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By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: Petitions of citizens of 
Lumberton, Pascagoula, l\loss Point, Gulfport, Ocean Springs, 

. and Biloxi, Miss., favoring the enactment of laws regulatin~ ex
press and postal rates; to the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Lumberton, l\Ioss Point, Pasca
goula, Gulfport, Biloxi, and Ocean Springs, Miss., against ex
tension of the parcel-post system; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Po t Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of Logan Valley Grange, No. 
664, Patrons of Husbandry, State of Pennsylvania, favoring 
passage of Hou e bill 19133, for Government system of postal 
express; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Ur. HAYDEN: Petition of citizens of Arizona, against 
passage of general parcel-post system; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HELGESEN: Petition of North Dakota farmers, 
favoring passage of parcel-post system; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of North Dakota citizens, against passage of 
any parcel-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office 
:ind Post Roads. , 

By Mr. KINDRED: Petition of North Side Board .of Trade, 
in the city of New York, favoring improvement of Bronx Kills, 
Harlem Rh-er, and East River, New York City; to the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By l\fr. LINDSAY: Petition of Associated Fraternities of 
America, favoring passage of Dodds amendment to the House 
postal appropriation bill; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of Henry Siegel, of New York; Frank E. 
Vogel, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; and Retail Dry Goods Association of 
New York City, favoring passage of limited parcel post; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCOY: Petition of Bank of New York, favoring im
mediate action on emergency bill to repair the levees along the 
l\fississippi River; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Bergen County Pomona Grange, No. 11, 
of Preekness, N. J., favoring passage of parcel-post bill; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of New Jersey State Grange, favoring passage 
of House bill 19133, relating to postal express; to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Metal Polishers' Union, of Newark N. J., and 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of 
Belleville, N. J., farnring passage of House bill 22339, prohibit
ing use of stop watch for Government employees; to the Com
mittee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of registration committee of the Amateur 
Athletic Union, held in New York City April 4, 1912, favoring 
appointment of a commissioner to represent the United States 
Go1ernment at the coming Olympian championships; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By l\Ir. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of Black Hills 
Presbytery at Rapid City, S. Dak., favoring passage of Kenyon
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By l\f r. NYE: Resolution of Minneapolis Civic and Commerce 
A sociation, favoring legislation providing for mental examina
tion of immigrants; . to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By . l\fr. REILLY: Petition of citizens of Chatham, Middlesex 
County, Conn., favoring passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ry Mr. J. l\I. C. SMITH: Petition of 33 citizens of Allen, 
Mich., protesting against House bill 9433; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By l\Ir. SULZER: Petition of Associated Fraternities of 
America, of Lincoln, Nebr., favoring pas age of Dodds amend
ment; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petitions of Dudley & Beckwith, of qun
ford; Manufacturers' Association, of Hartford County; and the 
International Silver Co., of Meriden, Conn., protesting against 
proposed legislation to deprive a mn..nufacture1; from fixing and 
enforcing retail prices on his patented articles; to the Com
mittee on Patents. 

By 1\lr. TOWNER: Petition of 25 citizens of Hamburg, Iowa, 
protesting against the enactment of the proposed parcel-post 
law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. UTTER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego County, Cal, against House bills 11372 and 20576, pro
hibiting the towing of log rafts or lumber rafts through the 
open sea ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish
eries. 

Also, joint resolution of the city council of Providence, R. I.1 

for enactment of new Federal laws to secure the highest pos-

sible protection for American travelers upon the oceans or the 
other great waterways of the world; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Rhode Island Society for the Preven
tion of Cruelty to Animals, favoring passage of House bill 
17222; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Rhode Island, favor
ing passage of House bill 22339 and Senate bill 6172, the anti
Taylor system bills; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Ur. WILSON of New York: Memorial of P. T. Rowe, 
bishop of Alaska, relative to conditions among the natives of 
Alaska; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of North Side Board of Trade, in the city of 
New York, favoring improvement of Eronx Kills, Harlem River, 
and East River at New York City; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. ' 

Also, petitions of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, 
Cleveland, Ohio; of the Farm Journal, of Philadelphia, Pa ; 
of Sovereign Camp, Woodmen of the World, Omaha, Nebr.; 
of the National Council of the Knights and Ladies of Security, 
Topeka, Kans. ; of the Ladies of the Modern Maccabees, of 
Port Huron, Mich; of the Modern Brotherhood of America, 
Mason City, Iowa; of the Ancient. Order 'United Workmen, of 
Des l\Ioines, Iowa; of the Woodmen of the World, Dallas, Tex.; 
of the Associated Fraternities of America, of Lincoln, Nebr.; 
of the Catholic Order of Foresters, Chicago, Ill; of the Supreme 
Conclave, Improved Order Heptasophs, Baltimore, Md.; and 
of the Supreme Tribe .of Ben Hur, Crawfordsville, Ind., favor
ing passage of Dodds amendment to the Post Office appro
priation bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Kings Highway Board of Trade, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., favoring building one battle hip at the Brooklyn Navy 
Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. . 

Also, petition of South Side Republican Club, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., favoring passage of letter carriers' pension bill (H. R. 
9242.) ; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 1, 1912. 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer .by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the J ournfil of yesterday's 

proceedings, when, on request of 1\Ir. GALLINGER and by unani
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit
ting certified copies of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law fl.led by the court in the following causes: 

Richard G. Davenport, brother and sole heir at law of 
Thomas Corbin Davenport, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. 
No. 622); 

Thomas Addington v. United States (S. Doc. No. 639); 
Elizabeth Sharp, widow of John Sharp, deceased, v. United 

States (S. Doc. No. 638); 
Amanda Steadman, widow of Leonard Steadman., deceased, 

v. United States (S. Doc. No. 637); 
Mary E. Smith, widow of Albert J. Smith, deceased, v. United 

States (S. Doc. No. 636); 
Thomas J. Smith v. United States (S. Doc. No. 635); 
Courtland D. Slow v. United States ( S. Doc. No. 634) ; 
Adelaide B. Slaughter, widow of William B. Slaughter, v. 

United States (S. Doc. No. 633) ; 
Cornelia Skofstad, widow of Albert Skofstad, deceased, v. 

United States (S. Doc. No. 632); · 
Frances Stackpole, widow of Thomas Stackpole, deceased, v. 

United States ( S. Doc. No. 631) ; 
Joseph Stanton v. United States (S. Doc. No. 629); 
Harriet E. Stevens, widow of George C. Stevens, deceased, v. 

United States (S. Doc. No. 630); 
Lucinda E. Lancaster, widow of James Lancaster, deceased, v. 

United States (S. Doc. No. 628) ; 
David Murphy v. United States ( S. Doc. No. 627) ; 
William H. :Jmckle v. United States ( S. Doc. No. 626) ; 
Louise S. Palmer, widow of Gustavus l\I. Palmer, deceased, v. 

United States ( S. Doc. No. 625) ; 
Elizabeth .M. Rush, widow of David Rush, deceased, v. United 

States (S. Doc. No. 624); and 
Helen E. Sturtevant, widow of Josiah H. Stmtevant, deceased, 

v. United States (S. Doc. No. 623). 
The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 

referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill 
.(H. R. 20840) to provide for deficiencies in the fund for police 
and firemen's pensions and relief in the District of Columbia, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message al o announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following emolled bills, and they were there
upon signed by the Vice President: 

S. 4623. An act granting pensions .and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

S. 5045. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

S. 5194. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and 
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, 
and certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors; and 

S. 5670 . . An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

PETITIONS Al\TJ) MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the congre
gation of the Webb Presbyterian Church, of 1\Iiddletown, N. Y., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
to i1rohibit the manufacture, sale, and importation of intoxi
cating liquors, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Oshkosh, 
,Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Owen 
medical bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Pequawket GTange, 
Patrons of Hu bandry, of North Conway, N. H., praying for the 
establishment of a parcel-post system, and remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to permit the coloring of 
oleomargarine in imitation of butter, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Woman's 
National Press Association, favoring the enactment of legisla
tion to provide additional triangular parks between Franklin 
Square and Longfellow Street on Fourteenth Street in the 
District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the \Voma.n,'s Na
tional Press Association, favoring the enactment of legislation 
to pension members of the police and fire departments in the 
District, which were referred to the Committee on Appro
priations. 

Mr. BROWN. I present a memorial signed by citizens of 
my State, remonstrating against the so-called Owen medical 
bill. I ask that the memorial lie on the table and that it, 
including the first signature thereto, be printed in the RECORD, 
without reading. 

There being no objection, tlie memorial was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed in the RECORD, including the flrAt 
signature, as follows: 

We, the undersigned citizens of Nebraska, practitioners and believers 
in various systems of healing, including allopathic, homeopathic, osteo
pathic, chiropractic, Christian Science, etc., wish to enter our pro
test against the passage of Senate File No. 1, known as the Owen bill, 
providing for a national bureau of health. 

We consider that the older school of healing has shown by its record 
of attempted legislation for more than 20 years a desire to secure more 
power for its own special benefit, without advancing any reasons to 
show that the general public would benefit thereby ; they favor the 
Owen bill because it is in line with the legislation they have tried to 
secure. 

We are opposed to the use of the Government authority, funds, and 
other facilities in the interest of any particular school of healing, be
lieving that any system which has merit can establish the same with
out the aid of Government authority. We claim the right to exercise 
our individual opinions in the selection of practitioners or systems of 
healing for our own use. 

'Te believe that a national bureau of health means class legislation 
and is designed to deny to individuals the rights and liberties for 
which the citizens of these United States have contended from the be
ginning. Free _government is measured by the liberty enjoyed by indi
viduals, so long as these liberties do not encroach upon the rights of 
others, and any measures, which might ever be enlarged upon or so 
construed that they would interfere with medical fI·eedom strike at 
the very roots of free government. 

We ask that you represent the rights of all Nebraska citizens and 
that you work against this and any similar measmes. 

Dr. A. S. DowLER, D. 0., 
David Oity, Nebr. 

1\Ir. LODGE. I present resolutions adopted by the Massa
chusetts Legislature, asking Federal protection ta migratory 

game birds. I ask that the resolutions lie on the table and be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

THE COMMO~WEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1912. 
Resolutions relative to Federal protection of migratory game birds. 

Whereas there has been introduced in the Congress of the United States 
a bill designated as H. R. No. 36, to afford Federal protection to · 
migratory game birds; and 

Whereas the Legislature of the State of New York has adopted reso
lutions favoring such protection and requesting the legislatures of 
other States of the United States to join in a request for such Fed
eral protection: 1:'1'ow, therefore, 
Resolved, That the Genera.I Court of fassachusetts hereby requests 

Congress to enact a law giving ample protection to migratory game 
birds. 

R esolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent by the secretary 
of the Commonwealth to the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from this Commonwealth. 

In senate, adopted April 16, 1912. 
In house of representatives, adopted in concurrence April 23, 1912. 
A true copy-. 
Attest: ALBERT P. LA~GTRY, 

Secretar-y of the Oornmon icealth . . 

Mr. LODGE. I present a brief protest from business men in 
New England, remonstrating against the adoption of the Cov
ington amendment to the Panama Canal bill. I ask that the 
substance of the protest be printed in the RECORD and referred 
to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

There being no objection, the protest was ref erred to the Com
mittee on Interoceanic Canals and ordered to be printed in the 
REcoRD, as follows: 

We, the undersigned, being actively interested in business in New 
England which involves the transportation of merchandise to and from 
southern points to New England, understand that the Covington amend
ment, so called, to the bill now before Congress regulating the passage 
of vessels through the Panama Canal provides that "it shall be unlaw
ful for any railroad company or other common catrier subject to the 
act to regulate commerce to own, lease, operate, control, or have any 
interest whatsoever, directly or indirectly, in any common carrier by 
water with which said railroad does or may compete for traffic." 

We believe in the regulation of common carriers by the Gover?ment 
and in the authority granted to the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
We do not, however, believe in such restriction or limitation of invest
ment in or the development of steamship lines or coastwise trade gen
erally as this amendme.nt provides. 

We deem it especially lIIlportant for the ~eat industries of Kew 
England that under their proper restrictions railroads should be allowed 
to develop and maintain transportation by water. This is of the utmost 
importance in the transportation of the freight to and from New 
England points and the South. We believe that with the opening of 
the Panama Canal it is of greatest importance that there shall be 
adequate transportation facil1ties by water between New England and 
the Gulf cities. 

Therefore we protest against the adoption of the Covington amend
ment to the Panama Canal bill as unnecessarily impeding the develop
ment of transportation by water and as thus retardln~ the development 
of New England's commerce with southern and Pacific ports, and we 
urge New England Congressmen to do everything in their power to 
defeat the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented memorials of sundry citi
zens of Dover, Foxcroft, Waterville, Oakland, Fairfield, Gardi
ner, and Winslow, all in the State of l\faine, remonstrating 
against the establishment of a department of public health, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

l\Ir. ASHURST presented a resolution adopted by members of 
the United States grand jury, empaneled at the April, 1912, term 
of the United States District Court for the District of Arizona, 
favoring the enactment of legislation to denollil.ce as a crime the 
actions of every Indian who in any manner uses or acquires 
for himself or others any intoxicating liquor, or who in any 
manner induces any other person to secure intoxicating liquor 
for himself or any other person, which was referred to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

l\fr. SW ANSON presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Lynchburg, Alexandria, Fairfax, Richmond, and Norfolk, all in 
the State of Virginia, remonstrating against the establishment 
of a department of public health, which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Virginia, 
remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post system 
beyond its present limitations, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of ·sundry citizens of Roanoke, 
Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
method of directing the work of Government employees, which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

l\Ir. SHIVELY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Gary, Ind., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

1\Ir. CLAPP presented resolutions adopted by members of the 
Ci-vil Engineers' Society of St. Paul, :Minn., favoring the estab
lishment of a coUTt of appeals in patent cases, etc., which were 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 
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Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I present a resolution adopted by 
the Yuma County Water Users' Association in Arizona, which I 
ask may be referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla
mation of Arid Lands to accompany the bill (S. 6621) to amend 
section 3 of th~ act of February 21, 1912, relating to the dispo
sition of surplus irrigating waters. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama
tion of Arid Lands to accompany the bill. 

LOSS OF THE STEAMER " TITANIC." 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I have here a very clear, con
siderate, and apparently unbiased statement of the circum
stances and incidents of the sinking of the ship Titanic, by 
Mrs. W. l\I. Clark, of Los Angeles, Cal., one of the survivors, 
and whose husband went down with the ship. 

This matter is under investigation by a Senate committee. 
PersonalJy · I deplore the fact that the investigation was en
tered upon at all. This was a British ship, manned by British 
subjects. The inv~stigation, at least in the first instance, 
should have been undertaken by the British Government. 

The inn~stigation, it seems to me, has gone to unreasonable 
and unwarranted lengths in undertaking to ascertain the par
ticular details and incidents of that unfortunate disaster which 
we might very well have been spared. The things the Senate 
ought to know, if it is to be informed by an investigation of 
that kind, might have been ascertained in a very few hours, 
without going into all the e unnecessary and soul-harrowing 
details. I desire to ha\e the statement referred to the Com
mittee on Commerce. It was prepared in the quiet of the home 
by one of the unfortunate people who was there upon the ship. 
It is so fair and apparently just in giving the details, that I 
ask that it may be printed in the RECORD without reading. 

There being no objection, the statement was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows : 

[From the Tribune; Los Angeles, Cal., Thursday, Apr. 25, 1912.] 
MRS. W. M. CLARK HOl\IE-TELLS OF "TITANIC " -WIDOW OF SEA-WRECK 

\ICTDI PRAISES l\IEX AND WOJUEX FOR BRAVERY, SETTING EXAMPLE 
•ro MAKE WHOLE WORLD BETTER. 

(By Mrs. Walter Miller Clark.) 
Mrs. Walter M. Clark, widow of the only son of J. Ross Clark, who 

was lost in the wreck of the Titanic, arrived in the city on the Los 
Angeles Limited yesterday afternoon in as good physical and mental 
condition as could be expected after passing tbrou"'h the ordeal that 
was her lot from the time the ill-fated ship struck the iceberg until 
Mrs. Clark was picked up by the steamer Oarpathia. Mrs. Clark gave 
the press the following statement: 

" My husband and I boarded the Titanic at Southampton, somewhat 
delayed in starting from that place owing to an accident that bad de
layed the Titanic at Liverpool in colliding with another vessel. All the 
way over we bad most beautiful and calm weather; in fact, up to the 
time of the accident the sea bad been like glass. We bad seen no lee 
anywhere. nor were we aware of the presence cf ice floes until the after
noon of the calamity. 

NO SHOCK FROM IllPACT. 

"I bad retired to my stateroom about 11.30 Sunday, when the 
Titanic struck the iceberg. There was no shock from the impact that 
in any way startled me. Ilowever, I knew something bad occurred 
out of the ordinary and looked out of my stateroom porthole, and it 
seemed to me that we were passing another ship, but this may have 
been ice in the near vicinity. It aroused my curiosity enough, however, 
to prompt me to dress and go out on the promenade deck, where the 
smoking room is located, and where I knew my husband was with 
friends. There was absolutely no excitement at that time. 

" My husband, seeing me at the door of the smoking room, came out 
to me apparently unconcerned, and said that they bad also felt a slight 
shock but had paid no attention to it, being assured by the officers of 
the boat that all was well, that some ice bad been struck, bot that we 
were on the way again, and everything apparently had been done in the 
way of closing the water-tight compartments, and everybody was as
sured that there was no danger of any kind. 

NO PA.i.~IC OX BOARD. 
" I remained on deck some 15 or 20 minutes, conversing with 

other people, and my husband returned to the smoking room. From 
this it can be seen that there was no panic on board at that time. 
Some few minutes later I returned to my stateroom, and on the way 
down I met a man coming up with a life preserver around him. I 
nsked him the reason, and if he were alarmed, and he replied that all 
the passengers had been ordered to the top deck with life preservers. 
I then returned to the smoking room and told my husband that we had 
been ordered abo>e with life preservers, and we returned to our state
room. He took off his evening dress and put on an ordinary suit and 
heavy underwear, and I did. likewise. We took with us our heavy 
overcoats and I my furs-also two life preservers-with other valuables 
we could pick up. My husband also saw that I was provided with 
money in case we should become .separated. 

rERFECT DISCIPLINE. 

"We then went to the main deck, where, as yet, no attempt had been 
made to man the boats, and discipline seemed ·perfect among the crew, 
nnd no condition of panic prevailed among the passengers. We con
versed in groups on the deck. I remember I was with Mr. and Mrs. 
Straus, Mr. and .Mrs. Astor, my husband, and some others, when an 
officer approached and said that while they felt no alarm for the safety 
of the ship, it was thought best, owing to the fact that the Oarpathia 
bad been communicated with and was beading toward us1 that the 
women and children be put aboard the lifeboats, with sufficient of the 
crew to man same, prepared to leave the ship. This was perhaps an 
hour after we struck the iceberg. Even then there was no rush for the 

lifeboats. I saw two or three boats lowered, which were filled with as 
many men as women. The rest of us, however, remained on deck, as
sisting in loading these boats with children and women of both second
class and steerage paesen~~rs. 

ALL WO:\IEN ORDERED IN BOATS. 

"A little while later the officer again approached us and said it was 
imperative that all the women leave the ship, that the men could not 
leave until the women had been provided for, and that it was extremely 
urgent that we immediately take to the lifeboats in order that the men 
could be taken care of as soon as we were out of the way. I was 
placed in a lifeboat along with Mrs. Astor and Mrs. Hayes and about 
40 others, among them being the ship's quartermaster and a sailor 
named McCarthy, who conducted themselves most commendably. I 
must particularly praise the brave and unselfish actions of the latter 
after leaving the Titanic. 

"At the time of our leaving in the lifeboats the men of our party even 
then seemed unconcerned and failed to realize the danger that the 
steamer was in. Mrs. Straus absolutely refused to leave her husband. 
Mr. Astor, just before our boat was lowered, asked permission to ac
company bis wife, but was refused. He made no protest whatever and 
retired, joining my husband, and the two of them, together with faj. 
Butt and others, rendered assistance in filling the lifeboats with pas
sengers. 

CLARK FEELS SAFE. 

" My husband seemed cool and collected all the time and told me 
that be would not leave the ship until all the women and children had 
been· cared for. I know from the way be bade me good-by that he felt 
no apprehension and fully expected to join me later. There was room 
for 15 others in our boat, and these men could have been taken as well 
as not. The night was clear, although no moon was shining. The 
stars threw much light, which made the ocean quite plain. There was 
no ice to be seen anywhere. Each lifeboat was equipped with lanterns, 
so by them we were able to see one another, and orders were given to 
~eep together as much as possible. We had plenty of provisions in the 
way of crackers and bread in the lifeboats. 

"As we rowed away from the ship, which was now listing pretty 
badly on the port side, it occurred to some of us that we should return 
to the steamer, as we had room aboard for 15 more, at which proposal 
many of the women became hysterical and endeavored to dissuade us 
from doing so, even going so far as to impede the rowers in their efforts 
to carry out the plan of the more deliberate and cool. There was a 
great deal of commotion in our boat then. 

PRAISE FOR !\IRS. ASTOR. 

"I can not say too much for the bravery cf Mrs. Astor in this con
nection. She, among others, insisted that the boat be returned to the 
steamer. All this time the lights on board the steamer were &learning 
brilliantly, and we could see her looming up silhouetted agamst the 
darkness. She was sinking, however, very fast, and as we approached 
her the Titanic sank, followed by two almost simultaneous explosions. 
There was little or no suction felt as the steamer went down, owing, 
perhaps, to the fact that she sank prow foremost. 

"We rowed about the scene of the disaster all night and picked up 
eight men out of the water, two of whom subsequently died of ex
posure and one lost bis mind. We had nothing in the way of stimu
lants with which to revive these men, but worked over them almost all 
night, the women taking off their coats and furs to provide warmth for 
them. 

"I am sure that we saw three or four fishing smacks in the vicinity. 
We knew that they were not other lifeboats for the reason that lights 
could be seen high above, as if on masts, and the Oarpathia bad not at 
that time appeared in sight. 

