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Also, petition of Sign and Pictorial Painters’ Local No. 510,
and of C. D. McKenney, of S8an Francisco, Cal.,, favoring pas-
sage of House bill 16844, to compel manufacturers to place
their names on goods; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

Also, petition of citizens of Gilroy, Cal., against passage of
a parcel-post system; to the Committee on the Post Ofiice and
Post Rloads.

Also, petition of business men of Gilroy, Cal., favoring pas-
sage of bill regulating express rates; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of the Trenton
Chamber of Commerce, protesting against passage of Senate
bill 5458, relative to building of bridge across the Delaware
River south of Trenton by the Pennsylvania Railroad Co.; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commeree.

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Charles W. Fisher, 8an Fran-
cisco, Cal, favoring passage of House bill 22527, for restriction
of immigmtmn to the Committee on Immigration and Naturall-
zation.

Also, petition of Sign and Pictorial Painters’ Local No. 510,
of 8an Francisco, Cal., favoring passage of the Campbell bill
(H. R. 16%44) to compel manufacturers to place their names on
goods; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Daughters of
Liberty of Mahanoy, Pa,, favoring passage of House bill 22527,
for restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

Also, memorial of the Order of Independent Americans, Coal-
dale Counneil, No. 28, of Coaldale, Pa., favoring passage of bills
restricting immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of citizens of Greenpoint, N. Y.,
against passage of the Burton-Littleton bill, to celebrate 100
years of peace with England; to the Commiitee on Industrial
Arts and Expositions.

Also, petition of the Daughters of Liberty of Brooklyn, N, Y,,
favoring passage of House bill 22527, for restriction of immigra-
tion; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. LOUD: Memorial of the Metz Branch of the Polish
Roman Catholic Union of America, of Metz; the Sacred Heart of
Jesus Society, No. 316, of Bay City; and the Polish Roman
Catholic Union, of Iosgen, Mich., against passage of bills re-
stricting immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. MANN: Petition of citizens of Illinois, favoring pas-
gage of House bill 17470, for pensioning widows and orphans. of
veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Fred 8. Scales and others, of
Winchester, Mass., against passage of bills proposing change in
patent laws; to the Commitiee on Patents.

By Mr. McDERMOTT : Memorial of Racred Heart of Jesus
Nociety, No. 92, of Chicago, Ill., against passage of bills restrict-
Ing immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat-
uralization.

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY : Petition of Local Union No. 101,
Rumford, Me., favoring passage of House bill 19133, for creation
of a postal express; t{o the Committee on the Iost Office 4nd
Post Roads.

By Mr. BOULLY : Petition of the Daughters of Liberty of
Lakevood, N. J., favoring passage of bill relative to denomina-
tional gurb for Indian schools; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs,

Also, petition of the Daughters of Liberty of Oakhurst, N. J.,
favoring passage of bills restricting immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration hnd Naturalization,

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of citizens of Lineoln, TII.,
favoring passage of bill providing for building of battleship in
Government navy yards; to the Committes on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of the Journeymen
DBarbers’ International Union of America, and Machinists Lodge,
No. 808, and citizens of Trenton, N. J., favoring passage of
House bill 22339 and Senate bill 6172, known as the anti-Taylor
system bills; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of members of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of Lambertville, N. J., favoring passage of the Mann
bill for Sunday rest for post-office employees, efe.; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, memorial of citizens of the fourth congressional district
of New Jersey. of Washington Camp, No. 43, Patriotic Order
Sons of America, of SBemerville, and of citizens of Clinton, N. I.,
favoring passage of bills restricting immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.
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SENATE.
SATURDAY, June 15, 1912.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

Mr. BACON took the chair as President pro tempore under the
previous order of the Senate.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterdnys
proceedings when, on request of Mr. Smoor and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal
was approved.

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate com-
munications from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting certified copies of the findings of fact and conclu-
sions of law filed by the court in the following causes:

Eleanor L. and Henry C. Lovell, sole heirs of Henry C. Lovell,
;. Uéljted States (Portsmouth (N. H.) Navy Yard) (8. Doe.
NO. B4T) ;

Richard Allen v. United States (Washington Navy Yard) (8.
Doe. No. 849) ; and

No. 23, Annie I. Fernald Crowell, widow (remarried) of
Alonzo Fernald, decessed; No. 27, Margaret A. Norton, widow
of Daniel C. Norton, deceased; No. 32, Emma 8. Wherren,
administratrix of James W. Wherren, deceased, v. United States -
(Portsmouth (N. H.) Navy Yard) (8. Doc. No. 848).

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers,
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a conference report on Touse
bill 17681, the District of Columbia appropriation bill, being a
full agreement, and I ask unanimous consent for its present
consideration.

The report was read, as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. B.
17681) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1913, and for other purposes, having met, after
full and free conference have agreed to recummend and do
recommend to their respective House as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 3,
5,6, 7, 9, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 26, 20, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34,
35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52,
n3, 54, 55, 56, b7, 59, 62, 63, 64, G5, 66, 67, 68, T1, 72, 73, 74, 75,
T8, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 89, 60, 91, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 101,
102, 103, 104, 106, 108, 113, 114, 117, 121, 126, 137, 138, 139, 141,
148, 150, 154, 155, 156, 162, 174, 178, 179, 193, 194, 198, 199, 206,
207, 208, 208, 210, 218, 217, 221, 222 293 224 295 296, 227, 228,
229,231, 232, 235, 236, 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246G,
247, 248, 249, 251, 252, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264,
2738, 274, 276, 277, 278, 279,
280, 281, 282, 283, 284, 285, 286, 288 2‘JL290.296 297, 298,‘799 300
3{JL a(w 304, 305 307 310 31L 313, 315, 317, 318, 319. 820, 321,
824, 225, 326, 327, 331, 332, 333, 336, 342, 343, 344, 345, 351, 358,
359, 362, 365, 364, 36.) 38:, 370, 375, 376, 377 3:8 349 380 as1,
382, 383, 391, 393,39L395 396 404, 405, 400, 407, 408, 409, and
420,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 4, 8, 10, 11, 13, 19, 23, 24, 25, 27,
08, 60, 61, 77, 88, 92, 93, 100, 105, 111, 112, ]16 119, ]2{) 122,
123, 128, 129, 130, 131 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 140. 142, 143, 144,
145, 146, 147, 149, 152, 157, 159, 100, 163, 164, 168, 169, 170, 171,
172, 175, 177, 180, 183, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 192, 105, 196, 200,
202, 203, 204, 205, 230, 233, 234, 275, 203, 204, 303, 312, 316, 322,
328, 330, 335, 338. 339, 346, 349, 350, 853, 854, 855, 346, 357, 301,
366, 384, 385, 387, 388, 380, 300, 397, 308, 399, 400 401, 40“’ 410,
411, 412, 413, 414, 415, 416, 417, 418, 419, 421, 423, mui 425; and
agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with
amendments as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said
amendment and on page 2 of the bill, in line 3, strike out the
word “dollars™ and insert in lien thereof the words * so much
as may be necessary ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“$114.846"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered €9, and agree to the same with an
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amendment as follows: Inm lien of the number proposed insert
“three™; and the Senate ogree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matfer inserted by said
amendment insert the following: “two at $1,400 each”; and
the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
meiit of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposad insert
“$80,410 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the nmend—
ment of the Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“ 831,725 ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an
ameudment as follows: In Ileu of the sum proposed insert
* £41.300"; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 109, and agree to the same with
amendments as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said
amendment, and on page 18 of the bill, in line 17, after the
word “binding,” insert the following: “ by contmct or other-
wise, including necessary personal services”; and the Senate
agree to the same.

