line 
strike out "Infantry." 

In line 8 strike out "thirty" and insert "twenty," and add to the 
end of the bill the words "in lieu of that he is now rec~iving." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Rudolph W. H. Swendt.'' 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
SAMUEL C. DEAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18469) granting 
a pension to Samuel C. Dean. 

Tile bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
C. Dean, late of Company G, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. · 

rrile amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after "Mexico," insert "and Company I, Second Regiment 
California Volunteer Cavalry." 
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Add to the end o:t the bill the words u in lieu of that he Is now 
receiving." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Samuel C. Dean." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
l!. BELLE MAY. 

'.fhe next pension busine~s was the bill (H. R. 18505) granting 
an incrense of pension to M. Belle 1\fay. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be if enacted, eta., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o! M. Belle 
May, widow of Henry J. May, late captain and quartermaster, United 
Slates Volunteers, and pay her a pension at .the rate oi $30 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

'.fhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Str ike out the word "Volunteers," in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "Army." 

Tlle amendment was agreed to. 
'.flle bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
HUGH B. RUTLEDGE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R . 18510) granting 
an increase of pension to Hugh R. Rutledge. 

The bill wa read~ as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh 
R. Rutledge. late surgeon, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of 20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after "late,'' insert 'assistant ; " in the same line, after 
"surgeon,' ' insert "United States Army." · 

Tile amendments were agreed to. 
Tl.le bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor· 

able recommendation. 
ANGELINE n. LOMAX. 

The next pension busine s was the bill (H. R. 18539) granting 
an increase of pension to Angeline R . Lomax. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior- be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitation!l of the pension laws. the name ot An
geline R. Lomax, wido·.v of William A. Lomax, late of Palmetto R-egi
ment South Carolina Volunteer , war with 1\Iexlco, and pay bet• a 

· pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu Qf that she is now re
ceiving. 
· The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

follows: 
In line 7, before the word "Palmetto,'' insert " Company E." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able 1;ecommendation. 
SARAH ANN DAY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18542) granting 
an increase of pension to Sru:ah Ann Day. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted., etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pt·ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Ann Day, widow ot Lloyd Day, late of the Maryland Militia, war of 
1812, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu ot that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follow : · · 

In line 6 strike ot'lt the word "the" and in the same line, after "late 
of,'' insert " Ca~tains Hamilton's, McEldry's, and Lieutenant Black· 
lock's companies. ' 

In line 7, after "land,'' insert "Volunteer." 
In line 8 strike out "thirty" and insert "twenty-tour." 
Tlle amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa-

vorable recommendation. · 
WILLIAM D. DROWN. 

Tb~ next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18551) granting 
an increase of pension to William D. Drown. 

The b-ill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eta._. That the .Secretary of the Interiot· be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, th name of W. D. 
Drawn, late of Company I, Second Regiment United States Dt•ugoons, 
war with Mexico, and pay bim a penaiun at the ·1·ate of $30 per month 
1n· 1!eu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change claimant's name in the title and body of the bill to " Wllllaill 
D. Drown." 

In line 8 strike. out " thirty " and insert " twenty." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
ALLAMANZA M. HARBISON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R . 18572) granting 
an increase of pen ion to Allamanza M . Ha.rri on. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted., etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, n.nd be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to · 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alla
manza M. Hanison, widow of William Harrison, late of Company C, 
Santa Fe Battalion Missouri Mounted Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of 16 per month In lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment t·ecommended by the committee was read, as 
follows~ 

In line 8 add the letter " s" to the letters " teer," and in the same 
line strike out "sixteen" and insert "twelve." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordererl to be laid aside with a fa· 

vorable recommendation. 
JOHN M. QUINTON. 

The next pension business wa the bill (H. R. 18573) granting 
an increase of pension to John :M. Quinton. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eta., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension .roll, sub.i ct to 
the _provisions and limitations of the pension laws.,....the name of John 
M. Quinton, late of Company H, Fourth Re!!iment aentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at tbe rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

'l'he amendment recommended by the committee was read, ns 
follows: 

In line 7 change "Volunteer" to "Volunteers;" and in the same 
line strike out "Infantry," 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa· 

vorable recommendation. 
WILLIAM: LA.WBJ!!NCE. 

The next pension busine s was the bill (II. R . 18005) granting 
an increase of pension to William Lawrence. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eta., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, suhject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Lawrence, late of Company E, Third Regiment Kentucky Vol11nteer 
Infantry, war with Mex:tco, and pay him a pension at the rate ot ..,20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follO\\S: 

In line 7 change "Volunteer" to "Volunteers;" and in the same 
line strike out " Infantry." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a. fa· 

vora.ble recommendation.. 
ELIZABETH A. ANDERSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R . 18627) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth .A. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, · etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limita tions o! the pension laws, the name of Eliza
beth A. Anderson, widow of Antonio Anderson, late seaman, United 
States revenue cutter Erving, United Stutes Navy, war with Mexlco, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of ~30 per month in lieu of thut she 
is now receiving. · 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In llue 7 strike out " Erving" and insert " Ewin.q.'' 
In line 8, after "MexJco,'' insert "also seamnn, United States ships 

J"ames Campbell, Crawford, Miami. and Ewing, United States Navv." 
In line 9 strike out " thirty " and inse~·t " sixteen:• ~ 
The amendments, were agreed to. 
The . bill as amended was ·ordered to be laid aside with a fa

vorable recommendation. 
JENNIE Ji', BELDING. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 18<333) grant· 
ing an increase of pension to Jennie F. Belding. 

· The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enactecl, eto., Tl1at the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authm·lzed and directed to place on the pension roll, liuuject to 
the provisions and llmltations of the pension laws, the name of Jennie 
F . Belding, widow o.t Wallace J". Belding, late ot Company I,. First 
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Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she ls now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ELIZABETH -THOMAS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18651) grant
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follo;vs : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rQll, subject to 
the provisions and limita,tions of the pension laws, the name of Eliza
beth Thomas, widow of Dudley Thomas, late of Company K, Second 
Regiment 1\lisspuri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her 
a · pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
-follows: -

In line 8 strike out "sixteen" and insert "twelve." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ROBERT D. GARDNER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18654) grant
ing an increase of pension to R. D. Gardner. 

The bill was read, as 1ollows : 
Be it enacted, e·tc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of R. D. 
Gardner, late of Capt. J. F. Preston's company, First Regiment Vir
ginia Volunteers, war with 1\fexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the initial "R." in the claimant's name where it appears in 
the title and the body of the bill, to "Robert." 

In line 6 strike out the initials " J. F.," and in the same line, after 
" Preston's," insert " Grenadiers." In the same line strike out " com
pany." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

Able recommendation. 
LOUISA O. (URSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18696) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa 0. Gibson. 

The bill was rea~, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

ber·eby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa 
C. Gibson, widow of Ralph J. Gibson, late of Company K, Second Regi
ment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her n 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows : -

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words "Volunteer .Infantry" and in
sert the word "Volunteers." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor· 

able recommendation. 
MARTHA. L. BEESLE~. 

The next _pension business was the bill (H. R. 18697) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha L. Beasely. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eta., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, tbe name of Martha 
L. Beasely, widow of J. S. Beasely, late ~f Company K, First Regiment 
Texas· Volunteer Infantry, war with 1\Iextco, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of 12 per month in lieu of that she is now. receivmg. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were rea(l, 
as follows: 

Change the claimant's surname where it appears in the title and the 
body of the bill to "Beesley." 

In line 6 change the soldier's name to "John S. Beesley." 
In line 7 strike out "Infantry" and insert "Foot Riflemen." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
WILLIAM 0. MAHAFFEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18730) granting 
an increase of pemlion to ,V. C. Mahaffey. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., 'l'hat the s ·ecretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. 
c. 1\Iahatrey, late of Company K, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a J?ension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now recetving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the initial " W." where it appears in claimant's name in tho 
title and body of the bill to "William." 

In line 6 strike out " K" and insert " F." 
In line 7 strike out the words "Volunteer Infantry" and insert the 

word "Volunteers." 
In line 8 strike out the word "twenty-four" and insert the word 

"twenty." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ISAAO HOWARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18746) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Howard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and JJ.e is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
Howard, late of Company D, First Regiment North Carolina Volun
teers. war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that -lie is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

WILLIAM H. COLEGATE. 

Tbe next pension business was tlie bill (H. R. 18747) granting 
an increase of pension to W. H. Colegate. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it cnacte(l, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. H. 
Colegate, late of battle ship Columbus, United States Navy, war with 
Mexico, and pay Iiim a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that be is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change the initial "W.," where it appears in the claimant's name in 
the title and body of the bill, to "William." 

In line 6 strike out the words " of battle ; " and in the same line, after 
"late," insert "landsman, United States." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered .to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
WILLIAM C. M'ROY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1S794) granting 
an increase of pension to William 0. :McRoy. 

The bill was read, as follo,vs : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil
liam C. McRoy, late of Company E, First Regiment Tennessee Mounted 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and yay hlm a pension at the 
rate of 30 per month in lieu of that he is now re·ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out "thirty " and insert "twenty." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JA.MES E. RAr EY, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18795) granting 
an increase of pension .to James ID. Raney. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
E. Raney, late of -- company, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per mo-nth in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after "late of" insert " Captain Frierson's.'' 
In line 8 strike out " thirty " and insert "twenty.'' 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with n favor

able recommendation. 

ELIZA JANE WITHERSPOON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18821) gi:anting 
an increase of pen ·ion to Eliza Jane Witherspoon. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
J3 e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza 
Jane Witherspoon, widow of George McC. Witherspoon, late of South 
Carolina Mounted Infantry, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after "late of," Insert "Captain Gibson's company;" and 
in the same line, after "Mounted," inse1·t "Volunteer." 

In line 8 strike out " twenty " and insert " twelve." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. · 
SOPHIE S. PARKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18822) granting 
an increase of pension to Sophie S. Parker. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sophia 
S. Parker, widow of Newton 0. Parker, late of Company A, First Ore
gon Mounted Volunteers, Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she Is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the spelling of claimant's Christian name where it appears 
in the title and body of the bill to "Sophie." 

In line 7, after tbe word " First," insert "Regiment; " and in the 
same line, after "Volunteers," insert "Oregon and Washington Terri
tory." 

In line 8 strike out "twenty-five" and insert "twelve." 
'.rhe amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JOSEPH H. WEAVER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R.18862) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph H. Weaver. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitatl'ons of the pension laws, the name of .Joseph 
H. Weaver, late of First Regiment Mississippi Mounted Volunteers, 
war with Iexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after " late of," insert " Company B." In the same line 
strike out "Mississippi" and insert "Missouri." 

In line 7, after "Mexico," insert "and Company H, Eleventh Regi-
ment Kansas Volun_teer Cavalry." 

In line 8 strike out " twenty " and insert " thirty." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recomm~ndation. 
ALEXANDER W. CARRUTH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18887) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander W. Carruth. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
~e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex
andel' W. Carruth, late of Capt. James 0. lf'uqua's company, Sixth 
Uegiment, Second Brigade, Louisiana Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 change " James" to the initial " J'." 
In line 7 strike out " Second Brigade," 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
ELIZA J. MAYS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R.18930) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza J . .1\fays. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mimn 
A. Boswell widow of William B. Boswell, late of Company G. First 
Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her n pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee w·ere read; 
as follows: 

In line 7 change "Volunteer" to "Volunteers;" and in lines 7 and 8 
strike out "Infantry." 

In line 8 insert before the word " and " the words " war with Mex
ico;" and in the same line strike out "thirty" and insert "twelve." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
JOHN W. WARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18966) granting 
a pension to John W. Ward. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be 'it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of .John W. 
Wat·d, late of Fourteenth Company United States Coast Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

ELIZABETH A. M'KAY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19001) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. McKay. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary · of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza
beth A. McKay, widow of Daniel A. McKay, late of Company C, First 
Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

~'he amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: · 

In line 7 change "Volunteer" to "Volunteers;" and in the same line 
strike out "Infantry." · · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
~'he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
MARY E. BRONAUGH. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 1223) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Bronaugh. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and .he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject .to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
E. Bronaugh, widow of William V. Bronaugh, late lieutenant-com
mandet·, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside. with a favorable recom
mendation. 

HENRY SISTRUNK. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 1739) granting a 
pension to Henry Sistrunk. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 'laws, the name· of Henry 
Sistrunk, late of Capt. L. G. ·Lesley's company, Florida Volunteers, 
Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out " twelve" and insert " eight; " it being the uni
form rule of the committee not to recommend a rating in excess of that 
which would be allowed the claimant under the general law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able recommendation. 
LISANIA JUDD. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, snbj~ct to 
the pr~visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza The next pension business was the bill ( S. 3738) granting an 
.J. Mays, widow of William Mays, late of Captain .Johnson'.s company, 
Colonel Hay's regiment, '.rexas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, increase of pension to Lisania Judd. 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she The bill was read, as follows: 
is now receivin~. . Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

The amendment recommended by the comm1ttee was read, as I hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
follows· the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Lisania 

· Judd, widow of Hiram .Judd, late of Company E, Mormon Battalion 
In line 9 strike out "thirty" and insert "twelve." Iowa Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate 
The amendment was agreed to. of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-

able recommendation. mendation. 
·uiMA A. BOSWELL. WILLIAM H. SWEENEY. 

The next pension business was tbe bill (H. R. 18935) granting The next pension business was the bill (S. 2194) granting a 
an increase of pen ion to Mirna A. Bos\Yell. I pension to William H. Sweeney. 

The bill was read, as follon·s : 'l'he bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted etc. That the Secretary of tlle Intel'ior be, and he is Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 

hereby, authorii'ed and directed to place on the . pension roll, subject to hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions nod limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Sweeney, jr., late first lieutenant and adjutant First Regiment Colo
rado Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

WILLIAM H. H. ROBINSON. 
The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5349) granting an 

increase of pension to William H. H. Robinson. 
The bill was read, as follows : · 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. H. llobinson, late of Captain Mower's company, First Regiment Illi
nois Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per m'onth in lieu of that he is now receiving. • 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

JAMES F. AMIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4488) granting an 
increase o-r-pension to James F. Amis. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provis ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name <.if James 
F. Amis, l:lte of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
ln lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

WILLIAM I. BREWER. 
The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5659) granting an 

increase of pension to William I. Brewer. 
The bill was read, us follows : 
Be it etlacted, etc., Tbat the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of William 
I. Brewer, late of Company D, Fil·st Regiment Indiana. Volunteer Infan
try, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the . rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

WILLIAM 0. CL.A.BK. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. f>?3G) granting a 
pension to William 0. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pl!l.ce on the pension roll, subject to 
the provis~ons and limitations of tJ?.e pension law~, the name of William 
0. Clark, late of Captain Sisson's company, Illlno1s Mounted Volunteers, 
Black Hawk Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per 

. month. · · 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom

mendation. 
ISAAC L. DUGGAR. 

The next pension business was the bill ( S. 5670) granting an 
increase of pension to Isaac L. Duggar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject .to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
L. Duggar, late of Lieutenant . Addison's company, J1lorida Mounted 
Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recomm~nded by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word "twenty" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word " sixteen." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid a·side with a favor

able recommendation. 
PHILO E. D~ VIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18910) granting 
an inc~:ease of pension to Philo E. Davis. · 

The bilf was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Philo 
E. Davis, late of Company I, One hundredth· Regiment New York Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that .he is now receiving. . 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom
mendation. 

Mr. SULLOW AY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bills and amendments to the House 
with a recommendation that the amendments be agreed to, and 
that the bills--some with and some without amendments-do 
pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly -rose; and the Speaker having re-

sumed the chair, Mr. CAPRON, Chairman of the Committee of the 
'Vbole House, reported that the Committee bad had under con
sideration bills on the Private Calendar and directed him to 
report the same--some with and some without amendments
with a recommendation that the amendments be agreed to, and 
the bills a-s amended do pass. 

THOMAS GA.BBA'IT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 18236) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Garrett, reported from the Com
mittee of the Whole with the following amendments: 

In line 6 strike out the word " Garrett " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "Garratt." · 

In same line strike out the word " First " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word " Sixteenth." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAPRON). The question is 
on agreeing to the amendments. 

The question was taken ; and the Speaker pro tempore an
nounced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the gentleman from Miss

issippi [1\Ir. WILLIAMS] address the Chair? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I did address the Chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman addressed 

the Chair while sitting in his place. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman now addresses the Chair 

while standing, and while the gentleman does that be would 
like to remind the Chair of the fact that the Chair bas been 
recognizing an imaginary Member who must have been sitting 
for about a half hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair t,binks that the 
gentleman from Mississippi is too modest when he calls him
self an imaginary Member. 

Mr. WILLI.A_MS. But it is not this real Member, but some 
imaginary Member who has been making imaginary motions to 
the Chair, and which the Chair has been in imagination enter
taining now for about a half hour. Now, then, I call for a divi
sion upon the amendments to the pending bill. 

'l~be SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the motion to adopt the 
committee amendments, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
'VILLIAMS] demands q division. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the Chair kindly inform us what the 
amendments are? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendments. 

The amendments were again read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendments. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 67, noes 11 . 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, no quorum. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 

makes the point of order that there is no quorum, and the 
Chair will count. . 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that the .gentleman did not make a .point of order, but 
simply in an interlocutory way suggested to the Chair · that 
there was no quorum, and . made no point-in an imaginary 
way, I would say. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the gen
tleman from Missi-ssippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] bas proceeded in a 
parliamentary way. The Chair . will ask the ,gentleman from 
Mississippi if he will withhold his poipt of order to receive a 
message from the Senate? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In a moment. I merely want to remind 
the Chair of the singular absenc~ of information .about the word 
" interlocutory " existing in the mind of the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL]. The exqct.language of "the gentleman 
from Mississippi " was, " I make the .Point of order that there 
is no ,quorum present." I .w~ml(l advise the gentleman to get 
his Connecticut in range with his English. 

Mr. HIJtL of Connecticut. M~-. _Speaker, I simply suggest 
that the gentleman did not make the remark that be made the 
point of order. He simply said, "No quorum." · · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mis
sissippi renew his point of order? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I just held it in abeyance while the report 
was being made. It bas never been withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count. [After 
counting.] There is a quorum present, the Chair having found 
198 Members by actual count ; and the amendment is agreed to. 

The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Cieri~ read as follows : 
Stt·ike out "thirty" and insert "twenty-four." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is_ on agreeing to 

the amendment. , . 
The question was taken ; alid the amendi:nent was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for u third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended as recommended by the committee. 
HOUSE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS. 

In the following House bills, reported from the Committee of 
tee Whole with amendments, the amendments were agreed to; 
and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

H. R.11260. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Van Camp; 

H. R. 164:92. A bill granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Logan; 

H. R. 14678. A bill granting a pension to James A. Boggs; 
H. R. 16998. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elijah 

Curtis; 
H. R. 17170. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jackson 

D. Turley; 
H. R. 612. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 

H. Kohler (title amended); 
H. R. 18486. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

F. Walker; 
H. R.1438. A bill granting an increase of pension to Oliver T. 

Smith; 
II. R. 7147. A bill granting an increase of pension to Bronson 

Rothrock; 
II. R. 3243. A bill granting an increase of pension to John H. 

Anderson; 
II. R. 2092. A bill granting an increase of pension to Franklin 

M.Hill; 
H. R. 3222. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 

Merrill; 
H. R. 6878. A bill grunting a pension to Lucy Brown ; 
H. R. 7535. A bill granting an increase of pension to John S. 

Moore (title amended) ; 
H. R. 6774. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 

Platt; 
H. R. 6205. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lucy E. 

EnO'ler; 
H. R. 6190. A bill grunting an increase of pension to John J. 

Schneller; 
H. n.. 4956. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 

C. Bryant; 
H. R. 3588. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Riggin; 
H. E. 9609. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jesse M. 

Auchmutz; 
H. R. 8736. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lowell 

Muon Maxham (title amended); 
H . R. 13698. A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Kelly; . 
H. n.. 7836. A bill granting a pension to Alexander G. Patton 

(title amended) ; 
H. R.13594. A bill granting an increase of peusion to Jona

than Snook; 
H. R. 10 65. A bill granting an increase of pension to ·Alexan

der Cald'}'"ell. 
H. R. 13149. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ida L. 

Martin; 
H. R. 13824. A bill granting an increase of pension to Noah 

Myers (title amended) ; . 
H. R.13993. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Watson; 
H. R. 6422. A bill granting a pension to• Anthony Van Slyke 

(title amended) ; 
H. R. 17210. A bill granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Vertner (title amended) ·; 
H. R. 16109. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Cline; 
H. R. 15104. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

E. Owens; 
H. R. 9844. A- bill granting an increase of pension to John J. 

Erick; · 
H. R. 6208. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

D. Connor (title amended); 
H. R. 16915. A bill granting an increase of pension to Orange 

Bugbee; 
H. R. 18356. A bill granting an increase of pension to W. A. 

Custer (title amended) ; 
H. R. 18524. A bill granting an increase of pension to Julius 

Rector; 
H. R.18560. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 

Hamilton; . 
H. R.18249. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hiram 

G.Hunt; -

H. R. 18052. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Lewis Bernard Breighner; 

H. R.17340. A bill granting a pension to Julia Walz; 
H. R.17590. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Woodruff; 
. H. R. 18039. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 

W. Stephens; . 
II. R. 18239. A bill granting an increase of pension to Bryant 

Brown· 
H. R: 17772. A bill granting a pension to John W. Henry 

(title amen"ded) ; , . 
H. R. 18561. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jona4 

than Skeans; 
H. R. 17631. A bill granting an increase of pension to Gardiner 

K. Haskell ; . 
H. R. 18367. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 

Wilkinson; 
H. R. 17!)38. A bill granting 'an increase of pension to Clarissa 

L. Downing (title amended) ; 
H. R. 17872. A bill grunting an increase of pension to A. D. 

Metcalfe (title amended) ; · 
H. R. 18319. A bill granting an increase of pension to Newton 

Kinnison; 
H. R. 7589. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert A. 

Scott; 
H. R. 9828. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 

Broughton; 
H. n.. 8852. A bill granting a pension to Frederick W. Clark ; 
H. R. 18116. A bill granting an increase of pension to Green 

Evans; 
H. R. 1420. A bill for the relief of John Nay; 
H. R. 7244. A bill granting an increase of pension to Christo· 

pher S. Guthrie ; 
H. R. 5560. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry, 

Chubb; 
H. R. 4715. A bill granting an increase of pension to John H. 

Whiting; 
H. R. 4161. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert 

Beatty; 
H. R. 3572. A bill granting a pension to William L. Riley (title 

amended); 
H. R. 3351. A bill granting a pension to George King (title 

amended); 
H. R. 2237. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martin 

Poole (title amended) ; 
H. R. 1788. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

D. Christy; 
H. R. 1650. A bill granti?g an increase of pension to Frank B. 

Watkins; 
H. R. 1247. A bill granting an increase of pension to Columbus 

Botts; 
H. R. 1178. A bill granting a pension to Herman Buckthall 

(title amended) ; ·· 
H. R. 1034. A bill granting an increase of pension to John D. 

Logan (title amended) ; · 
H. R. 9243. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 

Bernard (title amended) ; 
H. R. 10794. A bill granting an increase. of pension to . Jacob 

Schultz; 
H. R. 13069. A bill granting an increase of pension to Friend 

S. Esmond; 
H. R. 12971. .A bill granting an increase of pension to 1\Ia tthew 

H. Brandon; 
H. R. 12879. A bill granting an increase of pension to Catb

erine .Myers (title amended) ; 
H. R. 17445. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Farrell; 
H. R. 2785. A bill granting an increase of pension to 1\Inrgur:et 

Bonynge; 
H. R.17922. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

D. Adams; 
H. R. 17999. A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Yehl; 
H. R. 18041. A bill granting an increase of pension to 'Villiam 

R. Hiner; 
H. R. 8795. A bill granting an jncrea.se of pension to 0. A. A. 

Gardner (title amended) ; 
H. R. 9862. A bill granting a.ri increase of pension to William 

B. Warren; 
H. R. 9531. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza 

Rogers; • 
H. R. 10395. A bill granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

Cundiff; 
H. R. 17466. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 

P.Hall; 
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H. R. 180'i6. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza

beth Bartley ; 
II. R: 18135. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benedict 

Sufter · 
H. u: 18724. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alfred 

Gude; 
H. R. 18447. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elijah 

G. Gould; 
H. R. 18243. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

s. Rickard; 
H. R. 18449. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hannah 

R. Jacol>s; 
H. R. 18184. A bill grantillg an increase of pension to John J. 

Howells; 
H. R.18105. A bill granting an increase of pension to John A. 