LIFEBOATS PICKED UP. 

"Some of the lifeboats were picked up . by the Carpathia at 4.30 in 
the morning following, but It was not until about 8.30 that we were 
rescued. 

" When the Titanic went down and the lights from it had disap. 
pea red we could bear all about us the most heart-rending moans and 
cries for help of those who bad gone down with the ship and came 
up again to perish within our bearing in the darkness. 

" I can not say too much for the noble as istance we received from 
the crew and passeng"ers aboard the Cat·pathia. Everything possible 
was done for our comfort and the care of those who had suffered from 
exposure. The Oarpathia crnised about the scene of the wreck for about 
eight hours, but found no bodies or other evidences of the disaster. 
The Califot'liia came in sight and lajd alongside us, and on our depar
ture, by signals, promised to remain for 48 hours near the scene of the 
wreck. . 

"I wish to say that so far as I could see the discipline maintained 
on the Titanic after the accident was of the very best, and I saw no 
tJrutal conduct or drunkenness. The world can not help but be bettered 
by the example of these brave men, who gave their lives that others 
might live." 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GUGGENHEI I, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bi11 ( S. 6551) to amend section 3 of 
an act entitled "An act to provide for an enlarged homestead," 
reported it with an amendment. 

1\fr. BRISTOW, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 5507) for the relief of A. W. Cleland, jr., 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
685) thereon. _ 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 3452) for the relief of Drenzy A. Jones 
and John G. Hopper, joint contractors for surveyin<r Yosemite 
Park boundary, and for damages for illegal arre t while making 
said survey, reported it with amendments and submitted a re
port (No. 686) thereon. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill ( S. 4791) authorizing the patent
ing of certain lands to rural Wo-h school district No. 1, of Nez 
Perce County, Idaho, reported it with an amendment and sub
mitted a report (No. 687) thereon. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill ( S. 2371) to amend section 3224 of the 

·. 
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United States Compiled Statutes so as to prevent the restrain
ing of the assessment or collection of any tax-State, county, 
municipal, district, or Federal-reported it with an amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 688) thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were ·introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CHILTON: 
A bill (S. 6630) to correct the military record of William 

Dunsford, alias William King; to the Committee on l\filitary 
Aff::W.·s. 

A bill ( S. 6631) granting an increase of pension to Oscar C. 
Black; and 

A bill (S. 6632) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Campbell; to the Committee .on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON (for Mr. MARTIN of Virginia): 
A bill ( S. 6633) to correct the military record of Charles 

Anderson (with accompanying paper); to the, Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 
A bill (S. 6634) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Mays (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 
A bill (S. 6635) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

J. Grable; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WORKS: 
A bill (S. 6636) to authorize the President of the United 

States to appoint Robert H. Peck a captain in the Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BORAH: 
A bill ( S. 6637) granting a pension to Reinhard Anscheutz 

(with accompanying paper); 
A bill ( S. 6638) granting an increase of pension to George H. 

Batchelder (with accompanying paper) ; 
A bill ( S. 6639) granting an increase of pension to John P. 

Glenn (with accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 6640) granting a pension to Robert Hamilton (with 

accompanying paper) ; 
A bill ( S. 6641) granting a pension to Robert Riley Lorton 

(with accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 6642) granting an increase of pension to William A. 

Stewart (with accompanying paper) ; 
A bill ( S. 6643) granting an increase of pension to William 

Turnbeaugh (with accompanying paper) ; and 
A bill ( S. 6644) granting a pension to A. J. Henderson; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BRADLEY: 
A bill ( S. 6645) granting an increase of pension to William 

Dawson (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO RIVER A.1""\D HARBOR BILL ( H. R. 21477). 

Mr. ROOT submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriatio_n for improving harbor at Ogdensburg, N. Y., 
from $20,000 to $87,970, intended to be proposed by him to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment relative to the survey of 
the Great Chazy River and the Little Salmon River, State of 
New York, intended to be proposed by him to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed and. 
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Com
merce. 

CREEK ALLOTMENTS. 

Mr. OWEN submitted an amendment proposing to carry into 
effect the agreement between the United States and the Mus
kogee (Creek) Nation of Indians ratified by act of Congress 
approved March 1, 1901, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the Indian· appropriation bill (H. R. 20728), which was re
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and order.ed to be 
printed. 

INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER CO, 

l\Ir. LEA submitted the following 'resolution (S. Res. 300), 
which was read: 

Resolved by the SenateJ.. That the response of the Attorney Genera! 
to the resolution of the ;:senate of 1\Iarch 16, 1912, calling for corre
spondence and information relative to the International Harvester Co 
be returned by the Secretary of the Senate to that officer, for the reason 
that it is not a proper response to the resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. LEA. I ask that the resolution may-- be printed and 
lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
lie on the table. 

Mr. LEA submitted the following resolution ( S. Res. 301), 
which was read : . 
Whereas the proposed settlement between the United States and the · 

International Harvester Co., by which the so-called Harvester Trust 
was to have . been permitted to reorganize and to bring its organiza 
tion and business within the Sherman antitrust law as construed by 
the Supreme Court, has been abandoned and suit has been instituted 
by the United States to dissolve the International Harvester Co. ; and 

Whereas the facts developed in the attempted settlement between this 
company and the United States, and the differences that resulted in a 
failure to agree upon the terms of dissolution of the so-called Har
vester Trust, will be of interest and importance in considering pro
posed amendments to the Sherman antitrust law: 'J'herefor.e be it 
Resolved, That the Attorney General be, and he is hereby, instructed 

to lay before the Senate all correspondence and information be may have . 
upon this subject, together· with any and all correspondence, informa
tion, and reports of the Bureau of Corporations relating thereto, from 
January 1, 1904, to the present time. 

l\1r. LEA. I ask that the resolution may be printed and lie 
on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDE~T. The resolution will be printed and 
lie on ·the table. 

.HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 20840. An act to provide for deficiencies in the fund for 
police and firemen's pensions and relief in the District of Colum
bia was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. · 

CALLING OF THE ROLL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
Mr. SHIVELY. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-

swered to their names : 
Ashurst Dillingham Myers 
Bacon du Pont Nelson 
Borah Fall New lands 
Bourne Fletcher Nixon 
Brandegee Foster O'Gorman 
Bristow Gallinger Oliver 
Brown Gronna Overman 
Burnham Guggenheim Page 
Burton Heyburn Paynter 
Catron Hitchcock Percy 
Chamberlain Johnson, Me. Perkins 
Chilton Johnston, Ala. Poindexter 
Clark, Wyo. Jones Pomerene 
Clarke, Ark. Lea Rayner 
Crawford Lippitt Reed 
Cullom Lodge Richardson 
Cummins McLean Root 
Davis Martine, N. J. Sanders 

Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, S. C. 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Townsend 
Warren 
Watson 
Wetmore 
Williams 
Works 

Mr. SHIVELY. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 
KERN] is unavoidably absent from the city. 

l\Ir. TOWNSEND. I wish to state that the senior Senator 
from l\fichigan [Mr. SMITH] is una-rnidably absent on the busi
ness of the Senate. 

l\Ir. FLETCHER. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 
BRYAN] is unavoidably absent from the city. 

l\fr. SW ANSON. I will state that my colleague [Mr. l\IA.R
TIN] is detained from the Senate on account of illness in his 
family. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

LAND AT fAGD.ALENA BAY (s. DOC. NO. 640). 

A message, in writing, was received from the President of the 
United States by his executive clerk, l\Ir. Latta. 

Mr. LODGE. l\Ir. President, I ask that the message may be 
laid before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, whicl:i will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
To the Senate: 

In response to the Senate's resolution of April 2, 1912, re
questing the President, "if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to transmit to the Senate any information in posses
sion of the Government relating to the purchase of land at 
Magdalena Bay by the Japanese Government or by a Japanese 
company,'~ I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of 
State on the subject. 

THE WHITE HousE, April 30, 1912. 
( Inclosure: Report as above.) 

WM. H. TAFT. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask that the report of the 
Secretary of State may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
The President: 

The undersigned, Secretary of State, bas the honor to rep<>rt as fol
lows in regard to the resolution adopted by the Senate on April 2, 1912, 
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requesting the President, "if not incompatible with tbe public interest, 
to transmit to the Senate any information in the possession of the Gov
ernment relating to the purchase of land nt Magdalena Bay by the 
Japanese Government or by a Japanese company." 

The first request of the resolution is for information relating to the 
purchase of land at Magdalena Bay by the Japanese Government and 
present itself in two aspects, the first being the acquisition of land 
directly by tlie Japane e Government, and the second being the potential 
acquisition of land by the Japanese Government through its preliminary 
acquisition by a Japanese company. The Department of State has no 
evidence whatever adequate to show any acquisition of land or any in
tention or desire to acquire land, whether directly or indirectly, in 
Mexico by or on the part of the Imperial Japanese Government. Not 
only is this true, but, doubtless in deprecation of singularly insistent 
rumors to the opposite effect, both the Imperial Japanese Government 
and the Government of Mexico some time ago' made public official decla
rations to the effect that there was no basis to the rumors in question. 

The second request of the resolution is for information relating to the 
purchase of land by a Japanese company. Rumors regarding this ap
pear to have ari en from efforts made by an American syndicate to dis
pose of certain lands which they claimed actually or potentially to own 
or control in the vicinity of Magdalena Bay. This American syndicate, 
according to the department's information. entered upon negotiations 
for the sale of the lands to a Japanese syndicate. The attorney for the 
American syndicate, in person and by letter, sought a statement as to 
the attitude the department would take toward such n. transaction. In 
connection with these inquiries there was evidence that the American 
syndicate felt or knew that Japanese capitalists would not care to con
summate the purchase of the lands without the af prov al of the Japanese 
Government, and that in view of the location o the lands in question, 
the well-known American policy to which these reports had been re
lated in some quarters, and indeed its usual friendly' consideration for 
the United States, the Imperial Japanese Government would not give 
such approval unless assured that the transaction would be unobjection
able to the Government of the United States. 

This department replied to the attorney that it was difficult cate
gorically to answer , the inquiries made, but that the fact (very likely 
fully realized by him) ought not to be disguised that such a transfer 
would be quite certain to be interpreted in some quarters in a . manner 
to cause a great outcry, and that such a result would be so obviously 
a cause of regret to the Government of the nited States that it would 
appear unnecessary further to comment ·upon the disposition of the 
Federal Government in the premises. 

Subsequently the American interests concerned set about making 
arrangements for cooperation with Japanese investors in the formation 
of a company for the working of the lands in accordance with some plan 
which they hoped the Government of the UnitM States might be willing 
to pronounce unobjectionable. The same attorney of the Americans 
interested later roughly outlined to the department the idea. of a scheme 
by which the Japanese investors should bold a 35 per cent interest in 
the company with an option for a further 15 per cent interest, the Amer
ican syndicate to retain control of the property, with a majority of the 
board of directors and the president and manager of the company to be 
Americans. 

A statement of the attitude of the department with respect to this 
general scheme was then sought by the attorney of the American in
terests. To his inquiry the department replied in January last that the 
intimation of changes in the project neither persuaded the department 
to add anything to its former statement nor made it feel called upon to 
say .whether or not it miP"ht at any time see reason to disfavor such a 
project. It was added that these Trere the sole remarks the department 
had to make with only such general and insufficient information be
fore it. 

Since this reply the files of the Department of State do not disclose 
- any further communication with the Americans interested in the lands 

or their attorney either in regard to the proposed sale of the lands to a 
Japanese syndicate or in respect to the mooted arrangement for Jap!lll
ese participation in an American company. 

Thus both correspondence and oral communication have assured on 
the part of the Americans concerned a full realization of the interest of 
this Government in the character of any such transactions as those dis
cussed, and in the absence of any new information the department can 
not assume that there is on foot any project calling for action on the 
part of the Government of the United States. 

Adverting once more to the text of the resolution, the undersigned 
bas the honor to say, by way of recapitulation, that there is nothing on 
file in the Department of State that has justified any inference that the 
Mexican Government or the Imperial Japanese Government has been 
occupied with anv disposition of land near Magdalena Bay by which the 
latter Government would acquire land there for any purpose. 

In these circumstances the Department of State felt no necessity for 
further steps in the matter of any of these rumors, which are of a kind 
that all too frequently occur to the detriment of public opinion in the 
respective countries and are so alien to the cordial relations of the 
Goverhments concerned. 

However bi excellency, the Japanese amba sador, informed the de
partment that he had apprised his Government of the rumors in ques
tion which had become well known through the public press ; and 
subsequently his excellency made, with his Government's authorization 
:rnd merely for the information of the Department of State, an unre
served and categorical denial of the rumored purchase of land at Magda· 
Iena Ba:v by the Imperial Japanese Government or by a Japanese com
pany characterizing the report as entirely sensational and utterly 
without any foundation whatever, the Japanese Government having 
never directly or indirectly attempted or contemplated the acquisition 
of any land at Magdalena Bay for any purpose. 

Respectfully submitted. 

DEPARTME:-<T OF STATE, 
Washington, AtJrH '!'!, 1912. 

P. C. KNOX. 

:Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, before this message takes the 
uRual course, I desire the indulgence of the Senate for a few 
moments that I m:;i.y say a word in regard to this matter, be· 
cause the message is in reply to a resolution which I introduced. 

I did not introduce that resolution unadvisedly or with any 
ulterior motive. It Eecmed to me, from the information I had 
received, that there was a situation in ~xistence in regard to 
the land a.bout Magdalena Bay which might become a cause 
of difficulties and misunderstandings, unless some steps were 

taken to make the position of the United Sta.tes very clear in . 
regard to it. The report of the Secretary of State is -very . 
clear and satisfactory upon this subject. It is evident, of 
course, that the Japanese Government, as such, bas never at
tempted any pmchase there, and I never supposed that it hacl, 
although as a matter of form my re olution covered that i1oint. 
It will be observed, however, in the statement of the Secretary 
of State that attempts have been made to sell the land in the 
neighborhood of Magdalena Bay to a company in which Jap
anese subjects were to hold a large if not a controlling in
terest. I should like very briefly to add a little in that direc
tion to the statement made by the Secretary of State. 

I do not question in the least the entire correctness of the 
attitude of the Japanese Go-vernment or that the Department of · 
State has taken every proper means to make our attitude clear. 
But I think it is just as well that the Senate should know 
exactly what has happened in connection with Magdalena Bay, 
so far as I ·have been able to disco-rnr. 

Some years ago the Mexican Government made n large con
ces ion of land; some 4,000,000 acres, running along the coast 
of Lower California, lying between the mountains and the sea, 
and including .Magdalena Bay, to an American namecl Floris 
Hayes. He transferred his concession to another American 
named Edwards, and be, in turn, transferred the concession to 
a man named Lakin. 

Under .Mr. Lakin's auspices a company was chartered under 
the laws of the State of l\Iaine, called the Chartered Co. of 
Lower California. The company did not prosper. In its efforts 
to sustain itself it borrowed $200,000 from the J. E. Henry 
Co.-or from .Mr. J. E. Henry himself, who, I believe has since 
died-which is a very large lumber firm in New Hampshire. 
The Chartered Co. became bankrupt and its property passed 
into the hands of the creditors, the holders of the Henry 
loan. A holding company was formed called the Magdalena 
Bay Co., which took all the stock and bonds of the Chartered 
Co. and issued certificates. Those certificates are in the 
hands of the J. E . Henry Co., a.nd, therefore, the actual C'On
trol of that property is with them. They very naturally have 
been making efforts to dispose of the uroperty in order to reim
burse themsel-ves for their debt. Various promoters have been 
trying to sell the property-on commission, presumably-and 
ha-ve been endeavoring to form yndicates for its purchase. 

In the report of the Secretary of State, just read, which the 
President has transmitted, it is stated that the department was 
consulted about one of these propositions, which was to sell 
the property about l\Iagdalena. Bay to a company which should 
consist of Americans and Japanese, the Japanese holding 35 
per cent of the stock, with an option to take 15 per cent more. 
Those negotiations have not been consummated, although there 
is a sale at present under consideration, I believe, to a company 
said to be exclusively American. There is, however, no doubt 
that efforts have been made to sell that property to a syndicate 
in which there was a large Japanese interest. 

Now, :Ur. President, what I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to particularly is this : Magdalena. Bay lies near the end of 
Lower California. It has at the present moment no commercial 
value. There is an industry there, and has been for some years, 
in the gathering of sea moss called "orchil," which is used for 
dyeing purposes. It has been a prosperous industry at times, 
but never a very large one. There have been reports of oil 
being found in that neighborhood and also reports 'of minerals, 
but there are neither mines nor wells, and there certainly is 
no commerce there. The land in its present condition is yery 
largely desert, and I think while possibly in the future it may 
be developed industrially and commercially, at the present 
moment there is uo commercial or industrial development of 
any importance. There are, of course, no railroad connections 
of any sort. 

The peninsula of Lower Ca.Jifornia, although it belongs to 
:Mexico, is a part of our coast, a continuance of the coast of 
California, separated from Mexico, as everyone is aware, by the 
Gulf of California. It connects with Mexico at the upper end 
by a narrow strip through which· pass the mouths of the Colo
rado, which are of very great interest to us. Tllis upper part 
of Lower California has been used as a seat of insurrection 
and as a refuge for outlaws and bandits from :Mexico during 
the recent troubles in that country. 

There is, as I have said, no railroad connection on the penin
sula, and Magdalena Bay can have no value whatever at the 
present time except a military and strategic ya.Jue. Its mili
tary and strategic value, howe\'er, is very great indeed. It lies 
there, a fine bay, at a point on the coast nearly midway between· 
San Francisco and Pana.ma-I am not sure of the distances, 
but it is approximately midway. Nobody would think of buy-
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ing that property at Magdalena Bay at the present time and 
of paying a large sum for it except for its military value as a 
coaling station and narnl base. 

There is no doubt, l\Ir. President, as the Secretary of State 
said in llis report, that efforts have been made by subjects 
of Japan-it has been stated, I do not know on how · good 
authority, that some of them were directors and large stock
holders in the Oriental Steamship Co.-to get possession of the 
title to the land about Magdalena Bay. The situation happily 
has not yet arisen. I do not wish it to arise. It is the part 
of wise policy and wise diplomacy to anticipate any situation 
which may girn rise to difficulty or misunderstanding with any 
friendly nation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
.Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
.Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to inquire of the Senator 

precisely what the J. E. Remy Co. had in view when they 
made that loan of $200,000? Was it a lumber proposition that 
did not materialize? 

Mr. LODGE. No, Mr. President. I understand-I was so 
informed by their counsel-that Mr. Henry became interested 
in the project as it was laid before him and thought that this 
great tract of land lying along the coast ·would be of large va1ue, 
and he advanced money in the regular course of business to 
the promoters of the ·chartel'ed company in the hope that it 
would enable them to develop the property. It was a perfectly 
legitimate and proper transaction in every re£pect. · 

.Mr. GALLINGER. I made the inquiry for the reason that 
Mr. Remy, who has recently died, was a very wise business 
man, and his operations in New Hampshire have been wholly con
fined to the lumber industry, in which he made a great fortune. 

l\Ir. LODGE. I am aware of that fact. He made a fortune, 
and, as I have stated, that is the only reason, as I understand, 
why he became interested. He thought the property would be 
of value. 

Mr. President, as I was saying, the situation now is harmless 
and we wish it to remain so. We do not wish a situation cre
ated there from which it would be in the least troublesome or 
disagreeable for a friendly nation to withdraw. It is better 
to have the matter in such a position that no situation can arise 
which will in the least involrn us in discussion or differences 
with a friendly nation. But, Mr. Pre'sident, the situation is 
now, ~s I believe, for the present at least, a perfectly safe one 
and anything we may do will carry no reflection upon any for
eign country. It seems to me, therefore, that the moment is 
very opportune for the Senate to make a declaration in regard 
to t.1J.e statement in Mr. Monroe's message that the American 
continents are not to be considered as further subjects for 
future colonization, in order to make it clear that that state
ment is not confined to go-vernment action merely or to coloniza
tion under government auspices, but that by the word" coloniza
tion " we also cover action by companies or corporations or by 
citizens or subjects of a foreign State which might do, at a 
place, for instance, like Magdalena Bay, precisely what the 
Monroe doctrine was intended to prevent. 

The fact that a colony is contemplated at Magdalena Bay 
composed of citizens or subjects of a foreign Go1ernment, who 
would hold a point of great military value and might establish 
a coaling station, is just as much to be guarded against by the 
United States as if it were done directly by a foreign Govern
ment. The thin veil of a corporation does not alter the char
acter of the act. 

Mr. President, it is clear from the Secretary's report that 
some of our Japanese friends have been trying to get posses
sion of this land through a syndicate formed by them. They 
ha1e a fishing concession along that coast now. So haYe we. 
So has Great Britain. They have been taking great interest 

- in their fishing conces~ion. They have been sur-reying the 
coast. "Information has come about their purchase and use 
of maps. I impute no ulterior motives at all. But the curing 
of fish and the repair of nets require no possession of great 
areas of land or of a great harbor. 

It seems to me this is a suitable time for the Senate to con
sider this grave question in connection with the doctrine laid 
down ,by President Monroe. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. RAYNER. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIM

MONS] said to me he would wait until I could submit a few 
remarks on this measure. 

XL VIII---:-356 

Mr. LODGE. I had very nearly concluded. 
Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator from Maryland will permit 

me for a moment, I will state that I now prefer to wait until 
the morning hour is over, when, at 2 o'clock, the unfinished 
business will be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. RAYNER. I wish to say merely a word to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

This is· a very important message from the President in re
sponse to the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
I have just hurriedly looked over it. I have not had an op
portunity to examine it. When the Senator from Massachusetts 
shall have finished I may possibly submit a few remarks on the 
subject. 

I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a question. 
Suppose the owners of this Magdalena Bay enterprise should sell 
to Japanese subjects-either individuals or corporations-with
out the sanction of the Government of Japan. Suppose they 
should transfer their rights on Magdalena Bay to a Japanese 
subject, just as they would transfer it to a British subject or 
a French citizen. Would the Senator from Massachusetts claim 
that this violated the Monroe doctrine? 