That the Hounse recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: After the word “purchase™ in
said amendment insert the following: *“or exchange™; and
the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
830,000 ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“$200 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
% $220000"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 1235, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“$70,100"; aund the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
4 $£920,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 151, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“ $£120,525 ¥ ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 153, and agree to the same with
amendments as follows: In lien ot the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following: “ : Provided further, That the
sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is
hereby appropriated, to enable the Commissioners of the Dis-
frict of Columbia to make a thorough investigation of the
desirability and cost of establishing a municipal asphalt plant,
including personal services and necessary expenses, report to
be made to Congress at the beginning of the next session:
Provided further, That the facts upon which the conclusions
are based shall be fully stated in said report: Provided further,
That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are l.ereby
aunthorized to purchase from this appropriation a portable
asphalt plant at a cost not to exceed $7,500 and to operate
said plant under their immediate direction in doing such work
of repairs to asphalt pavements as in their judgment may be
economically performed by the use of said plant, and so much
of this appropriation as is necessary for this purpose is hereby
made available for such work ”; and on page 28, in line 25, and
on page 29, in line 1, of the bill strike out the words *‘ of which
sum $60,000 shall be immediately available, three hundred and
ninety thousand” and in lieu thereof insert “three hundred
and sixty thousand'; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: On page 30 of the bill in line 38,
strike out the word “two" and insert in lieu thereof * four”;
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with

amendments as follows: In lleu of the sum proposed insert
“$140,000 " ; and on page 30 of the bill, in lines 5, 6, and 7,
strike out the following: *, of which sum $20.000 shall be imme-
diately available”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“$130,000 7 ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“$125,000"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 167, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In len of the sum proposed insert
“$40,000 7 ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 173, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“ $265,000 ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 176, and agree to the same with
amendments as follows: In line 6 of the matter inserted by
said amendment strike out the following: “on either side of
such crossings”'; and in line 11 of the matter inserted by said
amendment, after the word “appropriation,” insert the word
“available™; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 181, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: On page 34, in lines 14 and 15, of
the bill strike out the following: * fo be immediately available”;
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 1582, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed lnuert

“$4,8307; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 184, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 6 of said amendment, after
the word “dollars,” insert the following: *, which sum shall
be paid wholly out of the revenues of the District of Colum-
bia”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Tlnt the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 190, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the matter stricken out
by said amendment insert the following: “, the appropriations
for which purpose shall hereafter be paid wholly out of the
revenues of the District of Columbia ”; and the Senate agree
to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“$23,825"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 197, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by
said amendment insert the following: “ For the purchase and
maintenance of one motor vehicle for the use of the electrical
department, with extra tires and equipment, $1,500"; and
the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 201, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“$10,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 211, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed in-
sert “two hundred and eighty-four”; and the Senate agree to
the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 212, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by
gaid amendment insert the following: “: Provided, That all
teachers of manual training, drawing, domestic science, do-
mestic art, music, and physical culture in the normal, high,
and manual-training high schools now in the service of the
publie schools and hereafter to be appointed, shall be placed
in class six, group A: Provided further, That no such teacher
shall receive a salary less than that received at the time of
the passage of this act: Provided further, That hereafter no
teacher of any of these subjects shall be appointed without
like qualifications to those required of teachers of academic
and scientific subjects in the high schools, and that teachers of
these subjects now in the service of the public schools and
those hereafter to be appointed shall receive their longevity
increase according to their previous number of years of expe-
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rience in teaching in accredited normal, high, and manual-
training high schools "' ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 213, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed in-
sert *‘one hundred and eighteen™; and the Senate agree to the
sane.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 214, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed in-
sert “ four hundred and fourteen ”; and the Senate agree to the
sanie.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 215, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lleu of the number proposed in-
sert * three hundred and thirty-seven”™; and the Senate agree
to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 218, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu_of the sum proposed insert
£ $1,554,600"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 219, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by
said amendment insert the following: “ No class in any year
of any of the high schools shall consist of less than 10 pupils
for a period not longer than 15 days™; and the Senate agree
to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 220, and ngree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
4 8310,865 " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate nitmbered 250, and agres to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lines 2 and 3 of said amendment
strike out the following: * to be immediately available”; and
the Senate agree to the same. .

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 253, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment
the following: “ : Provided, That the plans for the new Central
High School shall provide accommodations for not less than
2,600 pupils ”; and the Senate agrge to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senste numbered 239, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said
amendment and in lien of the matter stricken out insert the
following :

“ Pupils shall not be admitted to or taught free of charge in
the public schools of the District of Columbia who do not
reside in said Distriet, or who during such tutelage do not own
property in and pay taxes levied by the government of the
District of Columbia in excess of the tuition charged hereunder
to other nonresident pupils, or whose parents do not reside or
are not engaged in public duties therein, or during such tutelage
pay taxes levied by the government of the Distriet of Columbia
in excess of the tuition charged hereunder to other nonresident
pupils: Provided, That any other nonresident pupil may be
admitted to and taught in said public schools on the payment
of such amount, to be fixed by the board of education with the
approval of the Commissioners of said Distriet, as will cover
the expense of tuition and cost of textbooks and school sup-
plies used by such pupil; and all payments hereunder shall
be paid into the Treasury of the United States, one-half to the
eredit of the United States and one-half to the credit of the
Distriet of Columbia.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 287, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 1 of the matter inserted by
sald amendment strike out the words “ Hereafter no” and in
lien thereof insert the word “No'; and the Senate agree to
the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 280, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“$1,000”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amond-
ment of the Senate numbered 200, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“$130,250 7 ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 292, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 1 of said amendment, after
the word “ one,” insert the word * motor-drawn ”; aud the Sen-
ate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 306, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“$5,500"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 308, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 4 of said amendment strike
out the word ““five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ two”;
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 309, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 7 of said amendment strike
out the word “ two " and insert in lieu thereof the word * one”;
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 314, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“$2,540"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the“amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 323, and agreed to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
*$13,225"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 329, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by
said amendment insert the following: “, and new bids received
or the purchase made in open market, as may be most economi-
ecal and advantageous to the District of Columbia: Provided
further, That hereafter formal written contracts with bond for
work or the purchase of supplies and materialg for the Distriet
of Columbia shall not be required in cases where the cost of
such work or supplies or materials does not exceed the sum of
$1,000"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 334, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“$27,135”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 337, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following: * For hospital furnishings, in-
cluding bedsteads,. maftiresses, ward and bedside tables, and
chairs, $1,000,

“The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby
directed to report to Congress at the beginning of its next ses-
sion as to the cost and feasibility of adapting one or more of
the vacant buildings upon the site of the Washington Asylum
and Jail, reservation No. 13, for use for municipal hospital
purposes.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 340, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Transpose said amendment to follow
line 11, page 91 of the bill, amended as follows: In line 1 of
said amendment sirike out the word “The” where it first
occurs and insert in lien thereof the words “ Hereafter the”;
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 341, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“$113,635"; and the Senate agree to the same. -

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 347, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“$51,8727; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 348, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following: “The Commissioners of the
Distriet of Columbia are hereby directed to report to Congress
at the beginning of its next session whether or not there is a
necessity for the construction and operation within the District
of Columbia of a reform school for white girls; and in this
report the ¢ommissioners shall staté what faeilities now exist
in public or private institutions for the care of wayward white
girls and the cost of their maintenance in such institutions,
and shall also state the estimated cost of constructing and main-
taining a reform school for white girls”; and the Senate agree
to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 352, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 3 of the matter inserted by
said amendment strike out the word “salaries”; and the Sen-
ate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 360, and agree to the same with
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an amendment as follows: In lines 3 and 4 of said amendment
strike out the words “one hundred thousand dollars” and in-
sert in lien thereof the words *“fiffy thousand dollars”; and
the Senate agree to the same. ;

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 368, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“ 87,080 "'; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement fo the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 369, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“$£1.000"; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 371, and agree to ithe same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“£16,030 ; and the Senate agree.fo the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 372, and agree to the same with
an ameéndment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“ $16,000"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the Ilouse recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 873, and agree {o the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“$1,700”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement fo the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 374, and agree fo the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“ £96,320 "; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreemeant to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 386, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment
the following: * construction work to be dene by contract or
otherwise ”; and the Senate agree to the same, -

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 392, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum preposed insert
* 109,330 "; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the IHouse recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 403, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by
* snid amendment insert the following separate paragraphs:

. FORT DAVIB AND FORT PU PONT PARKS, AND S0 FOETH.