Lyle; 
II. R. 18357. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

E. StaiT; 
H. R. 18308. A bill granting a pension to Clay Riggs (title 

am€nded); 
H. R. 18165. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Stauff; 
H. R. 17542. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 

Cain; 
H. R. 13°.28. A bill granting an. increase of pension to John 

U. Ca tToll ; 
H. R. 14729. A bill granting an increase of pension to David 

Ford; 
H. R. 16441. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

J. Good (title amended); 
H. R.17171. A bill granting an increase of pension to David 

H. Parker; 
H. R.16595. A bill granting-a pension to James Russell Hicks 

(title amended) ; 
_II. R. 16252. A bill granting an increase of pension to Adam 

Dixon; 
H. R. 1G565. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 

H. Gordon (title amended) ; 
H. R. 16977. A bill granting a pension to Isabel Newlin; 
H. R. 15126. A bill granting an tncre:J.Se of pension to William 

K. Trabue; 
H. R.18959. A bill granting an increase of pension to Albert 

G. Packer; 
H. R. 18678. A bill granting an increase of pension to Evans 

P. Hoover; 
H. R. 18038. A bill granting an increase of pension to E. w. 

Briggs (title amended) ; 
II. R. 18355. A bill granting an increase of pension to Rachael 

A. Webster; 
H. R.10005. A bill granting a pension to Gideon M. Burriss; 
H. R. 17528. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edgar 

Slater· 
H. R. 17346. A bill granting an increase of pension ·to Newton 

S. Davis; _ 
H. R. 18125. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

Griasa (title amended) ; · 
H. R. 18310. A bill granting an increase of pension to Virgil A. 

Bayley; 
H. R. 18509. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ellen L. 

Stone; 
H. R. 18976. A bill granting an increase of pension to Nelson 

S. Preston; 
H . R. 17476. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Ballard; 
II. R. 18702. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward 

B. Prime; 
H. ll. 16188. A bill granting a pension to Edward C. Bowers ; 
H. R. 5911. A bill granting a pension to Edward D. Lockwood 

(title amended); 
H. R. 16842. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

H. Thvrnburgh; 
II. R. 16496. A bill granting an increase of pensi6n to Thomas 

Daily (title amended) ; . 
H. R. 15288. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benja

min F. Finieal; 
H. R. 15613. A bill granting an increase of pens!on. to William 

W.Combs; 
H. R.13443. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 

E. Hammontree; · 
H. R. 11457. A bill granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 

Van :Matre (title amended) ; 
II. R. 10828. A bill granting a pension to Michael Lennon 

(title amended); 
H. R. 12336. A bill granting an increase of pension to :Marga

ret A. Montgomery ; 

H. R. 11057. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
J. Post; 

H. R. 8894. A bill granting an increase of pension to James C~ 
Strong; 

H. R. 8817. A bill granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
Latham (title amended) ; 

H. R. 8232. A bill granting an increase of pension to James :M. 
Jared; 

H. R. 18G28. A bill- granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Chambers ; 

H. R. 6596. A bill granting an increase of pension to A. Q. 
Huffman (title amended) ; 

H. R. 5040. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Montgomery ; 

H. R. 6505. ·A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Chapman; · · 

H. R. 5958. ·A bill granting an increase of pension to Allen L . . 
Garwood· 

H. R. 0059. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Hanes; 

H. R. 1614. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob II. 
Lynch; 

H. R. 1736. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Walker; 

H. R. 2265. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hudson 
J. Van Scoter; 

H. R. 2247. A bill granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
Sanspeur; 

H. R. 17915. A bill granting an increase of pension to Wil
liam W. Dudley; 

H. R.17309. A bill granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Chase; 

H. R. 4597. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Ellison; 

H. R. 6533. A bill granting a pension to Horace Salter ; 
H. R. 11855. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary 

A. Shelly (title amended) ; , 
II. R. 16272. A bill granting a pension to William D. Willis ; 
H. R.16525. A bill granting an increase of pension to M. A. 

Nash (title amended) ; 
H. R. 17825. A bill granting an increase of pension to Bolivar 

Ward; 
H. R. 17891. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza -1\f. 

Buice; 
H. R. 17920. A bill granting an increase of pension to Sallie 

E. Blanding ; 
II. R. 17935. A bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

C. Woodward (title amended) ; 
II. R. 17940. A bill granting a pension to Florence Tilton 

(title amended) ; · 
H. R. 18034. A bill granting a pension to 1\Iary A. Mont

gomery; 
H. R. 18073. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary 

McFarlane; 
H. R. 18106. A bill granting an increase of pension to M~ry E. 

Patterson; 
H. R. 18262. A bill. granting an increase of pension to John H . . 

Broadway; 
II. R. 18378. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martha 

A. Dunlap; 
H. R. 18400. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elmira 

.M. Gause. 
H. R. 18-126. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Hathaway 

(title amended) ; 
H. R. 18460. A bill granting a pension to B. F. Tudor (title 

amended); 
H. R. 18±67. A bill granting a pension to Rudolph W. H. 

Swendt (title amended) ; 
H. R. 18469. A bill granting a pension to Samuel c . . Dean 

(title amended) ; 
H. R. 18505. A bill granting an increase of pension to M. Belle 

May; 
H. R. 18510. A bill granting ru:i incre~se of pension to Hugh R.. 

Rutledge; 
H. R. 18539. A bill granting an increase of pension to Angeline 

R. Lomax; 
H. R. 18542. A bill granting an increase of pesnion to Sarah 

Ann Day; 
H. R. 18551. A bill granting an increase of pension to W. D. 

Drawn (title amended) ; 
H. R. 18572. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alla

manza M. Harrison ; 
H. R. 18573. A bill granting an increase of pension to John M. 

Quinton; · 
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H. R. 18605. A bill granting an increase of pension to Wil
liam Lawrence ; 

H. R. 18627. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza
beth A. Anderson ; 

H. R. 1 651. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza
beth Tllomas ; 

H. R. 18G54. A bill granting an increase of pension to R. D. 
Gardner (title amended) ; 

H. R. 18G9G. A bill granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
C. Gibson; 

H. R. 18G!)7. A bill granting an increase of pension to l\Iartha 
L. Beasely (title amended) ; 

H. R. 18730. A bill granting an i:ccrease of pension to W. C. 
l\Iabaffey (title amended) ; 

H. R. 18'i47. A bill granting an increase of pension to W. H. 
Colegate (title amended) ; ' 

H. R. 18794. A bill granting an increase of pension to Wil
liam C. leRoy ; 

H. R. 1~.95. A bill granting an· increase of pension to James 
E. Raney; 

II. R. 1 21. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Jane Witller poon; 

H. R. 18822. A bill granting an increase of pension to Sophia 
S. Parker (title amended) ; 

H. R. 18862. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Wea-rer· 

H. R. 18887. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alexan· 
der W. Carruth ; 

H. R. 18930. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
l\Iays; 

H. R. 18935. A bill granting an increase of pension to l\Iima A. 
Boswell ; and 

H . R. 19001. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza-
beth A. 1\IcKay. · 

HOUSE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENTS. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House, were ordered to be engrossed, read a third time, 
and pas ed: · 

· Ii. R. i6GG2. A bill granting an increase of pensio·n to Van 
Buren Beam; 

·H. R . 11152. A bill granting an increase of pension to Theo
dore S. Currier ; 
· B': R. 11161. A bill granting an increase of pension to l\Iichael 

Aaron; 
H. R. 16918. A bill granting a pension to Matilda J. Williams ; · 
H. R. 15056. A bill grantiJ?g an increase of pension to James 

Ramsey; 
H. R. 14661. A bill granting an "increase of pension to John 

B. Bussel; · 
H. R. 18655. A bill granting an increase of pension to Leander 

Gilbei-t; 
H. R. G!)14. A bill grant~ng an increase of p~nsion to John 

Hecker; 
H. R. 4241. A bill granting an increase of pension to David 

B. Coleman; 
H . R. 3005. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

C. Shafer; 
ll. R. 12184. A bill granting an i?crease of pension to J oseph 

Sprauer; 
H. R. 17390. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary 

Sheellan; 
H . R. 8867. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 

Stillman; 
H. R. 17388. A bill granting an increase of pension to Patrick 

McCarthy; ' 
H . R. 18132. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 

W. Blanchard; 
H. R. 17374. A bill grunting an increase of pension to Isom 

Wilkerson; 
H. R. 14264. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 

H. Ever ole; 
H. R. 14702. A bill granting an increase of pension to Chris-

tian Schlosser ; 
H. R. 1G005. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hesekiah 

J. Reynolds ; 
H. R. 1G812. A bill granting an increase of pension to Dudley 

McKibben; 
H. R. 1G878. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 

B. Adams ; 
H. R. 18121. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jolm 

,\7. Jones; 
H. R,. 3495. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 

F . Tower; 

H. R. 16682. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Hammond; 

H. R.1G073. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Ginther; 

H. R. 12418. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
P. Crandall; 

H. R. 7402. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
1\f. Todd; 

H . R. 8155. A bill granting .an increase of pension to Henry E. 
Seelye; 

H. R. 17934. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Byrd; 

H . R. 3488. A bill granting an increase of pension to Egbert 
J. Olds; 

H . R. 9238. An act for the relief of William Saphar ; 
H. R. 12330. An act granting an increase of pension to He 'ter 

A. VanDerslice; 
H. R. 1839!). An act granting an increase of pension to Pauline 

Bietry; 
II. R. 18402. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy 

W. Powell; 
H . R. 18633. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 

F . Belding; 
ll. R. 1874G. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

Howard; 
H. R. 1896G. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

W. Ward; and 
H. R. 18910. An act granting an increase of pension · to Philo 

E. Davis. 
SENATE BIT,LS WITHOUT AMENDMENTS. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, a.nd passed : 

S. 394. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
Lucas; 

S. 442. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis Col
ton; 

S. 522. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma Wor
rall; 

S. 557. An act granting an increase of pension to Mariot 
Lo ure; 

S. G78. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert But
ler· 

S. 869. An act granting an increase of pension to Baltzar 
l\fowan; 

S. 993. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Langdon; 

S.1508. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Murch; 

S. 1513. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriett A. 
Rawles; 

S. 1705. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis S. 
George; 

S. 2043. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew H . 
Wolf; 

S. 2467. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Clark; 

s. 2851. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Cllambers; 

s. 297 . An act granting an increase of pension to Eli w. 
Knowles; 

s. 3033. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron F . 
Patten; 

S. 3040. An act granting a pension to 1\Iary C. Wilsey ; 
S. 3219. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo~eph M. 

Allison; 
S. 3271. An act granting an increase of pension to l\fargarette 

E. Brown; 
S. 3299. An act granting an increase of pension to Spencer C. 

Stilwill; 
S. 3483. An act granting an increase of pension to William L. 

Slleaff; 
S. 3485. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias 

Hammes; 
S. 3797. An act granting an increase of pension to Ahimaaz 

E. Wood; 
S. 3798. An· act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Farrel; 
S. 4005. An act granting an increase of pension to l\Iichael 

Quill; 
S. 4048. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 

Knecht; 
s. 4175. An act granting an increase of pension to John Cav

erly; 
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S. 4177. An act granting an increase of 'pension to Harlan P. 

Cobb; 
S. 4239. An act granting an increase of pension to Job Rice; 
S. 4358. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

McCormick; 
S. 4361. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Daley ; 
S. 4401. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Tomlinson; 
S. 4457. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. 

Tyson; 
S. 4460. An act granting .an increase of pension to Ann J. 

Thompson ; 
S. 4523. An act granting an increase of pension to David 

Oglevie; 
S. 5247. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Wigal; 
S. 5163. An act granting an inci·ease of pension to John 

Marab · 
S. 50S2. An act g1~anting an increase of pension to David N. 

Winsell; 
S. 5054. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 

Woodard; 
S. 4796. An act granting an increase of pension to Dorinda J. 

White; 
S. 4752. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 

Tidswell; 
S. 4718. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Gilson; 
S. 4692. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline M. 

Tl10rnton; 
S. 4665. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis Du 

Bois; · · 
S. 4569. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 

A. Nevins; 
S. 5343. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernest H. 

Wardwell; 
S. 5359. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 

Ward; 
S. 5379. An act granting an increase of pension to Otto A. 

Risum; · 
S. 5492. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 

Tebbetts; 
S. 5504. An act granting an _increase of pension to Joseph 

Dickson; 
S. 5516. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. 

Hamlen; 
S. 5522. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 

SisclJo; 
S. 5523. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 

Pickett; 
S. 5532. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon A. 

Snyder; 
S. 5539. An act granting an increase of pension to Hermann 

Muelllberg; 
S. 5562. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hull; 
S. 5571. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 

Whitmore; · 
S. 5579. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 

Sisson; 
S. 5603. An act granting a pension to Kat~ S. Hutchings; 
S. •5631. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 

Howard; 
S. 5640. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton B. 

Wintersteen; 
S. 5641. An act granting an increase of. pension to John w. 

Fletcher; 
S. 5658. An act granting an increase of pension to · Nancy 

Pruitt; 
S. 5668. An act granting an increase of pension to George P. 

Sealey; 
S. 5671. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 

Delong;. 
S. 5673. An act granting an increase_ of pension to Hilton 

S1wingsteed ; 
S. 5680. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 

Bowser; 
S. 5702. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna C. 

Bingham; · 
S. 5704. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruth P. 

Pierce; 
S. 5735. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew D. 

Danley; 
S. 5736. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Clark · 
S. 5754. An act g~·anting a pension to Hannah McCarty ; ' 

S. 5780. An act granting a pension to Lorenzo E. Johnson ; 
S. 4983. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 

Farquhar; 
S. 1223. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Bronaugh; 
S. 2194. An act granting a pension to William II. Sweeney, jr. ; 
S. 3738. An act granting an increase of pension to Lisania 

Judd; 
S. 4488. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 

Amis· 
S. 5S49. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. H. Robinson ; ' 
S. 5536. · An act granting a pension to ·william 0. Clark; and 
S. 5659. An act granting an increase of pension to William I. 

Brewer. 
The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee o! 

the Whole House with amendment, were ordered to a tllinl 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

S. 1739. An act granting a pension to Henry Sistrunk; ana 
S. 5670. An act granting an increase of pension -to Isaac L. 

Duggar. 
On motion of Mr. SULLOWAY, a motion to reconsider the sev

eral votes by which the various bills were passed was laid on 
the table. 

JOHN T. WISE. 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 

was the bill (H. ·R. 12249) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Wise, with a recommendation that it do lie on tlJe 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by l\Ir. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that tlJe Senate had passed without amend
ment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 6101. An act for the relief of the estate of Charles M. 
Demarest, deceased. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill of the following title; in which the concur
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 17576. An act to provide for the entry of agricultural 
lands within forest reserves. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two HQuses on the amendments of the Seriate to the 
bill (H. R. 395) concerning foreigri.-built dredges. 

The message also announced that the Senate had . passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 6003. An act to construct ·and place a steel light vessel on 
Swiftsure Bank, off the entrance bf Jua-n de Fuca Strait· 

S. 5512. An act defining the qualificati.ons of jurors ·for 'serv-
ice in the United States district court in Porto Rico; -and . 

S. 6129. An act to -amend section ·4472 of the Revised .Statutes 
of the United States, relating to the carrying of dangerous 
articles on passenger steamers. · 

';I'he message also announced that the Vi-ce-President had ap
pomted Mr. PETTUS and l\Ir. GALLINGER members of the joint 
committee on tbe part of the Senat-e, as provided for in the 
act of Febmary' 16, 1889, entitled " An act to authorize and 
provide for the disposition of useless papers in the Executive 
Departments," for the disposition of useless p·apers in the Post
Office Department. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 

into Committee of the WIJole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

·The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. -

:Mr. CLARK of Missouri. l\Ir. Speaker, no quorum ! 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 

point 9f no quorum. Tbe Chair will count. 
Mr. CANDLER (during the count). Mr. Speaker, is there a 

quorum here? 
The SPEAKER. There will ·be. 

· 1\fr. CANDLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
TlJe question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 

noes appeared to have it. 
Mr. CANDLER. I call for a division. 
The House divided; and there were--ayes 161, noes '1."1. 
1\Ir. CANDLER. I make the point of order that there is no 

quorum present. 
TlJe SPEAKER. Ossa has been piled on Pelion, and there 

are no more mountains to pile. [Great laughter.] One hun
dred and ninety-two gentlemen are present; the ayes have n: 
and the motion is agreed to. ' 
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The House accordfngly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, Mr. CRUMPACKER in 
"the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
Hou e on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the naval appropriation bill. When the committee rose yes
terday evening a point of order was pending to the paragraph 
of the bill on page 33, which the Clerk will report 

The Clerk read ~s follows : 
Steel floating dry dock: Steel floating dry dock (to cost $1,250,000), 

$100,000. 
Mr. OLMSTED. l\Ir. Chairman, as I am compelled to leave 

the House very shortly, the gentleman who made the point of 
order, the gentleman from Minnesota [1\!r. TAWNEY), kindly 
con ented that I might be beard first in opposition to it. 

1\Ir. 1\IDDD. Just a moment, if I may interrupt the gentle
man. Do I understand that the point of order is that it is not 
authorized by law? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understand that to be the point of order. 
l\fr. Chairman, while it was not definitely stated, I under

stand the point of order is based upon the second clause of 
Eule XXI of this House, which provides: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre
viously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations 
for such public works and objects as are already in progress ; nor shall 
any .provision changing existing law be in order in any general appro
priation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

That is a time-bonorea rule, and one whose usefulness and 
importance ought not to be frittered away or impaired by con
struction.. On the other hand, it ought not, by too rigid con
struction, be converted into an engine of evil and inconvenience 
to the House rather -than an instrument of usefulness. These 
rules relating to our procedure in the House may be compared, 
in a sense, to the Constitution, the organic law of the ' Govern
ment. 

I need not say to a lawyer so well versed as the present occu
pant of the chair that when it is alleged that an act of the 
assembly is in conflict with a constitutional provision, every 
doubt is resolved in favor of the statute. So I submit for your 
consideration the proposition that when a rule is invoked against 
a paragraph in a bill reported by a committee, in a clear case 
of doubt. it should be resolved in favor of the regularity of the 
proposed measure. · 

Now, it is quite probable that there will not be found a 
precedent upon this precise case, and we shall have to reason 
from the rule itself, the mischief which it was intended to 
remedy, and to consider analogou~ cases which have been passed 
upon by Chairmen and Speakers and by the House in Com
mittee of the Whole. Now, it is important at the outset to 
consider the exception to this rule in favor of such public works 
and objects as are already in progress. And I shall endeavor 
to show that this particular paragraph is within that exception. 

It is not pretended that this floating dry dock itself is in 
course of construction or is in progress, but that the United 
States Navy is a work in progress, a Government object, and 
that this dry dock is in continuation thereof and in main
tenance of that Navy. 

First, let us consider for a moment what a: floating dry dock 
is. Upon that point you will be more fully enlightened by the 
members of the Committee on Naval Affairs, who are much 
better informed than myself ; but I understand, in a general 
way, that it is not local, it is not stationary, it is not attached 
to the land. It floats upon the navigable waters of the United 
States. Its usefulness consists in enabling vessels of the Navy 
to be repaired at sea. There are many of the navy-yards which 
our largest vessels can not ente1·, by reason of the great amount 
of water that they draw. A floating dock of this character is 
taken out to the vessel, it is sunk under the vessel, and then 
it ri es up and brings the vessel with it, so that the vessel may 
be repaired out there in the water. It is an exceedingly im
portant adjunct of the Navy, just as much an essential and 
standing much in the same line as the colliers which supply 
the coal to our men-of-war. You will find nowhere any ex
pres authority of law for the conStruction of the torpedo 
boats, the torpedo-boat destroyers, the colliers, and many of 
the other things that are appropriated for in this bill. We 
find, for instance, appropriated for in this bill not only tor
pedo boats . and torpedo-boat destroyers and submarine boats 
and a battle ship, but also rifles, revolvers, cartridges, bayonets, 
swords, drums, etc., the repair of tents, postage stamps~ the 
making of parade grounds, and all that class of appropria
tions which are found in every naval appropriation bill. In 
fact, this bill covers appropriations for everything pertain
ing to the Navy ftom a 2-cent postage stamp to- a $6,000,000 
battle ship. The.re are very few items in it for which there 

can be found specific statutory authority, but they are all part 
of the naval establishment. They are there in continuation of 
the United States Navy or for the maintenance thereof. Now, 
that que tion has been di tinctly passed upon by this committee 
and by previous Chairmen. 

1\Ir. GAINES of Te1messee. I should like to ask the gentle
man a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennes ee. Does the gentleman mean to state 

that there is no statute permitting the purchase of ammunition, 
but that we simply carry that along year after year in the ap
propriation bill? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I know of no express statute which meri~ 
tions ammunition or guns or any one of a dozen of thing ap
propriated for in this bill. There is, I think, a general statute 
providing for the manner in which the Secretary of the Navy 
shall purchase supplies, and some of these items may be cov
ered by that; but for more than half the ve els in the Navy 
there is no statutory provision at all. They were simply appro
priated for in appropriation bills. 

Now, that point was passed upon long ago. At least as early 
as February 6, 1887, there was offered an amendment to a naval 
appropriation bill for the purchase of two swift, double-bot
tomed steel cruisers, and this very point of order was made 
against it by William S. Holman, of Indiana. The point 
was decided, after elaborate consideration and discussion, by 
JAMES B. McCREARY, of Kentucky, then in the chair. He ~aid: 

If the work be a public work, or if the object is a public object, and 
it is already in progress, then there need not be any previous legislation 
authorizing it. The Chair belie-ves that the construction of the Navy 
is a public object or a public work, and the language of the bill which 
we have been considering, and the appropri!ltion made at the last ses
sion, sh&w that the construction of the Navy is in progress. 

Not of those two particular steel cruisers, but of the Navy. 
It is very agreeable to the present occupant of the chair to be able to 

refer to a precedent. 
I will not stop to read the precedent, but it was a deci ion 

made in the Forty-sixth Congre s by Mr. Carli le, also of Ken
tucky, then in the chair, in which be held that the wonl "ob
jects," as used in the rule, meant something in addition to the 
·word " wot·ks, .. and must be held to include, among other things, 
the naval establishment recognized by law and supported by 
the Government. 

Chairman l\fcCREABY then said, and you will find it in para
graph 487 of the Parliamentary Precedents: 
· The Government has undertaken to maintain, and is annually main
taining, a naval establishment, and under the rule appropriations may 
be made for it in a general appropriation bill, and such has always 
been the practice until last session, when appropriations for the con
struction of ships for the Navy and armaments for them -were made in 
a separate bill. Before the last session such appropriations were made 
in the naval appropriation bill under the rule exactly as it now is. 

There is no law prescribing the number of ships that shall consti
tute the Navy or the number of guns they shall carry. Those matters 
depend entirely on the amount of money appropriated for those pur
poses, just as the number of clerks and other employees in the De
partments depend upon the appropriations made. • • • This de
cision allows an important amendment to be offered, but it gives to the 
Committee of the Whole the right_ to pass upon this interesting ques
tion and an opportunity to say whether it is in favor of increasing the 
Navy or not. 

Mr. PERKINS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 
Mr. PERKINS. Would the gentleman think an appropria

tion for a new navy-yard was subject to a point of order? 
Mr. OLMSTED. I think an appropriation for a new .navy

yard would be subject to a point of order. 
Mr. PERKINS~ Why, under the gentleman's argument? 
Mr. OLMSTED. Because it is not a part of the. Navy. It is 

not a part of the naval esta.blishment. 
Mr. PERKINS. Why not, just as much as a new dry dock? 
Mr. OLMSTED. That reasoning would extend to the owner

ship of the coal mine, to the mining of coal, to the quarrying of 
limestone and the iron ore and the manufacture of pig iron, 
and so on through all the processes until it reached the ma
chinery in the n..'lvy-yard and it was made into something el e. 