Mr. LODGE. It certainly does not violate any principle of 
international law. I quite agree to that. 

Mr. RAYNER. The Monroe doctrine. 
l\lr. LODGE. I think it depends altogether on what is done. 

The l\fomoe doctrine is not international law. 
Mr. RAY1\TER. I understand that, of course. 
Mr. LODGE. Of course the Senator understands that. 
Mr. RAYNER I am putting this simple question to the Sen

ator from Massachusetts; put it upon any doctrine you want: 
If the American interests who own this enterprise should sell 
their interest to subjects of Japan, without the sanction of the 
Japanese Government, would the American Government have 
the right to interfere? 

l\Ir. LODGE. The Monroe doctrine is a policy adopted by 
this country, after careful consideration, for its own protection 
and defense. The right of a citizen of another country or of a 
corporation of another country to buy land on the coast of Lower 
California or upon our coast or elsewhere is a legal question, but 
the question here is whether such action interferes with the 
principles of the Monroe doctrine. We do not base the Monroe 
doctrine on international law. We have the right, for our own 
self-preservation, in my judgm211t, to protect that doctrine at 
all points and to take such steps as may be nece sary to do it. 

l\fr. HEYBURN. If the Senator from Massachusetts will per
mit me to go further, we have statutes that make it a criminal 
offense for any American citizen or person subject to our laws 
to enter into any such negotiations, waiving the Monroe doctrine. 

Mr. LODGE. That would be a negotiation with a foreign 
Government? 

l\lr. HEYBURN. With anyone, to be turned over to a for
eign Government having in view its use in future military 
operations. · 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like the Senator from Idaho to point 
out any statute we have which would prohibit subjects of Japan 
from selling lands--

1\fr. HEYBU~N. No; there is no use of.misstating the propo
sition in the beginning. I said citizens of the United States. I 
did not say subjects of Japan. 

Mr. RAYNER I should like the Senator from Idaho to 
point out a statute prohibiting an American who has acquired 
lands in Mexico from selling them to a subject of Japan. There 
is no such statute on the books. 

i\Ir. LODGE. The statement I make is based on--
1\Ir. HEYBURN. The Senator will permit me; I do not want 

to be left in a wrong position. The Senator makes an erroneous 
statement of what I said and then denounces it as having no 
foundation in law. 

I may have occasion hereafter to say something on this sub
ject, and if I do so I will produce in support of. anything I may 
say a respectable authority. 

Ur. LODGE. There is no doubt, from· the facts brought to my 
attention from those who are interested in the sale of this 
land, that this is simply an effort to recover money due to them 
as creditors. There is no question that there was a plan of 
establishing a Japanese colony or a Japanese settlement, or 
whatever you may wish to call it, on Magdalena Bay. It does 
not exist now. The negotiations have thus far failed. But it is 
upon that point I desire the consideration of the Committee on 
Foreign .Relations first and then of the Senate. Under modern 
conditions there has been a great change. Of course, the Monroe 
doctrine was intended to apply to the methods by which estab
lishments could be erected by foreign Governments on the Amer
ican coast. 
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Mr. BACON. Mr .. President-- f)fr_ LODGE.. The Japanese. Government. 
The VIC.El PRESIDENT_ Does. the Senator from :Ua.ssa.chu- Mi:. CUMMINS. It would be absolutely impossible for Japan 

setts yield to the Senator from Georgia 't to become the owner of the concession.. _ 
Mr~ LODGE. Certainly. Mr. LODGE. I n.ever su~gested that. If that were the case, 
Ur. BACON. I simply wish to say I do not consider that the it is all answered by the statement of the President. The Jap

question in\olyed here ~ one to be tested by the Monroe anese G0ivernment has done nothing of that kind. Its conduct 
doctrine, necessarily. If our interests required, we could pro- has been absolutely correct. It is the indirect method of--
claim a new doctrine; and it seems to me that is re.ally the thing 1\lr. UcCU'MBER. What is the danger, if no other nation 
for us to consider. Outside of whether this is technically or in ca.n obtain either sovereignty or title? . 
substance an infraction of the Monroe doctrine, the question is f'r. LODGE. The danger is this: I thought I had made it 
whethei: we- would consent te> the acquisition by any Govern~ plain that under the possession of a: company owned in whole 
ment, actually in its own mme or through any organization of 1 or in part by the citizens or subjects of a foreign power, a colony 
its citizens, to secure the control of such a place as l\Iagdalena of their people can establish at Magdalena Bay a coaling sta
Bay, where there could be established a naval base which would ~ tion and can acquire possession ot a bay, under the title of the 
be dano--erous to our own peace and safety. company from whom they buy, which would be of enormous 

I do not think we are limited to the question whether it is military value. 
an infraction of the l\Ionroe doctrine. The question is whether That situation does not exist. It is because I do not want it 
the. present presentation is su~h as to call upon us to consider to exist that I bring the matter to the attention of the Senate 
the question whether we will vroclaim it as a doctrlne, that we and that I introduced the resolution originally. 
will not permit the acquisition by a foreign Government, either Mr~ McCUMBER. If there. can be no col-Ony planted, that is, 
nominally or actually, of a harbor, or of a point of strategical if the jurisdiction of no other Government can attach, it would 
importance which would be a menace to us in time of war. not be a colony of that Goyernment, and I fail to see the 

.Mr. LODGE. Mr. President,. I agree with the Senator from danger because the citizens of one foreign nation may settle 
Georgia that this is a matter where. if it is necessary. to make there,, still being subj,ect to the jm;isdiction of the Mexican 
a new -declarntion. of policy, it should oe made. In my own Government~' 
belief, under the phrase relating to colonization. the declaration Mr. LODGE. I think it would make very little difference 
of the meaning of that word as now understood would cover it. to the people of the Pacific coast whether there was a large 

Mr. FALL. I will ask . what the concess.Wn is. In other Japanese colony there under gevernment auspices or whether 
words, what is the purpose. and what is the consideration run- there was a large Japanese colony there under their own 
nfnO' to the Government for granting this concession? auspices as the representatives of a company. I think it would 

Ur. LODGE. I have not exainined the terms of the conces- make very little- difference from a strategical view whether_the 
sion. In a general way I may say that it is a concession coaling station was. establi hed by the Government or whether 
grunted to a certain man, with a view to the development of the coaling station was established by a Japanese. company 
this great tract of land; I have heard it stated that it was which the Government could use if it chose. The danger if 
350 and again 450 miles along the coast, containing o"Ver it would come would be in the fact1 not in how it was done. 
4,000,000 acres. Mr. President,, I did not desire to be led into, any debate on 

l\Ir. FALL. Was not the consideration for the concession that this subject. It seems to me a matter of great moment~ and I 
this company should imprffrn Magdalena. Harbor it elf? hope it will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr_ LODGE. I have seen the prospectus of the company. and that that comriiittee will take it up and give it their full 
The improvement of the harber was incidental They expected consideration and report their opinion to the Senate. 
to :find' minerals, to develop. the. sea-moss industry, and to · Mr. RAYNER. lli. President, I desire to submit only a few 
develop cattle raising in suitable regions~ remarks to the Senate. I had no idea that this message, in 

l\Ir. F ALh Does not the concession give to those taking it response- to the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
over and performing the coriditions. the absolute control of would come in this morning. 
Magdalena Bay? I do not know that I disagree very much ' with the Senator 

.Mr. LODGE. Absolutely; unquestionably. from Massachusetts, but there is Eme question that I want to 
Mr. CU1Il\IINS. I understand that this. concession is now put before the Senate-, and a line . ..of distinction that I want to 

owned by American citizens? draw, if it is possible to do it, on this subject. I think it is a 
Mr. LODGE. It.is controlled by the credite>rs of the company . . question of great moment. 
Mr. CUl\IlliNS. Is there anything in international law or in .As I understand it, there were three enterprises that garn 

our relations with Mexico which would prevent the Government rise to the Senator's resolution. If I a.m wrong in my state
of the United States from becoming the owner of the concession ment, the Senator can correct me. The first was a purchase upon 
by purcha e? Magdalena.. Bay by an American syndicate of a large quantity 

l\lr. LODGE. Nothing that I am aware of. of land, I think some four or five million acres, if I am not 
.Mr. FALL. There is in the Mexican laws and constitution. mistaken. This was a New England corporation, r belieYe. 
Mr. LODGE. The Me:xica.n Government can not, under the l\Ir. LODGE. Yes. 

constitution of Mexico, part with its territory. Mr. RAYNER. They expected to find minerals there and 
Mr. CUMMINS . . I understand she has parted with it to an were disappolnted. Instead of finding gold they found sea-

.American citizen. weeds. 
Mr. LODGE. Parted with the title, not the so.vereignty. lllr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me--
Mr. CUl\IMINS. I do not mean the so-vereignty. If the Mr. R..A.Th1ER. Certainly. 

United States were to become the owner, would it disturb our Mr. LODGE. They expected a great many things. They ex-
friendly relations with Mexico? pected to develop a great cattle industry, and to find oil, and to 

Mr. LODGE. I can not answer the question as to what our develop still further a sea-moss industry, and all that can be 
relations would be. Mexico is somewhat disturbed at present. imagined in an. entirely wild and open country. 
There would be nothing unfriendly about it. There is only one company that has title there. The title is 

Mr. CIDillll S. Perhaps the Senator from New Mexico in t:n.e Chartered Co. of Lower California, that their creditors 
could explain that. hold there. 

l!Ir: 'IDTCIICOCK. lllr. President. we on this. side can not Mr. RAYNER. I understand there was a large amount o:f 
hear a word. money put into the enterprise originally, some $400,000 or 

Mr. FALL. In answer to the suggestion of the Sena.tor from $GOO,OOO, rrnd some syndicate or estate in New Hampshire is a 
Iowa, I will say that in eyery Mexican concession there is a creditor of the concern. 
provision that under no circumstances shall the concession be 1\Ir. GALLINGER. It is, I .will say to the Senator, essentially 
transferred to any foreign Government. That is- in every con- a lumber company, J. E. Henry & Co.. I a.sked the question of 
cession which has ever been granted by the :Mexican Government. the Senator from Massachusetts as to whether or not they had 

It further carries with it a provision that a company to prospects in that direction1 and I found they had not. So, un
·operate the co~ession or to carry out the purposes of the con- doubtedly, they expected to make money in de-veloplng other 
cession shall be a Mexican company, whether organized in the things. 
United States or a foreign country or not. It must file articles Mr. LODGE. The Hemy Co. was purely a loan company. 
of incorporation in the proper place in Mexico, and by filing its Mr. GALLINGER. The Henry Co. doe not enter in except as 
articles it oecomes a Mexican company. · a creditor. It was a mere loan. 

There is always a provision that under no circumstances shall Mr. RAYNER. Let us see now how thi matter st~ nds. This 
a concession be transferred to any foreign Government. company made some effort to sel1 this land, whether to a 
· lUr-. CUMMINS. Ttat, I assume, would be equally prohiJ:li- Japanese syndicate or any other syndicate I clo. not know. I 

tory against Japan. suppose they would sell the land to anybody who wants to 

. 
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buy it. It was not a question with the owners of this land as 
to whom or how the land should be sold. The question was 
whether they could extricate themselves from the financial 
difficulty they were in, and it did not make a particle of differ
ence to them whether they sold to a syndicate of Japanese or 
whether they sold to anyone else anywhere. 

I have not read the response to the Senator's resolution, but 
that was the situation about Magdalena Bay. · 

Then the Japanese Government was apprised by ·us of another 
purchase along the coast some two or three hundred miles 
south of l\Iagd:ilena. Bay. · That is, I understand, a grant of 
exclusive fishing rights and covering territory of about 700 
miles from the Province or State called Tepic to another State 
some seven or eight hundred miles farther down the coast.· 
Tepic is about two or three hundred miles, I believe, below 
Magdalena Bay. 

.Mr. LODGE. Magdalena Bay is very near the end of the 
peninsula. 

Mr. RAYNER. This is much farther down. 
Mr. LODGE. I should say it was a hundred miles. 
Mr. RAYNER. What is the· distance between the State of 

Tepic and Magdalena Bay? 
Mr. FALL. It is several hundred miles. One is on the main 

coa t, while the other is on the peninsula. 
.!Ur. LODGE. Those fishing rights, I understand, have been 

granted to Great Britain as well as to Japan. I think I may 
say those fisheries extend all along that coast. They acquire 
nothing more than the concession for the fishing rights and 
acquire no title to the land anywhere. 

.Mr. RAYNER. Of course Mexico would not have any right 
to grant fishing rights in the open sea. The question is, What 
rights does she grant within the marine league? 

Mr. LODGE. She grants rights within the marine league. 
Mr. RAYNER. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not wish 

to make any mi~take. This matter has come up hurriedly. I 
haYe not had time to read the response. 

There was a third proposition adverted to, but I do not think 
there is anything whatever about it in the response to the 
Senator's resolution. There was a well-authenticated rumor 
that the Japanese Government had acquired a 15-years' grant to 
the harbor of Salina Cruz, which I think is two or three hun
dred miles farther down from th :; point where the fishing rights 
are granted. The statement that was made was that they had 
acquired this right to the harbor of Salina Cruz, which is on 
the western coast, and would give control practically of the 
Tehuantepec Railroad. 

l\Ir. LODGE. Salina Cruz is not on the peninsula at all. 
Mr. RAYNER. It is not on the peninsula the Senator is 

speaking about, but it is on the peninsula I am speaking about. 
It was said the Japanese acquired a 15-year grant at the har
bor of Salina Cruz. 

l\Ir. LODGE. i can say to the Senator, I think without .im
propriety, that the matter of Salina Cruz has been dealt with 
by the State Department, but I think there is no foundation in 
the rumor. 

:Mr. RAYNER. Then we have not heard anything from the 
State Department about it. I considered this the most impor
tant incident of these concessions, · because in connection with 
the Government of l\!exico it would virtually give the Japanese 
GoYernment control of the railroad between the western coast 
and the eastern coast, the eastern port" being right south of Gal
\eston, and it would be a very dangerous proposition in view of 
the Panama Canal. 

l\Ir. LODGE. I quite agree as to the importance, but I think 
I am right in saying that there is no foundation for it. 

l\Ir. RAYNER. I do not know what the Department of 
State is doing. The Senator knows more about it than I do. 
If the Government of .Japan were to-day· to acquire lands for 
a military reservation upon the coast of Mexico, that of a base 
for military operations or for coaling stations, and a base for 
military supplies, without any reference to the Monroe doctrine, 
I would consider that almost equivalent to a declaration of 
war against the United States, and we would not for a moment 
sanction or permit it. I say I agree entirely with the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that if the Government of Japan were to 
attempt to acquire a base for military supplies and for a coaling 
station upon the coast of Mexico, I would come to the conclu
sion immediately that the United States ought to interfere 
without any reference to the Monroe doctrine at all. Perhaps it 
would come within the Monroe doctrine, the latter clause of it, 
but I do not think we need discuss the Monroe doctrine if an 

· event of that sort happened. 
The point I want to make is this, however: Suppose the 

owners of this l\Iagdalena Bay enterprise were to transfer the 
lands that they own there to a subject or cor.I?oration of Japan 

that is not subsidized by the Japanese Government and over 
which the Japanese Go\ernment has no control, what are we 
going to do about it? That I consider to be the important 
proposition we are dealing with. 

Mr. LODGE. That is precisely what I want to have some
. thing done about. 

Mr. RAYNER. That is what l ' am going to ask the Senate 
to do something about. I have written a resolution here, upon 
the subject. Now, what can we do about it? What ·right have 
we to prevent a subject of Japan in good faith, for the pur
pose of industrial development, entirely disconnected with any 
governmental enterprise not sanctioned or justified by his own 
Government, from acquiring land in Mexico to any greater 
extent than we would have the right . to prevent any other sub
ject or any other citizen of any other country from acquiring 
land there? Under the laws of Mexico, as I tmderstand them, 
the citizens of Mexico ·are prohibited under the severest penal
ties, I think under the penalty of death, if I am not mistaken, 
from transferring any land in Mexico to a foreign government 
without the sanction of the Government. I think I am right in 
that statement. But, Mr. President, there is nothing in the 
constitution of l\!exico, there is nothing in the statutes of Mexico, 
.so far as I can discover, that prevents a citizen or corporation 
or syndicate of Japanese subjects from acquiring land in 
Mexico. Unquestionably at least the Mexican Government can 
permit it. I will read just a few lines to show what the law is 
upon this subject. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a minute, it 
seems to me the whole thing lies simply in a nutshell. It is 
simply a question as to what we will do, not by virtue of any , 
statute, but by virtue of our right and power to do that which 
is necessary for our safety. 

Mr. RAYNER. I understand that fully, but I am not talk
ing about the Monroe doctrine now. The Monroe doctrine does 
not touch the acquisition of a private citizen. 

Mr. BACON. Will th~ Senator permit me to finish! 
Mr. RAYNER. I thought the Senator had finished. 
Mr. BACON. The Monroe doctrine does not depend on any 

law and is not a matter of law, but it was the enunciation of a 
determination on our part not to permit a certain thing to be 
done, not because such determination was according to .. any 
law, international or municipal, but because we deemed it essen
tial to our safety. Therefore we have reserved the same right. 
if it is within our power to do it, to condemn anything else we 
may deem to be inconsistent with our own safety and peace. · 

.!Ur. RAYNER. I understand that fully, but it does not in 
the slightest degree touch the point I am submitting to the 
Senate. The Monroe doctrine or any other doctrine never pro
hibited a private citizen from acquiring land in the Central 
American States, for instance. There was never any pretense 
made in all the precedents and in all the diplomatic correspond
ence that has ever taken place upon the Monroe doctrine that a 
citizen of a foreign country could not acquire any land in a 
South American or a Central American state. I do not think 
the Senator from Georgia has caught the point I want to submit 
to the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a minute, I 
think I do. I do not myself rest any proposed action on our 
part upon the Monroe doctrine, but in the same way that we 
have a right to say that we would not consent to any foreign 
Government colonizing any part of the Western Hemisphere we 
have a right to say, if we want ·to, that we will not consent for 
a citizen of a foreign Government to acquire property on the 
Western Hemisphere if it is done in a way that will be a menace 
to our peace. 

Mr. RAThTER. That is not the proposition that I am dis
cussing at all. We can enunciate any new doctrine that we 
want. That would be an extremely new and original doctrine 
unless it actually menaced our peace. 

The point I make is this: What right ha Ye we to interfere 
with the industrial development in Mexico by foreigners, if the 
laws of Mexico permit it? I want to stop, if I can, this con
stant cry of war with Japan. I have never thought for a 
moment that there is the slightest danger of war. This mad 
fancy that Japan intends to control and dominate the Pacific 
Ocean is the most absurd proposition I think that ever crossen 
the vision of a bewildered brain. Every time a subject of Japan 
buys a strip of land in Mexico or goes fishing upon the coast of 
Mexico there is a cry of war. 

What I want to do, if we can, is for the Senate, through its 
proper committee, to definitely ascertain what rights Japanese 
subjects have in Mexico and what right we have to interfere 
with their possessions, disconnected with the sanction of the 
Government of Japan? 
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I will take only a few moments of the Senate on this subject, 
ns important as it is. I should like to discuss it in full, but I 
do not 1ntend to do so now. Under the laws of Mexico it is 
prov]ded-

Citizens of the countries bordering on Mexico can not hold real 
estate in 1\Iexico within 60 miles of the frontier without the individual 
permission of the President of Mexico, nor can' foreigners acquire real 
e tate within 5 leagues of the maritime coasts of the Republic except 
by permission of a special act of Congress. ' 

l\Ir. FALL. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RooT in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from New 
Mexico ? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 
Mr. FALL. That is exactly what this concession has done. 

It has gh·en private citizens permission to own this land. 
Ur. RAYNER. It has given them possession of the maritime 

coast, but it has done so, I apprehend, ·by a special act of the 
Mexican C<mgress. 

l\Ir. FALL. These concessions are based upon individual con
tracts entered into with the proper official of the proper depart
ment of the Mexican Government first and afterwards approved 
by the Congress of Mexico through its legislati e committee. 
Mexico legislates during vacations, all the while the Congress is 
not in session, by a legislative committee, and the acts of that 
committee have exactly the same force and effect as acts of 
Congress when in session. 

I should like to ask the Senntor if his view in this matter 
might not be affected by the fact that the concession granted 
to this company or to this individual by the Mexican Govern
ment transferred to the concessionaires almost governmental 
powers O\er the harbor of Magdalena Bay. 

Mr. R...\YNER. As I understand it, Mr. President, this con
cession was originally granted to the Oriental Steamship Co. 
and afterwards transferred by the Oriental Steamship Co. to 
a Japanese whaling company. The Senator will tell me whether 
I am right or not 

Ur. FALL. The Senator is speaking of the fishing concession. 
Mr. RAYNER. Was the Senator speaking of Magdalena 

B~? . 
Mr. FALL. I am speaking of Magdalena Bay. · 
1\1).'. RAYNER. I agree, then, with the Senator, if the Gov

ernment of Japan intervenes and it is a governmental conces
sion it would unquestionably interfere with American rights. 

l\fr. FALL. In the event the Mexican Government were to 
make a concession to individuals which practically pla·ced those 
individuals in a position where they could exercise governmental 
powers over Magdalena n ay, would it not be possible for those 
individuals by indirection, by the transfer of stock, for instance, 
to transfer the property itself or the control of the property to 
a foreign Government? 

l\Ir. RAYNER. Let me answer that question by asking an
other question of the Senator. Suppose subjects of Great Brit
ain and citizens of France should do this, would they have a 
right to transfer to their Government a sufficient amount of 
stock so as to enable the Government to control it? What 
would the Senator say about that? I think if the transfer 
should be made we ought to look into it, but we ought not to 
question it . until the emergency arises and not imagine danger 
when none exists. 