“The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby
authorized and directed to prepare a highway plan to change
the loeation and width of Alabama Avenue SE., between Penn-
sylvania Avenue and Hillside Road, and to make such changes
in the location of intersecting streets as may be necessary to
provide proper connection with the new location of Alabama
Avenue: Provided further, That under and in accordance with
the provisions of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law
for the District of Columbia, the Commissioners of the District
of Columbia are authorized and directed to institute in the Su-
preme Court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem
to condemn the land that may be necessary to preserve the sites
of Fort Davis and Fort Du Pont for park purposes, and to pro-
vide a connecting highway between these sites by widening
Alabama Avenue to 150 feet, comprising in all approximately
41.25 acres of land, as shown on plans filed in the office of the
Engineer Commissioner of the District of Columbia. There is
hereby appropriated an amount sufficient to pay the necessary
costs and expenses of said condemnation proceedings taken pur-
suant hereto, and for the payment of amounts awarded as
damages: Provided, however, That if the amount found to be
due and awarded by the jury in said proceedings as damages for
and in respect of the land to be taken in the condemnation pro-
ceedings herein authorized plus the costs and expenses of the
proceedings, not less than one-third and all in excess of $21,334
shall be assessed by the jury as benefits, which when collected
shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States to the
eredit of the revenues of the District of Columbia and the
United States in equnl parts,

“ Hereafter, the United States shall not bear any part of the
cost of the acquisition of land for sireet extensions, but when
the condemnation of any land for such purpose is authorized by
law the total cost of the land and the expenses of the condemna-
tion proceedings shall be assessed as benefits; in any case where
land is condemned for a parkway, including a street or streets,
where such parkway is of considerable length with relation to
its width, not less than one-half of the cost of the land inclnd-
ing the same fraction of the expenses of the condemnation pro-
ceedings shall be assessed as benefits; and in any case where
land is condemned for a public park, not less than one-third of
the cost of the land including the same fraction of the expenses
of the condemnation proceedings shall be assessed as benefits.

| hereby

“The public parks authorized and established by this act shall
become a part of the park system of the District of Columbia
and be under the contrel of the Chief of Engineers of the United
States Army.”

And the Senate agree fo the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 422, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said
amendment, restore the matter stricken out by said amendment
amended as follows: Renumber the section to read: “ Sec. 8.";
and the Senate agree to the same. ;

That the Ilouse recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 424, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In Iien of the matter stricken out
by sald amendment insert the following:

“8Egc. 10. On and after July 1, 1912, fees collected by the
District of Columbia shall be paid into the Treasury of the
United States to the credit of the United States and the Dis-
triet of Columbia in equal parts, as follews, namely: Fees of
superintendent of weights,  measures, and markeis; fees of
surveyor's office; health department fees; pound fees; fees
for railing permits; fees for building permits; fees for elec-
trical permits; bathing-beach fees; fees from public conven-
ience stations; fees for tax certificates; fees of the municipal
court; and fees collected by the building inspection division on
account of permits, certificates, and transcripts of records is-
sued by the inspector of buildings; and the surplus fees of
the recorder of deeds and register of wills, together with the
tuition of nonresident pupils in public schools, and the tax of
one-half of 1 cent paid by any street or other railroad com-
pany for each passenger carried ncross the Highway Bridge;
and the annual wheel tax on all automobiles or other motor
vehicles.” .

And the Senate agree to the same. 2

J. H. GALLINGER,

CHArLES CURTIS,

. MurrHY J. FOSTER,

Alanagers on the part of the Senate,

A. B. BURLESON,

E. W. SAUNDERS,

E. L. TayrLon, Jr.,
Managers on the part of the Housge.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
to the conference report.
The report was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had
signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the Vice President:

I1. R. 16680. An act legalizing certain conveyances lheretofore
made by the Union Pacific Railroad Co.;

H. R. 18856. An act making appropriation for the support of
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other
purposes; sad -

_H. . 23557. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and to cer-
tﬂ}g widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of
said war,

The question is on agreeing

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the secretary of state of New Mexico, trans-
mitting a certified copy of house joint resolution No. 30, adopted
by the legisiature of that State, memorializing Congress to ap-
propriate $6,000,000 for dikes and levees on the Rio Grande
River, which, with the accompanying resolution, was referred to
the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

House Jjolnt resolutlon 30, memorinlizing Congress to_ appropriate
£6,000,000 for dikes and levees on the Rlo Grande.

Whereas the present flood in the Rio Grande, which has destroyed
bridges, inundated eultivated fields, and caused great property loss,
recalls the fact that such floods have been of almost annual occur-
rence in the past; and

Whereas the Government of the United States has never appropriated
any moneys for the construction of dikes and levees upon the
of said river: Therefore be it
Resolved by the legislature of the State of New BMewico, That the Con-

gress of the United Stafes is hereh{ memorialized te nppropriate and

sot aside the sum of $6,000,000 teo be expended as by law provided in
the construction of dikes and levees upon the Rio Grande with a view
to restraining its waters to its natmral channel; and be it further
Resolved. That the secretary of state of New Mexico be, and he
is, directed to transmit nuthenticated copies of this memorial to
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the Vice President of the United States, and to the Speaker of the
House of Representatives,
E. C. DE Baca,
President of the Senate,
JoHN JOERNS,
Chic{l(!lerk of the Senate.
oMAN L. Baca,
Speaker of the House.
FraNk STAPLIN,
Chief Clerk of the House.

Indorsed: Filed in office of secretary of state of New Mexico, June T,
m,

1912, 8 p.
2 AxToN10 LUCERD, Secretary of State.
CERTIFICATE OF COMPARISON.

Stare oF NeEw MEexico,
Office of the Becretary.

1, Antonlo Lucero, secretary of state of the State of New Mexico, do
hereby certify that there was filed for record in this office at 6 o clock
p. m., on the 7th day of June, A. D, 1912, house joint resolution No. 30,
memorializing Congress to appropriate $6,000,000 for dikes and levees
on the Rio Grande, and also that I have compared the following co%y
of the same with the original thereof now on file, and declare it to be
a correct transeript therefrom and of the whole thereof. 3

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of New Mexlico,
at t2he city of Santa Fe, the capital, on the 10th day of June, A. D.
91

[SEAL.] AxToxIo LucERo, Secretary of Siate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of the offi-
cers of Ridgefield Park Post, Daughters of Liberty, of New
Jersey, praying for the adoption of the so-called illiteracy-test
amendment to the immigration law, which were referred to the
Committee on Immigration.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the American
Society of Tropieal Medicine, favoring the creation of a national
commission for the study and prevention of malaria, which was
referred to the Committee on Public Health and National
Quarantine.

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented a petition of the congregation
of the Emmanuel Baptist Church, of Mead, Nebr., praying for
the enactment of an interstate liguor law to prevent the nullifi-
cation of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of members of the Gage County
Medical Society, of Nebraska, praying for the establishment of
n department of public health, which was ordered to lie on the
table.

Mr. GARDNER presented petitions of Bear Mountain Grange,
No. 62, Patrons of Husbandry, of Harrison; of Barbers' Local
Union No. 101, of Rumford ; and of sundry citizens of Rockport
and Canton, all in the State of Maine, praying for the establish-
ment of a governmental system of postal express, which were
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of sundry citizens of
the District of Columbia, praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion to maintain the present water rates in the District, which
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, remonstrating against the incorporation of
the Virginia Terminal Co., which were referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. SMOOT, from the Commitiee on Public Lands, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 21221) making a grant of lands
for scheol purposes in block No. 31, town site of Powell, Sho-
shone reclamation projeet, Wyoming, reported it without amend-
ment and submitted a report (No. 888) thereon.

Mr. HITCHCOCK, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to which was referred the bill (8. 2053) to grant an hon-
orable discharge to George P. Chandler, reported it with amend-
ments and submitted a report (No. 889) thereon. -

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama, from the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill (8. 4973) author-
izing the President to appoint Rudolph Ullmer a first lieuten-
ant on the retired list, submiited an adverse report (No. 890)
thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed in-
definitely.

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which were
referred certain bills granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions, submifted a report (No. 891), accompanied by a bill
(8. 7T160) 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, which was read
twice by its title, the bill being a substitute for the following
Senate bills heretofore referred to that committee:

S, 449. Susannah Roberts.

8.1531. John Hedge. z

8. 1777. Albert Whitehead.

S. 2614, Henry Ackerman.

8. 2739, Edward 8. Clithero.

. Almond Partridge.

. Gustavus A. Kindblade.
. Martin Parker.

. Augustus A. Nauman.

. Benjamin F. Adams (alias Franklin B. Adams).
. Mary Byrne.

. Mary C. Smith,

. E. Leora Norris.

. Augustus C. D. Wilson,
. Alice 0. Lord.

. Julius T, Morse.

. Henrietta V. Hawley.

. Charles E. Sherman.

. Jennie M. Smalley.

. Samuel N, West.

, James V. D. Ten Eyck,
. Nellie L. Davis.

. Jerome 8. Pinney.

. James E, C. Sawyer.