1\fr. PERKINS. The argument of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania goes too far. · 

Ur. OLMSTED. Not mine, but the argument of the gentle
man from New York goes too far~ 

Ir. DALZELL. Does not the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
think that there is a difference between an appTopriation for a 
dry dock and an appropriation for a floating dock? 

l\Ir. OLMSTED. I think there is a wide difference; that is 
what I am <!oming to. A navy-yard must be on the "land, must 
be attached to the land upon a site, and the Government must 
first acquire a site. Under the rules and under the preC€clents 
the Government must first take some steps to acquire a site by 
proper legislation before the work can be said to be in progress. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is not a floating dock a floating 
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workshop, and isn't the navy-yard a place on land where the 
workshop is? 

l\Ir. 0Ll\1STED. A yard necessarily implies land, and a :float
ing dry dock necessarily implies no attachment to the land, but 
a :floating upon the water, and the site is already acquired by the 
Go\'ernment. 

1\Ir. PERKINS. Does the Government own the seas? 
Mr. OLUSTED. The Government has, as the gentleman 

knows, entire control of the waters of the sea for a marine 
league, and beyond that it has just as good a right as anybody 
else and does not have to ask permission of anybody or get an 
act of Congress. Now, this decision bas been carried further 
than that, as you will see on page 488 of the Parliamentary 
Precedents. It bas been held that under this rule an act for 
the authorization of aO.ditional seamen for the Navy was in 
continuation of a public work. That is going a good deal fur
ther than the decision as to the ship itself. 

Joseph D. Sayers, of Texas, made the point of order against 
an i tern which reads thus : 

As many additional seamen as in his discretion he may deem neces
sary, not to exceed 2,000. 

He made the point of order that the employment of these sea
men was not authorized by law. It was found that there was 
no statute authorizing their employment, and upon that point 
Joseph H. O'Neil, of Massachusetts, in the chair, said: 

The rulings which have been made from time to time on points of 
ordet· raised on the naval appropriation bill have established a pretty 
clear line of precedents; and whatever may have been the opinion or 
feeling of the Chair on the original proposition, yet, in pursuance of 
the practice of the House, be feels bound to follow the precedent estab
li bed by previous presiding officers. So that when a provision was 
offered to a bill providing for an additional ship to the Navy, notwith
standing the fact that it added to the Navy and increased the expendi
ture, it has been uniformly held that it was in continuation of existing 
works or objects already in progress, and was not subject to the point 
of order. 

Without reading the whole of it, he concludes thus : 
Now, it would seem to the Chair that under the rulings which have 

been made it is entirely competent for the committee to bring in a pro
vision in continuation of any public work or object already in progress; 
that when it is admitted, as it has been by the practice of the House, 
that it is competent to bring in a provision authorizing the construc
tion of a new ship it carries with it also-

! call attention, Mr. Chairman, now to this language : 
It carries with it also the right to maintain that ship, or to continue 

nnd maintain work ulready in progress. This seems to the Chair to 
be very clear, and after giving a great deal of consideration to the 
question he is obliged to overrule the point of order. 

That is to say, the Chairman ruled that it was in order to ap
propriate a sum of money to maintain a ship without previous 
authority of law. This appropriation is for the maintenance 
of the Navy. It is just as important to repair a disabled bat
tle ship as it is to have men to operate the ship. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

l\Ir. OLMSTED. Yes. 
l\Ir. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that naval vessels are re· 

paired at navy-yards? 
Mr. BATES. Not always. 
l\Ir. DALZELL. Not always. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Such repairs as necessitate the use of a dry 

dock are made invariably and always at a navy-yard, are they 
not? 

l\fr. DALZELL. Oh, no. 
Mr. OL:llSTED. Not invariably and always, because we have 

a number of floating dry docks. 
Mr. TAWNEY. How many?" 
Mr. OLMSTED. We have a very prominent instance of one 

now on the broad sea, on its way to Subig Harbor. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. We have one at Algiers.and 

one at Habanu and one at Guantanamo. 
l\fr. OLMSTED. And we have appropriated for two already 

in this bill in the portion that bas passed. I do not think they 
are always repaired in navy-yards. They are repaired wher
ever they can be repaired, but there is certainly· no provision 
of law requiring them to be repaired in a navy-yard, and there 
are navy-yards in ·which I am told there is not sufficient depth 
of water to permit our largest vessels to enter. Therefore a vessel 
might have to be taken a hundred miles away to another yard, 
and thus delay would occur which might involve great danger to 
the whole country, whereas with these :floating docks they could 
go out to the vessel, and it might be repaired with great prompt
ness and could get into service very quickly. 

I call attention to the fact that the deci ion made by Mr. 
O'Neill, of Massaclm etts, to which I referred, does not rest 
entirely upon itEelf, but, Mr. Sayers having appealed, the de
cision was sustained by a vote of 143 ayes to 37 nays; so it was 
the decision of this House ·in Committee of the Whole Ho•1se 
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on the state or the Union that an appropriation for the mainte· 
nance of the Navy is in order, although not previously covered 
by authority of law. I find in section 489 a ruling by Samuel 
S. Cox, of New York, then in the chair, that a new building, 
the construction of a fireproof building, on the site of the public 
grounds at West Point was within the purview of the rule
that is, within that exception-that the construction of a build· 
ing is an incident to the maintenance of the academy iself, the 
object being already in progress, the main object contemplated 
not only by the bill but by the very institution of the academy 
itself. Now, if that fireproof building was necessary to the 
maintenance of the academy, bow much more is this floating 
dry dock and kindred sh·uctures necessary to the maintenance 
of the Navy, and therefore strictly within all three of the rul
ings to which I have referTed. Again, in 1898, Mr. l\IunD, of 
Maryland, offered an amendment to the naval appropriation bill 
authorizing the erection of such new buildings at the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis as the SecretarY' of the Navy might con
sider necessary, and by Mr. SHERMAN, of New York, then in the 
chair, that was sustained. Then I find that on l\Iarch 2, 1892, 
Mr. James D. Richard on, of Tennessee, afterwards cbo en by 
the minority as its candidate for Speaker of this House, sus
tained a provision for the erection and completion of suitable 
building at the United States reform school farm in the District, 
to be used as a reform school for girls, in the com·se of which 
he referred to the decisions to which I have referred, made by 
Mr. McCREARY and 1\Ir. Cox, and he said in the case decided by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. McCREARY, that was for 
the construction of a naval war college built upon property 
owned by the Government, and in that case the Chair held it 
was an appropriation for works already in progress-that the 
Government owned the property and was bound to maintain 
that property and that institution. 'So we are bound to main
tain the Navy; and in maintaining the Navy we are continuing 
a Government work or object already in progress. And Mr. 
Richardson further said that the Government was bound to 
maintain the institutions referred to in former cases, and in 
this case the Government was not certainly In any way bound 
to maintain either a boy's reform school or this school, and hav
ing thus reasoned he submitted the proposition to the Com
mittee of the Whole, and by a vote of 27 yeas to 72 nays -the 
committee overruled the point of order. So that twice at least 
the House itself in Committee of the Whole has overruled points 
of order which I contend are in keeping with the point that is 
now under discussion. 

It is true, and no doubt attention will be called to the fact, 
that in the Fifty-first Congress a provision for a site for a navy
yard and dry dock at or near the fands bought by the United 
States for a naval depot at Algiers was ruled out and another 
one for a timber dry dock at Algiers upon the ground that no 
previous appropriations had been made for the purchase of the 
land as a site or the erection of a structure upon such site. 
But here we need no such thing as a site. ..t\s- I have already 
stated, this improvement is not to be made on land; it is not 
to be attached to the land, but it :floats upon the navigable 
waters, just the same as the war vessels of the Navy, just the 
same as the lifeboats that are carried on every war ship, and 
just the same as the colliers which carry along the coal or take 
the coal to our fleets. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Where will the dry dock be built? 
Mr. OLMSTED. That does not matter. The dry dock will 

not be built at sea, and neitper will the battle ship provided for 
in this bill be built at sea, and the battle ships and the cruisers 
which have been ruled in order heretofore have not been built 
at sea. It does not matter where they are built, but where they 
are to be used and for what purpo e. If they are in continua
tion of the Navy and for the maintenance of the Navy, then 
under all of these· rulings I have cited the provision is in order. 

Why, it has been held that the continuation of special facili· 
ties for mail service on trunk lines was a continuation of work 
in progress and a maintenance of that service, and points 
of order against it were ruled out, ruled out by Mr. Newton C. 
Blanchard, of Louisiana, then in this chair, as appears in sec
tion 500 of Parliamentary Precedents, and an appeal having 
been taken from the decision of the Chair, the Chair was sus
tained by a \Ote of 98 ayes to 23 noes. I find that a similar 
point was similarly decided by Mr. PAYNE, of New York, on 
the lOth of March, 189G. Now, I find another precedent here 
to which it seems desirable to call the attention of the Chair: 
On l\Iay 4, 1900, as will appear on page 5172 of the RECORD 
there was offered a provision- . ' 

For all necessary employees to man and equip the vessels of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey to execute the work of the Survey herein 
provided for and authorized by law, etc. 

And the point of order was made against that that there was 
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no authority for it, but the present Speaker of the House 
opposed that point of order successfully, and my present col
league from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] overruled the point of 
order upon the ground that the vessels belonged to the Govern
ment ap.d that it was the duty and the right of the Government 
to maintain them by providing the necessary men and the pro
curement of the necessary equipment, and that therefore the 
paragraph appropriating for that purpose was not subject to the 
point of order, it being fairly construed as within the exception 
and was in continuation of public work already in progress. 
And on the opposite page I find that this paragraph was ob
jected to: 

For the construction of a bridge across Rock Creek on the Une of the 
roadway from Quarry road entrance, etc., $22,000. 

The point of order was made against it by Mr. BANKHEAD, 
and the present distinguished, popular, and young Speaker of 
this House made this argument, which I think is right in point. 
He said: 

Of course there is no law in specific words, letters, and punctuation 
authorizing the construction of this bridge, but there is a law creating 
the Zoological Park; and the Lord has put a stream of water through 
the park, and the park is thrown open to the public, and there has 
been a bridge there, but it has rotted down. There is no law to author
ize the buying of an elephant, or of a boa constrictor, or a white bear, or 
a bull pup; but as we have created the Zoological Park by law, and 
as it is now in esse, we can, without express law, improve the roads, 
build fences and bridges, and do anything necessary to carry on thi.s 
magnificent park for the amusement of the boys and girls on Sunday. 

The Chairman [Mr. DALZELL] said: 
The Chair has no doubt that this appropriation is in continuation of 

a public work already begun, and is not subject to the point of order. 
The Government had the property; it was the duty of the 

Government to maintain it, even at the expense of building a 
new bridge. Here the Government has a navy. It is the duty 
of the Government to maintain it even at the expense of build
ing a dry dock, and if the appropriation in one instance is in 
order; upon what reasoning can it be found not to be in order 
to-day? I might cite many other authorities, but they are all 
to the same effect. This case is not ruled by the two decisions 
on dry docks and navy-yards. Of course an appropriation for a 
navy-yard is subject to a point of order if the Government has 
not provided for a site or done anything for it. Nobody pre
tends that is part of the Navy any more than an ore mine from 
which ore is obtained which goes into the guns that finally go 
on the ships of the Navy. It may be used incidentally for the 
advantage of the Navy, but this :floating dry dock is a part of 
the Navy established upon the water, and I submit that a fair 
construction of this rule and of th.e important exceptions to the 
rule warrants the overruling of this point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the argument of the gentle
man from Pennsylvania has proceeded upon a point of order 
which I reserved to this paragraph last evening at the close 
of the session. My purpose in reserving the point of order was 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs several 
questions before making the point of order and discussing the 
point. However, since the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
argued the point of order, I will now make it--

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman will understand I do not in
sist upon his making the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, you do not insist upon my making it? · 
Well, I will make it, just the same. The provision itself is the 
best evidence of the fact that it is not in order. It is a pro
vision for a steel :floating dry dock, to cost $1,250,000, and ap
propriates $100,000 to begin, I presume, the construction of the 
work. The gentleman says that this steel dry dock is a neces
sary part of the naval establishment. There is not a line in 
that paragraph to indicate that this dry dock is to be a part of 
the naval establishment. There is not a line in this paragraph 
to indicate that the dry dock is to be used in connection with 
the repair of a naval vessel or to be used by the Navy Depart
ment at all. It is nothing but a steel dry dock, to cost $1,250,-
000, for the beginning of the construction of which $100,000 is 
appropriated. So far as the use of the dry dock is concerned, it 
may be for the use of private commerce for aught that this 
House knows from the reading of the paragraph itself. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 
Mr. POWERS. Is there anything in the bill to show that a 

dry dock is needed or called for by the Navy Department? 
Mr. TAWNEY. There is nothing in the bill to indicate that 

a dry dock is necessary in connection with the maintenance of 
our present naval establishment. There is, however, Mr. Chair
man, in the hearings, some statement made by the representa
tives of the Navy Department, who favor the construction of a 
steel dry dock at· Solomons Island, in Chesapeake Bay, which 
the Secretary of the Navy states ought to be built, and where he 
says there ought to be established and maintained a naval sta-

tion. Thi_s, therefore, means the beginning of the authority for 
the construction and maintenance of another navy-yard. 

I understand that Solomons Island is peculiarly well located 
for the establishment and maintenance of a navy-yard; that 
they have there abreast of the shore a stage of water equaling 
40 feet, sufficient to float any naval vessel to-day on the sea or 
any floating dry dock that may be necessary in connection with 
the Navy. But the in:tluence of Solomons Island in the past 
lms not been sufficiently strong to .secure the establishment of 
a navy-yard at that point. The navy-yards have been estab
lished elsewhere on the Atlantic coast, where the in:tluence was 
stronger in favor of their establishment, although the location 
was not as admirable for it, perhaps, as at Solomons Island. 
Now, this proposed :floating dry dock, so far as the paragraph 
is concerned, which is the only thing that is before the House 
officially, does not appear to be even a part of the naval estab
lishment or incident to or necessary for the naval establishment 
of this country. But, Mr. Chairman--

MF. OLMSTED. 1\fay I ask a question? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 
Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman will not contend that the 

passage of the bill with this paragraph in it will authorize the 
establishment of a navy-yard at Solomons Island? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it would not authoriz·e the establishment 
of a navy-yard at Solomons Island; I grant you that. But it is 
in the minds of those who are behind this proposed appropria
tion for a steel dry dock to be located and constructed at Solo
mons Island. And if the Navy Department has been able to 
convince the committee of the. neeessity of the establishment 
of a steel dry dock where we do not have a navy-yard, where 
naval vessels can not be repaired except in a navy-yard, it is 
but reasonable to suppose that wheu they get the ste21 dry dock 
the Department will be able to convince the committee then of ' 
the necessity for the consh·uction of a navy-yard in order to use 
the dry dock. · 

We have a great many dry docks. I am informed that we 
have a dry dock practically at every navy-yard on the Atlantic 
coast. We have dry docks of sufficient capacity to accommo
date all of the naval vessels that have heretofore been con
structed or are now authorized. There is not a scintilla of 
evidence presented to indicate the necessity for another :float- . 
ing dry dock, unless it be inferred that when this dry dock is 
completed it will be towed off to some other country or some 
distant island possession for th~ accommodation of our Navy 
in that part of our country. The question, Mr. Chairman, when 
you get at the facts, assuming that this is a dry dock to be used 
in connection ·with the Navy, which fact must be assumed, 
because there is nothing in the bill to indicate it; but assuming 
it is a :floating dry dock to be used in connection with the repair 
of vessels, then it comes within a number of precedents. 

Every decision that has been made by a Chairman of the Com
mittee of the 'Vhole on this question relating to the appropria
tion of money for a dry dock not authorized by law bas been 
in, favor of the point of order holding that the provision was 
nG't in order. I have here a series of precedents in House docu
ment, volume 80, of Parliamentary Precedents, page 285. The 
head note is this : 

The construction of a new dry dock for the Navy, except where 
specially authorized by law, has been held not to be the continuation 
of a public work within the meaning of the rule. 

And the rule referred to is the rule which I invoke against this 
provision--clause 2 of Rule XXI. 

On April 10, 1890, the House was in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, considering the naval 
appropriation bill. 1\fr. Theodore S. Wilkinson, of Louisiana, 
offered this amendment : 

-For the purchase, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Navy may prescribe, of additional lands for a site for a navy-yard and 
dry dock at or near the lands bought by the United States for a naval 
depot at Algiers, La., the establishment of which navy-yard and dry 
dock at Algiers, La., was recommended by the commission of naval 
officers appointed under the act of Congress approved September 7, 
1888, a sum not exceeding $75,000. 

Now, here was a paragraph incorporated · in the naval appro
priation bill carrying a provision embodying the recommenda
tion of a commission appointed by authority of Congress for 
the purpose of investigating the question of the propriety of a 
na-~y-yard or naval station and the construction of a dry dock, 
which had far more force than the present paragraph has, as
suming that this paragraph authorizes the consh·uction or ap
propriates money for the consh·uction of a !'!tee! floating dry 
dock to be used in co,llllection with the Navy. 

1\Ir. Charles A. Boutelle of l\Iaine made the point of order 
against the amendment. The Chairman ruled : 

The Chair is of opinion that this amendment is obnoxious to clause 
2 of Rule XXI. 'l'he proposition of the honorable gentlema n from 
Louisiana is to make an appropriation for the purchase of a site and 
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the establishment of a navy-yard and ~ry do_ck1 which is no_t ~n " .. ex
penditure previously authorized by law, nor IS It an appropnat_wn in 
continuation of appropriations for such pubpc. works and ob)ect_s. as 
are already in progt·ess." It does change extstmg law by authonzmg 
that to be done which is not now authorized by law. It is in sympathy 

· with the proposition contained in the bill against which the point of 
order was made and the Chair thinks the point of order is well taken 
as against this proposition, both in the letter and the spirit of the rule. 

Now that was for the establishment of a navy-yard, and if 
the establ1sbment of a navy-yard can not be held to be a con
tinuation of a public work in progress, namely, our naval estab-

. lishment then bow can it be held that a provision authorizing 
or appropriating money for the construction of a steel floating 
dock at no place, for no purpose, so far as this paragraph is 
concerned, can be held in order? 

On .April 13, 1892, the House was in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union considering the naval appro-
priation bill. . 

1\Ir. William S. Holman, of Indiana, raised a point of order 
against a paragraph in the bill providing for the appropriation 
of $250,000 and the authorization of a contract for $840,0?0 for 
the construction of "a timber dry dock at -.Algiers, La., m ac
cOI·dance with the recommendation of the two commissions to 

, report as to the most suitable site for a dry dock and navy
yard at some point on the shore of the Gulf of Mexico or the 
waters connected therewith, and for the purchase of such land 
as is shown by the report of said Commission to be necessary 
for the purpose in addition to the present Government reserva
tion." 

The Chairman ruled : 
No existing law has been called to the attention of the Chair au

thorizing the adoption of a site or the purchase of the_ land for such 
site or the erection of a structure thereon. The sectwn under con
sideration is therefore in conflict with the rule. 

I will not read the whole decision or argument of the Chair. 
Again, on March 25, 1896-- . 
l\Ir. MUDD. If the gentleman would read the whole pro

- vision be would see that it provides for the purchase of land. 
Yoti left out that part 

1\Ir. '.r.A WNEY. I will read the whole decision. I want to 
be entirely fair to tbe Cbl!-irman and to the committee. 

The question then arises, does this section come within the exception to 
the rule? It appears that no previous appropriations have been made 

- for the purchase of land as a site or the erection of a structure upon 
such site nor can the objects of the proposed appropriations be held 

. to be public works or objects already in progress. . . 
The intent of the rule is to exclude from general appropriation bllls 

· such subject-matter as involves new and original theme.;; of discussion, 
· and new objects of appropriation. '.rhis is a general appropt·iutlon 

bill, and to such bills the rule by its . terms Is confined. A~ examina
tion of the precedents that have been called to the attention of _the 

· Chair discloses a conflict of authority. As there is such a conflict of 
· authority, and as the provisions of the pending section appear to b<.! in 

conflict with both the rule and the exception thereto, the point of order 
is sustained. 

Mr. OLMSTED. May. I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. TAWNEY. .Certainly. 
Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman will concede that both cases 

to which be bas referred, the paragraph against wbicb the 
point of order was made provided not only for a dry dock, but 
for the establishment of a navy-yard, or at least for the pur
chase of land for a site for it. Now, a navy-yard, as we both 
agree, would be obnoxious to the rule. Then there being any
thing in the paragraph against which a point of order was 
good, of course the whole paragraph went out. .As I under
stand, listening as the gentleman read, the point of order was 
not made upon the dry dock, but upon the whole paragraph, in
cluding the navy-yard, and the absence of a site for both the 
navy-yard and the dry dock. · 

:Mr. TAWNEY. · Mr. Chairman, if there is any logic in the 
contention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania in respect to 
the dry dock being a necessary part of our naval establishment, 
then that same logic would apply with equal, if not greater 
force, to a provision for the construction of a navy-yard. The 
latter is equally essential to the naval establishment, because 
without a navy-yard you can not use a dry dock to any ad-
vantage. · 

A dry dock is for bri_nging vessels into the navy-yard for 
· the purpose of ba ving those · vessels repaired. They can not be 

taken into a machine shop. You can neither float them nor 
· wheel them into the · machine shop where the repairs are actu
ally made. 'l'hey must be placed in a position where the 
mechanics can get all over them, all around them, and all 
through them,· and the only way to do that is to float them into 
a dock and then get the water out by pumping or otherwise. 
There is where the repairs are made, and so far as that ship 
is concerned the dry dock is a navy-yard. I repeat, therefore, 
if there is any logic in the contention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in respect to the dry dock, it applies equally to the 
navy-yards, and if appropriations for the purchase of land on 

which to construct a navy-yard are not in order, it of necessity 
follows that appropriations for the construction of a dry dock, 
which can not be used without a navy-yard, are equally out of 
order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield for a question 
on that point? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Suppose that dry dock was built for 

the purpose of using it in front of the New York Navy-Yard or 
in front of the Norfolk Navy-Yard, would it be in order, suppos
ing the dry-dock facilities in New York and Norfolk were not 
sufficient? The rest of the equipment for running a navy-yard 
is there. Would it not be in order to build a steel dry dock to 
float in front of the navy-ya1·P,? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think it would be in order, unless it 
was so framed as to be used exclusively in connection with a 
navy-yard now in existence and tbe necessity for it bad previ
ously been shown. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to be informed 

of the nature of a floating dry dock. The Chair confesses he 
has never seen one. 

Mr. T.A WNEY . . Never having seen a floating dry dock myself, 
and being a common, ordinary layman--

Mr. OLMSTED. A landlubber-- . 
1\Ir. TAWNEY. Yes; a landlubber, as .corrected by my 

friend from Pennsylvania, I will yield to my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuTLER], a member of the 
Naval Committee, to give that information. . 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am not a 
webfoot, but because of statements that have been made in my 
presence I do pretend to know what a steel floating dry dock is. 
Upon that I understand the Chair desires some information. 

First of all, it is constructed of steel, as indicated by the name. 
Secondly, it is constructed at some place where such ships can 
be constructed . . It is known as a. ship, because it floats, and 
it floats of itself. It does not have on it any power by which 
it can be propelled. It is dragged from one place to another 
where it is needed. It may be sunk deep in the water, and 
where a ship is lying crippled the dry dock may be pushed 
under the crippled ship, the ship raised and repaired, then 
floated again from the dock. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it practicable to repair a ship in a 
floating dry dock where the water is so deep that the dry dock 
can not be securely moored or anchored? 

M1:. BUTLER of Pennsylvania . . Mr. Chairman, wherever the 
water is sufficiently deep to enable the dry dock to be sunk it 
may be sunk and floated under the ship. It ~ not a machine 
that is used exclusively in the Navy. Merchant ships are raised 
and floated in these dry docks. They are not new. ' They have 
been made of wood for years. A few years ago the manufac
turers of steel conceived the idea that they could make them 
better from steel, and since that time they have been constructed 
of steel. 