Mr. FALL. I think if the Government of Mexico undertook 
to transfer one of its harbors to the Government of France or 
to the Government of Great Britain it would be an absolute 
violation· of the Monroe doctrine. 

l\lr. RAYNER. That is not the question. The question is, 
Suppose they give a concession to individuals, and with the 
danger that these individuals might transfer it to a foreign 
Government, does the Senator say that the mere concession 
given to a citizen or subject of a foreign state would afford an 
opportunity for us to intervene under the Monroe doctrine, if 
there is no actual transfer and no intention to transfer the 
concession to a foreign Government? 

l\Ir. FALL. No; but if it became apparent to the American 
people that something was sought to be done by indirection 
which would violate the Monroe doctrine if it was done directly, 
I do not believe the American people would submit to it. 

:Mr. RAYNER. I agree with this proposition. I will state 
the proposition now upon wnich I stand, and it is this: If the 
Government of Japan acquires rights, Monroe doctrine or no 
Monroe doctrine, the Government of the United States will take 
some steps to prevent the act or if an individual or a corpora
tion or a syndicate acquire rights which they propose to trans
fer to the Government of Japan. The Government of the 
United States would not stand idly by and permit the enterprise 
to be consummated. But I stand upon the further proposition 
that the subjects of Japan, for their own individual purposes, 

:Vithout any ~nnection with the Japanese Government, intend:.. 
mg merely to develop industrial enterprises, have all the rights 
that the laws of Mexico give them, and that we can not inter
fere with the laws of Mexico in that regard. I want that dis
tinction understood, so that every time a Japanese subject buys 
an acre of land in Mexico there will not be a cry of war 
throughout the continent. 

Mr. McCU.MBER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from 
Maryland, is it not a fact that British subjects have a con
cession on the coast of Mexico and are developing the oil in
dustry there, and in connection with the oil industry they arc 
also developing harbors to transfer the oil~ Would anyone say 

1 

1:!1e fact that they are de-veloping the industry and that, in addi
tion to that, are fixing up a harbor and making it so it can be 
entered, the United States is in a position to claim that there is 
danger because Great Britain might, in case of war nse that 
particular bay for naval purposes? Is it not a fact' that Ger
many has c_olonies in Brazil and in other countries, and they 
are developmg harbors and riVers? Would not the result be 
the same if we would object to that? 

Mr. RA1.7NfilR. Of course no one would ever dream fo.r a. 
mo~ent that the Monroe doctrine would touch or approach any · 
subJect of that sort. Have not the citizens of other countries 
possessions and concessions, and are they not conductin(J' large 
:financial enterprises all through Central and So:ath ~erica? 
Was it ever supposed for a m-0ment that that would occasion 
any interference by the Government of the United States in the 
vindication of the Monroe doctrine? 

We must draw this distinction, otherwii::e we will be in con
stant trouble. We must draw a distinction between the Gov
ernment of Japan, either itself or through its agents, openly or 
surreptitiously acquiring land in Mexico for its own purposes 
and the subjects of Japan acquiring land in Mexico for their 
own purposes, simply in the progress of industrial development. 
The line is broadly drawn. If Mexico gives the right to a. 
Japanese subject to own land in Mexico, I ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts what right have we to interfere? Can we 
compel the Mexican Government to change its laws and alter 
its constitution? 

Let us leave the Monroe doctrine out of the question. Under 
the law of Mexico-and it is a strange law; I thought I had it 
here, but I know it exists--

Mr. STONE. Will the Senator pardon me for a moment? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary

land yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. RAThTER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. STOl\TE. Does the mere grant of a concession, such as 

that now under consideration, of a large tract of land about 
Magdalena Bay or at any other point on the Mexican coast at 
all impair or affect the sovereignty of Mexico over the ln.nds 
covered by the concession? 

Ur. RAYNER. It does not. 
l\Ir. STO:NE. But that remains intact? 
Mr. RAYNER. Unquestionably. 
Mr. STONE. Japan, whose subjects, it is said, are about to 

acquire this concession, could not as a Government undertake to 
fortify the harbor or have any right of entering it without in
vading the sovereignty of Mexico? 

Mr. RAYNER. Unquestionably the Senator is right about 
that. I do not think anybody will controvert that point. 

Mr. STONE. Then the status, so far as sovereignty (J'oes 
would remain the same? . 

0 

' 

Mr. RAYNER. It would remain intact, in statu quo. What 
right have we to interfere except upon the ground of appre
hension that things might occur, which I do not believe eyer 
will occur? As I said just now, a foreign Government, under the 
laws of Mexico, has no right to hold any land in that country. 
Anyone who sells to a foreign Government, under the constitu
tion and the laws of Mexico, sells under the severest penalties, I 
believe-I am almost certain-under penalty of death. I think 
there is a Mexican statute-the Senator from New Hampshire, 
I think, knows that a statute of that sort exists-whlch, under 
penalty of death, prohibits anyone from selling lands in Mexico 
to a foreign Government. We have no right to sell to a foreign 
Government here. 

Now, before closing, what I want to direct the attention of 
the Senate to is that Mexico bas its own laws, and we barn no 
right to change tlte laws of Mexico. In l\Jex:ico a foreigner who 
owns land in that country, and who has what they call under 
their old constitution Mexican childTen, becomes a Mexican citi
zen. That is the language of the statute. They changed that 
afterwards, because it was pretty hard to tell whether they had 
Mexican children or any other kind of children, and they also 
subsequently changed their constitution. That is the doctrine 
of what is called involuntary expatriation. We have never 



1912. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. 5665 
accepted such a doctrine, that a ma.n by becoming a land owner 
of Mexico became a citizen of Mexico without renouncing his al
legiance to the United States; but that is the law of .Mexico, 
that such a man becomes a Mexican citizen. 

If Mexico gives the right to a foreigner who under its laws 
becomes a l\Iexican citizen or to a foreigner whether he be
comes a Mexican citizen or not to hold lands in Mexico, I 
should like to know from the Senate or from any Senator 
here, because it will illuminate the subject greatly to my own 
mind, what right the Government of the United States has to 
interfere and what distinction we can draw between a subject 
of Japan, except upon the ground of fear and apprehension, and 
a subject or a citizen of any other foreign country. 

l\Ir. LODGE. Mr. President-- -
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary

land yield to the Senator from l\fassachusetts? 
Mr. RAYNER I do. 
Mr: LODGE. If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, 

I should like to say that I do not apply what I am saying 
about Magdalena Bay to citizens or subjects of Japan particu
larly, but they happen to be the ones who are trying to get it. 
I would apply what I have said just as much to the citizens or 
subjects of any other country in like conditions. The case rests 
on the character of l\Iagdalena Bay, because it is a menace 
to us to have it in the hands of foreigners. There are thou
sands of Japanese scattered throughout Mexico, but that is 
none of our affair ; there are Germans in Brazil, but that is 
none of our affair. It is the taking of a military post on our 
coast line that is very much our affair. 

l\Ir. RAYNER. I agree with the Senator if there is any 
attempt there to establish a base for military supplies or a coal
ing station. I said just now, and I say it again, that would 
amount practically to a declaration of war, for what right has 
Japan to come to l\Iagdalena Bay? 

l\Ir. LODGE. I do not mean the Japanese Government. If 
it is done by a corporation it is just as bad. 

l\Ir. RAYNER. But there is not the slightest evidence of its 
being done by a corporation, and there is not the slightest evi
dence that it was e\er so intended. 

Mr. LODGE. The report of the Secretary of State sent to 
the Senate, !lnd which was made after long examination of this 
matter, shows that there has been an attempt to purchase that 
very land, with the control of the harbor. 

Mr. RAYNER. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
the response of the Secretary of State to the Senator's resolu
tion states that to be a fact? 

Mr. LODGE. It states the whole negotiations there and how 
much stock the Japanese were to have in the company. 

l\fr. RAYNER. Then, .Mr. President, if I mistake not, it also 
states the entire disarnwal of the Japanese Government as to 
its having any connection with the matter. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, the · Japanese Government, Mr. President, 
is not involved in it. The Government is not buying the land; 
nobody charges that the Japanese Government is doing any-
thing there. . 

Mr. RAYNER. No; but if it is not done in the interest of the 
Japanese Go\ernment--

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Maryland may be able to 
speak for the Japanese Government; I am not. 

i\Ir. RAY.l\'ER. I :im sufficiently able to speak for the Jap
anese Government to say that I do not believe that every time 
there is any acquisition of land in Mexico we ought to start 
the proposition about a war with Japan, for I do not believe 
there will be any war with Japan, either now or in the future, 
and I want to see if I C{lll rid the public mind of the appre
hension which exists upon that subject. Let us read what the 
Secretary of State says about this matter. That is the best 
way to settle the dis1mte. So 'far as I am concerned I am for 
peace and not for strife. I am for law and not for war: 

Adverting once more to the text of the resolution, the undersigned 
has the honor to say by way of recapitulation that there is nothing 
on fil e in the Departmcn t of State that has justified any inference that 
the Mexican Government or the Imperial J apanese Government has 
been occupied with any disposition of land near 1\!a~dalena Bay by 
which the latter Go1ernment would acquire land there for any purpose. 

In these circumstances, the Department of State felt no necessity 
for further steps in the matter of any of these rumors, which are of a 
kind that all too frequently occur to the detriment of public opinion in 
the L'espective countries and are so alien to the cordial relations of the 
Governments concerned. . 

However
1 

his excellency the Japanese ambassador informed the de
partment that he had apprised his Government of the rumors in 
question, which had become well known through the public press ; and 
subsequently his excellency made, with bis Government's authoriza
tion and merely for the information of the Department of State, an 
unrE'served and categorical denial of the rumored purchase of land at 
Magdalena Bay by the Imperial Japanese Government or by a Japanese 
company, characterizing the report as entirely sensational and utterly 
without any foundation whatever, the Japanese Government having 
never directly or indirectly attempted or contemplated the acquisition 
of any land at Magdalena Bay for any purpose. 

l\fr. LODGE. That is a splendid denial of what is not charged. 
The charge is-and the statement is there in that very report
that the attempt was made to sell the land to a company nom
inally American, in which the stock was controlled in a large 
part by Japanese. There is no disavowal of that in that report. 

l\fr. RAYNER. Now, l\fr. President, in order that this ques
tion may be settled by law and not by war, I will offer a reso
lution, which I will ask to have referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. I will read the resolution before offering it, 
and I think it is very appropriate at this time: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it is 
hereby, directed to ascertain whether under the laws of Mexico, or 
under treaty rights, aliens are permitted to hold and acquire landed 
property within her territorial limits, or to obtain concessions of land 
from the Government of Mexico, and also what power is conferred by 
law upon the Mexican Government to grant exclusive fishery rights 
upon its ocean shore or in any of the gulfs or bays adjoining the Mexi
can coast, and whether or not such acquisition of property or conces· 
sions, if allowed, encroach upon the Monroe doctrine or are affected by 
the same, and what position the United States should assume in ref. 
erence thereto, and to report as early as practicable the result of its in
vestigation to the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. l\fr. President, I have no objection--
Mr. HAYNER Will the Senator a11ow the resolntion to go 

to the Committee on Foreign Relations? 
l\Ir. BACON. Certainly. I have no objection to that resolu

tion, but the Committee on Foreign Relations would not be 
limited to that particular investigation, by any means. As I 
understand, the proposition is to refer the message, with the 
report--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the mes
sage of the President, with the accompanying report, will be 
referred to l.he Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAC<1N. l\fr. President, I had not finishe<'l. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. And, without objection, the 

resolution offered by the Senator from Maryland is referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. · 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. The resolution shon1d be stated from the 
desk. 

l\f r. BACON. Mr. President, I had the floor and I had not 
:finished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs the pal'don 9f 
the Senator from Georgia. The Chair supposed the Senator 
had finished. . 

Mr. BACON. I was proceeding to say, l\Ir. President, that 
I had no objection at all to these resolutions, but that the com
mittee would not be limited to the consideration of the par
ticular features of this subject designated in the resolutions; 
that under the proposition to refer this message to the Foreign 
Relations Committee the entire subject would be committed 
to that committee and "ould embrace every feature of it which 
the committee might think of sufficient importance to investi
gate and to report upon. 

I want to say simply one thing further. The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. RAYNE:a] discusses the question of the right of 
the United States Government to interfere in ca e this is a sale 
to private individuals, and disputes the right of the Go-rnru
ment of the Tinited States to take any action in the matter if 
it shall be found that that purchase is in accordance with the 
laws of Mexico. 

Well, Mr. President, according to the Yiew I take of it, that 
presentation does not cover the matter under considerntion. 
Of course we have, as a matter of law, no right to interfere 
with the laws of any country, and yet we do not hesitnte to 
interfere with them whenever they arc found to be inirnic!ll 
to our peace and our safety. There was no law which author
ized the enunciation of the Monroe doctrine, and yet there was 
no law which could at that time have existed in a South 
A.merican country which would ha\e prevented our enforce
ment of the Monroe doctrine. If there had been then a pro
vision in the constitution of any South American country which 
permitteu the colonization by a Europeirn government of u part 
of the territory of that South Ameri(!an country, we would 
none the less have insisted upon the Monroe doctrine, not as 
a matter of law but as a matter of national right, to enforce 
that which may be· deemed to be necessary to the safety of our 
Government. It was simply upon the pure basis of the right of 
power that we announced the 1\f onroe doctrine; it bas never 
rested on any other basis, and could not rest on any othee basis. 

Now, in the same way, when you come to consider the ques
tion of whether or not the possession of a certain piece of prop
erty in the territory of Mexico by a private citizen or a sub- -
ject of another government would be inimical to our peace it 
is simply a question of whether or not we shall so deem it; 
and if we do so deem it, we take our position upon it, to be 
enforced, if we have the power to enforce it, not because of 
the law in the foreign country but because of our innate right 
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to take care of ourselves and to do whatever is necessary to 
effect that purpose. 

Mr. President, nobody will dispute the right of a subject of 
a foreign government to acquire territory in the country of 
Mexico if the laws of that country permit it. Nobody will dis
pute that the Government of l\Iexico has passed a law under 
which, under severe penalties, a citizen of that country is pro
hibited from conveying any part of the territory of that 
country to a foreign gO"rernment; but that does not touch this 
qu~stion at all. 

We are not now dealing with the question as to whether or 
not ~is suggested action by the Senate is necessary or does 
accomplish the purpose which the Senator from l\Iaryland denies 
it will accomplish. 'l'hat is a question to be investigated; that 
is a question we are proposing to investigate; but the ground 
upon which we investigate, the ground upon which we proceed, 
is this : That if, when we investigate it, we find that the pos
session of a great harbor, capable of being made a great naval 
base, by the subjects of another country is likely to lead to 
complications under which in any developments of the future 
a foreign Go-rnrnment might get through that means the pos
session or control of that property, if we deem it necessary to 
our safety to say that foreign subjects shall not have it, we have 
just the same right to say it as we said nearly 100 years ago, 
that a foreign Government should not colonize any part of this 
hemisphere. In either case it is a question of what we deem 
necessary for our safety. If we should think it necessary for 
our safety to say that the subject of no foreign Go-rnrnment 
shall hold any land in any country in South America, we ha-ve 
no right in law to say it, except the law that e-very country has 
a right to protect itself. It might be a -very extreme and a very 
unreasonable thing for us to say, and I think it wo~d be a very 
foolish thing for us to say, and I have no idea we ever will say 
it, but if we said it and had the power to enforce it it would be 
just as binding as is the Monroe doctrine now. Of course--

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President----
1\Ir. BACON. One moment, if the Senator please, and I will 

be through. Of course we are never going to say that, but it 
is altogether probable, taking each particular case as it comes, 
that as to l\1ngdalena Bay we would say that we would not only 
not consent that any fore:gn Government should acquire a naval 
base there, bnt we might go further and say that, situated as that 
is, between the Panama Canal and our western coast, we would 
not permit any corporation of any foreign Government to hold it, 
because by that means it might ultimately result in an ownership 
or control by the foreign Government. If we should see proper 
.to say that, it would rest on the same authority as the Monroe 
doctrine. It depends altogether on whether or not we have the 
power to enforce it, and that is the whole of it. 

l\1r. President, that is not a new position for the United States 
Government to take, so far as the possession of a nayal base in 
our neighborhood by a foreign power is concerned. The prohi
bition of such possession of a naval base is not included in the 
Monroe doctrine, and yet I think it is a matter about which this 
Government would not hesitate to say that, regardless of the 
fact that it is not in the Monroe doctrine, we would not sit by 
and see any foreign Government take possession of any great 
harbor adjoining this country where the establishment of a 
na:rnl base would be a menace to this country. That is evi
t1enced, l\fr. President, by one restraint which we imposed on 
Cuba. 

I repeat, there is nothing in the Monroe doctrine which denies 
to a foreign Government the right to establish a naval base 
upon our borders; that is not included in it; and yet when we 
came to turn Cuba over to its own people one of our stipula
tions was that Cuba should not convey to any foreign -Govern
ment any port or harbor which could be used as a naval base 
upon the island of Cuba. There is the principle. And in the 
same way, :Mr. President, that we said that Cuba· should not 
convey to a foreign Government a port or a harbor in the island 
of Cuba, we would say that no foreign Goyernment should ac
quire a naval base adjoining or so near to us as to be a menace 
to us, and when we go that far we can go still further and say 
that nothing which will lead to such a resuli will be consented 
to by us. Whether this will lead to it is another question alto
gether, but when you come to the question of whether we have 
the right to do it, that is a question of power and a question as 
to whether or not we deem it important to our safety that that 
power shall be exercised. 

l\lr. R.A.Yl\TER. .Mr. President, I may say that I consider that 
our relations with Cuba are entirely different from our rela
tions with Mexico. I do not think there is any comparison 
between the two; but before the Senator sits down I want to 
ask him a question. I know he might answer by saying we do 

not care what the nations of the world might do, but all this, 
of course, means war and not a peaceful solution--

Mr. BACON. Not at all. It means the prevention of war. 
.Mr. RAYNER. I do not think it means-the prevention of 

war; but I will ask the Senator this question: Suppose we were 
to say to-day that no subject of any foreign country should 
hold lands in .Mexico, what does the Senator think the nations 
of the earth would answer to such a proposition? 

l\Ir. BACON. They would think we were very foolish, and 
I would think so, too; but then there may be some particular 
piece of land in Mexico about which it would not be foolish 
for us to take that view. 

Mr. RAYNER. I entirely agree with the Senator that if 
there is any apprehension of the establishment of a naval base 
upon the part of Japan and if that Government intended to 
establish such a base, I would not care for the Monroe doctrine. 
It would be a declaration of war, because for what purpose 
would Japan want a naval base in Mexico except for purposes 
of war? That is not wbat I am talking about at all; I am 
talking about the general proposition; and I will state again 
in conclusion that· foreign subjects or citizens of their own 
accord, withotlt the sanction of their Government, without auy 
connection with their Go-vernment, without intending to make 
any transfer to their GO'rernment, have a perfect right under 
the laws of Mexico and within the limits of that law, whatever 
it may be, to acquire land in Mexico, and, unless there is ap
prehension of what the Senator thinks may take place, we have 
no right under the law of nations to interfere with it. That is 
all. I do not intend to go a step further, and it is for that 
purpose that I have offered the resolution, so as to find out 
what the rights of the United States are in connection with a 
matter of this kind whenever it occurs. 

l\Ir. CULLOU. I think the discussion has gone far enou0 h, 
and I ask that the pending matter be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. . 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Let the resolution be reported. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution proposed by 

the Senator from Maryland [l\lr. RAYNER] will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution ( S. Res. 302), as follow : 
Resoh:ed, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it is 

hereby, directed to ascertain whether under the laws of Mexico or under 
treaty rights aliens are permitted to hold and acquire landed property 
within her territorial limits, or to obtain concessions of land from the 
Government of Mexico, and also what power is confened by law upon 
the Mexican Government to grant exclusive fi hery right upon Hs 
ocean shore or in any of the gulfs or bays adjoining the Mexican coast, 
and whether or not such acquisition of property or concessions, if. al
lowed, encroach upon the Monroe doctrine or are affected by the same 
and what position the United States should assume in reference thereto; 
and to report, as early as practicable, the result of its investigation to 
the Senate. · 

l\fr. CULLOM. Let the whole mutter be referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered. 
:Mr. LODGE. The meEsage has already been referred? 
The PRESrnrm OFFICER. Yes. 

COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL BANKS. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 

consideration of Order of Business 614, to which I think there 
will be no objection. 

The resolution (S. Res. 295) was read, considered by unani
mous conEent, and agreed to, us follows: 

Resoli:ed, That the Committee on National Banks be, and it hereby is 
authorized to employ a clerk at a salary of $2,220 per annum and a 
messenger at $1,440 per annum, to be paid from the contingent fund of 
the Senate until otherwise provided for by law. 

THE CALENDAR-BILLS P .A.SSED OVER. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calendar is in order under 
Rule VIII. 

Senate con<;!urrent resolution No. 4, instructing the Attorney 
General of the United States to prosecute the Standard Oil Co. 
and the American Tobacco Co. was announced as the first busi
ness in order on the calendar. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Let the concurrent resolution go over. 
The VICE PilESIDE~"'T. It will go over. 
The bill (S. 24.93) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 

to make an examination of certain claims of the State of Mis
souri was announced as next in order on the calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go o"Ver. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 
The bill ( S. 1505) for the relief of certain officers on the re

tired list of the United States Navy was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 
The bill (S. 2151) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 

to use at his discretion surplus moneys in the Treasury in the 
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p·mrchase or redemption of the outstanding inteTest-bea.ring obli- . 0 and to," and in line 5, after' the wo~d "equipment," to insert 
gations of· the United States was announced as next in order. ~ c' so· far as funds may permit," so ::ts to make the biU read: 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let the bill go o-ver. Be it enacted, etc.~ That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and 
The VICE PRESIDENT. · It will go over. he is hereby, authorized to purchase a site· and to construct a wbarf 
The bill ( S. 256) affecting the sale and disposal of public or and buildings and purchase the necessary equipment, so far as funds 

Indian Iands in town sites, and for other purposes. was an- may permit, for a depot for the sixth lighthouse district, at a cost not 

nom1ced us next in order. 
' to exceed! $LW,OOO. 

i\.k. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over. The .amendments were a.greed to. 
1'he VICE PRESIDENT. It will go ove:r. The bill was reported to th~ Senate as amended, and the 
The bill ( S. 47G2) to amend an act appwved February (>, amend.m.enfa were concurred in~ . . 