. Julius E. Henderson,

8. 6861. William L. Baird.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on Territories,
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 88) to create a legisla-
tive assembly in the Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative
power thereon, and for other purposes, reported it with amend-
ments,

Mr. GORE, from the Committee cn Agriculture and Foresiry,
to which was referred the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 106)
creating a joint commission on public highways, and for other
purposes, reported it without amendment.

Mr., McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill (8. 3132) granting a pension to Deborah B.
Roman, reported it with amendments and submitted a report
(No. 895) thereon.

Mr., HEYBURN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (IH. R. 20684) providing for the
sale of the Lemhi School and Ageney plant and lands on the
former Lemhi IReservation, in the State of Idaho, reported it
without amendment and submitied a report (No. 896) thereon.

Mr., SMOOT. I am directed by the Committee on Public
Lands, to which was referred the bill (8. 7030) to provide for
a permanent supply of coal for the use of the United States
Navy and other governmental purposes, to provide for the leas-
ing of coal lands in the Territory of Alaska, and for other pur-
poses, to report it with amendments, and I submit a report
(No. 897) thereon.

Lr{.r. HEYBURN. Mr. President, that is not a unanimous re-
po

Mr. SMOOT. I did not say that it is; I said that it is a
report from the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. HEYBURN. I merely want the RBecorp to show that I
made the statement; tbat is all.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on
the calendar,

UINTAH INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS.

Mr. SMOOT. From the Committee on Public Lands I re-
port back favorably, with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute, the bill (8. 6934) to provide for an extension of time for
payment of all unpaid payments due from homesteaders on the
Ulintah Indian Reservation, and I submit a report (No. S93)
thereon. I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill.

Mr. CULBERSON. Let it be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for informa-
tion before the request for unanimous consent is acted upon.

Mr. SMOOT. The committee amendment proposes a substi-
tute for the bill

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute will be read.

The SecrerarY. The committee report to strike out all after
the enacting clause and to insert:

That any person who has herctofore made a homestead eniry for
land which was formerly a part of the Ulntah Indian Reservation, in the
State of Utah, authorized by the act s.w)roved May 27, 1902 d acts

thereto, shall, upon application to the register nnd receiver
of the land office in the district in which the land is located, and upon
payment of 5 per cent of the price of said land, be allowed an extension
of time of one year within which to submit proof on his entry and
make payment therefor: Provided, That said per cent shall be ac-
cepted as interest for said year and shall be deposited in the Treasury
to the credit of the Indlans as a part of the proceeds received for the
lands : Provided further, That any entryman may, upon the same con-
ditlons, obtain a second extension, and no more.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in. 3

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

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide an
extension of time for submission of proof by homesteaders on
the Uintah Indian Reservation.”

Mr. SMOOT. I should like also fo have the report of the
committee accompanying the bill printed in the REecomb.

There being no objection, the report this day submitted by
Mr. Smoor was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon
asks for the present consideration of the bill. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr. GALLINGER. ILet it be read for information.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for
information.

The SecrETARY. The committee report to strike out all after
the enacting clause and insert:

That in the administration of the pension laws Joseph B. Forbes, who
was a secoad llentenant of Company H, Second Regiment Maine Volun-

teer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been dis-
honorably from the military service of the United States as a

charged
[Senate Report No. 893, Hixty-second Congress, second jon.]
EXTENSION OF TIME FOE PAYMENTS ON HOMESTEADS, TUINTAH INDIAN
RESERVATION.

Mr. Byoor, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted the fol-
lowing report to accompany 8. 6934 :

The Committée on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill (8.
6934) to provide for an extension of time for aglayment of all unpaid

ayments due from homesteaders on the TUlint Indian Reservation,
ving given the same careful conslderation, beg leave to recommend
that the following substifute be adopted in its stead:

“Be it enacted, ete., That any person who has heretofore made a
homestead entry for land which was formerly a part of the Ulntah In-
dian Reservation in the State of Utah, authorized by the act approved
May 27, 1002, and acts amendatory thereto, shall, upon application to
the reglster and receiver of the land office In the district in which the
land is loeated, and u&)ﬂn payment of § per cent of the price of said
land, be allowed an extension of time of one year within which to sub-
mit proof on his entry and make payment therefor: Provided, That sald
6 per cent shall be aceepted as interest for sald year and shall be de-
posited In the Treasury to the credit of the Indians as a part of the pro-
ceeds received for the lands: Provided further, That any entryman may,
upon the same conditions, obtain a second extension and no more.”

The {-urpose of the bill is to relieve settlers on the former Ulntah
Indian Reservation from the necessity of paying for their homesteads at
the present time. Conditions are such that it would be impossible for a
large majority of the homesteaders to make the required payment this
year. and consequently, unless some relief is accorded them, their home-
steads will be forfeited to the Government. Since the opening of this
reservation the settlers have had an exeeedingly difficult time to eke out
an existence, owing to & number of reasons. fore the land ean
made productive at all water must be put upon it, and most of the set-
tlers have expended practically all their means in doing this and in
making other necessary improvements upon their homesteads. Senator
BmooT, who introduced the bill, presented n number of petitions signed
by most of the settlers on the Ulntah Indian Reservation, praying for
tge rellef which this bill gives them. The bill will be a great boon to
these settlers, and the committee recommends that it be passed.

The to!lowlnx report on the bill was submitted by the Secretary of
the Interior:

DEPARTMENT OF THR IXTERIOR,
Washington, June 8, 15912,
Hon. REep 8

00T,
Chairman Commitiee on Public Lands, United States Scnate.

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your request for a
report on B. 6934, “A bill to provide for an extension of time for pay-
ment of 1l unpaid payments doe from homesteaders on the Ulntah
Indinn Reservation.”

The statutes under which the Uintah lands were opened (act of May
27.-1902, 32 Stat., 263; act of Mar. 3, 1903, 52 Stat., 808 ; act of Mar.
3, 1005, 83 Btat.,, 10€9) do not provide for payment of instaliments:
the homestead entrymen must, at time of submltting proof, pay $1.25

er acre, which is the entire ;‘u-lce of the land. Consequently, the
?ummuc of the bill referring to installments is not properly applicable.

These lands were opened to entry under the proclamation of ui{ 14,
1905, and "the first entries were made between August 28 and October
53, 1905. The seven-year period allowed by section 2201, Revised
Statutes. for submission of proof on these entrles, will therefore expire
within the eurrent year. The rellef It may be desired to afford these
homesteaders could be granted by simply extending the time allowed
for submitting thelr procfs.

Information has been recelved regarding the wery hard climatic con-
ditions encountered by these people, and there appears to be ne doubt
that they are entitled to some rellef. However, it is suggested, as in
the report on the Coenr d’Alene bill (H. R. 18661, 624 Cong., act of
Apr. 15, 1012, Publie, No. 120), that it would not be wise to grant an
extension of two years; the preferable course would be fo allow an
extension for one year, subject to a single renewal of a like period.

Moreover, sinee the present laws do not provide for interest on the
price of these lands, IP ls thought that in justice to the Indians, to
whom the money is ultimately payable, the entrymen securing exten-
sions should be required to pay, in advance, Interest on said grlce.
This interest has, in the recent Coeur d’Alene act, been fixed at § per
cent per annum.

Consonant with the above suggestions, the
recommends that the bill be amended before
with the draft herewlith submitted.

Very respectfully,

department respectfully
enactment in accordance

BAMUEL ADAMS,
First Assistant Seorctary.

JOSEPH B. FORBES.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. From the Committee on Military
Affairs T report back favorably, with an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute, the bill (8. 421) to correct the military
record of Joseph B. Forbes, and I submit a report (No. 802)
thereon. It is a short bill, and I ask for iis consideration.

Alr. CULBERSON. Is it intended to reinstate a deserter?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. There is a charge of desertion, and
the committbe have reported favorably on the bill

Mr. CULBERSON. Is it a unanimous report of the com-
mittee?

. Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. It is. I do not know how many
members of the committee were present when it was consid-

ered, but no one objected to a favorable report,

of sald organization on the 10th day of November, 1862: Pro-
vided, That no pension shall accrue prior to the passage of this act.
bl]%.ir. GALLINGER. I will inquire what Senator reported the

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. It was reported by myself as a mem-
ber of the committee, though the soldier is not a constituent of
mine, but a constituent of the Senator from Utah.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Utah has looked into
the matter, I suppose.

Mr. SMOOT. I have, and also every member of the eommit-
tee. It follows the same mode that has been followed by the
committee in many, many other cases.

Mr. GALLINGER. I suppose the soldier's record is not clear
in the department.

Mr. SMOOT. It is not, Mr. President.