Mr. Chairman, the United States Government owns a steel 
floating dry dock at Algiers, La., built at some distant point 
and conveyed or dragged there by a ·steam tug owned by the 
Navy. 

Mr. WACHTER. Built upon Chesapeake Bay. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Built upon Chesapeake Bay, 

as the gentleman says. 'l'be Government bas another floating 
dry dock at Pensacola, Fla. That dock was purchased from 
Spain, and after the Spanish-American war was towed across 
and located at Pensacola. The Government owns a third steel 
dry dock, which is now on it way to the Philippine Islands and 
is supposed to be somewhere in tbe Red Sea. 

1\Ir. Chairman, these docks contain machine shops; perhaps 
not sufficiently extensive to enable the mechanics to repair any 
kind of damage that might be done a ship, but where she bas 
bad a bole stove in her, where she needs to be painted, where 
she needs, perhaps, one or two steel plates rem:>ved, -the ca
pacity of the machine shop on the floating dry dock is consid
ered sufficient. It is not 3:' great machine shop. The. floating 
dry dock contains, beside sufficient machinery to do this · repair 
work, quarters for the men. 

Sbe has also quarters for officers. She bas an officer in com
mand ; the docks are often in charge of officers of bigb rank. 
Offices are provided for them; quarters for the men ; kitchens 
where they can cook, and beds wherein they can · sleep. It is 
in all appearances and description a fioatlng machine with a. 
repair shop-. 

1\Ir. BATES. May I ask my colleague a question? 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania . . Certainly. 
l\1r. BATES. Did not the Secretary of the Navy point out, 

either in his annual report or in a statement before the Naval 
Committee, that the great value of the dry dock was its capa-
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. bility in that the dock could be taken to the fleet whe~ many 
times it was impossible to take the fleet to the dock? In other 
words, that it is a necessary part of the equipment of the 
modern navy? 

1\fr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes; that is a fact 
1\lr. TAWNEY. Are we to understand that the Secretary of 

the Navy is recommending a floating steel dry dock for the pur
pose and upon the theory that this steel dock can follow the 
Navy around on the ocean; that these vessels can be repaired 
on the high seas at any time and 'Ullder all circumstances? 

1\lr. BA'rES. The gentleman from Minnesota is partly right 
in llis idea on that subject. The Secretary of the Navy recom
mends that three of four of these steel dry docks be built and 
tllat they be put at as convenient locations as possible; not 
that they follow every fleet in all its maneuvers, but that they 
he at as accessible points as possible, in order that they may be 
'brought to the fleet when the fleet can not be taken to the dock. 

1\lr. TAWNEY. Do I understand the gentleman to say, and 
his colleague, Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, to say, that you can 
repair a battle ship in a floating steel dry dock at sea? 

l\Ir. BATES. Very often. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes; let me answer the gen

tleman from Minnesota. 
Mr. Tti. WNEY. Have you ever known of putting a battle 

ship in a dry dock on the open sea? 
1\Ir. BATES. The docks that are now in process of construc

tion are entirely new, and as I have never served in the Navy 
and never have known personally of the transaction, I can not 
answ.er the gentleman of my own personal kowledge. 

1\Ir. TAWNEY. Is it possible to put a battle ship in a dry 
dock without mooring-the dry dock and making it fast? 

1\Ir. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It is. 
Mr. BATES. l\Iost certainly. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I will say to the gentleman 

that I never sailed in a dry dock, I never built one, and I never 
expect a .trip in such a machine. 

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Navy reports in favor of 
tllese docks, and in the report he says : 

To my mind, ho-wever, one of the chief elements of value to the 
service in such docks is their mobility. It may be very desirable under 
certain circumstances to send a dock to our fleet instead of sending 
our fleet to a dock, and the Department always feels some reluctance 
in sending ships which are to remain in commission to a navy-yard, 
for there is always more or less uncertainty when they will again 
become available for active duty. 

During the investigation made by the Naval Affairs Com
mittee I asked the Secretary of the Navy this question: -

Suppose the dry dock is provided for Sullivans Island and there 
should arrive an emergency, a very grave one, that would require the 
dock at Pensacola, might not the dock be hauled around and used at 
Pensacola? ls there sufficient water at that place? 

The Secretary of the Navy replied: 
I am not sure whether there is or not sufficient water at Pensacola. 

or course the dock can be taken anywhere that our big battle ships 
can use a permanent dock. The floating dock, in other words, will go 
substantially where the ships cou!d use it. 

It is further said in the hearings that wherever the water is 
· sufficiently smooth this dock can be used. Of course where the 
waves are high the dock is not useful, but it is likely that the 
crippled vessel would not lie long enough to be caged; but 
where the water is smooth the dock could be taken to the 
crippled ship and the ship could be repaired at that point. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that on page 32 of the bill, under the head of" Naval 
station at Olongapo, P. I.," in order to operate the floating dry 
dock that is being sent there it is necessary to provide $65,000 
for a wharf to moor that dock to. The section of the country 

· from which I come is one in which floating wooden docks have 
been used since before the civil wa:r, and it has never been 
known that a floating dock has been used away from the yard 
to which it was attached. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in order that 
the Chair may have a little further light, my colleague [Mr. 
D.A wsoN] has called my attention to a further statement made 
by the Secretary of the Navy, which I will read. It is as 
follows: 

As I stated in my annual report, the thing which I especially value 
the dry dock for is its mobility, that it will not be permanently located 
at any navy-yard. 

T.he CRAmM.AN. Would it not be a good thing if you could have a 
dock that could move around and that you could take to Pensacola 
and all along the coast? 

Secretary BoNAPARTE. YM; it would be very desirable. That is ex
actly why I say that I regard that dock as the one that will be the 
most useful to us and the one that would take the place under emer
gency of several located docks. 

1\fr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, will . the gentleman answer a 
question? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I will be delighted to, if I 
can do it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would ask the gentleman how long he 
understands the Secretary of the Navy has served in the Navy1 
and what is his actual experience? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, that is re· 
spectfully referred, with all politeness, to my friend-to the 
Secretary himself. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, now that the Chair has had 
this elaborate explanation of what a dry dock is, I will proceed 
to conclude my argument on the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 1\Ir. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from Minnesota [1\Ir. TAWNEY] will permit me, I will take a· 
picture of a dry. dock up to the Chairman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, inasmuch as the act of the gentleman 
from Tennessee in taking the picture up to the Chairman will 
not appear in the RECORD, I have no objection. [Laughter.] 

1\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, it seems as. thougll the 
gentleman who is heaving land and sea to get something into the 
RECORD has not succeeded. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, I am not objecting. 
1\Ir, GAINES of Tennessee. I hope that the gentleman will 

get all into the Chairman that he wants to. [Laughter.] 
1\Ir. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, another ruling that was made 

on this identical question was on March 25, 1896. I read : 
On March 25, 1896, the House being in Committee of the Whole · 

Honse on the state of the Union, considering the naval appropriation 
bill, Mr. HE"!rnY H. -BINGHAM, or Pennsylvania, ofiered an amendment for 
appropriating the sum of $200,000 toward the construction of a dry 
dock at League Island Navy-Yard. 

Mr. Nelson Dingley, of Maine, made the point of order that the pro· 
posed appropriation was for an object not authorized by law. 

After debate, the Chairman ruled : · 
" Rule XXI of the rules governing this body is identical with the rule 

that was adopted in the Fifty-first Congress. In that Congress, when 
the naval appropriation bill was under consideration, the identical . · 
question that is raised by the gentleman from Maine was then raised, 
and Mr. Butterworth, of Ohio, was at that time in the chair. The 
question was fully discussed, and after mature deliberation the Chair 
then held that the point of order was well taken." 

The same question was raised when the naval bill was under consid
eration in the Fifty-second Congress. 1\ir. Shively, of Indiana, was 
then in the chair. The Chair has the RECORD before him, where the 
matter was fully discussed, and, while the Chair then recognized that 
previous to the Fifty-first Congress the ruling was as contended by the 
gentlemen from 1\lassachusetts and Pennsybania, the Chair then felt 
constrained to hold, both on authority and precedent, that the point 
was well taken. In pursuance of those two precedents, the Chair will 
hold that the point made by the gentleman from Maine is well taken. 

I might cite other decisions which were made in succeeding 
Congresses on this identical point It is impossible to distill· 
guish, after the elaborate description of a dry dock given to the 
Committee of the Whole by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[1\I.r. BUTLER], any difference in principle from a navy-yard, or 
the purchase of land for the construction of a navy-yard, and 
the appropriation of _money for the construction of a dry dock, 
which is a necessary incident to the work of a navy-yard. In 
both cases, where naval appropriation bills have carried appro· 
priations for either of these two purposes, the Chair has uni
formly held that such provisions contravene clause 2 of Rule 
XXI of the House of Representatives, and that the point of 
order against them was well taken. 

I want, in conclusion, to again call the attention of the Chair 
to the remarkable fact that the ruling of the Chair must be 
made upon the paragraph as it appears in this bill. It can 
not be made upon the assumption of facts nor upon statements 
made here as to the purpose for which this dry dock may be 
used. But assuming the facts to exist which do not appear on 
tlle record here or in this provision of the bill-even assuming 
those facts, and assuming that this dry dock is to be used for 
tlle repair of naval vessels, yet under all the precedents of this 
House the provision is nevertheless out of order and against the 
rule which I have just cited. 

1\Ir.. GILL. .Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TA..WNEY. Certainly. 
Mr. GILL. I would like to ask the gentleman if the rules of 

the House would permit the construction of a new vessel? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; that has been ruled, and the rulings 

made on that point draw a very clear distinction between a 
naval vessel and a navy-yard or a dry dock. 

Mr. GILL. Now, will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
another question? 

1\I.r. TAWNEY. Yes. 
_ l\1r. GILL. And that is whether the floating dock provided 
for in this bill is not a ve sel? 

1\Ir. TAWNEY. Tile floatitlg dock that is now on its way to 
Subig Bay of course is a vessel, in the sense that it floats; but 
in the sense that it is capable of resisting the force of an enemy, 
of being a fighting ship, -it is not; or that it can be used when it 
is floating for the purpose for which it has been created, it is 
not. 
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Mr. GILL. Now, permit me to ask tl:ie gentleman this ques

tion : Is not the Dewey--
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to ask to go ahend. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will say further to the gentleman from 

Maryland that the purpose of the dry dock is not to float, the 
purpose of the dry dock is not to fight, but the purpose of the 
dry dock is to be moored or anchored where the vessels of the 
Navy, which are constructed for the purpose of floating and 
fighting, may be repaired. 

1\lr. GILL. I want to say to the gentleman--
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 

MuDD] was recognized. 
:Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I feel that the argument against 

this point of order has been so well presented by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that perhaps I ought to leave it where be 
left it, but I am frank to say, and I make no attempt to dis
guise the fact, that this is a matter in which I feel considerable 
interest, especially in view of the extent to which the gentleman 
from Minnesota undertook to strongly emphasize the objection
able features of the location of this dock, from his point of view. 
Mr. Chairman, I take it for granted it is not necessary to warn 
the Ohair against letting the merits of this question enter into 
the discussion of the controversy as to the point of order. 
When we come to discuss this dry dock upon its merits I 
rather think the Naval Committee will be able to take care of 
itself and to show that it is a meritorious proposition. The gen
tleman from Minnesota, in his last remark, falls into error, in 
my judgment, wherein be answers my colleague. that the pur
pose of this dry dock is not to f:!.oat. It is the very purpose of 
this character of dry dock. It is the very thing that distin
guishes it from other dry docks in that it floats, that it is not 
connected with the land in any shape, that it floats out to dis
abled battle ships, lifts them upon itself and repairs them. I 
do not know just what is the actual fact in reference to the sit
uation at Subig Bay just referred to by the gentleman from New 
York, nor do I know further than I infer from what is stated 
in the appropriation bills as to the exact character of the dry 
dock at .Algiers, La., but I do know from the testimony of my 
own eyesight, Mr. Chairman, that a dock after the pattern of the 
Dewey, which I understand this is to be patterned after, does not 
need any moorings, does not need any wharf, and that all of 
the dry docks heretofore constructed that did need moorings, 
did need wharves, and did need structures to connect them with 
the shore, had provisions for the moorings, for the wharves and 
connecting structures embraced in the provisions for, and were 
appropriated for in connection with the dry docks themselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let me ask the gentleman from Maryland 
a question? 

Mr. MUDD. Certainly. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is it practical to repair a war vessel on 

the high seas in a rough sea with a floating dry dock without 
anchoring? 

Mr. MUDD. I take it for granted that in a rough sea yon 
could not, .Mr. Chairman, just as you can not take coal from a 
collier aboard ship in very rough seas, as was demonstrated in 
the Spanisb-Amrican war. You can not take coal from colliers 
in a very rough sea, but that does not make the collier any the 
less a ship and would not make a collier, because it could not 
coal in rough weather on the high seas, any the less a part of the 
Navy and a proper subject of appropriation in this bill or other 
naval bills. Why, Mr. Chairman, some of our ships can not do 
business at all in a rough sea. They can not safely go out upon 
the high seas in very rough seas, and they put into harbor, but 
they are still a part of the Navy and they can be appropriated for 
in this or a similar bill. Now, then, as to the exact character 
of these docks, whkh is somewhat a technical question, upon 
which, perhaps, some of the Members of the House, however, 
have almost as much knowledge as some of the gentlemen in the 
Navy, I may say that a few years ago a floating steel dry dock 
of the kind we are now building was a thing unknown. I be
lieve the United States constructed the first one of this character 
and it was towed to Algiers. At that time, or, rather, before 
that time, when these decisions that have been referred to were 
being made, the last being in the Fifty-fourth Congress, in the year 
1894, it could not be stated as a matter of fact that a floating 
steel dry dock was in order upon a general appropriation bill, 
because the floating steel dry dock was a thing unknown. 

Mr. IIILL of Connecticut. Let me ask the gentleman, if this 
is a part of the increase of the Navy, why did you not put it 
over in that classification in the back of the bill? 

Mr. MUDD. Well, I will say I think we will try, if it goes 
out here, to put it in there. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut But why did it not go there in the 
first place, if it is properly part of t)?.e increase of the Navy? 

Mr. MUDD. Because we thought, and still think, it is appro-

priate and in order under the head of docks, which are an essen
tial part of the Navy. 

1\Ir. SPARKMAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. MUDD. All right. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. I want to ask, first, in what way does this 

dock differ from other floating docks? 
:Mr. MUDD. It does not differ much from the floating Deuey 

dry dock at -all. It will perhaps be a larger one. It is the same 
in principle, and it is calculated, as the best expert authori
ties contend to-day, to be practicable, that it will be provided 
with large side-wall compartments that will allow the installa
tion of extensive machinery to make extensive repairs-more 
extensive than even the Detvey or any dock yet consh·ucted, 
making it, in effect, answer the purposes of a repair ship. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Is it intended to locate it at any particular 
p~~? . 

Mr. MUDD. It is not, necessarily so, except in so far-and I 
want to be perfectly frank about that_:_as the Secretary of the 
Navy has intimated that be thought for its home base when it 
would not be elsewhere occupied, when our ships were as con
venient to that as to any other place. The place he had in mind 
was down at Solomons Island, at the mouth of the Patuxent 
River, in Chesapeake Bay, for the reason of the great depth 
of water that is there. I make this statement unchallenged, 
I think, that there is a greater depth of water at that particular 
spot of this earth's surface than in any harbor on the face of 
the earth covering the same area of space. 

1\Ir. SPARKMAN. You have to come by Norfolk? 
Mr. IiiDDD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Have they not a good dry dock there? 
Mr. MUDD. The difficulty down there is the difficulty in 

nearly all our navy-yards, which is this, that the draft of ves~ 
sels which we are constructing to-day is so great that they can 
not get to our navy-yards to have our ships repaired without the 
aid of a floating dry dock to take them there, and this auxiliary 
characteristic of a ·floating dry dock is one of the chief reasons 
which suggested to the Secretary the advisability of this dock. 

Now, one or two words more, 1\Ir. Chair.man, because I have 
not the voice to talk to the House at this time if I wanted to. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen·· 
tleman why it is the Navy Department could not repair ships 
in those yards that .have dry docks at the present time? 

Mr. MUDD. · 1\fr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman that 
that will be a more pertinent inquiry when the point of order 
shall have been decided and we get to the merits of this proposi
tion; but if I may ·be permitted to answer here, I will say that 
the testimony of Admiral Endicott shows that we are con· 
fronting a very serious situation in this respect-that the ves· 
sels of the advanced type which we are consh·ucting now require 
such a draft •Jf water that it is almost impossible to get them 
to the dock. in our ordinary yards. 

Mr. McNARY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will ask 
him what yards? 

Mr. MUDD. I will answer the gentleman and say this, that 
Admiral Endicott told me this morning that if you take the 
battle ships that bad been and are being constructed, with the 
deepest drafts, and allow 4 or 5 feet more for a battle ship. in a 
disabled condition, there are very few yards in the United States 
to which such a battle ship can be taken. 

1\Ir. McNARY. What yards? 
Mr. MUDD. I understand that Portsmouth, perhaps, has 

the greatest depth of any of them, and with the exception, per
haps, of New York, is about the best, and the only harbor in 
which the largest battle ships in a disabled condition can be 
taken to the existing graving stationary docks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say that this aspect 
of the discussion contributes nothing to the determination of 
the point of order. . 

Mr. MUDD. · I hope I may be allowed to proceed very briefly 
upon the po1nt of order. ' 

Mr. Chairman, the det~rmination of this question by the 
Chair, I apprehend, sir, depends very much upon matters of 
fact. In other words, the question largely is, What is a float
ing dry ·dock? What is a steel floating dry dock? Now, there 
is such a thing as a naval establishment recognized by law in 
this country. I apprehend there is no need for arguing that. 
I take it for granted it will not be contended that a dry dock 
of. this character is not a part of the naval establishment, but 
independently of that, a little narrower than that, compre
hended in that, there is a ,navy of the United States, the naval 
establishment being the generic expression, the navy techni· 
cally being confined to those objects belonging thereto that float 
upon the sea. • 

This kind of dock, I repeat-and I speak now the testimony 
of my own eyesight, as of the time when I saw this dock down 
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in this country-was not moored to the shore; for aught that I 
know was not even anchored where it had taken the Iowa and 
Oolorado and lifted them -up and docked them successfully, say, 
perhaps, a quarter or half a mile from the shore. It could 
have gone a mile farther away; it could have gone 2 miles far
ther away; it could have gone, according to expert authority, 
20 miles down and taken up a disabled ship and carried it to a 
place where it could best operate in the repair of the ship. 
That is the chief characteristic of the~e floating dry docks in 
contradistinction from the stationary docks. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to these precedents which have been 
quoted, there are just four, and I want to call the Chair's at
tention to them briefly. 

There is one in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress and 
one in the first ses ion of the Fifty-second Congress, made, re
spectively, by Mr. Butterworth of Ohio and Mr. Shiveley of 
Indiana. The t\Vo that have been read as having been made 
in the Fifty-fourth Congress were rendered, first, by :Mr. HoP
KINS of Illinois and, Eecond, by Mr. SHERMAN of New York. 
~'hese gentlemen predicated their decisions upon those which 
had gone before, and those whjch had gone before were c~ses 
in which not only wa there a provision for the purchase of a 
dry dock, but there was a provision for the purchase and for 
the acquisition of land. Now, I will not pause to argue whether 
or not the purchase of land is a continuing " work " or " ob
ject" in the line of building up the Navy. Suffice it to say, 
for the understanding of the Chair now, that it ha-s been de
cided that the purcba·se of land was obnoxious to the rule, but 
that wllere buildings were placed on the land already acquired 
they were not obnoxious to it. 

Mr. Sherman, in the decision rendered in the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, gave no reason at all, gave no argument. His deci
sion was in relation to a dry dock upon the land. I think the 
decision was erroneous. But it can be differentiated from this, 
because lle simply decid~d on the line of decisions that had been 
made for graving dry docks, and there was incorporated therein 
also in each case a provision for the purchase of land. 

Now, the gentleman from Minnesota very adroitly argues-be 
always argues very ably-that there is nothing in this pro•ision 
to show that it is for the use and the purposes of the Navy. 
~1r. Chairman, I take it for granted it is only" necessary to read 
the title of the bill~ wherein it is stated it is a " bill making ap
propriations for the naval ·sen1ce for the fiscal year," etc. It 
may just as well be argued that every line of every clause of 
every provision for every clerk that be provides for in the 
numerous bills that come from his committee should particular
ize the specific purpose and object of his connection with the 
Government service as that in every clause in this bill we 
should say and repeat that the provision is for the use and the 
object and the purposes of the Navy. 

Now, I say, Mr. Chairman, there is nothing specific in the 
way of permanent prov.isions of law for one-half of the struc
tures, one-half of the objects, one-half of the purposes for 
which we appropriate money in the naval appropriation bill. 
Let me read, for instance, from page 50, under the bead of 
"Construction and repair of vessels." Now, no man will say 
that these are out of order, and yet there is no particular pro
vision of law authorizing them, and no provision except the 
general requirement of law for the building and maintenance of 
a navy. Let me read: 

Designing naval vessels. Construction and repail· of yard craft, 
lighters, and barges. 

Barges and lighters, things that float, as dry docks float. 
They are not moored to the land or anchored, and would anyone 
say that they are not a part of the Navy? There is no specific 
statute previously authorizing any of them. They do not fight. 
They are auxiliary ships. We have repair ships, as this dry 
dock will be, used as a repair ship. We have hospital ships. 
\Ve provide for receiving ships and training ships, and they are 
no part of the fighting force of the Navy, and they do no more 
to fulfill the fighting functions of the Navy than does this ship 
which repairs ships which get out of order. We have, further 
on in this paragraph: "Wear, tear, and repair of vessels afloat." 
What is this dry dock for? Is it not to provide against the 
wear and tear, and is it not for the purpose of repairing ves els 
afloat? Can anyone mention one single purpose, use, or object 
to which this dry dock can be adapted unless it be for the repair 
of vessels afloat? All through this bill there are appropriations, 
there are such v,rovisions as that of this dry dock, coming in the 
different paragraphs. 

.Mr. Chairman, the Constitution of the United States recog
nizes the existence of a navy. I do not intend to discuss the 
Constitution of the United States. That belongs to other gentle
men; but as pertaining to this biH, I am speaking now of the 
authority for the Navy and for the maintenance of the Navy. 

I say that there is not a single statute anywhere, outside of the 
Constitution, of the United States, that specifically says that 
Congress shall provide for and maintain a navy, and I appre
hend it is upon that general authority that battle ships have 
been declared to be exempt from the point of order made against 
them. 

So far as my judgment goes, I think the construction of the 
rule excluding stationary dry docks is absolutely in error. I 
mean graving dry docks, to which this bears no necessary 
analogy. 

Mr. Chairman, we appropriated for building the Naval Acad
emy. We have had that ruled upon. We appropriate for 
foundries, for machine shops, for the necessary equipment of 
the shops, and for a thousand and ·one purposes for which a 
shop is necessary in a navy-yard, and yet, when you come to 
the erection of a structure, upon which a ship is to be lifted 
and to stand while undergoing these repairs, we find an utterly 
illogical and inexplicable decision declaring such a structure 
out of order. There is no reason whatever in the ruling which 
excludes such a structure even as a stationary dock from the 
right of incorporation in a bill making appropriations for the 
maintenance of our Navy. There is less of semblance of a 
reason for the exclusion of the floating dock, which is not only 
a necessity and an incident of the Navy, but a part of the Navy 
itself. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, in this debate I 
have taken the Revised Statutes and have hurriedly looked 
through the different headings of the index, and I can not find 
any such institution as a steel dock, or a steel floating dock, de
nominated in any of the various statutes pertaining to the 
work of the Navy. I feel rather disposed to support a measure 
that is necessary to carry on the Navy as it should be carried 
on, but, nevertheless, I want it to be done according to law. 
Hence, I have investigated this matter. Now, I turn back to 
page 324 of the Revised Statutes, and I find this provision : 

SEc. 1838. The President of the United States is authorized to pro
cure the assent of the legislature of any State, within which any 
purchase cf land has been made, for the erection of fot·ts, magazine!'!, 
arsenals, dock yards, and other needful buildings without such con
sent having been obtained. 