1905, entitled ".An act to amend an act approved .July 1, 1902, The .bill ~as ordered ID be engrossed for a third readmg, read 
entitled 'An act temporarily to provide for the administrati011 the thud time, and passed. 
of the affairs of civil .government in the Philippine Islanus, and l ABMY Pos11 AT FORT OGLETHORPE. 
for other pu:nposes,' and to 3lmend an act approved Mareh 8, . . . 
1902~ entitled 'An aet temporarily to pro-vide revenue for the-

1 
The bill (H. ~· 17029') a:uthorizmg the Secretary of 'Yar to. 

Philippine Islands, and for other purposes;' and to amend an act 
1 
co~vert- the regimental Arroy post :it Fort Oglethorpe m.to a 

a:p1woved 1\Iarch 2 1903 entitled 'An act to establish a stand~rdi 1 brigade post was announced as next m onder. 
of value· and to p~ovi~ for a coinage system in the· Philipr>ine Mr. W ARRE~. ~et the bill go over. . 
Islands,' and to pwvid~ for the more efficient administration of. Mr. LEA. TJ?s bill has ~een on .the errlend.ar ~ long time, and 
civil government in the PhiHpp-ine Islands, and for- other pur- I mo\e to take 1t up. n.'Otw1thstanding t?e C::bJection. . 
poses" was :m.nounced as next in order. The VICE. .PRESIDENT. The quest10n 1s on agreemg to the 

l\IP: OVERMAN. Let the bill go over. , motion of the Senator from Tennessee that tire bill be taken up 
'.I'he VICE PRESIDE.NT. lt will go. over. 

1

• notwithstanding the objeeti<m. 
' Mr. SMOOT :md .Mr. WARREN called for the yeas and nayBt 

LLOYD L. R. KBEBS. and they were ordered. 
The bill (S. 1337') authorizing the President to nomimrte and, .Mr. OLIVER (when. M:u. BRA.NDEGEE's. name was called) ·. The 

by and with the advice and consent of th~ Senate·, appoint 1 Se.nator from Connecticut requeste~ me to ~tate that he is de
Lloyd L. R. Kliebs, late a eaptain in the Medical Corps of the tamed from the Senate upon commrttee. seI:VLce. 
United States Army, a major in the Medical Oerps on the re- Mr. DILLINGHAl\1 (when his name was called). I withhold 
tired list, :md increasing the l!etired list by one for the purposes my vote because of my prrfr with the senior Senator from South 
of th.is. a.ct was UJ1110unced as next in order. , Carolina [:M:r. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER Forn1er'ly I obj:ected to· the om" hut I ::Jli:-: HEYBURN (when his n!l.me was called). I wo~~ ask it 
have· been examining the· report this morning. The bill is rec- the Senator fi~om Alabama [Mr. ~A.NKHEAD] has vo.ted'l. 
ommended by the War Department and ] see no- valid obj.ectioill The-VICE PRESIDENT. Ile hn.s no~. 
to it ' Mr: HEYBURN. ] am paired wrth th.at Senator. 

Bi unanimous consent, the- Senate, as. in Committee of the I Mr_ SHIVELY (when .l\1T. KElrn:s name> 'Yas calted!: I wish 
Whole~ proceeded to consider- the bill. to ann0t1nce- thn.t my. coil€rrgue [Mr: KEHN T i · .neees~n:nly. absent 

'J?b.e ]}ill was reported to the Senat~ with!mt amendment, or- ~ from the Senate on unportant busrness. I msh this: announce--
deredi to lJe engrossed for- a third reading, read the third time, ment to· sta:nd' fo£ the .®y. . 
and passed. I l\Ir. OWEN ~-when his n~.me was called). I tra.n~e~ my. pall" 

BILLS ussED OVER. to tlI~ Sen.atoI from Flonda [Mr .. Rn.YAN] and will vote-. I 
1
1 vote " yea."· 

The bill {S. 459) to adjust and settle ~ claims of .the Ioyar . fr. PAYX'l'ER (when- his name was cn.Iled").. I nave a gen:- • 
Shawnee and loyal. Absentee Shawnee Tribes of Indians· was I eral pair with th.e en.a.tor from Colomdo UMr. GUGGENHEIM I 
announced a:s next m orde_r. , and therefore-withht)ld my vote. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go o-ver. 1i 1\lr: TOWNSEND· (when the name of· Mr. SMITH of Miehi'gan 
The v;1CE ~SIDENT~ The .bin wilI go ov~r. . l was called)'. The· senior· Senato.r from: Michigan: [l\Ir .. SlrrTHJ 
The bill ( S. ") to cooperate with the States m encouragmg is absent on the business of the Senate. 

instructien in agriculture, the trades, and industTies and home l\Ir: OVERMAN (when Mr. THORNTON s. name was ca:lled) . I 
economics ~ second~ry s~hools; in maintaining ~struc~ion. .in have been requested to announce that both the junior and the: 
the e vncat1onal subJects rn St.ate normal schools; m mmntam- : senior Senators from Louisian~ are necessarily absent on the 
ing extension departments in State colleges of agriculture and business of the Senate. 
mech.anic arts; and to appropriat~ money and regnlate its ex:- l\fr. WATSON (when his name was called). J; have a general 
pend1ture was announced as next m order. I pair with the senior- Senator from New Jer ey [M'r. B'BIGGs]i 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it go over. · which I transfer to the- junior Senator from Indinnrr [l\11-. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 1 KERN]. and I will vote. I ~ote ,, yen." 
The b~ ( ~· 5076 ). to prom?te ins?·uction in forestry in States 1! l\Ir. WILLIAl\fS' (when his name was call~d). I ha-ve a pair 

and Territories which contam na.bonal forests was anno-unc.ed with the: senior Senator from Pennsylvama ~ lm:. PENRosEJP 
as next in order. ~ which I transfer to the senior- Semito.r from Vi1'ginia [l\.11-; M.A.R>-

M.r. GALLINGER. Let it go over. TIN] and will vote. I vote "yea-.~ 
The VICE PRESIDEN'.1'. The bill will go over. II The: roll eall was concluded. 
The bill ( S. 2234) to provide for a primary nominating e1ec- j Mr-. CLARK of Wyoming. I ll.a-ve a: general pair with the 

tion. in the District of Columbia, at which the qualified electors Senator from Missouri [MF. S'foNE]. I transfer, it to the Sen
of the said District shall have the opportunity to vote for their · ator from Illinois [Mr. LoRrurn:] and will vote.. I vote "nay.'r 
first and second choice among those aspiring to be candidates of i - Mr-. McCUMBER. I have a general pair· with the senior Sen
their i:especti'rn political parties for President nnd Vice· Presi- ator from Mississippi [Mr. PERCY]. l transfer the pair to the 
dent of the United States, to elect theh· party delegates to thew ! S"ena.tor from Minnesota [Mr. NE:LsoNJ and will vote. I vot-e. 
national conventions, and to· elect their national committeemen, 1 "nay." . 
was announced as next in Oi'der. . Mr. CHILTON. I have a pm with the Senato!" from Illinois 

Mr. GALLINGER Let the bill go. over. ! [Mr. CuuoM}. I do not kru>w w~ther he· has v-oted or riot. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bHI will go· over. 

1 
The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 

The brn ( S. 205!) to-promote th-e· efficiency of the· Life-Saving I l\lr. CHILTON. I withhold my vote, then" 
Service wa-s announced as next in order. i 1\fu. CHMIBERLAIN. I wish to state- that. my colleague 

l\Ir. OVERMAN. Let it go over. I want to read the bill i [MT. Bomt!li-E-] is deta~d from the Senate on: its business.. 
The VI-CE PRESIDENT. The bilJ. will ge over. J l\Ir: HEYBlJRR I staRd paired wtth the senior S~nator from 

DEPOT F OR SIXTH LIGHTHOUSE DJ:STRIE::T. 
1 Aillbama E~Ir. BANKHEAD]. I transfer the pair to. the seni~ 
Senator from Connec.ticut [MF. B&ANDEGEE} and will vote. I 

The bill (S. 4476) to provide for the purchase of site and con- · vote "nay.'' 
struction of wharf and buildings and the necessary equipment l Mr. SMI-TBl of Maryland. I noti~e: that fue ju.nior Senator 
fm~- a depot for the sixth- lighthouse clistriet was a:nnounr:ed as. Ir from New Ha:mpsMre [Mr. BURNHAM]. with whom I am paired, 
next in order, and the Senate, as in C0mmit:tee ef the Wh0le, is absent. I transfer the pair to the Sen'flt r from Arkansas 
proceeded to its consideration. . [Mr. DAVIS]. .. ' 

The bill had been reported from the· Committee on Commerce : Mr. JONES. I desire to. announce that my colleague. [.Mr. 
with amendments, in line 4, after the word "site/' to- inse~t · PoiNDEXTEB] -is uriavoidabiy absent. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I have been requested to announce that 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] is paired with the Senator 

. from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER]. 
The result was announced-yeas 27, nays 28, as follows : 

Ashurst 
Bacon 
Borah 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 

Bradley 
Bristow 
Brown 
Catron 
Clark, W!fO. 
Crane 
Crawford 

YEAS-27. 
Gore 
Hitchcock 
Lea 
Martine, N. J. 
Myers 
O'Gorman 
Overman 

Owen 
Pomerene 
Rayner 
Sanders • 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 

NAYS-28 
Cummins 
du Pont 
Fall 
Gallinger 
Gronna 
Heyburn 
Jones 

Lippitt 
Lodge 
Mccumber 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Perkins 

NOT VOTING-40. 
Bailey Curtis Johnston, Ala. 
Bankhead Davis Kenyon 
Bourne Dillino-ham Kern 
Brandegee Dixon La Follette 
Brig"'S Fletcher Lorimer 
Bryan Foster McLean 
Burnham Gamble Martin, Va. 
Burton Gardner Nelson 
Chilton Guggenheim New lands 
Cullom Johnson, Me. Paynter 

So l\lr. LEA'S motion was rejected. 

THE MET.AL SCHEDULE. 

Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, S. C. 
Swanson 
Watson 
Williams 

Richardson 
Root 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Penrose 
Percy 
Poindexter 
Reed 
Smith, Mich. 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Works 

The VICE PRESID~iNT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar
ri"red, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
House bill 18642. · 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of tile bill (H. R. 18642) to amend an act entitled 
"An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes," ap
proved August 5, 1V09. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Oarolina 
[Mr. SrMMONs] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SIMMONS. l\lr. President, yesterday when speaking of 
the statement made by .Mr. Schwab, president of the Bethlehem 
Steel Works, before the Committee on Finance, I stated that in 
response to certain questions propounded by the Senator from 
Mississippi [l\lr. WILLIAMS], l\lr. Schwab had then contended 
that 33! per cent of the total cost of the products of iron and 
steel was labor, and that the labor cost in this country is twice 
as high as in Europe, arid that tile labor cost in Europe is about 
16 per cent of the total cost of production, while here it is 33~ 
per cent. 

Last August, when l\!r. Schwab was examined under oath 
with reference to this matter in the investigation of the United 
States Steel Corporation, then pending before the committee of 
the House of Representatives, he made an entirely different and 
apparently contradictory statement. He then stated: 

The cost of labor per man in the United States is almost double what 
it is in England-a little more. * 0 * I think the cost per ton 
in the United State is as cheap as it is abroad, notwithstanding the 
fact. • • • I think the reason for that is because we manu~acture 
in such large quantities. We manufacture under the economic con· 
ditions that I spo.ke of, and our tonnages are so great. 

l\lr. President, the only way in which we can reconcile this 
sworn statement of 1\1r. Schwab made last August with the 
statement before the Committee on Finance, which I have 
heretofore quoted and discussed, is that when he said before 
the Committee on Finance that the cost here was twice what 
it is abroad he did not mean the cost per ton, but he meant 
that the per diem wages paid here are twice what they are 
abroad. 

1\1r. SMOOT. l\lr. President--
The VICE PRESIDE 'T. Does the Senator from North Caro

lina yield? 
1\1r. SIMl\IONS. I do. 
Mr. SMOOT. The only disagreement last night between the 

Senator and myself was this : I stated that Mr. Schwab's testi
mony was to the effect that the labor cost in this country was a 
third in the manufacture of heavy steel. The Senator from 
Iowa [l\fr. CUMMINS] took exceptions to that statement and 
also I think, the Senator from North Carolina. 

I 'want to call the attention of the Senator to just what Mr. 
Schwab stated, and it was upon the testimony given by Mr. 
Schwab that I made the statement. The Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. HEYBURN] asked: .. 

Senator Il!!:YBGRN. ·what percentage of the cost of structural steel is 
wages? 

That fol1ows quesUons which had been asked by the Senator 
from l\Iississippi [l\Ir. WILLI-Aus] . Mr. Schwab answered in 
this way : 

Mr. SCHWAB. About one-third in all tile heavy steel. From 30 to 35 
per cent of the entire co t is labor. 

In relation to the 16! per cent the Senator spoke of, this is 
what I asked :Mr. Schwab when he was before the committee: 

Senator S:MOOT. Or, in other words, if every other item of expense at
tached to the manufac ture of steel was equal with every other country, 
then 16~ per cent would be neces ary to protect you against the actual 
labor cost? 

Mr. SCHWAB .. Exactly so. 
'l"hat is what I stated last night, and I stated it from the 

tei-timony of l\fr. Schwab. . 
Mr. SIM.MONS. l\Ir. President, we will get at that later, 

when I will rnscuss this question from the standpoint of what 
the Sena.tor from Utah [Mr. S).fOOT] claims Mr. Schwab meant 
in the statement in reference to the proportion of labor cost. I 
will attempt to show that the difference in the labor cost upon 
the coarser and bulky articles, even as high as he claims that 
Mr. Schwab puts it, is covered by the dutie provided in this 
bill; and if the labor cost of the higher and more costly articles 
is a third or a• hn.lf higher, or even twice as high, the duties 
placed on those articles will substantially cover the difference, 
if :my, here and abroad, even if that difference is as great as is 
contended. 

~Jr. President, on yesterday, when I was interrupted, I was 
contending . that Mr. Schwab, in fixing the labor co t of iron 
and steel at 33~ per cent in this country, was speaking about 
the industry at large. 

Proceeding upon that assumption, I was undertaking to show 
that if thn.t were true the cost in Europe was only 16 per cent, 
and that this bill, which carries an a-rerage ad "talorem of about 
221 ·per cent, covered the difference and left a margin for tho 
benefit of the manufacturers of something over 6t per cent. · 

The other side, I think anticipating that conclusion, inter
rupted me and insisted that l\Ir. Schwab, in giving 33! per 
cent as the cost in this country, was not referring to the iron 
and steel industry as a whole, but that he was only speaking 
with reference to the bulkier and heavier products of iron and 
steel. 

l\lr. President, while I do not think Mr. Schwab s testimony 
bears out that contention, for the purpose of the argument that 
I propose to make this morning I am going to assume that that 
is a correct interpretation of Mr. Schwab's testimony upon this 
question, and that when he said the labor cost of producing steel 
and iron in this country was 33k per cent of the total cost he 
meant only the heavier and bulkier articles, such as are pro
duced by the Bethlehem Steel Works and by the United States 
Steel Corporation. If that be h·ue, then, l\Ir. President, the 
difference between the labor cost of these heavy products in 
this country and in Europe is, according to Mr. Schwab, 16 
per cent. 

I have caused ·rarious products of the United States Steel 
Corporation-and I assume the Bethlehem corporation makes 
about the same things-to be enumerated and the ad valorem 
rate of duty imposed under this bill calculated by an expert in 
the Treasury Department. 

I will not read the various items, but I am satisfied from the 
information he has giyen me that. they practically cover the 
things produced by the United States Steel Corporation and, in 
the main, those-produced by the Bethlehem corporation. 

Taking all these items together, those on the free list as well 
as on the dutiable list in the House bilJ, the average rate of 
duty carried is 13 per cent. Eliminating the things on the free 
list and taking only those on the dutiable list, the average rate 
upon these particular articles is 15.61 per cent, or, according to 
Mr. Schwab's own testimony, this bill carries a rate within a 
fraction of 1 per cent of the alleged difference between the cost 
of producing tilese articles here and abroad. 

But, Mr. President, I shall contend that 1\1r. Schwab, in ~sti
mating 33! per cent as the labor cost of these bulkier products, 
is far too Wgh, and that, in fact, the average labor cost of these 
products in this country is not much more than half as much as 
Mr. Schwab claims it is. 

I· have here the minority report of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House. Attached to that report, which is 
signed first by Mr. SERENO E. PAYNE, of New York, there is a 
table: • 

Table 1. Census statistics of manufacture~ in the United Stntes, 
grouped in conformity with the schedules, tariff law of 1897, including 
articles classified under section G and the free list. 

This is taken from the report of tile census made of manu
factures for the calendar year 1004. I have bud the same 
Treasury expe1t examine this table and calculate tile labor cost 

. 
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as shown by it of the various bulky and heavy and coarser 
articles known to be produced at the Bethlehem Steel Works 
and by the United States Steel Corporation. I will not read 
his statement, except to gi-re the result. It shows that in the 
manufacture of these products in the calendar year 1904 there 
were employed 266,192 wage earners, that the wages paid were 
$153,061,151, and that the value of the products was $960,-
393,279. So we have here the total value of the things produced 
and the total amount of wages paid in their production, leaving 
no chance for a misunderstanding as to the labor cost, if the 
figures as to wages and production are true, and leaving it a 
mere matter of mathematical calculation. 

Now, taking those figures, the expert advises me, as will be 
seen, that the average labor cost of these articles amounted to 
15.9 per cent. So, as against 1\Ir. Schwab's contention that the 
labor cost <if these bulkier articles in this country is 33! per 
cent of the total cost, we have the findings of the Census Bu
reau, based upon the actual amount of wages paid and the 
Rctual output for the yea1"1904, showing that the actual pro
portion of the labor cost to the product is only 15.9 per cent, 
or about 16 per cent. 

In other words, Mr. President, it shows the labor cost here 
is about the same as 1\Ir. Schwab says it is in Europe. 

:Mr. SMOOT. .Mr. President---=. 
Ur. SIMMONS. Just let me finish this statement. Taking 

these figures as representing the true labor costs of these 
heavier products, taking the contention that the labor price in 
Europe is only one-half what it is here to be true, then, instead 
of the difference in the labor cost here and abroad being 16 
per cent, as contended, it will only be 8 per cent; and the pres
ent bill, carrying an a:verage ad valorem, as I have just shown, 
upon these bulkier articles of something over 15 per cent, not 
only covers the difference in labor costs, but covers the total 
labor cost in this country and is more than twice as much as 
the labor cost in Europe. assuming that to be half what it is 
here. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDE~"'T. Does the Senator from North Caro

lina yield to the Senator from ·Utah? 
Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 
l\1r. S.MOOT. I think the Senator ougnt to consider that the 

census report he has just quoted from does not take into con
sideration the labor of the different intermediary processes of 
manufacture. In other words, let me explain it in this way : 
If ore is taken and transferred into pig iron, that is one process 
and the labor in that is computed. The Census Bureau will 
report the pig iron ns being transferred into billets or into 
steel rails, and do not take into consideration the labor that was 
put into the process from converting the ore into pig iron, but 
they only take into consideration the amount of labor required 
to make the pig iron into rails. 

It ,is just the same, Mr. President, as we find in the manu
facture of woolen goods and cotton goods. That same thing 
transpires in nearly every one of the reports that are given in 
the Statistical Abstract. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is now making a speech. I do 
not care to yield for the purpose of making a speech. But let 
me ask the Senator this question: Does the Senator deny that 
the census figures I have given -represent the percentage of labor 
cost of converting raw m.aterial into the finished products? 

Mr. Sl\fOOT. The :figures the Senator quoted would show the 
cost of the conversion as something like 15 per cent from, as he 
said, · the raw material to the :finished product of all manufac
tures of steel and iron. The Senator must know that upon its 
very face that can not be so, because the ore itself is of little 
value indeed, and what makes the increased rnlue if it is not 
labor? 

Mr. SIMMONS. On the very face of it, Mr. President, it is 
so. The Senator is making this sort of an argument, that if a 
material bas to go through one, two, three, ·or four different 
processes before it reaches the final state of completion, in 
fixing the duty we ought to consider the labor cost at every 
stage. 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. . 
Mr. SIMMONS. And I contend, when we are talking about 

the labor cost in fixing duties, we want the labor cost of con-
version. · · 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
Mr. SIMMONS. The labor cost of the process below that is 

provided for by another duty, and the process below that is 
provided for by still another duty, and so on; so that, to use 
the language of the Senator from Mississippi [l\fr. WILLIAMS] 
in reply to l\fr. Schwab before the Finance Committee, " each 
manipulator gets his nib." 

l\1r. SMOOT and Mr. OLIVER addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro

lina yield to one of the Senators, and to. whom? 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. I am in a colloquy with the Senator from 

Utah, and therefore yield to him. . 
l\fr. SMOOT. I merely suggest this example to the Senator 

from North Carolina, to show that 15 per cent certainly does 
not represent the labor cost from ore to the finished product. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. fow, 1\Ir. President--
Mr. SMOOT. Take the ore that is worth a dollar a ton, and 

15 per cent on a dollar is 15 cents. The Senator from North 
Carolina does not want the Senate to belieYe that 15 cents is 
the labor cost from the ore to the highest class of finished 
products, which in many cases amount to 80 per cent labor. 

l\lr. SIMMONS. .lllr. President, we had yesterday here a 
very fine illustration of the fallacy of the position taken by the 
Senator from Utah. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS], 
in one of his interruptions yesterday, brought out the fac t that 
the cost of converting pig iron into ingots or pig iron into steel 
rails was about $1.80. The Senator brought out the further 
fact that there was added to the product by this process oi 
conversion $14 of value, so that the cost of labor in that process 
of conversion was $1.80 and the added value $14, or about 12 or 
13 per cent of the cost of conversion was labor. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, does the Senator from North 
Carolina mean to say that he could take iron ore and convert 
it into steel rails for a dollar and eighty cents a ton? 