Mr. GALLINGER. But if the committee has examined it I
will not object. i

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
present consideration of the bill?

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

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief
of Joseph B. Forbes.”

PORTRAITS OF JUSTIN S. MORRILL AND JOHN TYLER MORGAN.

Mr. WETMORE. From the Committee on the Library I
report a resolution, which I ask may be read and referred to
the Committee to Audit dnd Control the Contingent Expenses
of the Senate.

The resolution (8. Res, 34T) was read and referred to the
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate, as follows:

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on the Library is hereby au-
thorized to E_urchase two portraits, one of the late Senator Justin 8,
Morrill, of Vermont, and the other of the late Senator John Tyler
Morgan, of Alabama, both painted by Carl Gutherz, at a cost not to
:Eceggn si.ooo each, the same to be pald from the contingent fund of

e ate.

Mr. WETMORE. I ask that the report of the committee,
No. 804, accompanying the resolution be printed in the REecorp.

There being no objection, the report this day submitted by
:]I.}Ifl Weramore was ordered to be printed in the Recomp, as
ollows :

[Benate Report No. 804, Bixty-second Congress, second session.]
PORTRAITS OF SENATORS JUSTIN 8. MORRILL AND JOHN TYLER MORGAN,

Mr. Wersmore, from the Committee on the Library, submitted the
following report to accompany Senate resolution 347 :

The Committee on the Library beg to report the following Senate
resolution and recommend its passage:

“ Resolved, That the Sepnate Committee on the Library is hereby
authorized to purchase two portraits, one of the late Senator Justin
8. Morrill, of Vermont, and the other of the late SBenator John Tyler
Morgan, of Alabama, both painted by Carl Gutherz, at a cost not to
?ﬁmse 31,090 each, the same to be paid from the contingent fund of

e Benate. > -

In the history of the United States on!g four men have been elected
to the Senate for six full terms—John Sherman, of Ohio; Justin 8.
Morrill, of Vermont; Willlam B. Allison, of Iowa; and Jobhn T. Mor-
gan, of Alabama.

In 1909 the Senate purchased a portrait of Senator Allisom, and the
opportunity is now presented of securing at a reasonable price the
portraits of Senators Morrill and Morgan, painted by Carl Gutherz, an
artist of high reputation.

Justin 8. Morrill, of Vermont, was born April 14, 1810, and died
December 28, 1898, aged 88 years 8 months and 14 days.

He entered Congress March 4, 1855, near the end of his forty-fifth
ear, and served in the House of Representatives 12 years—to Alarch

, 1867. His service in the Senate commenced March 4, 1867, and
continued to the time of his death—31 years 9 months and 24 days.

Senator Morrill was elected to the Senate six times, and at the time
of his death was the oldest Senator and had a longer period of service
consecutively than any other Senator, - Since the death of Senator
Morrill his record of continuous service in the Senate has been sur-

sed by Benator Allison.

Senator Morrill had a longer continuous service in the Senate and
House of Representatives than any other person since the organiza-
tion of the Government.

Senator Morrill became chairman of the Committee on Finance in
1877, and retained that chairmanship until his death, with a hiatus

Is there objection to the
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of four years only—from 1879 ‘to 1881, 'when Benator rd ‘was
chairman, and from 1803 :‘to 1895, when Senator Voorhees was

hairman,
i %Ie was the author of the Morrill Tariff Act of 1861, and had a
and “tariff legi

eonui)ienoua part in all ‘the fiscal slation during his
nearly 44 years in Congress. )

He formulated and secured the enactment of the lanﬂ-%rx:;.nt agri-
cultural college act of 1862, and its amendatory acts, ‘resul F in the
founding of eolleges of agriculture and mechanic arts in all of the

Btates,

John ler Mo , af Aflasbaama, wnls boa-n MJune 20, 1824, and died
June 11, 1907, e i) e €55 B.

e HL Tin oo tn . March 4, 1877,
nys. He was six

Benator Morgan's ferm of service in ‘the Henate
and was continuous for 80 years 3 months and 7

times elected to the Senate, and died in the fourth month of his sixth
term

He became a member of the Committee on Fore: Relations Decem-
ber 5, 1878, and served on that committee to the e of his death, as
its chairman from 1898 to 1895, and for 22 years as the ranking
minority member.

Almost in the begloning of his service in the Senate Senator Morgan

"became the advocate of an interoceanic canal to connect the Atlantie
and the Paclfic, and he more than anyone else contributed to the
accomplishment of this great entergﬂa;e.

Senator Morgan was appointed { ident Harrigon a member of
the Dering Bea Arbitration Tribunal which met in Paris in 1803, and
the portrait proposed to be purchased was painted In Parls during the
sittings of the ‘tribunal.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

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

By Mr. NELSON:

A bill (8. T161) extending the time for the repayment of cer-
tain war-revenue taxes erroneously collected; to the Committee
on Finanece.

By Mr. SUTHERLAND :

A bill (8. 7162) to amend section 801 of the Code of Law for
the District of Columbin; te the ‘Committee on the District of
Columbin.

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona:

A bill (8. 7163) authorizing the State of Arizona fto select
lands within the former Fort Grant Militdry Reservation and
outside of 'the Crook National Forest in partial satisfaction of
its grant for State, charitable, penal, and reformatory institu-
tions; to the Committee on Public Lands.

By Mr. BROWN :

A bill (8. T164) granting an ‘increase of pension to Willinm
M. Lane; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland:

A bill (8. T165) to:authorize the elimination of part of North
Dakota Avenue from the permanent system of highways plan;
to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbina.

By Mr. KERN:

A bill (B. 7166) granting an increase of pension to Job 8.
Sims (with accompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 7T167) granting an increase of pension to Rachel B.
Purdy (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

A bill (8. T168) for the relief .of Dudley Simms (with accom-
panying ‘papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BRIGGS :

A bill (8. T169) to transfer Capt. Frank E. Evans from the
retired to the active list of the Marine Corps; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8. 7170) granting a pension to Emma W. Lloyd ; to the
Committee on Pensions, g

" By Mr. TILLMAN:

A bill (8. 7T171) forthe relief of Dora D. Walker; to'the Com-

mittee on Claims.

AMENDMENT TO BUNDRY CIVIL. APPROPRIATION BDILL.

Mr. GARDNER submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $43,880 for additional quarantine faecilities at Portland,
Me., ete., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil
appropriation bill (H, R. 25069), which was referred to the
Commiittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

WITHDEAWAL OF PAPERS—MICHAEL R, SHULTZ,

On motion of Mr. GUGGENHEIM, it was

Ordered, That the papers aceompanying the bill (8. 640, 62d Cong.,
1st sess.) granting an increase of pension to Michael R. Shultz be
withdrawn from the flles of the Benate, no adverse Teport having been
made thereon,

EDWARD W. WHITAKER.

Mr. BRANDEGEE submitted the following resolution (8.
Res. 348), which was 1ead and referred to the ‘Committee on
Military Affairs:

Resclved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is heréby, directed
to furnish the Senate with a full and detailed statement of the mili-
tary history of Edward W. Whitaker, late lientenant colonel First
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Cavalry, and brevet brigadler general
United Btates Volunteers, such statement to show the promotions he
received, the recommendations therefor, a list of the engagements in
which he participated, the recommendations on which he was tendered
an appointment as captain in the Seventh United States Cavalry, copy

of his letfer declining such appointment and of accompanyin
ifs{ ; -also coples of orders and other papers connected with
ory.

papers, if
military

FLAG OF THE UNITED STATES,

Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
345), 'which was read, considered by unanimous congent, and
agreed to:

Resolved, That the Becretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby,
directed to inform the Benate whether or not at any time or under
any clreumstances any flag, emblem, -or banner is ralsed above the
Btars and Stﬂﬁ on_any vessel, bullding, or ground under the juris-
diction -of the Navy Department of the United States.

Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution (8. Iles.
346), which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to: ;

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed
to inform the Senate whether or not at any time .or under any eireum-
stances any flag, emblem, or banner is raised above the Stars and
8tripes over any fort, encampment, building, or ground under the juris-
diction of the War Department of the United States.