Clearly showing, Mr. Chairman, that a fort, magazine, arsenal. 
or a dockyard is neither a part of the Army nor the Navy; that 
they are separate and distinct institutions. Indeed, some of 
those institutions are nominated in the Constitution. They are 
procured under express statutes. 

You will find, Mr. Chairman, in looking at the light-house 
law that the lights and buoys are treated, at page 906, as sepa
rate and distinct institutions from the Navy, and here is the 
law, of several pages, all providing for the establishment of light
houses and buoys. They are just as necessary in dangerous 
waters as, and far more so, than a floating dock. And yet here 
is a statute authorizing their establishment, clearly showing that 
Congress from time immemorial-! belie•e the first statute I 
read to the Chair was passed in 1828--for years and years the 
Congress bas treated arsenals, magazines, dockyards, buoys, 
and light-houses as separate institutions, entirely disconnected 
with the Navy. 

Again, 1\fr. Chairman, we bad the Navy long before we had 
much of an Army. At all events, we have had it for a long, 
long time. We have had it without navy-yards, we have bad it 
without light-houses, we have had it without buoys, we have had 
it without dry docks, we have had it without floating docks, we 
have had it without steel floating docks, and I challenge the 
gentlemen on this side or the other to show a single statute of 
the United States . providing for the purchase of a steel dry 
dock or a steel wet dock or any other sort of a dock. On the 
contrary, when you were buying dockyards, or needed them, 
Congress, by an express statute, authorized the President of 
the United States to procure them, the word "procure " being 
used, as the statute I have just read provides. 

Mr. TALBOTT. You mean procure the site. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I mean procure the site, yes; a 

" dockyard." 
Mr. TALBOTT. Will the gentleman allow me one moment? 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 
Mr. TALBOTT. Is not ·the distinction this, between the dry 

dock that is contemplated by the act of Congress and this dry 
dock that is proposed now, that one of them is a floating dry 
dock for which you do not have to obtain a site and which can be 
towed by the Government to any other point it desires to use it 
for the purpose of repairing the vessels of the Government"? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, in reply to my 
friend, I will state to him that there are docks that do not 
float and there are docks that do float and some docks that do 
both. This steel floating dock is such a new institution, Mr. 
Chairman, that with the usual frankness and candor so char-
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acteristic of the distinguished gentleman who occupies the 
chair, he called upon Members of the House to tell him what a 
steel floating dry dock is. It is an entirely new institution, 
unknown to the statute and many Members of the House. 

lUr. TALBOTT. This is something which the necessities of 
the Navy require, and the Navy does not have to acquire from 
any State in the Union a site for it, but can tow it wherever it 
wants to tow it for the use of the Navy. 

1\fr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is a concern without head or 
tail. It is without life, it is without wheels, it is without loco
motion ; it is something for pushing another ship into and lifting 
that ship up out of the water and mending it in different ways. 

_I have seen that performance, 1\fr. Chairman, but I never saw it 
out in mid-ocean. I have seen everything in the ocean, almost, 
except that sort of thing. These dry docks stay close up to the 
shore. Japan has one, and we have some, I think; not these 
steel floating docks, possibly. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, replying to the proposition the gentleman 
. from Penn ylvania [~r. OLMSTED] alluded to, about there being 
no law for the purchase of ammunition, cartTidges, guns, and so 
forth. If tbe gentleman will look at the statute, which I have be
fore me, he will find that the Secretary of War is authorized to 
purchase "supplies" for the Army, and the Secretary of the 
Navy is authorized to purchase "supplies" for the Navy. 
They are authorized to purchase powder, ammunition, clothes, 
and things of that sort. Not being an expert soldier, as I infer 
the gentleman from Minnesota is by his gray hairs, I was at first 

. disposed to think that steel docks was a Navy supply, and it was 
possible for the Chair to construe the word " supplies " as cover
ing tills dock preposition; but I find after reading the statute 
more thoroughly that it clearly refers to other things-things to 
eat, wear, guns, etc.-and ~oes not include docks of any kind. 
Section 3721 speaks of " gunpowder" and of " medicines " and 
" clothing and hemp " and other materials of every nature and 
kind. By using the words " all provisions, clothing, and hemp, 
and other material of every nature and kind," I was disposed 
to believe that the Chair would be correct in ruling that under 

' the broad language used there he might call this dock a .supply 
for the Navy, but when you read the whole statute, you can 

· clearly see that it does not include or cover that kind of an insti
tution. I dare say that when that law was enacted, in 1843, 
1850, and 1S66, such a thing as a steel floating dry dock was 
never dreamed of. 

Now, if we call it a building, here is the statute that requires 
"before any new buildings for the use of the United States is 
commenced the plans and full estimates shall be prepared," etc. 
You go along further and you will · find that the question of 
ammunition and the question of guns and all that sort of thing 
is provided for there literally in the law or is covered by the 
word "supplies" or "the necessary demands of the Navy." 
Now, we know that a steel floating dry dock is not a supply; 
we know it is not absolutely necessary; we know it is not a 
part of the Navy, because we had a Navy long before that, and 
that we have got along thus far without it being a part of the 
Navy and can still do so. Congress has not, as my friend from 
Minnesota knows, by statute thought enough of this dock insti
tution to pass a law authorizing Congress to build "steel float
ing dry docks." 

Now, it may be absolutely necessary, and possibly it is, but, 
gentleman, if ' it is you have plenty of time, you have an Naval 
Committee that is composed ot intelligent gentlemen, a com
mittee that is capable and patriotic, and you can take the prop
osition out, look into it, and report a bill, and if you show that 
it is needed and that the price of a . million dollars and a half 
is reasonable, you will have little opposition. 

Mr. WACHTER. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques
tion. 

1\!r. GAINES of Tennessee. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. WACHTER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 

be knows-and I suppose he does-that there are already two 
steel floating dry docks in existence? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I guess everything you have been 
able to make in the last ten years is in existence, because these 
appropriation bills have been loaded down with things and 
things, appropriations of dollars and dollars, but where is the 
statute allowing them to be built? 

Mr. W A.CHTER. Does not the gentleman know that there 
are already in existence two floativg dry docks? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. There are, I presume, a few; 
I don't know how many. 

Mr. WACHTER. Does not the gentleman consider anything 
a part of the naval establishment which goes to make up the 
building and repair of ships? 

l\1r. GAINES of Tennessee. It may be a part of the ma
chinery, but Congress has not so O~;>~"'lared, and there is no 

statute broad enough to include it as a necessary appendage 
or to make it a part of the Navy, no more, not as much, ~ 
the light-houses and buoys. This dock is clearly not a part of 
a ship. As the gentleman knows, we have never built a ship 
that Congress bas not specifically authorized its building. Here 
is a steel dry-dock proposition calling for nearly two millions, 
and yet Congress has not directed even the adoption of such 
an institution. 

1\fr. WACHTER. But they have already built two steel .dry 
docks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is practically prepared to rule. 
The paragraph under consideration carries an appropriation 

for a floating dry dock. A rule of the House prohibits appro
priations in general appropriation bills for expenditures "not 
previously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appro
priations for such public works and objects as are already in 
progress." It is not claimed that the object for which the ap
propriation in question is sought to be made is authorized by 
law, but it is insisted that it is a public work or object already 
in progress within the meaning of the rule. 

The question raised by the point of order in some of its 
aspects is a novel one. There is no precedent exactly covering 
it, and it must be decided by the application of principles recog
nized in the decision of analagous questions. It is settled that 
general naval appropriation bills may carry appropriations for 
additional officers and seamen, for new war vessels, for colliers, 
and for necessary equipment and supplies for the Navy without 
tlleir being previously authorized by law. 

On the other hand, it is settled by the precedents that appro
p~iations for a new naval station, for a new navy-yard, for 
the selection of a site for a naval station, for the establish
ment of an armor-plate factory,. for the erection of buildings 
for a naval hospital with authority to acquire a new site, for 
the construction of stationary dry docks are not in order in gen
eral naval appropriation bills unless previously authorized by 
law. 

The logical inference from the precedents is that the Navy 
proper, consisting of the war fleet, officers, and seamen, with 
necessary equipment and supplies, is a public work or object 
already in progress within the meaning of the rule, and appro
priations therefor are in order in appropriation bills without 

- previous authority of law, while the administrative branches 
and the construction and repair establishments of the Navy De
partment, including, among other things, naval stations, navy
yards, hospitals, magazines, and stationary dry docks, do not 
ipso facto constitute a public work or object in progress, and 
appropriations therefor must be previously authorized by la\Y. 

The question for decision is whether a floating dry dock is 
an essential part of the equipment of the Navy proper . or 
whether it belongs to the adminish·ative service of the Navy 
Department. Dry docks are for the purpose of repairing ves
sels, and the only essential difference between floating dry docks 
and stationary dry docks is the portability of the former. Both 
kinds are intended for the same purpose and belong to the 
same class of service. Colliers have been held to be an essen
tial part of the equipment of the Navy, obviously because they 
sail with naval squadrons and attend them in action as supply 
boats. 

A floating dry dock can not convoy a naval squadron on the 
high seas after the fashion of a collier. It can only be taken 
from place to place where the sea is calm or it can be securely 
moored for the purpose of repairing vessels. It is not an essen
tial part of the equipment of the Navy, but clearly belongs to 
the administrative service of the Navy Department. The point 
of order is, consequently, sustained. 

Mr. MUDD. 1\fr. Chairman, I shall not appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, but I give notice at this time that I shall 
offer this as an amendment in a little different form at another 
stage of the bilL 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read a~ follows : 
Repairs and preservation at navy-yards: For repairs and preserva

tion at navy-yards and stations, $500,000. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

last word. A day or two ago the gentleman from Massachu
setts [Mr. WEEKS], who bas just left the Chamber, made some 
remarks in criticism of a criticism that I had made some weeks 
earlier with regard to the efficiency of certain officers of the 
United States as navigators and of the efficiency of our method 
of administering criminal justice in the Army and the Navy.- 'l'he 
gentleman, among other things, having given a record of thirty
seven vessels that had been injured or destroyed in some forty 
years, said: 

This record, which is compl:ete, being taken from the records of the 
Navy Department, sbows, etc. 
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Mr. Chairman, I ·desire to question the statement ot the com
pleteness of that record. I .say that it is only partial; that it 
does not cover by any means . the total number that should be 
included, and especially it is insufficient in that the larger ves
sels, the more expensive vessels, the vessels of modern date, are 
largely omitted from the list. 

'l'here is one that I have in mind that the gentleman can not 
be criticised for not enumerating, because the accident happened 
about the moment of his declaration of freedom from negligence 
on the part of these gentlemen. That was the one in which one 
of our larger vessels went ashore a few ditys ago whtle going into 
·York River. Certainly, if there is any position, any port, 
any part of our navigable waters that the Navy and the officers 
of the Navy ought to be familiar with, it should be that historic 
portion of our waters. They ought to be able to get in and out 
there. He omitted the instance, quite recent, where one of our 
squadrons, I think, consisting of four vessels, attempted to get 
out of the port of New York. They succeeded partially in doing 
it, although they ran two of the vessels into the mud and got 
the other two into violent and dangerous collision. The gentle
man has omitted that from his list. 

The gentleman has omitted that other case, quite recent, 
where one of our larger and more valuable vessels was run 
into. a dock in the harbor of New York. One would suppose 
these gentlemen would be familiar with such waters. 

The gentleman also omitted that other instance where only 
a short time ago one of our modern vessels was run upon a 
rock in the \icinity of Newport One would suppose that that 
place would be somewhat familiar to these gentlemen, and that 
they certainly would be able to navigate their \essels in such 
waters. 

Mr. Chairman, these are only a few that occur to me from 
my knowledge gained from the newspapers of these instances 
of inefficiency, of incapacity to handle these great vessels. We 
are spending millions of dollars to buUd up a great navy. I 
think it is the part of patriotism to do this, but there ought to 
be some guaranty, some assurance, that when we secure such 
vessels they will not be recklessly destroyed by incompetency 
and inefficiency. 

Another astonishing statement was made by the gentleman the 
other day, namely, that the longevity of one of these great ves
sels, costing many millions of dollars, was but sixteen years. 
The Texas, going into cormnission only sixteen years ago, the 
gentleman told the committee, was now on its way to the scrap 
pile, and when asked the question if that was the average period 
he said it ought not to be, but left the inference that it was. 
It is only a short while ago that I saw a criticism upon the part 
of some naval officer of the Oregan--the Oregon now character
ized by him as obsolete. Yet, Mr. Chairman, it is only a little 
while ago that that then splendid vessel cost this Government 
between five and six millions of dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 1\fr. Chairman, I ask unani

mous consent that the gentleman may have five minutes more 
to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Iowa may have five 
minutes more. Is there objection? 

'l'bere was no objection. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman criticised me, 

I thought, with some ascerbity because I said that, in my judg
ment, there was not proper punishment meted out to those who; 
I thought, had recklessly, carelessly, and wantonly put in 
jeopardy these great interests of ours. I still believe that our 
system of administering criminal justice in the Army and Navy 
is lamentably faulty; that it is almost impossible to secure fair
ness of judgment on the part of those who are to try criminal 
malefactors. Think of it! The courts are made up from the 
classmates, from the companions in arms, from the friends and 
associates, from the military family of which they are all alike 
members. 

There is a community of interest and a community of feeling 
among them. They are al! more or less acquainted; the chil
dren are intimates; the wives are intimates and associates; 
they are as a rule poor, each one knows the pecuniary condition 
of the other, and everyone knows that if that sentence is im
posed that stops the pay or that lessens it there is suffering 
and want and privation. That fact is brought home to all,. and 
it would be strange indeed if under the circumstances of the 
association and acquaintance and community of interest it did 
not have its effect, and I say that it is the truth that the pun
ishments that have been inflicted, some of which the gentleman 
referred to, have been inconsiderable indeed in comparison with 
the offense. There are other countries where the naval officer 
.who loses his vessel feels so overwhelmingly a sense of disgrace 

that suicide Is his only remedy, his only relief, and it is ex .. 
pected that that will be his self-inflicted punishment. 

Mr. WEEKS. It is a crime in this country to commit suicide" 
I believe. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is. I am not speaking of that for 
the purpose of suggesting that it ought to be a remedy, but I 
am speaking of it for the purpose of showing how this offense 

. of throwing away your ship is regarded in other countries as 
compared with ours. The gravest punishment that the gen· 
tleman could find in all the annals of courts-martial for offenses 
of this kind, if I mistake not, was suspension from the active 
duties and active pay for three years. 

Mr. WEEKS. Oh, I beg your pardon. Mr. Chairman, may I 
ask the gentleman a auestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. HEPBURN. I do. · 
Mr. WEEKS. If the gentleman from Iowa had carefully read 

what was said he would have found that officers have been dis-· 
missed---£e\eral cases-for the loss of ships, and in one in .. 
stance an officer was dismissed who had previously been dis .. 
missed from the service and restored by act of Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That may be. - I stand corrected, but I had 
in my mind the twenty-six cases to which I referred, and in all 
of those punished my recollection is ther~ was none more 
severe ·than this suspension from active duties for three years, 
and in that case it was finally reduced to two, and I submit 
that that was not a very serious punishment. Now, Mr. Chair
man, I think that it is due to this House, in view of the criti· 
cism of myself that the gentleman from Massachusetts bas 
indulged in, that he make a fair statement of all of this class pf 
offenses and that he give to us a real statement of the cases 
and of the punishment, and with that I will ·be entirely content, 
satisfied that the facts as he will be compelled to give them will 
take away all the sting of his criticism of myself. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
'l'otal public works, navy-yards and stations, $2,848,450. 

1\Ir. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to strike out the 
words " total public works." They have not appeared hereto· 
fore in naval appropriation bills and there is no necessity for 
them. They were put in by the clerk, but the printer did not 
strike them out, as he should have done. In lines 15, 16, and 17, 
" total public works." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to dis· 
cuss that matter, not that particular thing, but--

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws 

the amendment. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to 

bring a little but very valuable official information before tho 
cormnittee, which I think is rather pertinent here, and I think 
when you gentlemen hear me through for a minute or two that 
you will be very much surprised at the statement I shall read. 
I hold in my hand page 946, volume 19, of R·eport of the Indus
trial Commission, issued in 1902. It states that Naval Con
structor Albert W. Stahl, at a hearing of the Naval Committee 
of the House, submitted the following table relative to certain 
private-built ships, showing that the " total cost " of such ships 
is considerably in excess of the" contract price." 

A few moments ago the distinguished gentleman from low~ 
[Mr. HEPBURN] alluded to the 0 'regon as costing about five or 
six million dollars, I believe. This report shows her " total 
cost" was "$5,914,021.90," while the "contract price "-and 
here is the point-was "$3,301,510." The excess of the "total 
cost" over the "contract price" was "$2,612,511.90." The con· 
tract price of the M assaclwsetts was $3,090,000. The total cost 
was $5,401,844.97, or a difference of $2,311,844.97. The contract 
price for the Indiana, named for the State wherein the dis
tinguished chairman lives, was $3,090,000. Her total cost was 
$5,333,708.05, or a difference of $2,243,708.05. The total cost of 
the Monterey was $2,268,281.75, and the contract price was 
$1,674,839.60, a difference of $593,442.15. The total cost of the 
OlymJJia was $2,484,027.74, and the contract price was $1,796,000, 
a difference of $688,027.54. 

Now, I am going to ask the chairman of the committee who 
reports this bill, or some one else who can answer the question, 
for an explanation of this: Why is it that in the case of the 
Monterey, Olym]Jia, San Francisco, 01·egon, Massachusetts and 
Indiana the " total cost " of each vessel bas gone beyond the 
"conh·act price" all the way from $593,442.15 in the Monterey 
to· $,2,612,511.90 beyond the contract price in the Oregonf Can 
the gentleman tell us why that occurred? 

Mr. FOSS. I did not get the question. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is a very iniportant -on-e. I 

would like to get some explanation. 
M:r. FOSS. I would like to hear it again. 
1\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. It is a very important <me. I 

have read in the hearing of the committee an official stateme-nt 
from the naval constructor, Albert W. Stahl, found in Industrial 
Commission Report, Volume XIX. page 946, and he states that in 
the case of building the immortal Oregon the " contract price " 
was $3,301,510, and the "total cost" was $5,914,021.90, or a dif
ference of $2,612,511.90 . . Now, can the gentleman account for 
tlillt increased cost? That is a sample of a number of other 
cases I have cited. 

Mr. FOSS. The first cost is for the hull and machinery, and 
the other is for the completed ship, which takes in the arma
ment. 

:Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman may think he is 
right. I hope he is; but here is the way that Albert W. Stahl, 
the naval constructor, stated it, and here is the way the Indus
trial Commission prints it: "The total cost of the 0 'regon was 
$5,914,021.90, and the contract price was $3,301.,510, a difference 
of $2,612,511.90." The " contract price" and the " total cost" 
are the terms used. 

Now, on page 945 of this report is a statement of the cost of 
ships made by private contract and those made in the Govern
ment yards. The committee and these naval men were parallel- . 
ing the two kinds of expenses. They were comparing Govern
ment-made ships with private-made ships. 1\Ir. Chairman, I 
was in hopes that the gentleman, who is so well informed on 
those matters, could explain it to th-e committee and explain to 
the country--

Mr. FOSS. Let me read the report. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Here it is. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ten

nessee [Mr. GAINES] has expired. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. :M:r. Chairman, I move to strike 

out the last word for the purpose of discussing this matter a lit
tle further. Just a brief statement, and I will be through. On 
the other page,- as the gentleman will see, Admiral Bowles com
pares the Te{[]aB and the India,na, showing that the Go"\T"ernment
made ship, which was the Te{[]as, I believe, cost, I think, 7 per 
cent more than the Indiana, that was made in a private yard., 
although the Te{[]as had to wait for her armor, though it was 
<:ailed for before the private contractors called for their armor; 
yet the Te{[]as was made to wait until the private persons were 
supplied. Mr. Chairman, this report gives very valuable infor
mation. It discusses two propositions, the virtues of having 
these ships built in Government yards and in private factories. 
It treats both sides of the proposition, and that being the ease, 
Mr. Chairman, I will ask that I may be permitted to print this 
report in the REcORD, so that we can all read it. 

Mr. FOSS. I will read it then, and make explanation of it 
later. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan
imous consent to print the document to which he has referred 
in the RECORD in connection with his remarks. Is there objec
tion? 

There was no objection. 
The document is as follows : 

6. No profit to be made on the plant. 
7. Indirect charges, which 1n commercial practice make a large per

eentage of .the. cost, are not included, .because these navy-yards are 
alr~ady mamtamed for repair purposes. This is practically a saving 
of Interest on plant, taxes, insurance, depreciation and care of prop
erty, and a large proportion of the office and organization expense. 
For these expenses merchant shipyards estimate from 25 to 35 per cent 
on the cost of material and labor going into the ship. 

8. The cost of inspection is saved, since the inspectors and drafts
men of the navy-yard act as inspectors when the ships are consb·ucted 
at the navy-yard. There are more people inspecting the ships built by 
contract than it takes to manage the work of construction of the same 
ships in the navy-yard. 

9. Cost of trial trip is saved. _ 
10. Saves the claims for extras by private contractors who endeavor 

to make these as large as possible. The builders of the Indiana brought 
suit. before the Court of Claims for extras to the amount of $483,000. 

Disadvantages named are: 
1. The cumbersome system of design and of management by i.nde

pendent ]?ureaus, in th~ Navy Department. There is the Bureau . of 
Construction, which designs the hull ; the Bureau of Ordnance which 
specifies the armament and armor plate; the Bureau of Steam Engi
neer.ing, which. designs the boilers and machinery ; the Bureau of 
Eqmpment, which puts i.n the anchors, chains, and electric lighti.ng. 
Practically there is no center head. In the case of contract work 
these bureaus feel a certain responsibility to coordinate their work, 
more or less, because otherwise charges for extras, which are prescribed 
by law. must be allowed. 

2. Wages in. th~ na-ry-yards are 30 to 4p per cent higher by the day 
than tq.ose paid m pnvate yards, and smce the number of hours is 
eight instead of ten, as_ on contract work, this adds another 30 to 35 
per cent to the cost of labor per horu:t making the wages per hour 60 
per cent to 75 per cent higher than me wages per hour paid by con
~ractors ... T~e law requires that these wages be the same as tl1ose paid 
m the VlClmty, but these are only small repair shops, without steady 
work, consequently wages are regulated by the trade unions on the 
basis of irregular work. - -

i!· ~oy and. ut;tskilled labor Is not used to advantage on account of 
artificial restncti-ons of the labor board, necessitated by the civil-service 
law. An employee, according to that law and the regulations there
!ffider, can be employed only on the ki.nd of work for which he is reg
IStered, and can not be transferred to other work. This while it is 
necessary in order to protect the civil-service law against' evasion in-
creases the cos~ of labor compared with the cost to contractors. ' 

4. Seven holidays fully paid, or two and one-half times pay for holi
day work. 

5. Purchase of material by the navy system involves delay and extra 
cost. The time and trouble of bidding and furnishing bonds drives 
off many good contractors. The materials thus cost 10 per cent more 
than under priv~te J:?anagement. This is an infirmity of public man
-agement, in which mterest and good management depend upon the 
system rather than upon the individual, but it would be largely ob
viated by buying in larger quantities if the Government had more 
work to do, as in England. Our public shipyards .should be allowed 
to buy for future needs when prices are low, which can not be done be
cause the .contractor is not allowed to exercise his individual judgment. 

6. Outside plants are better arranged and no restrictions are pla~ed 
on untilization of space to the best advantage. 

7. Per diem compensation is used where office work is economical. 
tr~ct ~~~i{f::: g~ve no bond or guaranty of performance under con .. 