1\fr. SIM.MONS. I said that that was the statement of the 
Senator from Iowa yesterday. 

l\Ir. Sl\100T. If that is the case--
Mr. SIMl\fONS. That the cost of converting pig iron-not 

iron ore, but pig iron-into steel rails was $1.80, and that the 
added value by reason of that process of conversion was $14. 

Mr. CUMMINS. l\Ir. President, before the Senator from Utah 
replies to the Senator from North Carolina, may I restate pre
cisely what I endeavored to state on yesterday? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro
line yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. Sil\Il\IONS. I shall be glad to have the Senator from 
Iowa do that. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think I said the cost would be about $1.80. 
The exact amount is $1.86. 

Mr. SM001'. Will the Senator state what it is for? 
l\fr. CUMMINS. I will. The Commissioner of Corporations, 

in examining the cost of 51,902,609 tons of Bessemer iron, states 
that the cost of converting the ore into pig is 77 cents pe1: ton; 
the cost of converting 9,573,539 tons of basic iron into pig is 62 
cents per ton; the cost of converting 5,339,766 tons of southern 
pig from the ore into pig is $1.23 per ton. 

Mr. SMOOT. I can not follow the Senator with th9 figures I 
have. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I will give the Senator the figures in a min
ute. The labor of converting it from pig into ingots is 61 cents. 

Mr. STONE. That is, the southern pig. 
l\fr. CUl\HifINS. No; it is 61 cents for converting it into 

Bessemer ingots and billets; and for the open-hearth or basic 
ingots, 24 cents. If the Senator will then turn to another table 
which gives the cost of producing Bessemer rails from steel 
ingots, which is $1.25 per ton, he will find that th.e total from 
pig iron to steel rails is $1.86 a ton. Taking the iron from the 
pig to the steel rails--

Mr. OLIVER. From pig to steel rails? 
Mr. CUMMINS. Yes. I think I said yesterday-und I be

lieve that was correct-from pig to steel rails. 
Mr. SMOOT. That is what the Senator said yesterday; but 

the Senator from North Carolina said it was from ore to steel 
rails. 

l\fr. SIMMONS. No; I did not say from ore. I said that I 
understood the Senator from Iowa to say yesterday that it was 
from pig to ingots, or from pig to steel rails. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no. He said yesterday that it was·from 
pig to ingots. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; from pig to ingots or from pig to steel 
rails. 

l\1r. SMOOT. That is an entirely different proposition. 
.Mr. SIM.MONS. That is what the Senator from Iowa said. 

I read it here this morning, and I do not think I am mistaken 
about it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Korth Carolina is sub
stantially right. Taking pig iron as a basis, the cost of convert
ing it into an ingot for the purpose of making rails is 61 cents 
per ton for the regular Bessemer ingots. The co t of converting 
the ingot into the _rail is $1.25 a ton, making a total of $1.86 a 
ton for the conversion from the pig into the steel rail. 
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Mr4 Sll\1llONS. And that is about 12 or 13 per cent of the Mr. OLIVER. Oh, yes. 
added value. Mr. CUMMINS. I may not agree with all of the conclusions 

1\Ir. CU.Ml\UNS. I think that depends upon what you take as drawn by the Senator .from North Carolina, but I want the 
added value. If you take pig iron at $14 a ton-- Senate to remember, and especially the Senator from Pennsyl-

Ir. SIU.MONS. I was taking the Senator's statement -on vania to l'emember, that I gave simply the labor or the wage 
yesterday. cost of converting pig iron, first into ingots, and then from 

Mr. ·CUMJUINS. Taking pig iron at $14 a ton and steel rails ingots to steel rails; and that cost, according to the most a p-
at $28 a ton it is about 12 per cent. proved information we can get, is $1.86. 

Mr. OLIVER. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a Now, there is a broad sense in which all value is given to an 
question, with the permission of the Senator from North article by labor. If we could conceive of a world uninhabited, 
Oarelina. ' but stored with the resources of which we are now the pos

'1.'be VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Ca.r0- sessors, it wo.uld b·e quite true to say that the world was of 
lina yield to the Senato1· fmm Pennsylvania for that purpose? no value whatsoever and would continue to be valueless until 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. man put some labor upon :something in it and produced some-
lr. OLIVER. .As I understand, the Senator from Iowa takes tblng that some other man wanted to buy; but in all that I 

the labor coEt ;cy adding ·the labor cost of the manufacture of have said I want it to be clearly understood that I am giving 
pig iron, the labor cost .of conv.erting pig iron into ingots the figmes with regard to what was actually paid to the men 
and the in.got into rails, producing that result, .at something who work with their hands in converting one article into un-
like $1.86. other. I shall show presently that the cost of the materials-

1\fr. CU!Ul\ffNS. At $1.86. an item which I know is in the minds of the Senator from Utah 
l\1r. OLIVER Mr. President, to assume that that is the and the Senator from Pennsylvania-I shall show that the ma

labor cost of a ton of steel .rails shows bow little knowledge the terials which go to make up a ton of pig iron cost .the pro
Senators who are juggling with these figures have of the real ducer of this country much less than they cost the producer in 
proce s of manufacture. They ignore the fact that a ton of England or in Germany, and that therefore we ought to start 
pig iron does not produce a ton of steel rails; they ignore the with a credit rather than with a debit in ascertaining what the 
important fact of waste, for instance. In the Bessemer process duti-es .ought :to be upon those articles which follow pig iron in 
it takes a ton and a .g11nrter of pig iron to produce a ton of production. 
ingots; it takes about lrcr tons of ingots to produce a .ton -0f Mr. SIM.MONS. The Senator from Iowa means .a debit on 
steel rails. There is continual waste in each proce s, and in aeccmnt ·Of the lower cost of materials in this country. I agree 
figuring up the Jabo1· cost :rou ha-veto figure first the labor cost with him. The co t of materials is less here. But I have not 
of producing a ton of pig iron from the ore, then add to it the gone into that, and for laek of time I will not go into tha.t now~ 
labor cost, sa,y, of converting a ton and a quarter of pig iron I hall probably wish to take that up later. 
into ingots, and then add to that the cost of a .ton and .one- 1\1.r. CUl\lMINS. .Simp]y because England imports iron ore, 
tenth 'Of ingots into rails, and ~o on. All these things must 50 per cent of her iron ore from Spain. 
be considered in estimating tile labor cost, .and in arriving l\Ir. SIMMONS. The Senator is 1igbt about that. 
at the labor co t of .any article you hacve to consider th~ ·accumu- l\Ir. CUl\11\IINS. And she pays a great deal more per ton 
lation of cost of e·rnrything, every proce s through which the for that iron ore, which is no richer than 30 ·pei· cent, than it 
article h as pa ed from the time it · left the earth until it costs any producer to buy W per cent iron ore at the lake ports 
reaches the consumer. The Senator from North Carolina s::tys in America. 
that ·e ch one is compensated by a separate duty, but the la.st l\fr. SMOOT. Mr. P1·esident--
duty is tl;le accumulation of all previou duties. The PRESIDING OFFICER {'Mr. PoMEREN.E in the chair). 

_ !r. SHIMO ... 'S. Let me .ask the Senator a question. In ·dis- Does the Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator 
cu ing the Jabor cost with the 'View to fixing ·duties by the from Utah? 
standard of measuring the difference between the labor cost Mr . . SIMMONS. I yield for .a brief statement, but I desir~ 
here and nbroiHl- to go on with my speech. 

Mr. OLIVER. Plus n reasonable proiit. Mr. SMOOT. I merely desire to make a short statement. 
Mr. SD.fMOXS. Well, we will learn that <mt .for the present. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Ohair understand 
l\Ir. OLIVER. I do not leave it -0ut. the enator from North Carolina to yield? 
l\lr. Sll\ilIO ... TS. :Measuring the difference between the labor l\Ir. Sll\1.MONS. Yes.; fc>r a brief statement. 

cost here and ahroad for the article, we want to ascertain the l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. In answer to the Senator from Iowa, I want 
cost of the proces of .conversion in the factory of the a;rticle to call his attention to the tariff hearings of 1909 in the House 
upon which the .duty is laid. For the purpose of fixing the duty of Ilepresentatil·es, at which Herbert Knox Smith filed his re
according to that basis-according to the Republican basis, port on standard rails. It is found on page 1705 of the House 
which I do not agree to-measuring the difference between the ' bearings. He reports the cost items of rails for the five years 
labor cost here and abroad, I maintain that you only need to from 1902 to 1906. I will read from his report: 
take into .consideration the cost of making the product ,upon . . . Oost items. 
which the dutv is imposed. Be semer pig iron-------------------------------------- $14. 5~ 

:Mr. OLIYER. Does the Senator wish me to reply to that? Waste----------------------------------------------- 1· 9 
1\lr. RIM.l\IO.XS. Yes. Cost pig iron in .rails--------------------------- 16. 47 
Mr. OLrVER. Then I will reply that you want to estimate Tons produced, 14,(}20,303. · 

the cost of every hour of labor that is put upon any article That is not iron ore; it is p.i.g iron, and the total cost of pig 
within the boundn.ries of the United States of .America-that is iron in rails i $16.47. Now, he goes on and estimates the cost 
the labor cost of nny article-and you might just as well say of making steel rails. By his report the steel Tails .cost $2.2.23 

• that in estimatill!! the labor cost -of this penlmife which I hold ton, and these are the items of cost: 
in my hand .YOU only have to estimate the cost ·Of the last Cost pig iron ..in Tails------------------------------------ $16.-4'.1 
work done upon it. Labor ------------------------------------------------- 1. 98 

Mr. SDHIO~S. .All I desire to say about that is, while the ~Ianganese, etc__________________________________________ · 20 

'Senator may be technically correct, he ·is not correct-- ri~m-===~-======================================== : ~~ 
l\Ir. OLIVER. I am practically correet. Molds --------------------------------------------- . 15 
lli. SHil\10 .... 'S. Ile i not eorrect for the '})urpose for which Rolls ----------~------------------------------------- · 17 

t 
· t t · h t th 

1 
b t . d Materials in repairs and maintenanae______________________ . 42 

we are rymg o ascer am w a e a or cos is an what the Snpplie and tools---------------------------------- . 21 
difference .in th. t Jabo1· cost here and abroad is. Miscellal'.\eous and general works expense____________________ . 51 

Mr. CUM ... II~S. :\fr. President-- General expense_________________________________________ . 14 
The VICE J>U ' IDE ... ~T. Does the Senator fr.om North Depreciation ------------------------------------------- · 16 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Iowa? , Total cost______________________________ 22. 23 

l\Ir. SDDIO ... 'S. Certainly. 1\Ir. President, in this report, giving the figures from 1902 to 
l\Ir. CUl\DU~S. Whatever conclusions the Senator from Hl06, the labor cost is placed at -$1.98 and the opera.ting ex

Pennsylrnnin may draw from the tatistics on this -subject, I penses at $2. 79, and in 'Operating .expenses there is not an item 
think upon .reflection he will be inclined to withdraw his charge included which .does not represent labor. 
that I. at least, ham juggled with any figures. Mr. CU:MML'l'S. Well, l\fT. President, I shall examine all 

.Mr. OLIYER Ob, I did .not intend t-0 intimate that the those tables later, but my friend from Utah seems to assurne---
Senator bad intentionaTiy juggled with figures, and if J: used The PRESIDIXG OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
the term "juggled" it was not in any offensive sense. Carolina yield to the Senator from Iowa 7 

l\1r. CD~L\H~S. I am sure of that, and I wanted to gtrn the 1\lr. Sil\.fMONS. I yield. I am very much delighted at this 
Senator an opportunity to make the RECORD clear upon that contro-versy between the ~enator from Utah and the Senat0r 
point. from Iowa. 
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Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Utah seems to assume 

that the manufacturer abroad has no wastage--
Mr. "S:~\IOOT. Not at all. 
Mr. CU~D.IINS. That he has no other expenses, and that he 

is able to make a ton of steel rails out of a ton of pig iron. Now, 
I suppose a ton of pig iron in England will go as far toward 
making a ton of steel rails as it will in America ; n.nd if it is 
the idea of the Senator from Utah tha.t the Republican Party 
proposes to lay a duty upon steel rails in order to compensate 
the American. manufacturer for the waste or the diminution 
which occurs in these processes, he is carrying the doctrine to 
an extent I never heard it applied before. 

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President--
Mr. CUl\fMINS. I had assumed also that there is depreciation 

in property abroad and that there are other expenses abroad, 
just as there are here, and I have thought that our doctrine-his 
doctrine and mine-simply required us to put a duty upon the 
article that would measure the difference between the cost of 
doing these things abroad and at home. 

:Mr. SMOOT. Well, -l\Ir. President, the Senator--
The PRESIDING OFFHJER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield further? 
.l\Ir. SIMMONS. I yield, 1\fr. President. 
Mr. SMOOT. '.rhe Senator certainJy does not mean to say 

tllat I quoted these figures to prove that there was no waste or 
depreciation in foreign countries. I simply answered the Sen
at9r, because he said tllat the labor in producing steel rails 
from the ore to the finished product was $1.86. · I say that the 
report of Herbert Knox Smith does not prove that. The report 
is here in print; I have it; no doubt the Senator has read it; 
and if he has not, he can find it here. It has been published, 
and the report says from pig iron to rails the labor cost is $1.98. 

Mr. CU HIINS. I understand that. 
Mr. SMOOT. And, Mr. President, so far as depreciation is 

concerned, I should like to ask the Senator if he does not recog
nize the fact, in connection with the question of depreciation, 
that if there is 16 per cent depreciation in a plant that cost 
$150,000 in this country and the same percentage of deprecia
tion in a plant in a foreign counh·y that cost $100,000, there is 
a difference that should be made up to the American manu
facturer ,so far as depreciation is concerned. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The depreciation might be much greater 
abroad than at home, and it might be much less. 

.Mr. SMOOT. But does not the Senator recognize the fact 
that if it is exactly the same, if it is 16 per cent in a foreign 
country and 16 per cent in this country, and the factory costs 
more in this country than it costs abroad, there is a difference 
in depreciation tliat has got to be made up? , 

l\Ir. CUI\fM:INS. In so far as I am concerned, l\fr. President, 
I refuse to consider the matter of depreciation in discussing 
the question of wages or of labor. The depreciation belongs to 
the reward of capital, and that comes under an entirely differ
ent phase of this subject. I will give some attention to the 
matter of capital when I come to discuss the whole subject. 

.Mr. SMOOT. :Mr. President--
Ur. SIUMONS. Mr. President, I think I ought not to be 

required to yield any further to this controversy. 
'.rhe PRESIDING OFFIOER. The Senator from North Caro-

.lina refuses to yield further. 
l\Ir. Si.\IOOT. I only desire to refer briefly to one item. 
Ur. Sil.\BIONS. I will yield to the Senator briefly. 
l\Ir. S~lOOT. I desire to speak of one other item, and that is 

this: Included in the operating expenses, Herbert Knox Smith 
snys the cost of steam is 62 cents. Steam requires labor to 
make it, and it is stated in the report that, including labor, 
the steam item amounted to 62 cents. That is a part of' the 
labor cost j ust as much as the work of the man who takes the 
hot ore and carries it from one place to another. 

l\Ir. Sil\Il\IONS. Mr. President, I have been very much edi
fied and -very much gratified at this controversy between· the two 
schools of tariff thought represented upon the other side of 
the Chamber, and I ha-re been glad to yield a part of my time 
in order that they might fight out this controversy between 
themselves; but, after all that has been said in the course of 
these interruptions, my proposition remains true, that, accord
ing to the only authentic official report that we have upon this 
question, the labor cost of producing the articles made by the 
Steel Corporation and by the Bethlehem Co., known in the 
trnde as the heavier and bulkier products of iron and steel, is 
only about ' 15! per cent of the total cost of production. This 
bill levies average duties of about 15 per cent upon these very 
products. not a general ad valorem but an average ad ·rnlorem 
upon these specific products shown by these Government reports 
to represent only about 15-! per cent of labor. · 

So that from the standpoint of difference in labor cost here 
and abroad, according to the contention of Mr. Schwab-and 

his contention was the same as that of nearly every witness 
who -came before the Finance Committee-according to that 
contention the bill provides for twice as much duty as the differ
ence between the labor cost of these products here and in 
competing countries abroad, and from that standpoint there is 
no just cause of complaint on the part of the manufacturers of · 
these products in this country. 

LAilOR COST OF FIJSER PRODUCTS. 

But, Mr. President, if was contended yesterday, and it has 
been contended all along in the House and in the hearings, 
that there are certain finer products of steel in which the 
element of labor cost enters more largely. I think most of the 
witnesses claimed that the labor cost of such products is about 
50 per cent of the total cost. Some of them, I believe, went 
as high as 60 per cent, and I think, speaking as to one par
ticular product, it was stated before the committee that the 
labor cost represented 80 per cent. 

I have caused to be taken, because I think it very important 
in connection with this discussion, the various products in ·this 
bill in which the element of labor seems to be very high in 
proportion to the total cost, and I ham had made estimates of 
the labor cost according to these Government publications, and 
I have compared them with the duties carried in this bill upon 
those articles, and I think I shall be able to show the Senate 
that in every case the duties carried in this bill more than 
measure the difference between the cost of labor here and 
abroad, even conceding, which I do not, and which no Democrat 
does, that the labor cost abroad is one-half less than it is 
here. 

Let us take cutlery. I think it is one of the articles men
tioned by the Senator from New Hampshire [Ur. GALLINGER] 
yesterday as carrying a yery high percentage of labor cost. The 
labor cost in that industry is high as compared with that of 
many other articles covered by the bill. 

According to the census of manufactures taken in 1905, cov
ering the calendar year 1904, the wages paid in the cutlery in
dustry in this country in that year amounted, in round numbers, 
to $7,000,000, and the value of the product, in round numbers, 
$18,000,000; the labor cost about 38 per cent. Now, lUr. Presi
dent, the House bill carries upon cutlery an ayerage duty of 
31.25 per cent. If the labor cost abroad is only one-half what 
it is here, and the labor cost here is 38 per cent, then the differ
ence in labor cost here and abroad is 19 per cent. So the House 
bill, carrying 31 per cent, carl;ies about 12 per cent in excess of 
the difference between labor cost here and abroad. 

Another article which it is claimed is made at a high per cent 
of labor cost is files. I find that in 1904 the wages paid in this 
industry amounted to $1,500,000; value of products, $4,391,000 ; 
percent:J.ge of labor to total cost, 34.50 per cent. 

An examination of the House bill shows that the duty upon 
files carried by that measure is 25 per cent. Allowing for the 
difference claimed between wages here and abroad, putting the 
wages at 34 per cent and the wages abroad at half of that, 17 
per cent, the House bill carries in excess of the alleged differ
ence in the labor cost 8 per cent. 
· Another one of the items of relative high labor cost is 
screws. The entire wages paid labor was half a million and 
the product a little over two million. The percentage of la
bor cost was 26. The House bill carries a duty of 25 per cent 
on screws, so that it carries 12 per cent more than the amount 
which it is claimed would measure the difference between the 
labor cost here and abroad upon the basis of its being twice 
as high here as in Europe. 

Saws-another item in which the labor cost is high. The 
wages paid in 1904 was $2,700,000; value of product, $9,800,000 ; 
percentage of labor- cost, 27.58, one-half of that amount repre
senti.Ilg, as it is claimed, the difference between labor cost here 
and abroad-13.79, or about 14 per cent. The duty under the 
House bill is 12 per cent, so in that particular instn.nce the duty 
would not cover the alleged difference. 

Firearms-the manufacture of pistols, automatic and other~ 
wise, and all kinds of guns. 

The amount of wages paid in this industry, according to the 
Government report to which I have referred, in 1904 was $3,-
722,000; \alue of product, $8,275,000; labor cost, 45 per cent. 
One-half of that amount, representing as claimed the difference 
between the labor cost here and abroad, would be 22! per cent. 
The House bill carries upon firearms a duty of 35 per cent, or a. 
duty in excess of the alleged difference in the cost of production 
here and abroad of 12! per cent. · 

Watches-As I recollect it, there were but few, if any, items 
in the bill where it was claimed before tha committee that the 
labor cost was higher than in making watches and articles of 
watch movements. According to this report the labor cost, 
without giving the other figures, is 40 per cent; one-half of 
that would be 20 per cent. The bill carries 30 per cent, or 10 
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per cent in excess of the alleged difference in the labor cost here 
and abroad. 

Clocks. Labor cost according to this report is 40 per cent. 
One-half to represent the difference in labor cost here and 
abroad would be 20 per cent. The bill carries 30 per cent, or 
10 per cent in excess of the alleged difference in labor cost here 
and abroad. 

Tools. I believe there were more witnesses examined before 
the committee with reference to this Schedule embracing tools 
than any other. Their complaint was most strenuous, because 
they claimed a large percentage of cost of labor, and that unless 
we retained the present duties that industry would be destroyed 
because of the lesser cost abroad. 

The wages paid in that industry in the year I have been 
speaking about was $6,000,000; output, 20,000,000; per cent of 
labor, 30; one-half of that would be 15. The House bill carries 
25 per cent, or 10 per cent more than the alleged difference be
tween the labor cost here and abroad. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the difference in labor 
cost is near so important in determining competition as the ad
\rocates of protection would have us believe. · 

Mr. CUl\IMINS. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PoMERENE in the chair) 

Does the Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator from 
Iowa? 

Mr. SIUMONS. Certainly. 
Mr. CUMMINS. I simply wanted to be sure that I under· 

stood the Senator from North Carolina. He has just referred 
to steel tools. I assume he means machine tools. 

Ur. , SillMONS. No; it is tools genera11y," not elsewhere 
specified. I was not able to get the figures as to machine 
tools. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I thought possibly the Senator was referring 
to the complaint made by the manufacturers all over the coun
try as to machine tools. 

Mr. SIUMONS . . I was not. • 
Mr. CUMMINS. Under the bill he is now discussing they are 

put upon the free list. 
Mr. SHilIONS. I was not discussing those. They come in 

under the general clause pro-\"iding duties on articles not pro
vided for specifically. 

We are exporting some of tllese products in large quantities. 
Take, for instance, aws. We exported and sold abroad in 
competition with the world last year about $9,000,000 worth of 
saws. 