- STATISTICS OF CORPOBATIONS.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. T send to the desk a resolution, and ask
for its present consideration.
The resolution (8. Ttes. 349) was read as follows:

Whereas the Senate requested certain information of the President re-
garding the profits and business of certaln corporations for the year
1910 and 1911, as specified in Senate resolution 321 ; and

Whereas the Presldent, In a message on June 11, Indicated that the
statistics relating 'to corporations could not be furnished until
‘the Benate indicated more specifically what eorporations should be
included: Therefore

Resalved, That the President be, and he is hereby, advised as follows:

First, that the corporations engagefl in the iron:and steel industry,
regarding which information is desired, are the 1,048 corporations em-
braced in the census report for 1010 ;

Second, that the corporations engaged in the woolen industry, con-
cerniing whose business and proflts the Senate asks information, are the
1,080 -ecorporations -embraced in the report of the Census Office of 1910 ;

Third, that the corporations enﬁged in the cotton industry, con-
cerning ‘whose business and profits the Senate asks information, are the
1,328 corporations embraced in ‘the report of the Census Office of 1910 ;

Fourth, that the eorporations engaged in the sugar-refining business,
except beet sugar, concerning whose business and profits the Senate asks
information, ure the 233 corporations embraced in ‘the report of the
Census Office of 1910;

IPifth, that the corporations en.glied in ‘the beet-sugar industry, con-
cerning whose business and profits the SBenate asks Information, are the
8 corporations embraced in the rePort of the Census Office of 1910 ;

8 , that attention s also called to the fact that Burean of Cor-
porations ‘has such information as will assist in the compllation of
these statistics and the classification of corporations; and

Beventh, that the President is requested to have ‘the Bureau of the
Census ‘and "the Commissioner of Corporations ecooperate in preparing
the information requested in Senate resolution 321.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the
resolution. °

Mr., GALLINGER. Mr, President, I ‘did not hear the first
paragraph or two of the resolution. The Senator has heretofore
submitted a resolution asking for information, which was agreed
to. Is ‘the Senator mow instructing the President what pro-
cedure he shall take to collate and transmit the information?
Is that the purpose of the resolution?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The President replied to that wesolution
in a message on June 11 by stating that he was not in a posi-
tion to furnish the information unless the Senate would indicate
more specifically the corporations for shich the statisties were
desired.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is entirely satisfactory, if the Presi-
gnent ‘sent such .a communication, but 1 was not aware of the

ct.

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and
agreed to.

THE ‘““TITANIC " DISASTER (8. DOC. XO. 850).

Mr. CURTIS. At the reguest of the Senator from Colorado
[Mr. GuceesmEnL], 1 ask that the decument which T send ‘to
the desk be printed as a public document in the type in which
it is now printed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas
asks wnanimous consent for the printing of the speech of the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Sarrra] on the, Titanic disaster
as a public document in the 'same type in which it is now
printed. Ts there objection to the reguest? i

Mr. SMOOT. I am not going to object to this request be-
cause of the fact that there are Members of the Senate who are
especlally interested in having this particular decument printed
in thig particular way, but T wish to say that I hope it will
not be considered as a precedent for similar requests hereafter.
This is the first time that such a request has been made. I
recognize, however, that it is a case that perhaps never will hap-
pen again. Therefore I #hall not interpose an objection.

Mr. McOUMBER. Mr. President, T will say to the Senntor
from Utah ‘that while ‘a case ‘similar to the Titanic ‘disaster
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may never again happen, I am not prepared to say that there
will not be very many casas where it will happen that it would
be better to Liave a speech of a Senator printed in different type
from that usually employed. While the Senator from Utah
says it may not become a precedent, I ask him why_the same
privilege should not be accorded any matter that is published
as a public document? Why should it not be printed in the
same type?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, what appeals to me more than
anything else is the fact that the brother of one of our Senators
was lost in that frightful disaster, and he asks that this be
done. So I do not feel like interposing an objection.

Mr. McCUMBER. With the Senator’s explanation, I would
not oppose the request.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
therefor will be entered. =

THE CHEMICAL SCHEDULE—UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I find in the Recorp this
morning that yesterday, during the temporary absence of some
Senators from the floor and in the midst of a speech upon the
chemical schedule (H. R. 20182) without any general knowl-
edge to even the scant attendance of Senators, it was under-
taken to enter into a unanimous-consent agreement as to the
vote to be taken upon House bill 20182, and the Recorp recites
that it was agreed, by unanimous consent—
that on the 2d day of July, immediately after the termination of the
routine morning business, the Senate resume the consideration of the
unfinished business, and that a vote be taken upon the bill and all
amendments thereto before the end of that legislative day.

Mr. LODGE and Mr. SIMMONS. The calendar day.

Mr. HEYBURN. I was coming to that. It appears also
from the Recorp that the word ‘‘calendar” was substituted
for “legislative” in describing the day. I regret very much
that any such action was ylken. because we have a unanimous-
consent agreement that practically precludes any opportunity
to any Senator to discuss any measure prior to the 1st day
of July. The recesses provided for in the unanimous-consent
agreement already entered into—and, I think, concurred in by
the House—will render it impossible for any Senator to have
opportunity for discussing the chemical schedule. I think it is
very unfortunate, and it may possibly prove somewhat em-
barrassing in the future, if it is insisted that a unanimous-
consent agreement can be entered into in the midst of a speech,
when Senators had a right to expect that no such proceeding
would be undertaken during a Senator’s speech. I say that it
is most unfortunate.

No Senator has a right to assume that any other Senator is
as indifferent as to the necessity for discussing a measure as
he is. Senators may feel indifferent in regard to the necessity
or the propriety of discussing proposed legislation, but they
have no right to assume that any other Senator is indifferent
to the necessity or the duty of doing so.

Unanimous-consent agreements should only be proposed
when there is a quorum of the Senate present and when there
is a normal attendance of the Senate; and there should be a
rule, if there is none, that would prevent the granting of
unanimous consent to take a vote upon a measure in the midst
of a speech being made upon that measure.

I do not feel that I am called upon to express myself as
strongly as I feel in reprobation of such a practice. If there
is any one act that is performed by the Senate that more than
another demands perfect candor and a spirit of perfect fairness,
it is the act of obtaining unanimous consent for the disposition
of pending legislation; and just as soon as it becomes apparent
that this parliamentary proceeding is to be used for the pur-
pose of gaining an undue advantage, that will be the end of
unanimous-consent agreements in this body.

I feel that any Senator who desires to discuss that measure
has been unfairly treated. I am a member of the commitiee
that reported the bill; I had already given notice that I in-
tended to discuss it, and yet we are to be confined to the cal-
endar day of July 2 to discuss one of the most important tar-
iff schedules that has come before the Senate at any time, and
all through taking advantage of a time when there were per-
haps not to exceed six or seven Senators on the floor to obtain
a record unanimous-consent agreement.

I realize the delicate position in which Senators are placed
who object or who feel compelled to object, as I do this morn-
ing, to this action; but to those who do not know from actual
observation the conditions under which this unanimous-con-
sent agreement was obiained, any effort to change it would be
charged by such persons as an attempt to avoid an agree-
ment based upon the honor of Senators, so that it is readily to
be seen that we have been placed in an embarrassing position.
We have taken away the opportunity to debate this question

Without objection, an order

up to a period only a few hours prior to the time fixed for its
ultimate disposition. My mind questions the reasons that im-
pe! the change from the legislative to the calendar day.

Has any Senator the right to assume or to presume that
Senators not present and Senators who are absent with the
consent of the Senate have no interest in this legislation be-
cause they have not? They have given Senators a just cause
of complaint. I will not be personal in this matter, but I
want to try to impress upon the minds of Senators that they
have posted a watchman, they have set a picket who will be
on duty against a repetition of such injustice.

It could not have been done upon the assumption that when
those who did it had spoken the end of reason had been at-
tained, or that they stand recognized as holding the proxy for
every other Senator to participate in legislation upon this
subject.

Have I said enough to impress upon the minds of Senators
my views in regard to this way of making an agreement that
rests upon the honor of every Senator in the body? Have I
said enough to impress my views that the usurpation of the
right of another man to participate in an agreement resting
upon the honor of that other man is not permitted or recog-
nized among men?

The unanimous-consent proceeding in this body is one rest-
ing upon the prineciple of individual respect for the honor and
conscience of each Senator. I give notice now that when the
next tariff bill is before the Senate, which will be Calendar
No. 675, House bill 21213, I shall object to the fixing of a time
for a vote upon the bill by unanimous consent, and I will
expect that fair treatment, not only for myself but for every
other Senator, by those who shall then assume to be in what
is sometimes called the control of the bill.

Under the rule there seems to be no way of avoiding the
evil act of yesterday.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President——

Mr. HEYBURN. I yield.