Mr. Bowles stated that-
The English Government has shown that a government can build 

ships in competition with outside shipyards. Nobody can say that we 
can no~ do it, because we can. It is only a matter of the means, the · 
regulations, and the method~, and the men ; and it can be done, and it 
can be done very quickly, if yon want to do it----very quickly. '.rhere 
is no question about it. In other countries the custom is somewhat 
different. The p-ractice in England of building a large proportion in 
the merchant shipyards and varying that proportion in accordance 
with the degr~e of activity which exists outside--that Is, if the out-

- side shipyards are dull the work is put there; if they -are busy the other 
part of the work is taken into the Government yards-encourages and 
kee_ps up. the merchant shipyards 3.!1-d en.ables them to keep steadily 
on m their work, and at the same time g~ves the Gove-rnment efficient 
yards of their own." 

Constructor Bowles estimated that the cost of construction of ves
-sels in navy-yards under the conditions existing at the time of the 

GOVlllRNMENT AND PRIVA.TE MADE SHIPS. hearing would be fully 15 per cent in excess of the cost done by eon-
Several wit.nesses before the Industrial Commission have advocated tract, but that an equivalent savi.ng would be made over private-built 

the policy that all work constructed for either the Federal, State, or ships if the navy-yards were pro-perly organized, as they can be without 
local governme.nts should be constructed dir(}ctly by the employees of much difficulty. He estimated further that, with these improvements, 
the Department and not through contractors. The main argument the New York Navy-Yard could build ships as cheaply as they are 
advanced i.n favor of this policy is the higher wages and fewer hours built by contractors, not including the indirect charges for interest, 
of public employees, and the disadvantage which, on this account, the insurance, taxes, depreciation, and management, which are already 
system of direct employment is under in comparison with the longer covered by the need of the navy-yards as repair shops. In his judg
workday and lower wages paid by contractors. An investigation made ment the best results are obtained when ships are constructed both by 
by the Department of Labor i.n four leading cities reaches the conclu- contractors and by the navy-yards. 
sion that in public empl-oyment!. in general, the highest rate of wages is Since the time when this testimony was given before the Honse 
paid for the shortest working oay. The advantages .and disadvantages Naval Committee C()ngress has adopted a law granting e-mployees in 
of public employment in the Navy Department have been summarized the navy-yards fifteen days' leave of absence each year with full pay. 
as follows by Chief Naval Constructor F. T. Bowles, in a hearing before This is unquestionably one of the most serious blows that have been 
the House Committee on Naval Affairs, wherein he advocated a larger struck against a further extension of public employment in place of 
use of the navy-yards for constructing war vessels. The advantages contract wor-k in the construction of war vessels. Deducting fifteen 
named are: days at full pay i.ncreases the labor cost 7l per cent, and makes it im-

1. Maintenance of efficiency of the force and plant by keeping them possible, with the handicap already existing, for those who are responsi
ln continuous use. These are already required for repairs, but when ble for public work to advocate a further substitution of direct employ-
repairs are not needed the force must be temporarily discharged. If ment for the contract system. -
a vessel could be under construction at all times, the employees, when The following table was submitted by Constructor Bowles, showin"" 
there is lack of repair work, could change to construction work, and comparatively the cost of four ships built in the navy-yards and three 
the force could thereby be kept i.n con~tant employment. built in private yards. The final column shows the cost per ton of the 

2. Repairs could be made more economically and rapidly, since an finished vessel. The two battle ships, the Maine and the Te:cas1 built 
adequate staff of employees would be at b.and, without the necessity of in the navy-yards, may be compared with the Indiana> built about the 
breaking in new and inexperienced help. same time in a private yard. The Maine cost ·somewhat more than 

3. It would reduce the amount of repair work, which at present is the -Texas> but comparing the Tea:as \vith the Indiana, i.ncluding in 
magnified in order to malntai.n a force of employees when permanent the cost of the lattH .not only the first cost under the contract, but 

-work is not ahead. also the final cost of the finished vessel, it is seen that the cost of tli.e 
4. Maintains a standard of workmanship and design on a basis of T exas per ton was $819, and the cost of the Indiana per ton completed 

practical e1:perience. · was $669~ so that the Texas cost mo.re than the India-na by 22.4 per 
5. Provides training for tllose who must inspect contractors' work. cent. 

An ignorant inspector is fussy and demands too much in unimportant J The Raleigh, built in the Government yards was the most expensive 
and costly ways, so that the contra-etor will add 15 or _20 per cent to ( type of ship ever built a.t that time, on accow:it of the large amount of 
his next price. machinery put into such a very small vessel, the cost being $780 for 
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hull and machinery. Of vessels built by contractors, that · which Is I Raleigh and $624 for the Minneapolis. The Raleigh may also be com
nearest in type to the Raleigh is the Minneapolis, which cost . $462 pared with the Detroit, which shows a cost of $817 as against $740 in 
per toe for h7lil and machinery. But the final cost was $817 for the private construction. 

Relative cost of battle ships in public and private plants. 

Name. Date of lay- Date of first 
ing of keel. commission. 

Maine a __ . _______ ------ ----- --------------.--------- Oct. 17,1888 
Texas a ______ -----------------_-------- -- - ____ ------ June 1,1889 
(Jincinnati a ___ __ _______ -------------- ____ ------____ Jan. -,1890 
Raleighn ___________________________________ -------- Dec. -,1889 
Minneapolis b _____________ ----- ____ ____ ------ _ ----- Dec. 16,1891 
Indianab ----- ------------- ---- --------------------- May 7,1891 
Detroitb --------------~---------------------------- Feb. -,1890 

Sept.17, 1895 
Aug. 15,1895 
June 16,1894 
Apr. 17,1894 
Dec. 13, 1894 
Nov. 20,1895 
July 2U, 1893 

Hull and machinery. Ships without stores, ammunition, or · 
water in boilers. 

Cost of hull 
and 

machinery. 

c $3,305,409.87 
c 2, {)49, 549. 12 
c 1, 995, 773. 30 
c 1, 8-39,965. 23 
d 2, 690,000.00 
d 3, 063, 000. 00 

612,500.00 

W · ht f Cost par 
hu

eigando ton of hull Final cost of 
ll and ma- finished 

machinery. chinery. vessel. 

Tons. 
3,836. 920 
3,595.600 
2,3.'>8.183 
2,358.183 
5,816. 760 
5,691.100 
1, 449.650 

$861.47 
820.30 
846.31 
780.24 
462.45 
538.ro 
412.52 

$4,677,788.75 
4, 202,121. 49 
2,371,001.52 
2, 199,729. 80 
3, 849, 9CJ6. « 
5, 983, 371. 98 
1, 233,039. 90 

Weight 
wlthout 
stores, 

ammuni
tion, or 

water in 
boilers. 

Tons. 
5,4.'36.35 
5,124. 69 
2,675.92 
2,691.00 
6, 161.20 
8,943.m 
1,660.00 

Cost per 
ton of 

finished 
vessel. 

$860.46 
819.91 
886.38 
817.43 
624.87 

e669.03 
740.ll 

a Built in navy-yard. bBuilt in privata yard. c Amount expanded in navy-yards. dContract price. e Contractors have sued for S-183,000 damages, 
which would bring cost to $724, or 13 per cent of the Texas. 

THE TEXAS WAS HANDICAPPED. 
There were peculiar reasons why the ships built In the Government 

yards should have cost more at the time they were built than would 
be the case at the present time. No ship had been built in the Norfolk 
yard for twenty-five years, so that an expense of nearly $100,000 tor 
machinery and equipment Twd to be made ancl charged to the vessel . 
The day the building of the Texas was begun the Navy Department 
appointed eleven foremen, none of whon~ ltad ever had anythmg to do 
'With the building of a steel ship. The handicap suffered, owing to this 
unprepared condition, and the necessity of educating the labor, Is esti-

mated at about 15 per cent This deducted from the cost of the Texas 
would bring that vessel down to within 7 per cent of the -Indiana. The 
Texa~ was delayed by the nondelivery of the armor, although the ordet• 
was delivered to the mill before the orders of private contractors. 
The contractors on the other ships had influence enough to get in 
ahead, on the ground that they would sue for damages if delayed. 

Naval Constructor Albert W. Stahl, at the bearing of the Naval Com
mittee of the House, submitted the following table relative to certain 
private-built ships, showing that the total cost of such ships Is con
siderably iu excess of the contract price : 

Comparison of contract p1-ice with total cost of certain ships. 

I Monterey. Olympia. San Francisco. Oregon. Massachu- Indiana. setts. 

Payments on account of contra~t ------------------------------------ $1,647,728.64 $1, 796,COO.OO $1.,423,231..50 
Extra to contractors for author1ze9- chan!:"\:es _____ ___________ ~------- 107,093.02 103,831.30 47,739.94 

$3, 272,403. 99 
265,862.69 

$3, 045,576. 48 
171,111.12 

$3, 0.)5, 272. 39 
149,960.4.~ 

Work done by Government plans, mspection, etc------------------ 73,588.03 70,878.67 141,&10.16 
Hull armor ______ ------------ ____ _ -----.----- ____ ---------------------- 237,700.26 ---- -- -- -------- ----------.-----

248,165.75 
828,468.34 

209,293.32 
828,923.74 

257,032.19 
837,884.62 

Armor for gun protection-------------------------------------------- 100,534.38 141,522.62 ----------------
Speed premiums ------------------ ------ 300,000.00 100,000.00 