We sold abroad last year in competition with the world $G,-
500,000 worth of tools. We sold abroad last year in competition 
wi th the world nearly 2,500,000 worth of firearms. It would 
seem .that if, in competition with our European competitors in 
the neutral markets of the world, we are able to sell these 
articles without a loss, these articles in which is is contenc1ed 
the element of labor enters largely, we at least ought to be able 
to sell th~m here in our own country, where we have an ad
vantage in freights, in competition with foreign producers. 

But I was about to ~ay, Mr. President, that I do not believe 
that the difference in labor cost is near so important in deter
mining competition as the advocates of protection would have 
us belieTe. • 

The States of this Union, with varying soils, climate, and 
labor conditions, carry on succe;;sful competition contradicting 
this theory. 

COTTON I~ TEXAS, ETC. 

It costs more to make a bale of cotton in my State than it does 
in Texas or in Louisiana or in l\Iississippi, because of the 
greater average of fertility of the land of those States. Our 
average yield is as greut as theirs, but we ·have to nc~o~plish 
it through the use of expensive fertilizers and a much more 
extensive system of cultivation; and yet, Mr. President, we are 
rai ing cotton succe fully in competition with those States. · 

It costs more to make a ton of pig iron in Pennsylvania than in 
Alabama, and yet Pennsylrnnia is able to compete and does 
compete successfully with Alabama in iron. 
UNI'l'ED ST~T.ES STEEL CORPOIUTIO~ PRODUCES CHEAPER, YET L'i"DE!'END· 

E)JTS SUCCESSFULLY COMPETE. 

Independent repre entati\es of this indu try who appeared 
before the committee insisted that the United States Steel Cor
poration largely monopolized the export trade of this industry. 
They claimed that the United State Steel Corporation could 
manufacture cheaper than the independents and were therefore 
able to export at a profit. 

i ~otwithstanding the fact that the United States Steel Cor
poration, for one reason or another, can and does manufacture 
cheaper than the independents, they have been able to sustain 
themselves in competition with this cheaper-produced product 
and, according to Government reports, in recent years have been 
increasing their percentage of production more rapidly than the 

Steel Corporation, showing right in our own country, by reason 
of greater capital, by reason of better organization and other 
advantages that accrue from a combination such as the United 
States Steel Corporation, an article can be produced very much 
cheaper, yet the producer at the higher cost is able to maintain 
himself in competition with the cheaper-produced product and 
to grow and expand and to acquire a larger part of the local 
market. 

Now, Mr. President, coming back to the testimony of Mr. 
Schwab for a minute, in his testimony before the Finance Com
mittee he asserted, as I recall his statement, that the average 
wage paid at Bethlehem in the steel and iron industry is $706 
per annum. The average English wage would be, therefore, 
according to him, something les than $400. • 

Now, let us see what the Immigration Commission in its re
port upon this subject says. 

I have here Table 46, page 66, referring to industrial condi
tions in iron and steel manufacturing. This table gives the per 
cent of males of 18 years of age and over working for wages and 
earning under $400. It shows that in the Pitt burgh district it 
is 5D.2 per cent; in the east Pennsyfrania di trict it is 74.6 per 
cent; New York district, 55.6 per cent; Middle West, 82.4 per 
cent; Birmingham district, 75.1 per cent. Total of the iron and 
steel manufacturing industry receiving less than $400 per year, 
68.4 per cent, while 72.1 per cent of the foreign-born labor in 
this industry is shown to be earning less than $400. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator if he under
stands those figures the same as I do. 

l\fr. SIMMONS. I have the report here. I did not want to 
read the whole report. I will hand the report to the Senator 
and let him read it, and he can answer in his own time. 

Commenting upon this table, the commissiop. says: 
The average annual wage of the native white in tbe Pittsburgh dis

trict is 677 and of the total Ilative born 623. Both the native born 
and the foreign born exhibit the lowest average wage in community 
" C," which is east of the Penn ylvania district, where the annual earn
ings for the total native born are $450, as contrasted with $271 for the 
total foreign born. 

Average total native born, $504; average total foreign born, 325. 
Table 45 of this same report shows that the average earnings of the 

foreign-born laborer in the Pittsburgh mills is $367 ; in the Birmingham 
di trict, 309 ; and in the iron and steel industry at large, $325. 

According to this report of the comm.is ion it therefore appears that 
68 per cent of the employees in the iron and steel industrres of this 
country are receiving less than 400, which, according to Mr. Schwab's 
testimony and argument, is about the same amount paid in Europe. 
SIXTY PER CENT FOREIG.'EilS EMPLOYED IN STEEL IND{;STRY--OREAT 

PilOFITS. 

More than 60 per cent of the laboNrs employed in the steel indulitry 
in the East are foreigners, 72 per cent of whom. according to the re
port of the Immigration Commis ion, are receiving less than 400 a 
year and in some districts less than $300. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Does the Senator understand that whewver an 
employee works six months or three months, then leaves, and 
another employee takes his place, the average of the rate per 
year includes the man or the boy who works six months or 
three months, and an average is then made of the whole 
number? 

The figures are just a little more than one-half what Mr. 
Schwab quoted. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. I do not know anythino- about what the 
commission did. The commission finds that the average native 
born in the districts discussed receh-ed $504 a year and the 
average foreign born $325 a year. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. That may be absolutely true; and yet you could 
not tell what is the wage in any industry in the United States 
unless the table shows what the wage was for 12 months, 
and then taking the number of employees in the mill, and 
whether they worked 3 or 6 or 9 months, and the amount paid 
for salaries, and then dividing it by the number of employees. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. I do not know what the commission did, 
but I find this. Here is the summary : 

General nativity aiid 1·ace of individuals. 

Sections. 

Total 
native- Total Total 
horn of na~ive- foicig -
forPign born. born. 
father. 

East: 
Pittsburgh district . ................................... 552 623 363 
Community C-Eastern Pennsylvania................ 472 450 271 
CommunityD-NewYork ..... . .......... :........... 446 514 371 

Middle West-Community E... .......................... ........ ........ 285 
South-Birmingham district ................•. -- ....... - . . 411 400 332~ Total iron and steel manufacturing industry.............. 488 504 v 

This industry, with its product protected by nn average duty 
of 35 per cent, recruiting 60 per cent of its labor from southern 
and eastern Europe, where l:ibor conditions a.nd wages a.re the 
lowest of all Europe, comes to Congress, and in the name of 
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American labor, in the interest of the high standard of living 
of the American laborer, demands protection against German 
labor and English labor. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Can the Senator put in at that point in 
his speech, if he has not already prepared it, how many hours 
of labor and the number of days per week required of those 
laborers? 

l\fr. SIMMONS. I have not that, but I can state it generally. 
In the recent report set forth in the report of the majority 
members of the Ways and Means Committee, and in Mr. Knox 
Smith's report, it is found that at the blast furnaces and in 
some other deparbnents of the steel and iron industry they have 
the continuous process by which a man works 7 days a week 
12 hours a day. While it was contended that was necessary, it 
was shown in the report that while it is necessary in certain 
departments to hire continuous labor, that the process is prac
ticed where there is no such necessity and practiced for reasons 
of economy. 

Mr. Sl\f OOT. I think the Senator wants to be fair. 
Mr. Sil\Il\fONS. Surely. . .. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I wish to say that the 12-hour-a-day labor in 

the steel industry applies only to the blast-furnace men. 
l\Ir. Sil\fl\!ONS. The Senator will find that statement very 

positively contradicted in the report. It applies to some other 
departments where there is no such necessity as there is in the 
blast-furnace department. 

Mr. SMOOT. We had no witnesses before the Finance Com
mittee who stated that there were any 12-hour-a-day men 
with the exception of the blast-furnace men. It was at their 
request, and it was stated by the men themselves before the 
committee that they preferred to work the 12 hours, -because 
of the 12 hours they were not required to work over 5 or 6 
hours. If the blast went on with no interruption and the 
process was perfect, there was not very much to do, and they 
were there as watchers rather than as workmen. · 

Mr. SIMMONS. Does the Senator think it is necessary, 
except for purposes of pure economy, to work a man 7 days in 
the week 12 hours a day? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I do not. 
Mr. SIMMONS. It was admitted, if the Senator will permit 

me, that tliat could be avoided, that there was no insurmount
able difficulty that could not be overcome. But it was said by 
one of the witnesses, and I think Mr. Schwab, although I am 
not sure about it, that that would be too e...""Cp·ensive; and it is 
for the purpose of saving expense in this industry, where more · 
profits have been made than in any other industry in this coun
try. that some laborers are required to work 7 days in the 
week and 12 hours a day, and there is a shift every 2 weeks 
whE>.n one man has to work 24 hours a day. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. In answer to the Senator I will state that I 

do not approve of employing any class of labor and requiring 
them to work 12 hours a day. I will also state, in justice to 
Mr. Schwab, as I think the Senator will remember, he testified 
before the committee that his company as well as one other 
company had undertaken to change their system some years 
ago, and . that they were perfectly willing it should be changed 
and hoped to see the time when it would be; that the only 
reason why it had not been, as far as his company was con
cerned, was because of the fact that the industry was upon that 
basis, and unless tbey were all put -on the same basis one would 
have an advantage over the other in making goods at a less 
price. 

l\lr. SIMMONS. And they, for the sake of advantage in cost 
incident to putting on another shift, were doing this thing. 

Mr. S~f OOT. There is no doubt of it. 
Mr. SIMMONS. And make them work continuously. 
l\lr. S~fOQT. I have so stated. It was also stated by the 

men themselves that out of the 12 hours sometimes they did not 
work 5 hours. Even if they worked but 2 hours, as far as 
I am concerned, I would never approve the employment of men 
and compelling them to be even on watch for 12 hours. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. Sil\11\IONS. Certainly. 
Mr. GA.LUNGER. On that point I interrogated Mr. Schwab 

when he was giving his testimony, and Mr. Schwab's words will 
be found on page 127 4 of the hearings. He said : 

Mr. SCHWAB. I can only say that the steel interests a year ago met 
in New York with a view of changing this condition of affairs by putting 
on a sixth extra workman and by making such changes as would give 
a workman one day a week oft'.. The experiment is now being tried at 
ooe of the Steel Corporation's works in Pittsburgh, which we are follow-

Ing with great Interest. We proposed it to our workmen, and almost 
unanimously they desired that the condition continue as it is at present. 
This class of men that work 12 hours a day for 7 days in the week are 
blast-furnace men. It is a cont inuous metallurgical operatio'll, and 
somebody has to be employed all the time. 

Then I inquired of him. I asked: 
But that does not apply to your entire force? 
Mr. SCHWAB. Oh, no. These are the men who work at the blast 

furnaces. All the others work 10 hours a day. We give all the work4' 
men, other than the blast-furnace men, a holiday on Saturday. 

Then later on the Senator from North Carolina himself inter.' 
rogated Ur. Schwab. He said: 

Senator SIMMO NS. I want to ' call attention to the fact that in the 
report they state that that seven days a week is not con.fined to those 
metallurgical operations. 

The Senator had just stated that the employment extended 
beyond that. 

.Mr. SCHWAB. That is true. There are some situations in the rolling 
mills, but they are very few. But tliat is not t he ordinary practice. 
But in any operation that is necessary, by reason o! metallurgical con
ditions, to be continuous, the practice is to employ the workmen 12 
hours a day. It is universal all over the world. 

Senator SIMMONS. Do you not see the same thing in some other 
departments? 

Mr. SCHWAB. It is only done, as I say, in continuous operations. 
You can take all our men in the engineering department-the ma
chinists, mechanics, and laborers-all the men of that sort work 10 
hours a day. 

.Mr. President, I put that in the RECORD with the consent of 
the Senator from North Carolina, and I thank him for gi"ring 
me the privilege, to show that while I do not approve this con
dition, and we had the assurance from Mr. Schwab and I think 
from others that they were working out the problem of chang
ing it, it applies only to the men who because of metallurgical 
conditions are rather compelled to do this. It is a universal 
practice. As Mr. Schwab says, it is universal the world over. 

Mr. Sll\IMONS. This is what the Bureau of Labor has to 
Eay on this matter in its report on the steel industry: 

The investigation developed that the seven-day working week was 
not confined to the blast-furnace department, where there is a metal
lurgical necessity for continuous operation and in which department 
nlne-tenths of the employees worked seven days a week, but It was also 
found that to a considerable extent in other departments, where no 
such metallurgical necessity can be claimed, productive work was car
ried on on Sundays just as on other days of the week. For example, 
in some establishments the Bessemer converters, the open-hearth fur· 
naces, and blooming, rail, and structural mills were found operating 
seven days a week for commercial reasons only. 

The hardship of a 12-hour day and a 7-day week is still furthe~ 
accentuated by the fact t hat every week or two weeks, as the case may 
be, when the employees on the day shift are transferred to the night 
shift, and vice versa, employees remain on duty without relief either 
18 or 24 consecutive hours, according to the practice adopted for tho 
change of shift. The most common plan to effect this Qhange of shift 
is to work one shift of employees on the day of change through th~ 
entire 24 hours, the succeeding shift working the regular 12 hours 
when .it comes. on duty. In some instances the change is effected by 
having one shift remain on duty 18 hours and the succeeding shift 
work 18 hours. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
l\Ir. SE\illONS. I think I will go on and finish my speech. 1 
Mr. OLIVER. I want to apologize to the Senator from North 

Carolina for interrupting him. I dislike very much to do it, 
but I want to say right here that the head of one of the largest 
steel concerns in the country told me within two months that 
they were making an earnest effort to change the condition 
of affairs in their plant and that they undoubtedly would make 
the change. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if 
they can not accomplish it in 24 hours by simply hiring a few 
more men and increasing their expenses a little? 

Mr. OLIVER. Not at all. If the Senator from North Caro
lina were familiar with large manufacturing enterprises, he 
would not even ask that question. It is a revolution. What I 
was going to say, and I will be very brief, is that the main oppo
sition, the most determined opposition to this effort to change, 
comes from the men themselves, who-- 1 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I submit that the Senator is 
injecting a speech into mine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro
lina declines to yield further. 

l\fr. Sll\IMONS. The Senator is not making a statement of 
facts, but is simply injecting a speech. 

Mr. OLIVER. I will not further interrupt the Senator. I 
was endeavoring to enlighten him, but he does not seem to 
relish it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro
lina will proceed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ha•e had an abundance of enlightenment 
through the renort of the Bureau of Labor. Here is an in
dustry employing men and requiring them, where there is no 
absolute necessity for it except to save money, to work 12 
hours a day and 7 days during the week and every 2 weeks 
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to work 24 hours 1 day. That is n.n industry employing 
probably a larger per cent of foreign labor than any other 
industry in this country. It is recruited from the very scum 
of Europe, not from the higher-priced labor countries of Eu
rope where they say that they are not able to compete with 
the labor, but from the lowest-priced labor countries of 
Europe-not from Germany or England, where wages are nearer 
the same as ours, but from Italy and Hungary, where the dif
ference between wages here and abroad is greater -and where 
the wages are less. This industry, enjoying the benefits of 
high ~rotection, has accumulated · enormous profit~ during the 
last fo or 20 or 25 .years through protection-protection in the 
products of its factory and its free trade in •labor-and this 
is the industry that can not afford to employ an extra shift of 
men so as to relie·rn against the necessity of the men having to 
work 7 days in the week and every 2 weeks 24 hours in a day at 
the end of a shift. 
The~e conditions as to employment of foreign labor and long 

hour.s that I ~ave described, Mr. President, in the steel industry 
obtamed dunng the same period of time covered by the state
ment of the president of the Bethlehem Steel Co. when he wrote, 
under date of November 5, 1900, the following: 

The capital stock of the Bethlehem Steel Co. amounts to $15,000,000 
(Rll owned by the Bethlehem Steel Corporation) divided into 300 000 
~hare3 at $50 par. While nominally only 1 pe~· share has been paid 
m, the surplua of the company is practically sufficient to pay the stock in 
full, and the company intends to issue stock to represent this surplus. , 

Referring to this letter, Hon. A. MITCHELL PALM.EB recently 
said: 

Apparently this intention of the company was carried out and the 
earned profit3 added to t)le capital account, for in lDlO we find that the 
Bethlehem Steel Co. earned, net, afte1· liberal additions to depreciation 
and furnace relining reserves and considerable redemption of funded 
debt. the comfoetable amount of $1,789,462.09, which was sufficient tQ 
nearly double the then surplus and declare and pay a d.ividend of 10 
per cent, amounting to 1,500,000 on the capital stock of the company 
w~,ich, ac;cording to 'J\Ir. S~hwab's statement, consisted of $300,000 con~ 
b·rnuted m c:isl~ and $14,, 00,000 earned profits. What this return on 
the actual C?-sh mvest!llent amounted to is a simple problem in arithmetic. 
in the solution of which the men at Bethlehem, whose wages have beeri 
tabulated by the Bureau of Labor, would find an interestin"' though 
unprofitable occupation. 

0 

Mr. President, this Bethlehem record of 10 per cent divi
dencls upon $15.000,000 actual investment by its stockholders 
of only $300,000, is a record of " get rich quick " without par
allel in the hi tory of the world. The president of this corpora
tion enjoying the blessing or curse of free trade in labor- em
ploying GO per cent of the scum of Europe at starvation wages, . 
while the products of this alien horde is highly protected against 
the higher price labor of Europe-protests against any cut in 
its protection, and declares if this is done it will have to go out 
of busil1e~s or further cut the wages of i~ aggregation of Hun
garians, Poles, Magyars, and what not. 

In the name of humanity I should bate to see the pa v of 
these underpaid and underfed foreigners further reduced ~ but 
in th~ interest of the thousands who buy its overprot~ted 
product I would dearly love to see the extortionate profits of 
this petted child of fortune cut down a little bit, if not more. 
I should feel that such a cut would be healthy. While it would 
grieve :Mr. Schwab and his Bethlehem stockholders it would 
gladden the hearts of the thousands who have· t~ buy his 
products. · · 
THE AROUl\IE~T THAT WE CA.N NOT COMPETE WITH THE FOREIGN PRO-

DUCER IS A.XSWERED BY THE FACTS OF OUR EXPORT TRADE. 

Mr. President, the argument of the opponents of tariff reduc
tion that we can not compete with the foreigner in this market 
that any material reduction in the present high rate of dutie~ 
will result in foreign invasion of our markets, is oyerwhelm
ingly answered by our annual exports of merchandise. That it 
is profitable is shown by the eagerness it is sought after. That 
the profits are satisfactory nobody denies. 

Last year we exported and sold abroad in Europe, in Asia in 
Africa, and South America, all over the face of the ea~·th 
oYer $900,000,000 worth of the products of our factories. ' 

If we can not compete with the foreigner in our own market 
with a tariff advantage such as this bill carries-an advantage 
of 22 per cent-how are we able, year after year, to sell nearly 
a billion dollars' worth of products of these factories in the neu
tral markets of the world where we have no tariff advantage? 

If the manufacturers of the articles embodied in this bill 
would not be able to compete with the foreigner in this market 
with the 22 per cent tariff advantage which it would give them, 
how were they able last year to sell at a reasonable profit 
$230,000,000 worth of these \ery products from one end of the 
world to the other without any tariff advantage und under 
probable freight disad-rnntage in competition with the like 
products of the very countries they now claim will scale this 22 
y,er cent tariff wall anu take from them their American cus
tomer? 

CANAD.( 

In the calendar year 1910, as appears from the Canadian 
Yearbook, Canada imported in iron and steel and manufactures 
thereof $61,183,000, ·of which Great Britain sold her $11,212,000; 
Ge~many, Holland, Belgium, and all other countries except the 
United States, $1,930,000; and the United States sold her 
$48,040,000, or over four times as much. That, Mr. President, in 
the face of the fact that Great Britain enjoys in the Canadian 
market the tariff preference over us of 35 per cent. 

MDXI CO. 

A;.ccording to the Bureau of Statistics, we exported to Mexico, 
of iron and steel, including agricultural implements cars and 
carriages, which included automobiles, in 1910, $i8,130,000; 
En~pand, $3,722,000; Germany, $2,423,000; Holland and Belgium, 
a httle less than $250,000; or, we exported ::ibout five times as 
much as G.reat ~ritain, almost eight times as much as Germany, 
and over SI.Xty times as much as Belgium. Them figures demon
strate we are able to compete with the other iron-producing 
countries in this neutral market of the world. 

l\Ir. President, it can not be contended that in Mexico we 
enjoy any piivilege over our foreign competitors. Freight rates 
are probably little to our disadvantage, tariff rates are equal; 
and yet, under these conditions, we sell to Mexico $18,000,000 
worth of products of our iron and steel industry against Great 
Britain's less than $4,000,000 worth. 

STEEL RA.I.LS. 