Mr. NELSON. I thought the Senator from Idaho was

rough.

Mr. HEYBURN. With all due courtesy to the Senator, that
occurs sometimes when Senators in their individual judgment
think another Senator has talked as long as they think he
ought to have talked, and they assume that he is through. It
is a bad habit. I am through.

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of Calendar No. 750. ‘

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator from Minnesota if he will
not withhold the request to permit me to make some observa-
tions with respect to the matter on which the Senator from
Idaho addressed the Senate.

Mr. NELSON. Certainly; I withdraw the request,

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, the request, for unanimous
consent was made by me. It was made, as the Senator from
Idaho suggests, during the speech of the Senator from Maine
[Mr. JorNsox]. I did not make the request until I had con-
ferred with Senators on this side of the Chamber and with Sen-
ators on the other side of the Chamber. It had been repre-
sented to me that no Senator on this side of the Chamber, ex-
cept the junior Senator from North Carolina and the Senator
from Maine desired to speak upon the bill. The Senator from
North Carolina advised me that his speech would probably not
occupy more than 10 minutes. I was not aware of the fact that
the Senator from Idaho had given any notice that he desired to
discuss the bill, No notice to that effect appears upon the
calendar, and I was out of the Chamber when the Senator
stated his purpose to discuss this schednle. I was advised that
there would probably be no speech made on the other side of
the Chamber on the bill except one. Under these conditions it
was thought, after conference, that we could easily reach a vote
and allow every Senator who desired to speak an opportunity
to speak on the second day after we reassemble.

My request, Mr. President, was for unanimous consent that
we take n vote upon this bill during the legislative day of
July 2. A suggestion was made from the other side of the
Chamber that I change the request from the legislative to the
calendar day, and I made that change in compliance with that
suggestion from the other side of the Chamber.

I am sure I have no desire to interfere with the freedom of
debate upon this question, and if I had supposed that more time
was necessary in order that Senators who desire to speak might
have an opportunity to do so, I certainly would not have felt
like limiting the time to one day, and I suggest to the Senator
from Idaho that we meet again on the 1st day of July, and I
shall be very glad to ask that the bill be laid before the Senate
on the first day. I do not think there is anything in the way.
If there is, it can easily be gotten out of the way, because this

th
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has the right of way, so that we may have not ene, but two
days for its discussion. I am quite sure that during two days
every Senator will have full opportunity te spealk.

I want to assure the Senator from Idaho, for myself, that I
had no purpose to take any snap judgment in the matter.
We conferred about it. The Senator did net happen te be in
the Chamber. If he had been, he probably would have been
spoken to about it.

Mr. HEYBURN. I suggest to the Senator from North Caroe-
lina that the Senator from California [Mr. PErINs] has
already given notice that on Monday, July 1, he will ask the
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the naval appropria-
tion bill.

Mr. SIMMONS, That will not interfere with the unfinished
business.

Mr. HEYBURN. The naval appropriation bill or any other

appropriation bill has certain rights of way.

Mr. SIMMONS. I think the Senator is mistaken——

Mr, HEYBURN. I am reading from the calendar.

Mr. SIMMONS. As to the bill having the right of way against
the unfinished business. It would have the right of way, prob-
ably, against other matfers, but this bill is the unfinished busi-
ness of the Senate, and at 2 o'clock it would be the regular
order.

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I think
we might relieve the situation somewhat by keeping in mind
the fact that we can meet at an earlier hour on that day. We
could meet at 10 o'clock, if need be, or 11 o'clock at any rate,
and thus gain an additional hour. That would enable the Sena-
tor from Idaho to occupy such time as he may wish.

Mr, SIMMONS. I certainly have no objection to meeting at
an earlier hour on both the 1st and 2d of July, so as to give
ample opportunity for discussion. I must confess that I did
not know the Senator desived to speak. I had been advised
repeatedly that there would be only one speech on the ofher
side of the Chamber, and that it would not occupy more than
two hours.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I can understand that the
Senator might have received that impression, because, when
the metal schedule had been reported and the question was
being discussed as to when a vote might be had upon it, it was
stated that only two Senaters—naming them—would speak on
the bill. Of course, that was an irresponsible statement, but it
was probably based upon just such an assumption. To be per-
feetly candid, so far as I am concerned, I intend that the habit
which seems to be growing up in this body of certain Members
arrogating to themselves an assumed leadership and dictator-
ship without consulting with all other Senators shall be broken
up.

Mr, SIMMONS. The Senator——

* Mr. HEYBURN. I am not including the Senator from North
Carolina in that.

Mr. SIMMONS. I wanted to say to the Senator——

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator from North Carolina, repre-
senting this measure upon the floor, of course is justified in
seeking to get it fo a vote. What I object to is an attempted as-
sumption of pewer which in this accidental case was realized.
I desire to see that all Senators in this body stand one the peer
of the other. This thing of looking at the almanac to see how
long some one has been here, looking at the Congressional Di-
rectory to see in what class of service a Senator is, is a plece
of impudence; it is unworthy of a Senator. I do not believe
that Senators, like some other things, ripen with age, always.
Sometimes they do, but not always.

Now, Mr. President, I acquit the Senator from North Caro-
lina of intentionally having sought to shut out any Member
from discussing this bill, but it was the result of the action. No
request for unanimous consent should be made except when a
quorum of the Senate is present. The mere accident that a
RBenator takes advantage of am opportunity to go to lunch, or
that many do, should net be taken advantage of either to ecall
up a measure or to agree by unanimous consent during his ab-
sence, because it might get threugh then and would not at an-
other time.

I say all this in good temper, but I say it within my rights,
and T say it with the hope that it may find others in this body
who approve of it. I regard the action of yesterday as one that
will undermine the orderly procedure of this body and the pos-
sibility of gelting unanimous consent for anything.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I was in the Senate Chamber
when the unanimous-consent agreement was made, and I wish
to assure the Senator from Idaho that if it had not been for
a conference held with him I never would have agreed in his
absence to a request fixing a time for a vote.

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will permit me, I am a
member of the Committee on Finance. I sat with the Senator
in the meetings of that committee, and there is no member of
that committee who was not advised of my position in tega,rd
to every one of these tariff schedules,

Mr. BMOOT. I will remind the Senator of the conference
I refer to. '

On Thursday, the Senator will remember, the guestion arose
as to whether we could get a vote upon the bill to-day, and
as I understood him at that time he was perfectly willing that
a vote should be taken upon it to-day.

Mr. HEYBURN. I expressed my dissent in unqualified
terms. I said—and I am going to be perfectly candid now,
and I hope the Senator will not consider it a breach of con-
fidence—I said whenever we had votes enough to beat the bill,
without discussing it, I was willing to have a vote, but I
wanted something more than the conjecture of somebody upon
which to base it, because, so far as I am concerned, I am op-
posed to this measure and I am ready to vote upon it when-
ever a vote will beat it, and I am ready to discuss it until
there are votes enough to beat it.

Mr. SMOOT. I think the Senator from New Hampshire
heard what was said at the time we were discussing it, and
I take it for granted——

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator will take my word for what
1 say, regardless of what he takes for granted. He need not
refer to the Senator from New Hampshire or anyone else.

Mr. SMOOT. I was going to say, if the Senator will allow
me, that it was my fault, not hig, if I misunderstood his posi-
tion on this particular bill. I deo not want to shirk any re-
gponsibility, if there is any personal responsibility, for securing
a unanimous-consent agreement. It was furthest from my
mind fo agree to anything that would prevent any Senator from
saying just what he wanted {o upon this bill. I knew that it
could be diseussed on July 1. I had it in my mind, and so
stated to the Senator from North Carolina, that we could meet
early upon July 2, if necessary, and could remain in session
till 12 o'clock midnight. That was before the Senator from
North Carolina made his request for a vote on that legislative
day.

I suppose that is why the Senator from Massachusetts and
myself suggested that it be the calendar day.

I want the Senator from Idaho to understand that in his
absence, and I recognize that he is a member of the Finance
Committee, I would not have agreed to a specific time to vote
if I had thought for one minute that he would have interposed
an objection to it. I will say that I do not want to take a
minute’s time of the Senate to discuss the hill if there is not
time for all Senators who want to speak on the 1st or 2d of
July, and as far as I am concerned it would sult me if the
Senator from Idaho would start the discussion on the bill, and
if he could not get through on the first day that he should take
all the time on the second day.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I sincerely hope that many
others will discuss this bill than myself. I am not promising
that I will occupy any given time or at any time speak upon
the bill. A Senator is not compelled a week ahead to say
whether he will speak upon a measure or how long he will
speak. You have foreclosed not only the senior Senator from
Idaho, but you have foreclosed three-fourths of this body who
were -absent.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that would be true if all the
three-fourths desired to speak.