1, 029, 591. 42 1, 000, 051. 58 977,134.0"2 
175,000.00 100,000.00 38,500.00 

~~~1i~1 ;:Fs:~iii~~.~i~~~~~~.:~~===~==~~=~~=~~~~===~:~== ======:= ------~~~~~~=~- ~:~r: gx _____ -~~~~·-~- 22,913.99 16,822.73 17,924-.41 
71,615.72 .............................................. --------------· 

Total cost ....•. ____ ------ _____ -- ---_----- ____ ---- ____ .-----.----- 2,268, 281.75 2, 484,027.54 1, 738,257.82 
Contract price ___________ ----------- -· --~---- ____ ---------------------- 1,674, 839.60 1, 796,000.00 1,428,000. 00 

5, 914,021. 00 
n, 001,510. oo 

5, 401,844.97 
3, 090,000.00 

5, 333, 708. 05 
. 3, 090,000. 00 

-------·----1-------1 
Excess of .total cost over contract-price·-------- --- ------------ 593,442.15 688,027.54 310,257.82 2,612, 511. 90 2,311, 844.97 2, 243, 708. 05 

Prior to the adoption of civil-service rules and their extension to the 
labor service, public employment was ser~ously handica~ped through 
the inefficiency of those employed, but smce ~he adoptwn of the~e 
rules it is quite generally agreed that the efficiency of employees m 
the navy-yards has greatly improved. The main handicap at the pres
ent time, in comparison with work done by contractors, is found in the 
fewer hours, . the higher wages, the holidays and leave of absence, and 
the veterans' preference. This disadvantage holds true, more or less, 
tor all branches of government, not only National, but State and local, 
and in the latter case it applies mainly to the larger cities, since the 
smaller local divisions generally pay the same wages and observe the 
same hours as in the neighboring private employment. Within the 
past few years there is to be observed a tendency to extend, through 
legislation, the same conditions of hours and wages to contractors on 
public works as those provided by law for public employees on the 
same class of work. Kansas in 1891 and New York iu 1897 enacted a 
so-called "prevailing Tate of wages law," requiring every contract for 
the construction of the public work to contain a provision that the 
same shall be void and have no effect unless the prevailing rate for 
the legal day's work in the same trade or calling in the locality where 
the work is to be doue shall be paid by the contractor to his employees. 
This law was declared unconstitutional in New York by the court of 
appeals on the grounds that it was not a police measure and it inter
fered with the freedom of contract.· In Great Britain, where public 
wages are but slightly higher than those paid in private employment, 
it is at the present time quite generally the rule that contractors on 
public works are required to pay the same wages and observe the same 
hours as the public departments themselves. Apart from the ques
tion of unconstitutionality, a regulation of this kind, applying to pub
lic employment in the different branches of government in this count!y, 
is not only a means of placing _public and private employment on the 
same level of proper regard for the interests of those whose services 
are rendered for the public, but also the only means of placing the 
two systems of constructing public works on such an equality, respect
ing cost of labor, as not to seriously handicap public employment in a 
comparison between the two. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
PUBLIC WORKS UNDER THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Buildings and grounds, Naval Academy : Toward the construction of 
buildings, and for other ne~essary improvements at the Naval .Academy, 
.Annapolis, Md., as authonzed by the acts of Congress approved June 
7, 1900, and March 3, 1903, $750,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I bad had the time a little while ago I 
would have made reference to an article which I observed in the 
Washington Post of this date, , bearing upon this same subject 

of the inadequacy of our methods, or the inefficiency of our 
methods, of punishment of naval officers. 

I will send it to the· Clerk's desk with the request that it be 
read. It is the first article on the seventh column of the first 
page. 

· The Clerk read as follows : 
REBUKE OF NEWBERRY-cOURT-MARTIA.L CENSURED IN SCHOFIELD TRIA.L

LIEUTF1NA.NT IS REPTIIi\IANDED--OFFICER WHO RA~ THE TORPEDO DE· 
STROYER WINSLOW 0~ A. SHO.AL IS SCORED IN PLAIN LANGUAGE BY TilE 
ACTING SECRETARY OF THE NAVY-0RDERED RELEASED Il'ROM ARREST 
AND RESTORED TO DUTY. . 

A stinging rebuke was administered by Acting Secretary of the Navy 
Newberry yesterday to the officers who conducted the court-martial in 
the case of Lieut. John A. Schofield, U. S. N., for running the torpe•lo 
destroyer Winslow on a shoal near Norfolk last February. 

Twice Mr. Newberry sent back the proceedings of the court for recon
sideration, pointing out that the board, in attempting to show leniency 
to the officer, was placing its interpretation of regulations and deci
sions of the Navy Department above the interpretation placed on them 
by the Department itself. 

Each time the court sent back its first findings, refusing to change 
the sentence, which was nothing more than a public reprimand by the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

STRO~G LANGUAGE E:.IPLOYED. 

" It is difficult to understand the display of obstinacy or obtundity 
thus presented," says Mr. Newberry in his remarks on the result of the 
court-martial. "The failure of justice which ensues and the injury 
which the discipline of the service must necessarily suffer at the hands 
of those to whom it is intrusted, and by whom it should be most 
zealously guarded, the court is responsible for. 

" The Department considers it timely to advise courts-martial that 
negJect on the p~rt of the naval courts to uphold the regulations gov
ernmg the Navy 1s as grave a neglect of duty and as far-reaching in its 
injurious effect upou the service as neglect ot· violation of those regula
tions by officers while in positions of responsibility." 
. :Mr. Newberry's view of the case is that Lieutenant Schofield clearly 
disregarded specific naval regulations, and this view is also held by the 
Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy, who reviewed the ev.idence of 
the case. 

1\fr. HEPBURN. I think, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
should pm·sue his inquiries in this direction, he would find tllat 
there are very many cases similar to this where tlle reviewing 
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officer llas refused to give his assent or has been reluctant to 
give his assent to the views arid judgment of the court. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest to the 
gentleman from Iowa that if be will pursue that inquiry as I 
have be will find eight similar cases in the last forty years ; 
and. as I showed in the statement I made last Saturday, there 
have been four times as many cases where the Bentence <.>f the 
court-martial bas been considered too severe and reduced as 
there have been where the reviewing authority, who is always 
a civilian, bas considered the sentence too lenient. This is one 
of those instances which happened to occur to-day. Tilat is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Witilout objection, the pro forma amend
ment 'viii be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Naval training station, Great Lakes, buildings: Toward the construc

tion of buildings, and for other necessary improvements at the naval 
training station, Great Lakes, $750,000: Provided, That before any of 
this sum is ex-pended complete plans shall be prepared and appro-yed 
by the Secreta1·y of the Navy covering the contemplated new tmld
ings at the naval training station, Great Lalces, wb ich plans shall 
involve a total expenditure of not more than · $2,000,000 : Provid~d 
ftu·ther, That after. the preparation and approval o! the plans hc~·em 
provided for the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to enter mto 
contract, or contracts, for the buildings on plans as approved, to an 
amount not to exceed $2,000,000, to be paid for -as appropriations may 
from time to time be made by law. 

Mr. FOSS and 1\fr. Ul\'DERWOOD rose. 
1\fr. FOSS. Mr. Chafrman, I want to offer an amendment 

there. -
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I rose for the purpose of making the 

point of order. I will reserve it until the gentleman gets 
througil. 

Mr. FOSS. l\Ir. Chairman, I desire to move to strike out the 
words " and for other necessary improyements." 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What line do you find those 
words in? 

Mr. FOSS. Lines 25 and 2G, page 34. So that it will read 
"toward the construction of buildings at the naval training 
station." 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is not in order until the 
point of order has been disposed of. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to make 
the point of order against the first proviso. I have no objection 
to tilat part of it. I do desire to make the point of order to 
the second proviso, commencing on line 8, on page 35, and 
going down to line 13, which provides that-

After the preparation and approval of the plans herein provided, the 
Secretary of the Navy ls authorized to enter into contract, or con
tracts, for the buildings on plans as approved, to an amount not to 
exceed $2,000,000. 

My point of order against this is that it is new law. It takes 
out of tile hands of Congress the power to control this question. 
I do not tilink it is good legislation. I would say to the gentle
man from Illinois I have no objection whatever to his going 
ahead im})roving and building tbis college plant there, but I do 
object to this class of legislation. 

Mr. FOSS. I will _say to my friend from Alabama that it is 
the opinion of the Department that if they can enter into con
tracts for the construction of these buildings in advance this 
way, it will be the most economical way to do the work. The 
Department sent us a letter specially requesting that it be en- . 
abled to make contracts and go on with the construction of the 
whole plant. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I have no 'doubt that is the truth about 
it--

1\fr. FOSS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his point 
of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD (continuing). If we steadily pursue 
this form of legislation. 

Mr. FOSS. We did this in connection with the Naval 
Academy, and also in connection with the academy at West 
Point. · This is for the training of the men in the Navy, and 
it is following out the same line as the provisions in those two 
other cases. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his point of 
order, because it works for economy in tile building of tbis 
station. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I will state to my friend from Illinois 
that my objection is not to the getting the plans, but in the 
adoption of those plans in appropriation bills. Congress ought 
to control the appropriations up to the final acceptance of the 
plans and the completion of the work. 

Now, if the gentleman intended to make a full apropriation 
for this amount of money, which be recognizes would be needed 
to complete this plant, or improvement at this time, why then 
I have no objection to his making an appropriation that would 
cover to-day the whole question; or if these plans are made 
next year or the year after, if be will come and lay before the 
House what be is going to do, Congress can appropriate intelli-

gently in reference to what the money is going to be expended 
for. I would bav~ no objection to his making the appropriation 
for the full amount of money. But I do object to our adopting 
a system of legislation that takes out of the bands of Congress 
this power, with a plan not having been determined on, when 
we do not know what we are going to do. 
. 1\Ir. FOSS. The preliminary plans, the sketch plans, have 
been made upon which estimates were based. Of course the full 
detail plans have not been made. 

Mr. UNDEE.WOOD. I think it is a bad class of legislation, 
and I shall insist upon objecting to all legislation of this kind. 
I am not going to object to the first proviso. I believe that is 
subject to the point of order, as I understand it, but I do not 
object to that. 

I am perfectly willing for the gentleman to go ahead with his 
plans, but I think be is forcing legislation on the House that is 
not in accordance with tile usual form of legislation, and I do 
not think the gentleman ought to put it in his bill. I think 
wilen be has completed the::;e plans and is able to say to the 
House exactly what be is going to do, be should then come here 
and ask for money to carry out those plans. 

Mr. FOSS. I know; but the Navy Department are very anx
ious to go ahead with this training station, because they need it. 
Tfie Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, as I read the other 
day, spoke of the need of this naval training station, and the 
Department is very anxious to get it established at once. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am satisfied that between now and 
next · winter the gentleman can not expend more than the 
$750,000 that the bill carries, and if be can he should increase 
that appropriation. 

1\Ir. FOSS. That will not allow the Secretary to enter into 
any conh·acts for the construction of the whole thing. If we 
build a few buildings each year, it will cost much more than if 
you allow conh·ncts for the whole proposition at once. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to agree with the gentle
man, but I do not think that Congress should turn its llands 
-loose and turn this matter entirely over to the Secretary of the 
Navy and the conh·actors. As a matter of good legislation, we 
ought to know what we are spending our money for, and these 
plans ought to be presented to the House after they are agreed 
on before we make the appropriation. 

1\Ir. FOSS. The same character of legislation has been en
acted in reference to the building of the Nayal Academy at An
napolis and the Military Academy __ at West Point. Almost iden
tically the same provisions are contained in this pa-ragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my friend from Illinois 
that it is a well-known fact that we pursued this course in ref
erence to the Naval Academy-left the drawing of those plans 
in the bands of the Secretary of the Navy and subject to con
tract-and what did we find? We found that they did not stick 
to what Congress bad told them to do; that they made the 
plans so that we had to vastly enlarge the appropriations be
yond anything we contemplated in the beginning. Why? Be
cause we turned the bands of Congress loose and let the De
partment go ahead and complete their plans and make con
tracts that we bad to pay afterwards, a very much larger sum 
than Congress contemplated. 

That is the v'ery reason why I do not want the gentleman, in 
building this particular building, to pursue that policy. It 
will be pursued-! do not mean by the gentleman from Illinois 
at all-but if we turn the Department loose to draw the plans 
and make the contracts we will find that before this building is 

-completed we will have another bill in excess, and we will have 
to come here and increase the limit of cost. That is conh·ary 
to existing law, and I must insist on the point of order, because 
I believe we ought to bold our Ilunds on that appropriation until 
these plans are made. It is in the interest of economy. 

l\!r. FOSS. As I said to the gentleman that sketch plans or 
preliminary plans have been made, and these estimates which 
are sent here by the Secretary of the Navy are based on those 
plans. If you allow this limitation, it will mean economy of 
construction. If you sh·ike out the limit, then as material 
goes up, it may increase the limit of cost; and the purpose of 
the Naval Committee bas been to hold the limit of cost down as 
far as possible. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his point 
of order. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I 
should like to withdraw my point of order, . if it was a matter 
of accommodation to him, but the House bas tried this thing 
repeatedly, and we have ne·yer authorized a contract to be 
made in advance, under these circumstances, that they did not 
come back to increase the limit of cost, and I think right now 
we ought to stop. I am not objecting to the gentleman's com
pletin:J his plan, but I do object to the authorization of this con
tract in adyance. 
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l\Ir. FOSS. .Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has made a point 
of order against what particular line? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My point of order only applies to that 
part of the paragraph from line 8 to and including line 13 on 
page 35. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, there is no question in my mind 
as to the propriety of this legislation. In view of the fact th~t 
Congress has already authorized the establishment of this sta
tion, I have no doubt that this is in order. This provision makes 
appropriation toward the construction of buildings, $750,000. 

The proviso that the gentleman alludes to, including the one 
ubove, is a limitation upon the. appropriation. I do not think 
it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The point I make relating to the proviso 
is not a limitation. The part of the paragraph I make the point 
of order to is the part of the paragraph that authorizes the 
Secretary of the Navy to make contract~ before the appropria
tion is made. Now, that is directly contrary to existing law. 
not longer ago than the last Congress we passed an act expressly 
prohibiting contracts being made for money that was not appro
priated, and this provision directly comes in the face of that 
existing law, because this provision will authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to make contracts before the money is appropriated. 
I do not see where there can be any question that it is contrary 
to existing Jaw, and to this extent repeals the statute that we 
enacted on the general deficiency bill at the last session of 
Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman think that is a limi
tation which applies to this provision here? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Secretary undoubtedly, if we strike 
out this proviso, could not make a contract to carry on this 
work. - Why? Because the law that we passed in the general 
deficiency bill of the last Congress expressly prohibited the De
partment officers from making any contracts or incurring any ob
ligation that was not authorized by law and appropriated for. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman claim that the entire 
amount of the contract should first be appropriated for? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That the head of a Department was not 
authorized to make any contract-in other words, l\Ir. Chairman, 
for many years it has been the policy pursued by the heads of 
Departments to go ahead and make contracts in reference to 
Government work, and then come back to Congress and say 
these contracts were made and you must pay the bill 

Now, to obviate that trouble, to stop that leak, the Congress 
at the last session in the general deficiency bill passed a law 
which made it a misdemeanor for any head of a Department to 
make a contract that was not expressly authorized by Congress. 
./ Mr. FOSS. Did not that relate to the ordinary running ex-
penses of the Government? -

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It related to the ordinary running ex
penses of tile Government and to all expenses for any purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where is the statute which the gentleman 
refers to-in what bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think it was in the last general de
ficiency bilL It may have been in th-e sundry civil bill. My 
recollection is that it was a part of the general deficiency bill 
passed at the last session of the last Congress. 

l\Ir. PERKINS. May I make a suggestion to the gentleman? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. . 
l\Ir. PERKINS. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that perhaps there 

is no necessity of looking at that statute, for certainly no 
executive officer has authority to make a contract for the con
struction of a building that will bind the Government, unless 
there is an express provision of law that authorizes it. It 
requires a statute in order to authorize them to make such a 
contract. It certainly could not be for a moment questioned 
before a court of law that if the Secretary of the Navy, for 
example, should make a contract for the construction of a 
building at Annapolis, ~ or elsewhere, unless there was some 
express authority of law,-his contract would be void. In other 
words, the Secretary, in order to make a valid contract for 
the construction of these buildings, requires authority of law. 
That is the authority which is to be given by this provision 
now before the Chair. In other words, it is a -provision that 
must be enacted in order to give the S-ecretary authority, and 
because it must be enacted it is new law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman have in mind the fact 
that appropriations for war ships are carried in appropriation 
bills every year? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is where appropriations have been 
made. If Oongress authorizes the expenditure of money, the 
Department is m;tdoubtedly authorized to expend it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the practice to carry the authority 
to make the contract with the appropriation in connection with 

objects authorized by l.aw or public works and objects already 
in progress. _ 

Mr. PERKINS. True, but here no appropriation is made, but 
the Secretary of the Navy is directed to make plans, and after 
the plans are made he is authorized to make a contract which 
will in the future require an appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph carries the appropriation 
with it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the Chair mi apprehends how 
the paragraph reads. The paragraph makes an appropriation 
of $750,000, and the next paragraph provides that the limitation 
shall be 2,000,000. When you make an appropriation for a 
battle ship, and you say $3,000,000 for the whole, you can make 
the contract for $3,000,000 of course. He has the money in 
his bands, he has it with which to pay for it, and he makes the 
contract up to the amount that Congress lla.s appropriated; 
but in this case there is an appropriation of 750,000, and be is 
asking the authority to make contracts in exce s of the amount 
of money that Congress has appropriated. In reference to a 
battle ship the bill reads: 

One first-class battle ship, carrying as heavy armor and as powerful 
armament as any known ve sel of this class, to have the highest 
practicable speed and greatest practicable radius of action, and to 
cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding $6,000,000. 

I think the Chair will find, if he looks at the decisions, that 
where the words " by contract" are placed in a provision even 
of this kind for a battle ship, they have been held to be out of 
order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, pertinent to the 
proposition of law stated by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PERKINS] a moment ago, I read section 5503, as follows : 

EJ,-ery officer of the Government who knowingly contracts for the 
erection, rep.a :t·, or furnishin" of any public building, or for any pub
lic improvement, to pay a lar"'er amount than the specific sum appro. 
priated for such purpose sha!Y be punished by imprisonment not less 
than six months nor more than two years, and shall pay a fine of 
$2,000. 

I do not know to what extent the law of last session amends 
tha t. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the committee 
tltat this point of order raises quite an important question, and 
the Chair desires some little time to investigate, and asks unan
imous consent that the paragraph and. the point of order pend
ing may be passed without prejudice. Is the1·e objection? 

'I'here was no objection. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. llfr. Chairman, does that include all 

amendments to the paragraph? 
'I'he CH.A.IRl\IAN. .All amendments to the paragraph. It 

will be read, when the committee sits again, as a new para • 
graph. 

Mr. Fl'l'ZGER.A.LD. There has been no action taken upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Foss]? 

The CHAIRMAN. No ; the amendment would not be in 
order until the point of order is disposed of. The Clerk wUI 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
PUBLIC WORKS, BUREAU OF ORD 'ANCE. 

Naval magazine, Dover, N. J.: One brick building to be used for 
drying smokeless powder, $4,500; el1!ctric li~hts and feed wires for 
magazines Nos. 4 and 5, $600 ; in all, nava.I magazine, Dover, Lake 
Denmark, New Jersey, $5,100. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. llfr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I would ask how much is carried in the bill alto
gether for the manufacture by the Government of smokeless 
powder? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, for the purchase and manufacture 
of smokeless powder $500,000 is carried under the Bureau _of 
Ordnance in an earlier part of the bill, on page 11. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then we have passed that item? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much of that is usable for 

the purpose of manufacturing down here at the factory? 
Mr. FOSS. They can use as much as they like. 1\Iost of it 

I think is used for manufactures. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-

ment will be withdrawn. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Naval magazine, New England coast: Toward securing the land and 

the erection of the necessary buildings on ground, the purchase of which 
is now under negotiation, as authorized by the act approved April 27, 
1904, for a new naval magazine on the N1!w England coast; also toward 
inclosing said grounds, grading and filling in, building roads and walks, 
improvement of the water front. necessary wharves and cranes, railroad 
tracks, and rolling stock fQr local service, fire and water service. and 
equipment of the establishment, including the service of such addi
tional expert aids, surveyors, architects, superintendents of constl-uc-
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tlon, or draftsmen, as may be necessary for the preparation of the plans 
and speclfications and prosecution of the work to an extent not to ex
ceed $15,000, $200,000 : Provided, That when the naval magazine on or 
near the New England coast provided for by an act of Congress ap
proved April 27, 1904, Is completed, the Secretary of the Navy shall 
discontinue the present magazine in the city of Chelsea, Mass., and sell 
such portion of thtJ magazine and naval hospital grounds in said city 
of Chelsea as Is undesirable for hospital purposes at public a.uction or 
private sale, upon such terms and conditions as shall be satisfactory 
to him, and the money derived from such sale shall be applied to re
modeling and moderni2ing the hospital buildings now on said hospital 
grounds, and the balance of said -money, if there be any after said re
modeling and modernization, shall be placed to the credit of the 
hospital fund of the NaVY. 

1\Ir. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
chairman of the committee a question with reference to the cost 
of plans for this naval magazine and the fees of architects. 
After the experience we had at the Naval Academy and the 
extravagance in that direction, it is an interesting proposition 
to know what the architect is going to cost. 

1\Ir. FOSS. Well, I could not state to the gentleman. I do 
not think that any architects have yet been employed in refer
ence to the building. In fact I know they have oot been. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, the buildings designed for a 
naval magazine are very unornamental. They are not large 
buildings; they are small detached buildings, scattered over as 
wide an area as possible, in order to prevent the danger of one 
building being blown up if another building near it ·should ex
plode. They are rather inexpensive buildings, most of them, 
and the greater part of the amount provided for in this item of 
the bill will be for the purchase of the land and the laying out 
and the making of it accessible, the building of wharves, and so 
on, so that they can get up to the magazine by water, and then 
the building of these inexpensive detached buildings scattered 
as far ,as p6ssible over the surface of the ground. It is my 
understanding that the Department itself prepares its own 
plans for these naval magazines, and they do not go outside for 
architects, because the buildings are not large or intricate 
enough to require an outside architect. 

1\fr. GAINES of Tennessee. If that is true, why put the 
word "architect" in there? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. There seems to be nothing in the bill to 
guard the public against the expenditure of excessive fees, and 
it may be possible, no matter how simple the building is or 
how easy it is to design, that an architect will be employed 
and will be paid a fee of 5 per cent, and, on the aggregate cost, it 
would be a very considerable item. The simp-licity of the build
ings is an argument for protecting the Government against ex
cessive charges in that case. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I desire- to say to the gentleman from Texas 
that this item has been cut down very materially from the 
Department's estimates. The Department asked for the whole 
$430,000 necessary to complete the project, but in the economy 
exercised by the committee in its desire to keep the bill down 
as much as possible there was appropriated in this item only 
about enough to complete the purchase of the ground, so that 
very little of the $200,000 herein provided can, under any con
tingency, be used for buildings, and if the gentlem-an has in 
mind the placing of any restriction upon architects' fees, that 
will probably come along when the balance of the money is ap
propriated-perhaps in the next naval bill. The cost of the land 
will eat up nearly every dollar that is ·appropriated. Now, I 
would like to call the attention of the gentleman, in this con
nection, to the provision in the item just before, ~bowing the 
character of the buildings, to a large extent, that go on these 
naval-magazine grounds. Under the head "Naval magazine, 
St. Juliens Creek, Norfolk, Va., one galvanized iron storehouse, 
$25,000." That is, to a large extent, the character of buildings 
that go on all these magazine sites. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. Chairman, if the gen
tleman from Texas will have confidence in us, I think he may 
rely on the fact that there will be no extravagant architect fees 
here. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman will r emember very well we 
paid a half a million dollars--

1\Ir. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. My dear friend, I do remem
ber, and, furthermore, I wish you to give me credit for being 
among those who resisted it to the last. That was an everlasting 
extravagance, and since that time we have learned, and if the 
gentleman will have confidence in us he may depend upon it that 
there will be no extravagance in this particular. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I have every confidence in the gentleman, I 
will say, but I would like to see the limitation also written in 
the statute. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the word "architects," and I will state my reasons. The 
gentleman from Texas has pointed to one of the crying shames 
and evils of public buildings throughout the country. Not 

only did we pay about $500,000 for the architects' fees fo r 
the building of our naval buildings down here at Annapolis, but 
we had another shame to precede that here at the White House 
in building the little Executive Office, that has been described 
as looking like a " chicken coop/' Outside architects designed 
it, New York architects designed it, the noted and distinguished 
Mr. McKim designed it, and the charge, I think, was 5 or 6 per 
cent on the immense amount of ha1f a million dollars or more 

' appropriated in making the improvements to the White House, 
this Executive Office, and overhauling the White House, and 
this architect and: possibly others charged extra every time they 
changed the plans. Now, sir, after that, lli. Chairman, I went 
to the Treasury Department and I found there a corps of archi
tects employed on a salary who prepared the plans for our 
magnificent post-offices and custom-houses in the United States. 
They have just finished an annex to the magnificent post-office 
and custom-house at Nashville, and a more beautiful building is 
not in the South and possibly not in the United States, and yet 
we have to put a special provision in this bill here .for outside 
architects to do this work. Why not let the architects who 
draw high S'alaries from the Government of the United States 
at the Treasury Department do this architectural work and save 
this money to the Government? 

No man here, Mr. Chairman, dare defend the action of . the 
architects about the White House either in the quality of 
work that they did or in the salary that was paid them, all of 
which was brought to the attention of the House; and now 
the distingished gentleman from Texas brings up another out
rage, and the gentleman from Massachusetts says: The build
ings are going to be very plain houses, little log cabins, I pre
sume, little shanties, so to speak. Then why does not the 
gentleman take the Treasury architects to build them. Why 
do you want to go outside and put the Government to addi~ 
tional expense to get professional experts to build those little 
bits of houses? I am sure my friend is too big a man, too 
strong a - man, and too broad a man to want to burden the 
Government with architectural fees, Mr. Chairman, to be paid 
to some architect in Boston or elsewhere. That is not his 
purpose, I hope, but we have got into slipshod ways here of 
putting in such provisions, and they go unchallenged, when 
the Government already has all the machinery, all the officers, 
and all the equipment to do this work that are necessary. I 
say it is an unnecessary waste, I say it is an oppression, and 
all that comes out of it is just such criticisms as the gentle
man from Texas makes, and the gentleman even from Penn
sylvania does not defend it. He says, "Trust ·us." We did 
''trust us" in rebuilding the White House. We did "trust 
us " in building the buildings at Annapolis, and now it is · 
"trust us" on this the third proposition. Mr. Chairman, my 
motion is to strike out the word " architects," and then we will 
have the architects that are now in the employ of the Govern
ment to do the work, which means good work and no extra 
expense. 

1\Ir. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. :Mr. Chairman, the Navy De
partment has no architect. The Treasury Department, I sub
mit to the committee, can not build this building. They would not 
have the authority to do it. It is a magazine to be built by men 
connected with the Department of the Navy, and therefore we 
ask them to allow a design made for the building. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does not the Architect of the Treasury De
partment take charge of all public buildings-the post-offices? 

1\Ir. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. They are under the Treasury. 
All public buildings except those belonging to the Army and 
Navy. are under the Treasury Department_ 

, 1\Ir. WILLIAl\fS. I move to strike out the last word. 
The Indianapolis News has lately dropped into something 

which, while it may not be poetry; might be " verse," and as it is 
very closely germane to the question of the expenses of the 
Navy, and it consists of only two verses, I thought I would 
communicate it to the House. It reads as follows: 

How dear to one's purse are the schedules of Dingley, 
When statements of prices present them to view ; 

Those duties specific, together or singly, 
Likewise ad valorem that's sometimes charged, too. 

The wide-spreading net, and the haul that it brings in~ 
The dough thl!fs so easy (the foreigner pays, 

Of course, all this tax which a shrewd country rings in 
On the untinkered tariff in dozens of ways). 

How ardent we se-ized it on pre-mises glowing, 
E'en while we suspected in sleeves the trusts laughed. 

So let's keep this measure, perfection o'erfiowing
The untinkered taritr---oh, ain' t it the graft! 

The good-thing old tariff, the trusty old tariff, 
The untin'kered taritr--oh, ain't it the graft! 

[Applause on the Democratic side] . 
Now, for fear, 1\Ir. Chairman, that the verses may be at· 

tributed to m~. as a good many other things are that I never 
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was guilty of having written, I have stated it was written by 
the Indianapolis News, and I will further state that it was 
handed to me by the gentleman from Texas [1\lr. BEALL], who 
may be called its sponsor in Congressional baptism. Thus I 
am in nowise responsible for it at all, except as a channel 
'through which it is communicated to the House. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I would like to call the attention of the 
House to the proviso on page 37, and while I do not propose to 
embarrass the committee in any way, or move to strike it out, 
I want to make my individual protest against that kind of legis
lation. We are asked to vote to authorize the sale of property 
concerning the value of which we know nothing, and we are 
asked to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to go ahead and 
build such buildings as he sees fit, construct them in any way 
he sees fit, to remodel and modernize them in any way that he sees 
fit, from an indefinite and unprescribed appropriation of which 
we know nothing, and then to take the balance of the money, 
if there is anything left from the sale, and give it away to the 
hospital fund of the Navy, contrary to all the practice, contrary 
to all the law that now exists with reference to appropriations. 
It seems to me that the proceeds of this property should be 
turned into the Treasury of the United States, and · an appro
priation made specifically for the purposes here contemplated. 

I do not believe there is any individual Member of. this House 
that would conduct his own business as loosely as that proviso 
would ask us to authorize the Government's business to be con
ducted, and I want to enter a protest against even being asked 
to vote for · a proposition of that kind. . 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I think the statement of the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hn.r..] is entitled to an ex
planation. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it needs one. , 
Mr. ROBERTS. And I am certain that had he known the 

fact's, he. never would have made the criticism which he has 
ju8t given to the committee. Now, as a matter of fact, Mr. 
Chairman, the land now being occupied in Chelsea-some 30 
acres~a-s a naval magazine belongs not to , the Government of 
the United States, and never did belong to it, but belongs to 
the naval-hospital fund. The title to that land, Mr. Chair
man, was purchased out of money of this naval-hospital fund, 
and the Navy Department went on and took those 30 acres of 
land, without compensating .the naval-hospital fund in the 
slightest degree, and used it for a magazine for some forty or 
fifty years. Now that a new magazine is to be established, the 
old one will be discontinued, and this proviso is made so that 
the . Secretary of the Navy, having charge of that naval-hospital 
fund, may sell these 30 acre·s, _and as much other of the 105 
acres now in the naval-hospital site--which was all purchased 
out of the naval-hospital fund-as he sees fit, and the proceeds 
shall be used in modernizing the naval hospital there . . The 
Surgeon-General of the Navy bas been before the Naval Com
mittee ever since I have been a member, asking an · appropri
ation to make that naval hospital fit for the use of the sailors 
of our Navy, and the committee, in its wisdom, has seen fit to 
deny him the appropriation be asks. Now, here is an oppor
tunity for the Surgeon-General of the Navy, out of property 
belonging to the hospital fund, to build, or, rather, modernize 
that hospital and bring it up to date. 

I would like to state in this connection also that of this 
same tract of land-some 130 acres, originally purchased out 
of the naval-hospital fund; not out of the Treasury of the 
United States, mind you, but out of the fund contributed from 
the wages of the sailors of the United States Navy, which is a 
trust fund-that the Treasury Department, then having con
trol of the Marine Hospital, purchased 15 acres of that land 
and paid for it, the money paid going into the naval-hospital 
fund ; and that land is now being used for the Marine Hos
pital. So that it is not taking any money out of the Treasury 
of the United States or putting into the hospital fund the pro
ceeds from land belonging to the United States, but merely 
giving the hospital fund what belongs to it 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut_ I am very glad to bear · the expla
nation the gentleman has made. . I suppose, however, it may 
be reasonably inferred that during the time--thirty or forty 
years-the United States has occupied that land a very large 
amount of money has been expended by the Government. So 
that there certainly may be a joint ownership between the hos
pital fund and the Government itself. In any event. not caring 
who has the title to the land, I think the legislation is very 
loose. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, if the contention of the gen
tleman is correct, anybody who squats on somebody else's land 
and spends money on it becomes a joint owner in that land. 
Now, as a matter of fact, all the Government has spent on the 

naval-magazine site is a few thousand dollars for an old anti
quated magazine which is to-day out of date, and that is the 
reason we are asking for a new naval magazine on that coast, 
because the present magazine is entirely inadequate for the 
service of the Navy. 

l\lr. GAINES of '.rennessee. Mr. Chairman, just a statement. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania states that there are no 
architects in the Navy Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair. understands the gentleman 
proposes to strike out the word "architect." 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; but I have no bill be
fore me. 

Mr. RIXEY. It is line 25, page 36. 
1\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. It is line 25, page 36. Now, 

when I went up there to see about the work that they were 
doing at the White House or about the work to be done at 
home, the Architect of the Treasury stated to me that they 
prepared the plans for public buildings put up by the United 
States Government. Whether that would cover buildings don~ 
for the Navy any less than it does or did to buildings that are 
put up for the Treasury or the Post-Office Department, I do 
not know. But these architects are certainly there. They are 
paid a salary and ought to do this work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 36, line 25, strike out the word "architect." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment 
The question was taken ; and the Chairman announced that 

the J?.Oes appeared to have it. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Division, Mr. Chairman. 
The committee divided; and there were--ayes 11, noes 53. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present 
1\Ir. WILLIAMS. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 

the propriety of moving that the committee do now rise. The 
gentleman will withdraw his point of order if the committee 
rises. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will withdraw the point of 
order if the committee will rise. 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly 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 bad had under consideration the naval appropriation 
bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. W AOHTER, from the Oomniittee on .Enrolled Bills, re
ported that they had examin_ed and found truly enrolled bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 6101. An act for the relief of the estate of Charles M. 
Demarest, deceased. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 4094. An act to amend section 4426 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, regulations of motor boats; and 

S. 2292. An act for the ·relief of certain entrymen and settlers 
within the limits of the Northern Pacific Railway land grant. 
ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOB HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. W AOHTER, 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 bill: 

H. R. 13783. An act to provide souvenir medallions for the 
Zebulon Montgomery Pike Monument Association. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: . 

s. 6129. An act to amend section 4472 of the neviEed Statutes 
of the United States relating to the carrying of dangerous arti
cles on passenger steamers-to the Committee the Merchant 
Marine and lJ'isheries. 

S. 5512. An act defining the qualifications of jurors for service 
in the United States district court in Porto Rico-to the Com
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

S. 6003. An act to consh·uct and place a steel light-vessel on 
Swiftsure Bank, off the ent rance to Juan de Fuca Strait-to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

FOREIGN-BUILT DREDGES. 

1\Ir. HEPBURN. 1\Ir. Speaker, at the request of the gentle
man from Ohio [l\Ir. GROSVE ~oR], I present a conference report 
for printing. 
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The SPEAKER. The conference report and statement will be 
printed under the rule. - -

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House -do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes p. m.) . the House 

adjourned until Monday, May 14. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com

munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Cypress Bayou 
and channels connecting Shreveport, La., with Jefferson, Tex.
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
submitting ~ estimate of appropriation for construction of the 
immigrant station at Angel Island, San Francisco, CaL-to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as· follows : . 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 18963) authorizing the construction of a dam across the 
Pend d'Oreille River, in the State of 'Vashington, by the Pend 
d'Oreille Development Company, for the development of water 
power, electrical power, and for other purposes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4097); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate ( S. 5989) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River in Broadwater and Gallatin 

- counties, Mont., reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 4098) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of California, from the Committee on the ~ublic 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the ~enate (S. 1031) 
granting to the State of California 5 per centum of the net pro
ceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied· by a report (No. 
4100) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. · 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, from the Committee on the 
Library, to which was referred the Senate joint resolution 

- . (S .. R. 20) directing the selection of a site for the erection of a 
bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Henry 
Wadsworth Longfellow, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4102) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

l\Ir. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the -bill of the House (H. R. 
18026) permitting the building of a dam across the Mississippi 
River, near the city of Bemidji, Beltrami County, Minn., re
J1orted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4103) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. · 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19114) to 
extend the provisions, limitations, and benefits of an act en
titled " An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and pro
viding for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents," to the surviving officers and enlisted men of the 
Eighteenth and Nineteenth Regiments of Kansas Volunteer 
Cavalry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4104) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18666) to provide for the reassessment of benefits in the matter 
of the extension and widening of Sherman avenue, in the Dis
trict of Columbia, and for other pm·poses, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied QY a report (No. 4105); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
'(H. R. 4464) to classify the officers and members of the fire 
department of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4107) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS Ai~D 
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 : 

Mr . .MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3416, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 439) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of heirs of James 1\I. Hinton, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4002); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Priv~te Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 13522, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 440) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of heirs of D. W. Morton, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4003) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Hou~ H. R. 16968, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 441) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Ann S. Jackson, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4004) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was tefe1·red the 