I:i;t 1910 we e~ported, all told, of steel rails $10,546,000, as 
agamst England s 13,27·5,000, Germany's $12,924,000, Belgium's 
$4,209,000, and Holland's about $3,480,000. If we exclude the 
exports o~ these countries to other countries in Europe, which 
they dommate and control against us by reason of freight rates, 
and exclude the exports to the colonies of each of these coun
t ries, which they in a large measure and in many cases entirely 
control, and take into consideration only foreign markets where 
all countries stand on an equality as to tariff and somewhere 
near an equality as to freight rates, we exported nearly as 
many dollars' worth of steel rails to these neuh·al markets of 
the world in 1910 as all of Europe combined. We exported in 
th~t year to these neutral markets $10,546,000 WOith of steel 
rails, as against Great Britain's exports of about $4 000 000 
Germany's exports of about $5,000,000, Belgium's export~ of 
about $2,500.000, and Holland's exports of about $1,300,000. 

l\Ir. President, in the face of the fact, admitted of all men, 
that our manufacturers are selling annually nearly a billion 
dollars' worth of their products of all kinds in nearly every 
quarter of the globe, in Asia, in Africa, in Europe, in South and 
North America, in competition with the world and at profits 
so satisfactory that this trade is eagerly sought by them; in 
the face of the fact that our manufacturers of iron and steel 
sold to Canada last year more than four times as much of 
the e products as- Great Britain, notwithstanding Great Britain 
~as a preferential tariff advantage over us of 35 per cent; 
m the face of the fact that in 1910 we sold to Mexico, where 
we ha¥e no advantage over our competitors either in tariff 
?r freight rates; products of iron and steel, including farming 
implements, carriages, and so forth, twice as much as En"'laud 
Germany, Belgium combined; in the face of the fa.ct that last 
year we sold of steel rails to the world at large $10.000,000, 
!iS against England's $12 000,000, Germany's $13 000 000 · and 
that l~aving out the contiguous, or approximatel

1

y c~ntiguous, 
countries of Europe, where the European manufacturer has a 
freight advantage over us, and leaving out the dependencies 
of our European competitors, where for nrious reasons they 
have an advantage over us, we sold in the neutral markets of 
the wor.ld, where trade conditions are equal nearly, as many 
steel r:nls as all the balance of the world; .in the face of the 
fact that in the neutral markets of the world, where we have 
no advantage in either tariff or freight rate , market which 
until recently our competitors have dominated · markets in 
which they have better bank-exchange arrangeme~ts and facili
ties than we have; markets in which by reason of lon"' posses
sion they understand the habits, the cu toms, the taste of the 
people better than we, and cater to 1.hem to an extent that we 
ha\e not learned; I can not understand, if in tbe face of these 
facts we are able to meet these ~ompetitors elsewhere upon the 
basis of fair profits, why we are not able to meet them upon tlle 
same basis in our own cou·ntry, with our customers at our 
doors, and where both tariff and freight rates are in our favor. 

Mr. President, our manufacturing industries are fairly well 
organized. I am no.t now referring to the trust combinations 
but business organizations. I say they are fairly well organized: 
and through their various organizations they are able to make 
themselves heard, and do make themselves heard, whenever 
their interest is invol"ved in any way in legislation. They are 

. 
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never forgotten. Speaking with reference to our population as measure. Of all questions coming before the Senate and before 
a whole they may be said to represent the thousands, but the Congress at this session Jhe tariff question is paramount. The 
consumers who represent the millions are too nume1·ous for or- 1 attention of the country is more fixed upon it than upon any 
ganization. They have no committees. When legislation affect- : other; and it is the question around which, above all others, the 
ing their interest is pending the consumers have no direct per- great struggle of this year for political supremacy will be 
sonrtl representative or voice here. As a result, in our tariff 1 waged. I presume by what I have seen here in the last day 01• 
legislation, in recent years, while the interest of the industries two · that Senators are so well informed with respect to this 
has been carefully safeguarded, protected, and often unduly particular bill, or so well equipped to pass intelligent judgment 
promoted, the interest of the consumer bas been too largely upon it, that they do not care to hear anything about it. If 
overlooked and forgotten. that is true, I think we had better take it up by paragraphs and 

The Democratic rurty, :Mr. President. while not forgetful of proceed with it. 
the interest of those great industries which hav.e contributed so J\Ir. BACON. l\fr. President--
largeJy to the greatness; the wealth, and the prosperity of the The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 1\Iis-
Nation, does not forget the absent consumer, however humble. s.ouri yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
The authors of this bill in. the other House, mindful of the great 1\lr. STONE. Certainly; I yield. 
fundamental Democratic principle of equality, while not forget- Mr. BACON. I should like to say to the Senator that as the 
ting the seller and his interest, have not forgotten the bnye.r address of the Senator from North Carolina was not entirely 
and his interest as well. agreed to by Senators on the other side and they had evidently 

Mr .. CULL0u1. Unless the Senator from Missouri [Mr. a good deal of opposition to the particular propositions which 
STONE] desires to speak, I shall move an executi\e session. We he advocated, it might be well to let some of them do a little 
ha:re 1:1,ad no executive session this week. of the speaking before the Senator from Missouri and the Sena-

1\Ir. CUMMINS. Will the Senator from Illinois withhold tor from Iowa proceed on the same side. It would give the 
that motion for just a moment? Senators who are opposed to this bill the opportunity to make 

Mr. CULLOnI. I will. their speeches consecutively, without having to interject them 
Mr. CUl\IMINS. There is upon the calendar a notice from in a spasmodic manner, as they have been doing to-day. 

me that I would address the Senate on this general subject l\Ir. STONE. Well, pe1·haps that is true. The Senator from 
to-day immediately after the routine morning business. It is Georgia always makes pertinent and wise suggestions; but 
obvious that I must in some way change that notice. To- that does not quite touch what I. have in mind. Why should 
morrow we have a special orde1~. I do not know whether the we carry on a debate here in the Senate before half a dozen 
Senator form Missouri desires to speak next or not. . Senators? Why should we not take up· the bill by paragraphs,. 

Mr. STO~E. As the RECORD shows, on yesterday I stated that and dispose of it at _gnce? The Senator from Utah, I have 
by the courtesy of the Senator from Iowa, who had a notice no doubt, is prepared to present the ultra-Republican view. 
that he would speak after the routine business to-day, and who Ur. Sl\IOOT. The true Republican view. 
indicated to me that he preferred to postpone his remarks~ I l\fr. STO~E. The Senator says the true Republican view, 
would address the Senate· to-day. But under the circumstances which is from his standpoint the ultra-Republican view. -It 
at present I think I wil1 not proceed now.. It is nearly 4 o'clock. is a mere matter of terms; but I confess a degree of impatience. 
As there is a special order for to-morrow, if it should suit the at the things we see here in the Senate. 
Senator from New Hampshire [1\Ir. GALLINGER] to adjourn Mr. President, I have been away a good deal for the last two 
until 12 o'clock to-morrow, instead of 2, we might be able to months. I came hack a short time ago and Senators on this 
conclude the consideration of that measure before the close of side of the Chamber, at least, have been prodding me, as they 
the calendar day. have been other Democratic members of the Finance Committee~ 
· lli. GALLINGER. If Senators will permit me, I will now for apparent dilatoriness in bringing the tariff measures before 
move that when the ,Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet the · Senate. They were full of the militant spirit of getting 
at 12 o'clock to-morrow. at it and having something done. Now we see what we see; 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is utterly useless to contemprate and I think we had just about as well take up the bill by para
fillishing the assignment for to-morrow on to-morrow. There .graphs and dispose of it, since Senators know all about it, 
are a number of speeches I know that will f}e ma.de against the and the general discussion doe~ not interest them. 
mea~ure, and it will take several days. I expect to discuss it l\fr. G:A-LLI~'GER . . Mr. PreSident, I assume that the Senator 
very fully. . from Missouri would not press that upon the Senate in the 

ll-r. STONE. Does the Senator thiuk it will take several absence of the chairman of the Committee on Finance. 
days. Ur. STONE. I am not pressing it; I am just saying that 

l\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. Yes. unless Senators manifest hereafter more interest in this iin-
Mr. STONE. Then I suggest that we meet at 12 o'clock each port~nt work, then I can not see any good in this general dis-

day. cuss10n, unless the speeches are to be sent out for campaign 
l\Ir. GALLINGER I have mad~ the motion for to-morrow- purposes. 

that when we adjourn to-day we adjourn to meet at 12 o'clock Mr. GALLINGER. I assume that that is what our Demo-
to-morrow. · cratic friends are intending fo do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PoMERENE in the chair). Mr. STONE. It will be done, and we can do it with much 
The question is on agreeing to. the motion of the Senator from better reason than it can be done from the other side. 
New Hampshire. :Mr. GALLINGER. That depends. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I hope the Senator will not fix it as 1\fr. CUMMINS. Mr. President. I can hardly join in the 
a permanent rule that we shall meet at 12 o'clock. request or suggestion of the Senator from Missouri. I do not 
· Mr. GALLINGER. The motion is only for to-morrow, I will want to beg for an audience, and I do not intend to do so. I 
say to the Senator. - think it would take just as long to discuss this bill paragraph 
· The motion was agreed to. by paragraph as to discuss it from the general standpoint in 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think the Senator from Missouri has the the first instance. I regret very · much that my friend from 
floor, but I will say to him, while I am on my feet, that all I North Carolina had so small an audien<!e, but possibly the spur 
will do is to ask that the notice I have given be withheld from that has now been administered by the Senator from l\Iissolll'i 
the calendar hereafter, and when this matter comes. again be- will se'cure a larger number of Senators hereafter. 
fore the Senate I have no doubt the Senator from Missouri and So far as I am concerned, I shall not debate the subject for 
myself will be entirely able to agree as to the order of speaking. the purpose of informing the country generally. I intend to 

Mr. STONE. There will be no- difficulty about that. debate it for the purpose of informing Senators, and a great 
I wish to make this observation before the Senate goes inta many of them need the information. 

executive session on the motion about to be made by the Sena- It is one of the queer things in connection with the debate 
tor from Illinois: I can not see that there is very much need or this afternoon that. the men who really know a great deal about 
T'ery much benefit to be derived from continuing the general . the subject were the men who were here. I am speaking not of 
discussion of this tariff bill by any Senator unless the discus- myself, but I have in mind the Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] 
sion is one in which the Senate as a whole, 01·- at least some and others. Those Senators who have given the least study to 
reasonable part of the membership, is interested.. We have just the subject are the Senators who were not·here, and therefore 
listened to a very able and unusually instructive address l:ly the I want to emphasize in that respect what ha.s been said by the 
Senator from North Carolina [l\fr. Sru:ruoNs]. The Senntor Senator from Missouri. I do not take the Democratic view of 
from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS}, when he takes the floor, I know it, nor do- I not take the Republican Yiew of it as entertained 
will deliYer an exceedingly interesting and instructi"rn address. by some of my associates, nnd I want to convince them, as long 
I can not m1derst:md, sir, why it is that Senators are appar- ago somebody has convinced the country, that these duties 
ently indifferent about the consideration of this important fought to be reduced. 
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Mr. Sl\IOOT. I a k that a comparative statement showing 
the r ::i tes of metals and manufacture of metals under the tariff 
act of 1909, to ..,.ether with the so-called Underwood bill, being 
House bill 1 G42 and the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Iowa [1\lr. CuMMI s] be printed for the use of the Com
mittee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

l\Ir. CULLOl\1. I mo\e that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
con ideration of executive business. .After 17 minutes spent in 
executi\e session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs
day, May 2, 1912, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nom-inations recei-i:ed by the Senate May 1, 1912. 

PRO 10TIONS IN THE ARMY, 

COAST ABTILLERY CORPS. 

First Lieut. Fulton Q. C. Gardner, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be captRin from April 9, 1912, vice Capt. George F. Connolly, 
detailed as commissary on that date. 

Second Lieut. Edwflrd P. Noyes, jr., Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be first lieutenant from April 9, 1912, vice First Lieut. Fulton 
Q. C. Gardner, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles E. Ide, Coast Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from April 23, 1912, vice First Lieut. John E. Mort, 
detached from his proper command. 

Sewond Lieut. William D. Frazer, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
fir t lieutenant from April 27, 1912, vice First Lieut. Henry W. 
Tomey, resigned April 26, 1912. 

CAVALRY ARM. 

First Lieut. Leonard L. Deitrick, Second Cavalry, to be cap
tain from April 23, 1912, vice Capt. Charles Young, Ninth Cav
alry, detached from his proper command. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 

To be first lieutenants 'With rank from April 21, 1912. 

Ha.rrie Sheridan Baketel, of New York. 
William Morgan Case Bryan, of Missouri.. 
Harry Silsby Finney, of Colorado. 
Jo eph Ralston Hollowbush, of Illinois. 
Raymond Barnett l\1cLa ws, of Florida. 
Jerome Morley Lynch, of New York. 
Charles E\art Paddock, of Illinois. 
William Robertson Watson, of Pennsylvania. 

MEDICAL CORPS. 

Thomas James Leary, of Pennsylvania, late first lieutenant 
in the Medical Corps, to be first lieutenant from April 25, 1912. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 12th day of February, 1912, upon the 
completion of three years' service as en~igns : 

Emil A. Lichtenstein and 
Charles W. Crosse. 
'.rlle following-named mi<tshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy 

from the 7th day of March, 1912, in accordance with the provi
sions of an act of Congress approved on that date: 

Roy C. Smith, jr., 
Francis S. Craven, 
Edward B. Lapham, 
Carlos A. Bailey, and 
Robert P. Mohle. 
Boatswain John 0. Lindberg to be a chief boatswain in the 

Navy from tlle 23d day of February, 1912, upon the completion 
of six years' service as a boatswain. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 12th day of February, 1912, upon the 
completion of three years' service as ensigns: 
. Bruce R. Ware, jr., and 

Harry J. Abbett. 
Ensign Ralph D. Weyerbacher to be an assistant naval con

structor in the Navy from the 23d day of April, 1912, vice 
Asst. Naval Constructor John O. Sweeney, jr., disappeared, 
whereabouts unknown. 

UNITED STATES 1\lATISHAL. 

Guy l\lurchie, of l\fassachusetts, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Massachusetts. (A reappointment, his term 
having expired. ) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND :MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 

Dr. Howard Andrew Knox, of Michigan, to be assistant sur
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, in place of Taliaferro Clark, promoted. 

Dr. Charles Laval Williams, of Massachusetts, to be assist
ant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States, in place of Passed Asst. Surg. Thomas D. 
Berry, deceased. 

Asst. Surg. Harry Jackson Warner to be passed assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States, to rank as such from April 4, 1912. 

POSTMASTERS. 

GEORGIA. 

John I. Fullwood to be postmaster at Cedartown, Ga., in place 
of John I. Fullwood. Incumbent's commission expired Febru-
ary 27, 1912. · 

ILLINOIS. 

Alfred Schuler to be posb:naster at Mound City, Ill., in place 
of Alfred Schuler. Incumbent's commission expired March 31, 
1912. 

INDIANA. 

:Melville B. Carter to be postmaster at Newport, Ind. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Hugh S. Espey to be postmaster at Rising Sun, Ind., in place 
of Hugh S. Espey. Incumbent's commission expired April 29, 
1912. 

Charles C. Fesler to be postmaster at Clay City, Ind., in place 
of Charles ·c. Fesler. Incumbent's commission expired January 
27, 1912. 

George H. Griffith to be postmaster at Fremont, Ind., in place 
of Duane Scott. Incumbent's commission expired January 20, 
1912. 

William 0. Goecker to be postmaster at Crothersville, Ind., in 
place of Adam G. Ritz. Incumbent's commission expired April 
22, 1912. 

Charles F. Keck to be postmaster at North Liberty, Ind. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Francis H. 1\1anring to be postmaster at Greentown, Ind., .in 
place of Francis H. Manring. Incumbent's commission expired 
Aprll 22, 1912. 

Horace H. Mosier to be postmaster at Bristol, Ind. Office be
came presidential January 1, 1912. 

Will K. Penrod. to be· postmaster at Loogootee, Ind., in place 
of Will K. Penrod. Incumbent's commission expired April 22, 
1912. 

Frank M. Pickerl to be postmaster at .Argos, Ind., in place of 
Frank M. Picker!. Incumbent's commission expired January 
27, 1912. 

Preston B. Settlemyre to be postmaster at Roanoke, Ind., in 
place of Samuel H. Grim, resigned. 

Charles Smith to be postmaster at Westfield, Ind., in place of 
Charles Smith. Incumbent's commission expired January 27, 
1912. 

IOWA. 

Ezra Bradford to be postmaster at Wellman, Iowa, in place of 
Ezra. Bradford. Incumbent's commission expires May 26, 1912. 

Stephen M. Brinton to be postmaster at Brighton, Iowa, in 
place of Stephen M. Brinton. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 9, 1912. 

Alma G. Ott to be postmaster at Riverside, Iowa, in place of 
Alma G. Ott. Incumbent's commission expired March 25, 1912. 

KANSAS. 

David D. Wickins to be postmaster at Sabetha, Kans., in 
place of George W. Hook. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 24, 191.2. 

LOUISIANA. ' 

. Robert B. Johnson to be postmaster at Lake .Arthur, La., in 
place of Marcus N .. Limbocker, resigned. 

MINNESOTA. 

A. L. Hamilton to be postmaster at Aitkin, Minn., in place ot • 
Francis M. Shook. Incumbent's commissioJl expired April 22, 
1912. 

MISSOURI. 

Mary E. Black to be postmaster at Richmond, Mo., in place of 
Edward R. Williams, resigned. 



1912. CONG R.ESSION AL _~REOORD-Ht)USE. 5677 
. . 

Frederick B. Rauch to be postmaster at Morehouse, 1\Io., in 
place of Frederick B. Rauch. Incumbent's commission expires 
l\Iay 23, 1912. 

MONTANA. 
William R. Crockett to be postmaster at Red Lodge, Mont., in 

place of William R. Crockett. Incumbent's commission expired 
.March 10, 1912. 

NEW YORK. 
Peter G. Hydorn to be postmaster at Lacona, N. Y., in place of 

John J. Hollis. Incumbent's commission expired April 28, 1912. 
James H. Signor to be postmaster at Dannemora, N. Y., in 

place of Seth Allen, deceased. 
OHIO. 

Thomas G. Moore to be postmaster at Barnesville, Ohio, in 
place of Thomas G. Moore. Incumbent's commission expires 
l\fay 16, 1912. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 
Harvey E. Brinley to be postmaster at Birdsboro, Pa., in 

place of Harvey E. Brinley. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 28, 1912. 

William L; Buchanan to be postmaster at Sagamore, Pa. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1912. 

John H. Martin to be postmaster at Clearfield, Pa., in place 
of John H. l\fartin. Incumbent's commission expires May 26, 
1912. 

John J. l\father to be postmaster at Benton, Pa., in place of 
John J. Mather. Incumbent's commission expires May 26, 1912. 

VIRGINIA. 

Joseph E. Graham to be postmaster at Jonesville, Va., in place 
of Joseph El Graham. Incumbent's commission expires l\Iay 20, 
1912. 

Charles W. Wickes to be postmaster at New Market, Va., in 
place of Charles W. Wickes. Incumbent's commission expires 
May .13, 1912. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 1, 1912. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Edward E. Cushman to be United States district judge for the 

western district of Washington. -
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Jose~h E. Morrison to be United States attorney, district of 
Arizona. 

UNITED STATES 1\illSHAL. 
Charles A. Overlock to· be United States marshal, district of 

Arizona. 
COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION FOR PORTO Rrco. 

Edward l\I, Bainter to be commissioner of education for Porto 
Rico. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
CAVALRY .A.RM. 

Second Lieut. Reynold F. i\figdalski to be first lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 
.KENTUCKY. 

W. B. Buford, Nicholasville. 
Clarence Mathews, Maysville. 
Frank W. Rice, Wilmore. 
Will P. Scott, Dawsonsprings. 
James W. Thomason, Uniontown. 
1\liles 1\1. J. Williams, Eminence. 

OKLAHOMA. 
Ellis J. Baxter, Hooker. 
Leonard M. De Ford, Duncan. 
Daniel G. Dodds, Beggs. 
Clarence W. Early, Durant. 
Arthur E. Leap, Collinsville. 
James T. Ryan, Bennington. 
James E. Sutton, Boynton. 
Frank J. Van Buskirk, Seminole. 
Charles W. Young, Carnegie. 

VIRGINIA. 
Edgar B. Beaton, Boykins. 
John S. Cecil, Dublin. 
Floyd L. Harless, Christiansburg. 
Alexander W. Harrison, Lawrenceville. 

WESr VIRGINIA. 

N. J. Keakle, Williamson. 
WISCONSIN. 

1\!ary A. l\IcAskill, Glidden. 
John A. l\fcDonald, Arbor Vitae. 

XLVIII-357 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 1, 1912. 

The House met at 12 o;clock noon and was called to order by 
the Speaker, who took the chair amid general applause. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol
lowing prayer : 

0 Thou Infinite Spirit, source of worlds without end and of 
beings without number, in whose all-loving embrace we dwell 
and in whom all our longings, hopes, and aspirations are cen
tered, control our spirits, guide our wandering thoughts to Thee, 
that by the inspiration of this sacred moment we may be pre
pared to meet the obligations which Thou hast laid upon us 
now and evermore, in the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. 
Amen. 

T"he Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by l\Ir. Crockett, one of its clerks, 

announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representati"res 
was requested: 

S. 3815. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to require 
apparatus and operators for radiocommunication on certain 
ocean steamers," approved June 24, 1910; and 

S. 3624. An act to authorize the construction . of a bridge 
across Sau Francisco Bay to connect the cities of Oakland and 
San Francisco, Cal. 

SEN.A.TE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 

titles were taken from the Spealrnr's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3815. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to require 
appf!.ratus and operators for radiocommunication on certain 
ocean steamers," approved June 24, 1910; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 3624. An act to authorize the construction. of a bridge across 
San Francisco Bay to connect the cities of Oakland and San 
Francisco, Cal. ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

FLOOD SUFFERERS, MISSISSIPPI VALLEY. 
Mr. FITZGERALD, by direction of the Committee on Appro

priations, reported House joint resolution 312, making appro
priations for relief of sufferers from floods in the Mississippi 
and Ohio Valleys, which was read a first and second time and, 
together with the accom_panying report (No. 631)-, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
and ordered printed. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

l\fr. JOHNSON of South Carolina, by direction of the Com·
mittee on Appropriations, reported the bill (H. R. 24023) mak
ing appropriations for the legislative, ex:ecutiYe, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1913, and for other purposes, which was read a first and second 
time and, together with the accompanying report (No. 633), 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union and ordered printed. 

i\fr. CANNON. ID. Speaker, I reserve all points of order, 
and ask unanimous consent that the minority may have until 
Friday, if it is so desired, to file their views. ( H. Rept. 633, 
pt 2.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ANSBERRY). The gentle
man from Illinois reserves all points of order on the bill, and 
asks unanimous consent that the minority may have until 
Friday to file views. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. l\fr. Speaker, I give notice 

that to-morrow morning I shall call the bill up for considera
tion. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY. 

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday and .the un
finished business is the bill H. R. 18033. The House automat
ically resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill, and 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. FINLEY] will take the 
chair. 

.A.MENDING MINING LAWS IN ALASKA. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 18033) to modify and amend the mining laws in their 
. a_pplication to the Territory of Alaska, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That no association placer-mining claim shall 
hereafter be located in Alaska in excess of 40 acres, and on ~very placer-
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