bill of the House H. R. 4237, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 442) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of S. H. Lison, accompanied by a report (No. 4005) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 4984, reported in lieu thereof a l·esolu
tion (H. Res. 443) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Dr. Thomas P. Robinson, accompanied by a re
port (No. 4006) ; which said resolution .and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 2104, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 444) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
ln the case of the heirs of John McAnulty, accompanied by .a 
report (No. 4007) ; which said resolution and report were re
fH-red to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11971, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 445) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Oneziphor 
Delahoussaye, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4008); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 15176, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H . . Res. 446) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of John Dunn, accompanied by 
a report (No. 4009) ; which said resolution and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 13351, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 447) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of A. W. Slemmons, 
Metcalfe County, Ky, accompanied by a report (No. 4010); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Priyate 
Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11843, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 448) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of James Hottel, Frederick 
County, Va., accompanied by a report (No. 4011) ; which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Be also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 9108, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 449) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
case of the estate of Mary A. Gough, deceased, accompanied by 
a report (No. 4012) ; which said resolution and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 10634, reported in lieu 
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thereof a resolution (H. Res. 450) referring to the Court of He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
Claims the papers in the case of the legal representatives of the bill of the House H. R. 18840, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
estate of A. C. Barton, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. tion (H. Res. 464) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
4013); which said resolution und report were referred to the in the case of John W. Kirby, accompanied by a report (No. 
Private Calendar. 4027) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the Private Calendar. 
bill of the House H. R. 3855, reported in lieu thereof a resolution He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
(H. Res. 451) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the bill of the House H. R. 17440, reported in lieu thereof a resolu· 
case of Charles Clarkson, accompanied by a report (No. 4014) ; tion (H. Res. 465) referring to the CoUrt of Claims the papers 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private in the case of Mrs. Mary A. Coe, accompanied by a report (No. 
Calendar. · 4028) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which Private Calendar. 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 12260, reported in lieu He also, from the same committee. to which was referred the 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 452) referring to the Com·t of bill of the House H. R. 14849, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of William A. Coff- tion (H. Res. 466) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
man, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4015) ; which said in the case of the heirs of Alfred 1\fullins, deceased, accompanied 
re olution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. by a report (No. 4029) ; which said resolution and report were 
. He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the referred to the Private Calendar. · 
bill of the House H. R. 12265, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
tion (H. Res. 453) referring to the Court of Claims the papers bill of the House H. R. 7819, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
in the case of the estate of Abraham Hisey, deceased, accom- tion (H. Res. 467) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
panied by a report (No. 4016) ; which said resolution and report in the case of the heirs and representatives of William G. 
were referred to the Private Calendar. Burke, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4030); which 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the said resolution and report were. referred to the Private Cal
bill of the House H. R. 12267, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- endar. 
tion (H. Res. 454) referring to the Court of Claims the papers He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
in the case of the estate of James L. Miller, deceased, accom- bill of the House H. R. 7818, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
panied by a report (No. 4017); which said resolution and re- tion (H. Res. 468) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. in the case of the heirs of Washington Dorney, accompanied by 

.Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which a report (No. 4031) ; which said resolution · and report were 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. G56, reported in lieu referred to the Private Calendar. . 
thereof a re olution (H. Res. 455) referring to the Court of He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
Claims the papers in the case of John W. Noble, accompanied bill of the House H. R. 11177, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
by a :report (No. 4018) ; which said resolution and report were tion (H. Res. 469) reft:rring to the Court of Claims the papers 
referred to the Private Calendar. in the case of J. W. Knox, Gallatin County, Ky., accompanied 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was t (N 4032) h' h · 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 3804, reported in lieu there- by a repor 0 • ; w Ic said resolution and report were 

referred to the Private Calendar. 
of a resolution (H. Res. 456) referring to the Court of Claims Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
the papers in the case of the legal representatives of Wiley J. was referred the bill of the House H. R. 10617, reported in lieu 
Davis, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4019) ; which thereof a resolution (H. Res. 470 ) referring to the Court of 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal-endar. Claims the papers in the case of James N. Bowles, accompanied 

He also, from the same committee, · to which was referred the by a report (No. 4033) ; which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. bill of the House H. R. 4970, reported in lieu thereof a resolu-

tion (H. Res. 457) referring to the Court of Claims the papers He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
in the case of the heirs of Margaret Sivley, deceased, accom- bill of the House H. R. 8879, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
panied by a report (No. 4020) ; which said resolution and report tion- (H. Res. 471) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
were referred to the Private Calendar. in the case of .J. A. Reagan, accompanied by a report (No. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 4034) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
bill of the House H·. R. 12818, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- Private Calendar. 
tion (H. Res. 458) referring to the Court of Claims the papers He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
in the case of the estates of Asa Faulkner, deceased, Lewis L. bill of the House H. R. 1759, reported in ·lieu thereof a resolu
Faulkner, deceased, and s. B. Spurlock, deceased, accompanied tion (H. Res. 472) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
by a report (No. 4021) ; which said resolution and report were in the case of John Morgan's heirs, accompanied by a report 
referred to the Private Calendar. (No. 4035) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the the Private Calendar. 
bill of the House H. R. 6470, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which wa.s 
tion (H. Res. 459) referring to the Court of Claims the papers referred the bill of the House H. R. 16081, reported in lieu 
in the case of the estate of Francis A. De Georgis, deceased, thereof a resolution (H. Res. 473) referring to the Court of 
accompanied by a report (No. 4022); which said resolution and Claims the papers in the case of Eli W. Owens, accompanied by 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. a report (No. 4036) ; which said resolution and report were 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill of the House H. R. 15558, reported in lieu tnereof a resolu- Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
tion (H. Res. ·460) referring to the Court of Claims the papers was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1761, reported in lieu 
in the case of Howard T. Bunch, accompanied by a report (No. thereof a resolution (H. Res. 474) referring to the Court of 
4023) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the Claims the papers in the case of F. F. Morris, accompanied by 
Private Calendar. · a report (No. · 4037) ; which said resolution and report were 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill of the House H. R. 3992, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
tion (H. Res. 461) referring to the Court of Claims the papers was referred the bill of the House H. R. 17813, reported in lieu 
in the case of the estate of L. D. Crawley, deceased, Decatur thereof a resolution (H. Res. 475) referring to the Court of 
County, Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 4024) ; which Claims the papers in the case of Albert L. Scott, sur·viving 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. partner of the late firm of E. L. Pemberton, James R. Lee, and 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the Albert L. Scott, accompanied by a report (No. 4038); which 
bill of the House H. R. 4005, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
tion (H. Res. 4G2) referring to the Court of Claims the papers He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
in the case of the legal representatives of Richard Odie, de- bill of the House H. R. 14859, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
ceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4025) : which said resolu- tion (H. Res. 476) referring to the Court of. Claims the papers 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. in the case of the heirs of William l\1. 'Vest, accompanied by a 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the report (No. 4039) ; which said resolution and report were re
bill of the House H. R. 4065, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- ferred to the Private Calendar. 
tion (H. Res. 463) referring to the Court of Claims the papers He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
in the case- ofT. F. Allison, accompanied by a report (No. 4026) ; bill of the House H. R. 11884, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
which said resolution and report were ~eferred to the Private I tion (H. Res. 477) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
Calendar. . in the case of John T. Graves, accompanied by a report (No. 
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4040) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 14703, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 478) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Mrs. Corinne Lawrence, the widow of W. L. B.. 
Lawrence, accompanied by a report (No. 4041) ; which said reso
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Heal o, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 11895. reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 479) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Spencer Etheredge, J. E. Berry, and Charles 
Meekins, trustees of Roanoke Island Baptist Church, of 
Roanoke Island, N. C., accompanied by a report (No. 4042); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 2845, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 480) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of First Baptist Church, of Newbern, N. C., accom
panied by a report (No. 4043) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 17110, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 481) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Margaret 1\Iorarity, accompanied by a report (No. 
4044) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 6802, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 482) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of James F. White, accompanied by a report (No. 
4045) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He al o, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House II. R. 13996, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 483) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Baptist Church of Dardanelle, Ark., accompanied 
by a report (No. 4046) ; which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. n,. 17166, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 484) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the heirs of John G. Freeman, deceased, accom
panied by a report (No. 4047) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He al o, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 15182, reported in lieu thereof a reso
lution (H. Res. 485) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of Loron W. Forrest, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4048) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

1\fr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
13289, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (ll. Res. 486) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Methodist Church South, of Franklin, Tenn., accompanied by a 
report (No. 4049) ; which said resolution and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 10968, reported in lieu thereof a reso
lution (H. Res. 487) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Cumberland Presbyterian Church, at Waverly, 
Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 4050) ; which said resolu
tion- and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 17017, reported in lieu there
of a resolution (H. Res. 488) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of A. L. Anderson, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4051) ; which said resolution and report were 
refeued to the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
3947, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 489) refer
ring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of the heirs 
of Jennie Hunter, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4052) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 7606, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 490) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of St. John's Episcopal Church, at Winnsboro, S. C., 
accompanied by a report (No. 4053) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

XL--423 

1\fr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 18057, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 491) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of James S. ll'ord, de
ceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4054) ; which said resolu
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 2129, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 492) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
case of Lydia A. Newby, accompanied by a report (No. 4055) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

1\Ir. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 18511, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 493) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of Samuel -R. Couch, accom
panied by a report (No. 4056) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 18189, reported in lieu thereof a reso
lution (H. Res. 494) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the heirs of James Brandenburgh, deceased, ac
companied by a report (No. 4057) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

:Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 8190, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 495) referring to the Court of 
Claims tpe papers in the case of Urs. Abigail A. Stover, accom
panied by a report (No. 4058) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred th~ 
bill of the House H. R. 15213, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 49G) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the trustees of the Metb,odist Episcopal Church 
South, of Clarksville, Ark., accompanied by a report (No. 1059) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 9885, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 497) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of John R. Martin, accompanied by a report (No. 
4060) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

l\Ir. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House -H. R. 5086, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 498) referring to the Court· of 
Claims the papers in the case of M. H. Carr, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4061) ; which said resolution and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 14565, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 499) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the heirs of Jane McCartney, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4062) ; which said resolution and report were re
ferred to the Priv-ate Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 15315, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 500) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of John W. Watkin~, accom
panied by a report (N. 4063) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. -

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House ll. R. 4044, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 501) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of the estate of R. H. Crider, 
accompanied by a raport (No. 4064) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 16277, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 502) referring to the 
Court of Claims the papers in the case · of George C. Jenkins, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4065) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the ~ill of the House H. R. 1439, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 503) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of Asa 0. Gallup, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4066) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\.fr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 15987, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 504) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of Burton -Ran
dolph, deceased, accompanied- by a rep_?rt (No. 4067) ; which 
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said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 18700, reported in lieu thereof a reso
lution (H. Res. 505) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in tlle case of Richard Graham, accompanied by a report (No. 
4068) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Prtvate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 15825, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 506) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in tlle case of .John R. Adams, accompanied by .a report (No. 
40G9) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

l\lr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
13287, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 507) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of the 
Presbyterian Church of Lynnville, Giles County, Tenn., accom
panied by a report (No. 4070) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

·Mr. LElD, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 5090, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 508) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the estate of F. L. Hammond, deceased, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4071) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 4570, reported in lieu thereof a reso
lution (H. Res. 509) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Mrs. G. W. Ross, 1\lrs. H. C. Cary, Mrs. Annie 
Brooks, L. C. Wi1coxon, and Willie Wilcoxon, heirs of Wiley 
Franks, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4072) ; which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 4899, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 510) referring to tpe Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the estate of Willis Ramsey, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4073); which said resolution and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 5100, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 511) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of James R. Nance, accompanied by a rep()rt (No. 
4074) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bi11 of the House H. R. 1900, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 512) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the personal representatives of 
John Gates, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4075); 
wllicll said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the• House H. R. 5007, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 513) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the estate of Susanna Fleming, accompanied by a 
report (No. 40'7"6) ; which said resolution and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. . 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 3963, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 514) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of J. E. Caldwell, accompanied by a report (No. 
4077) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
PriYate Calendar. 

Be also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 12.59, reported in lieu thereof a resolu
tion (H. Res. 515) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of George A. Exline. accompanied by a report (No. 
4078) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

1\lr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 12283, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 516) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of Thomas J. Austin, accom
panied by a report (No. 4079) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill of the House H. R. 4996, reported in lieu thereof a 
resolution (H. Res. 517) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of Daniel Smith, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4080) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. l\1AHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 

was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16201) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Samuel Schiffer, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4083); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal
endar. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on Wnr 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8896) to eancel charge of $2G.2G agninst Lieut. Jolln W. Ward, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re
port (No. 4084) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12002) for tbe 
relief of Frank W. Tucker, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 40 5); which aid bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
· Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was refelTed the bill of the House (II. R. 5 91) for the relief 
of Oakley Randall, reported the same without nmendment ac
companied by a report (No. 40 G) ; which said bill :m<l rer>ort 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13593) for the relief of Jo~eph 
Swisher, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 4087) ; which said bill and r port were refel'l'ed 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refened tlle 
bill of the Bouse (H_ R. 18304) for the relief of the ornpafifa 
de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico, r eported the ·arne witllout 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 40 ) ; which said uill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendm·. 

Mr. OT.TEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to -which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12012) for the relief 
of Charles L. Jenney, reported the same without runendme11t, 
accompanied by a report (No. 40 9); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which wa referred the bill of the Hou e (B. R. 15G3G) for the 
relief of Ellen Mansfield and .1\!attie Mansfield, r eported tllc 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4000) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen
dar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3279) for the relief of 
W. J. Warren, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 4091) ; which said bill and rer>ort were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 1 G30) for the 
relief of C. L. Huey, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 40~2) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13838) for 
the relief of Ellis W. Joy, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4093); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. G61) for tlle relief of 
Levi J. Billings, reported the same without amendment, accolll
panied by a report (No. 4094) ; which said bill and report wel'e 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Be also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2724) for the relief of Delia B. . Stuart, 
widow of John Stuart, reported the s.a.me witllout amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4095) ; which said bill and re
port were referred to the PTivate Calendar. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3357) granting 
an honorable discharge to James B. Mulford, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4101) ; which 
said bill and report ~ere referred to the Private Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on tbe table, as follows : 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1954) for the relief 
of Israel Yount, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4081) ; which said bill and report were ordered laid 
on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2804) for the relief of George H. Suits, 
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reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
4082) ; which said bill and report were ordered laid on the 
table. 

1\Ir. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8539) to fix 
the grade on the retired list of CoL James W. Powell, United 
States Army, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4096) ; which said bill and report were ordered laid 
on the table. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8840) for re
lief of the widow and children of William Burchard, late lieu
tenant, Battery A, First Virginia United States Volunteers, re
ported the same a.dversely, accompanied by a report (No. 4106) ; 
which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, .AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By l\1r. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R.19233) to change 
and fix the time for holding the circuit and district courts of the 
United State for the middle district of Tennessee; in the 
southern division of the eastern district of Tennessee, at Chatta
nooga, and the northeastern division of tbe eastern district of 
Tennessee, at Greeneville, and for other pm·poses--to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By :Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 19234) for tbe 
protection of animals, birds, and fish in the forest reserves in 
California, and for other purposes-to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 19235) to authorize the Sec
retary of War to provide a tlag or flags for the use of tbe 
Francis Scott Key Monument Association, of Frederick, Md.-to 
the Committee on Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 19236) to re
imburse the State of California for moneys expended in placing 
at tbe disposal of the United States 18,715 volunteer troops 
between 1861 and 1865---to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. 1\!AHO~. from the Committee on War Claims: A reso
lution (H. Res. 439) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 3416-to tbe Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 440) 
referring to tbe Court of Claims the bill H. R. 13522-to tbe 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso
lution (H. Res. 441) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 16n68-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 442) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4237-to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from tbe same committe~. a resolution (H. Res. 443) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4984-to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 444) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 2104-to the 
Private Calendar. 

By l\fr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso
lution (H. Res. 445) referring to the Court of Claims tbe bill 
H. R. 11n71-to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso
lution (H. Res. 446) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 15176-to the Private Calendar. 

By 1\Ir. CLAYTON, from tbe Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 447) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 13351-to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
re olution (H. Res. 448) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 11843-to tbe Private Calendar. 

Also, from tbe same committee, a resolution (H. Res 449) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 9108-to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 450) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 10634-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res 451) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 3855-to tbe 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 452) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 12200-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from tbe same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 453) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 12265-to tbe 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 454) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 12267-to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims : A 
resolution (H. Res. 455) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 656-to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu
tion (H. Res. 456) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
3804-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 457) 
referring to the C-ourt of Claims the bill H . R. 4n70-to tbe 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 458) 
· referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 12818-to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 459) 
referring to the Court of Claims tbe bill H. R. 6470-to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 4GO) 
referring to the Com·t of Claims the bill H. R. 15558-to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 461) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 3992-to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 4G2) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4005-to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 463) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4065-to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 464) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18840-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 465) re
ferring to the Court of Claims tbe bill H. R. 17440-to the Pti
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 466) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14849-to the Pri-
vate Calendar. · 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 467) re
fetTing to tbe Court of Claims the bill H. R. 7819-to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 468) re
fet-ring to the Court of Claims tbe bill H. R. 7818-to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 46n) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 11177-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

· By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 470) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 10617-to the Private Calendar. 
· Also, from the .same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 471) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 8879-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 472) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1759-to the pri
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims : A reso
lution (H. Res. 473) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 16081-to the Private Calendar. 

By 1\fr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A res
olution (H. Res. 474) referring to the Court of Claims tbe bill 
H. R. 1761-to the Private Calendar. 

By 1\Il·. MAHON, from the Committee on Wa:r Claims: A res
olution (H. Res. 4 75) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 17813-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee a resolution (H. Res. 476) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14859-to tbe Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 477) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H . R. 11884-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 478) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14703-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 479) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R . 11895-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 480J :::-e
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 2845-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 481) re
ferring to the Com·t of Claims the bill H. R. 17110-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 482) re-
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ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6802-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (R. Res. 483) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 13996-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 484) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17196-to the Pri-
vate Calendar. -

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 485) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 15182-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the CornmittE!e 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 486) referring to the 
Court of Claims the bill H. R. 13289-to the Private Calendar.

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 487) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10968-to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims : A reso
lution (H. Res. 488) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 17017-to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
on w·ar Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 489) referring to the 
Court of Claims the bill H. R. 3947-to the Private Calen.dar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 490) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 7606-to the 
Private Calendar. 

· By 1\Ir. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso
lution (H. Res. 491) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
II. R. 18057-to the Private Calendar. 

AI o, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 492) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 2129-to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 493) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 18511-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 494) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18189-to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso
lution (H. Res. 495) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 8190-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 496) re
felTing to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 15213-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 497) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 9885-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso
lution (H. Res. 498) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
B. R. 50SG-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 499) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14565-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

By 1\Ir. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 500) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 15315-to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso
lution (II. Res. 501) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 4044-to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 502) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 1G077-to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims A 
resolution (H. Re . 503) referring to the Court of Claims t-.lie 
bill H. R. 1439-to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 504) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 15987-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 505) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18700-to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 506) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R . . 15825-to the 
Private Calendar. 

By l\Ir. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 507) referring to the 
Court of Claims the bill H. R. 13287-to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu
tion (H. Res. 508) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
5090-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 509) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4570-to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 510) 

referring· to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4899--to the 
Private Calendar. · . 

Also, from the saine committee, a resolution (H. Res. 511) re
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5100-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

By 1\fr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims: A' 
resolution (H. Res. 512) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 1900-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 513)' 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5007-to the Pri~ 
vate Calendar. . . . 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 514r 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 3963-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 515)' 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1259-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

By 1\fr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on War Claims: a 
resolution (H. Res. 516) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 12283-to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 517)' 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4996-to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

By 1\fr. 1\!0NDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 518) authorizing 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands to print-to the Com
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A resolution (H. Res. 519) 
for the reprinting of the bill H. R. 11943-to the Committee on 
Printing. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were inh·oduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By l\Ir. ALEXANDER: A bill (II. R. 19237) granting an in
crease of pension to James Rout-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19238) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel S. Conover-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 192R9) granting a pension 
to Salome Jane Marland-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 19240) granting a pen
sion to Albert Ury-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 19241) granting an in
crease of pension to Henry A. Conant-to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. ·n. 10242) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony W. Miller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN (by request) : A bill (H. R. 19243) 
granting a pension to Mary Allen-to the Committee on Pen~ 
sions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 19244) to refund the internal
revenue taxes paid by owners of private dies-to the Commit
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 19245) granting an in
crease of pension to William C. Hoover-to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By l\Ir. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 19246) for the relief of B. J. 
Deave1·-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 19247) grant
ing an increase of pension to _ Frederick C. Waterman-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 19248) granting an in
crease of pension to John Randolph Featherstone-to the Com
mlttee on Pen ions. 

By l\Ir. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 19249) granting an increase 
of pension to Lorenzo W. Shedd-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\Ir. HAY: A bill (H. R. 19250) for the relief of the Lou
doun Street Presbyterian Church, Winchester, Va.-to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 19251) granting an in
crease of pension to Julia A. Brown-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 19252) granting an increase of pension to 
Dallas Seaburg-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 19253) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Thompson-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 19254) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Roby-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 19255) granting an increase 
of pension to John Bradford-to the Committee on In>alid :Pen
sions. 
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By.Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 19256) 
granting an increase of pension to Louisa J. Birthright-to the 
Committee .on Pensions. . _ . 

By'Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 19257) for 
the relief of George L. Whitmore-to the Committee on War 
Claims. , . 

By Mr. RIVES: A bill (H. R. 19258) granting an increase of 
pension to A. F. McEwen-to the Committee on _Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 19259) for the relief of 
Nicholas H: Clemson and Rachel Clemson, executors of John 
D. Clemson, deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19260) for the relief of Elizabeth Cramer, 
administratrix of J. Henry Cramer-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19261) for the relief of the heirs of John 
D. Clemson-to the· Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A f>ill (H. R. 19262) granting an in
crease of pension to John Wickline-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 19263) granting an increase -of 
pension to John Ingram-to the Committee on Pensions. 

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. BONYNGSE: Petition of citizens of Weed County, 
Colo., against religious legislatiot;l in the District of Columbia-_ 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of the National Supply 
and Machinery Dealers' Association, against adoption of the 
metr~ system-to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of H. -J. Moore, M. J. Colcord, 
H. D. Caskey, and the Herald Printing _and Publishing Company, 
to amend the postage laws by making all subscriptions legal 
whether paid for by subscribers or others-to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Mount 
Carmel, Ill., against bill S. 529 (the ship-subsidy bill)-to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine·and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Petitions of J. H. Hayes, master of 
Grange No. 964; F. M. Dunlap, master of Grange No. 1277; 
Jeremiah A. Hay, master of Grange No. 757, and N. B. Young,. 
master of Grange No. 1201, for the Heyburn pure-food bill-to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Keystone Gazette, for an amendment _ of 
the postal laws making legal all subscriptions, by whomever 
paid for-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ESCH: . Petition of J. D. Eldridge, E. F. Gauz, the 
Norwalk Star, and the Landsman, to amend the postal laws 
by making legitimate all subscriptions paid for by others than 
the recipients of the paper-to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Elston Armstrong-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George E. Johnson-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Petition of the Southern 
Mills, Greensboro, N. C., against the tariff on linotype ma
chines-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE : Petition of George W. Kelly et al., for 
the Crumpacker bill relative to the fraud order-to the Com
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of C. E. Redeker, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring bill H. R. 18673, favoring restriction 
of immigration-to the Committee on Immigration and Natural
ization. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany .bill for re
lief of George White-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Bradford-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: Paper to accom
pany bill for relief of Louisa J. 0. Birthright-to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: · Petition of the Amalgamated Street 
and Electric Railway Employees of America, Lodge No. 169, 
of Easton, Pa., against modification of the Chinese-exclusion 
act-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. _ 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of the College Alumni Club 
and 14 other literary clubs, of Bloomington and Normal, Ill., 
for preservation of Niagara Falls-to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. · · · 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 1~, 1906. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a.m. ..,. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Enw ABD E. HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

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

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

ESTATE OF ALFBED SWEARINGIN, DECEASED. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair invites the attention of 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MoNEY]. However, the Sen
ator from Oregon [Mr. FULTON], who objected to the proposed 
order yesterday, is not now in the Chamber. _ 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I should like to make a state
ment. I hoped the Senator from Oregon would come in. But 
that is an order in a case where the bill was sent to the Court of 
Claims. I know nothing on earth about the case, but the clerk 
of the Committee on Claims brought down this written order to 
me and said that it was necessary for me to introduce it, to 
meet the application of the Court of Claims. They have the bill 
before them, but the papers were not transmitted when the bill 
was sent down. This is simply a demand from the committee 
for the papers, and they can only be sent down on the order of 
the Senate. The committee discharged itself by sending down 
the bill, but did not send the papers. I presume if the Senator 
from Oregon were here he would have no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi does 
not press the order now? 

Mr. MONEY. I do not press it in the absence of the Senator 
from Oregon. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not think the chairman of the committee 
would object to it, -but be did not exactly understand what it 
was. When he comes in I have no doubt he will withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. FULTON subsequently entered the Chamber. 
- Mr. MONEY. I ask now that tile order be made I called fo1• 
yesterday. I have explained it to the Senator from Oregon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
for the adoption of an order which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be discharged from the 

further consideration of the bill ( S. 3355) for the relief of the estate 
of Alfred Swearingin, deceased, and that the Secretary of the :Senate 
be directed to transmit the papers accompanying the same to the Ct>urt 
of Clfl.ims in accordance with the request. -

Mr. FULTON. Last e.vening I objected to the consi-deration 
of the order, as I did not then fully understand it. I see now 
that it refers to papers relative to a case that is pen~g before 
the Court of Claims, and I withdraw my objection to the adop
tion of the order. 

The order was agreed to. 

LANDS IN NEW MEXICO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting letters 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, together 
with the report on the sale of lands in New Mexico, and stating 
that Congress alone has the power to enforce the conditions of 
the grant to that Territory; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. · ' 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. - 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of The Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Oak Bowery, Ala., v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a comm~icatipn from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
The Trustees of the John Mann Methodist Church (Colored), of 
Winchester, Va., v. The United States; which, with the accom
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the H~mse had passed 
the bill ( S. 5536) granting a pension to William 0. Clark. 

The message also announced that the House had p~ssed tho 
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