Mr. HEYBURN. They have the right to speak.

Mr, SMOOT. They have the right to speak. but a great many
of them have told me they did not intend to speak on the meas-
ure, I simply wanted to say, and I say it now to the Senator
from Idaho, that, so far as I am concerned, I shall claim no
time in the two days in which the bill can be discussed to speak
unless there is a chance to do so without limiting the time de-
gired by the Senator. I do not want to interfere with the right
of any Senator to have all the time to speak that he desires,
not only upon this measure, but every other measure. I ecan
assure the Senator that there was no intention on anyone’s part
to foreclose him or any Senator from saying what he wishes to
upon this particular measure.

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS.
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report:
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
fwo Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.

18712) granting pensions and inerease of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain
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soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors,
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec-
i)mmend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol-
OWS :
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3
and 4.
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same.
P. J. McCUMBEER,
Hexry E. BURNHAM,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

Witriam RICHARDSON,
Ira W. Woop,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
20628) 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 to
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors,
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom-
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same.

P. J. McCUMBER,
HexeY E. BURNHAM,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
WirLraM RICHARDSON,
Ira W. Woob,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of ihe Senate to the bill (H. R.
22194) 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 to
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors,
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec-
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol-
lows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1
and 2.

That the House recede from its disagreement fo the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same.

P. J. McCUMBER,
Hexry E. BURNHAM,
Managers on the part of the Senate,
WiLriaM RICHARDSON,
Ira W. Woob,
AManagers on the part of the House,

The report was agreed to.
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
22867) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War,
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1 and 3, and agree to the same.

P. J. McCUMBER,
Heney E. BURNHAM,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
WILLIAM RICHARDSON,
Ira W. Woob,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.

Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. It.
23515) granting pensions and increase of peusions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors,
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom-
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:
mﬁh.!olt the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1
- That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 10, and
agree to the same,

P. J. McCuMBER,
HENRY E. BURNHAM,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

WiLLiaM RICHARDSON,
Ira W. Woob,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
23765) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain
soldiers and =ailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to
their respective Houses as follows;

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 3, and agree to the

same.
P. J. McCUMBER,
Henry E. BURNHAM,
Managers cn the part of the Senate.
WiLLiAM RICHARDSON,
Ira W. Woob,
Managers on the part of the House.

-

The report was agreed to.
ANTI-INJUNCTION BILL.

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of unobjected bills on the calendar,
under Rule VIIIL, . s

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask the in-
dulgence of the Senator to state that morning business has not
yet been closed.

Mr. NELSON. I suppesed it was closed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a matter which it
is the duty of the Chair to bring to the attention of the Sen-
ate. The Chair finds upon the desk a resolution which came
over from a former day, which should have been laid before
the Senate day before yesterday. The present occupant of the
chair did not occupy it the day preceding and had not informa-
tion of the fact that the resolution was on the table. The Chair
thinks it is entitled to its day in court, and it will now be laid
before the Senate. It is the resolution offered by the Senator
from New Jersey [Mr. MarTiNe], and the Chair will lay it
before the Senate for such disposition as the Senate sees proper
to make of it.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I will say
that I presented the resolution geriously and in good faith, and
I desire a vote on it. But I am assured by Senators on the
other side that in the event of pressing the resolution at this
time the question of a quorum will be raised, and therefore I
would be practically legislated out and would interfere thereby
with the progress of business at this stage. In deference to
that thought, I will consent that it may remain on the table,
with the assurance to the Senate that I shall bring it up later
in the day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection,
that direction will be given to the resolution offered by the
Senator from New Jersey.

THE CALENDAR.

Mr. NELSON. ' I renew my request.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consid-

L, S
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eration of unobjected cases on the calendar under Rule VIII.
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.
BILLS PASSED OVER. :

The bill (8. 2493) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury
to make an examination of certain claims of the State of Mis-
sourl was announced as first in order on the calendar.

Mr., SMOOT. TLet that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

Mr., SIMMONS. If it is not out of order, I should like to
ask unanimous consent to eall up a bill :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state that
the unanimous consent just entered into under Rule VIII would
require that each case be considered in its order, and only
unobjected cases will be considered under the unanimous-con-
sent agreement.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Chair holds it would not be in order
to ask unanimous consent to consider a bill out of its order on
the caléendar?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it had been taken up on
motion, undoubtedly it could be considered, but the unanimous
consent would preclude any other action by the Senate except
that expressed in the terms of the unanimous-consent agree-
ment. The Secretary will proceed with the calendar.

The bill (8. 1505) for the relief of certain officers on the re-
tired list of the United States Navy was announced as next in
order,

Mr. BRISTOW. I ask that that may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 2151) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury
to use at his discretion surplus moneys in the Treasury in the
purchase or redemption of the outstanding interest-bearing obli-
gations of the United States was announced as next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN,. I ask that that may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t will go over.

The bill (8. 256) affecting the sale and disposal of public or
Indian lands in town sites, and for other purposes, was su-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION.

The bill (8. 3) to cooperate with the States in encouraging
instruction in agriculture, the trades, and industries and home
economics in secondary schools; in maintaining instruection in
these vocational subjects in State normal schools; in maintain-
ing extension departments in State colleges of agriculture and
mechanic arts; and to appropriate money and regulate its ex-
penditure was announced as next in order.

Mr. PAGE. I feel like being considerate with all Members
of the Senate and I do not wish to press Senate bill No. 3, now
in order, but I should like at some time during the afternoon,
if possible, to have it read and have it progress so far. With
the understanding that later on I may take it up, after other
important matters have been considered, I will make no objec-
tion to its going over.

Mr. GALLINGER. .I will ask the Senator if the bill wus not
read some days ago?

Mr. PAGE. It never has been read.

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon,

Mr. LODGE. Let it go over now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that
the Senate is proceeding under a unanimous-consent agreement.

Mr, PAGE. I merely wanted to make the statement; that
is all.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

BILLS PASSED OVER.,

The bill (8. 5076) to promote instruction in forestry in States
and Territories which contain national forests was announced
as next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN. T ask that the bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 2234) to provide for a primary nominating elec-
tion in the District of Columbia, at which the qualified electors
of the said District shall have the opportunity to vote for their
first and second choice among those aspiring to be candidates of
their respective political parties for President and Viece Presi-
dent of the United States, to elect their party delegates to their
national conventions, and to elect their national committeemen,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that that may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 2051) to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving
Service was announced as next in order.
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Mr. BRISTOW. I ask that the bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. Objection is made, and the
bill will go over.

The bill (8. 5728) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of
Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of the
Osage Nation of Indians against the United States, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The resolution (8. Res. 242) directing the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads to inquire into and report to the Senate
whether post-office inspectors are being sent through the country
to influence postmasters to aid in the election of delegates for
or against any candidate for the Presidency, ete., was announced
as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (H. R. 16571) to give effect to the convention be-
tween the Governments of the United States, Great Britain,
Japan, and Russia for the preservation and protection of the
fur seals and sea otter which frequent the waters of the north
Pacific Ocean, concluded at Washington July 7, 1911, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. LODGE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempbre. It will go over.

The bill (8. 4204) to provide for the final settlement with the
Tillamook Tribe of Indians of Oregon for lands ceded by said
Indians to the United States in a certain agreement between
sa‘ijd parties dated August 7, 1851, was announced as next in
order.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that this bill may go over, and that all
these Indian bills shall go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. It
will be necessary to indicate each one as we reach it.

The bill (8, 4205) to provide for the final settlement with the
Clatsop Tribe of Indians of Oregon for lands ceded by said In-
dians to the United States in a certain agreement between said
parties dated August 5, 1851, was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 4533) to provide for a final settlement with the
Kathlamet Band of Chinook Indians of Oregon for lands ceded:
by said Indians to the United States in a certain unratified
treaty between said parties dated August 9, 1851, was announced
as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 4534) to provide for a final settlement with the
Wheelappa Band of Chinook Indians, of Washington, for lands
ceded by said Indians to the United States in a certain unrati-
fled treaty between said parties, dated August 9, 1851, was an-
nounced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 4535) to provide for a final settlement with the
Lower Band of Chincok Indians, of Washington, for lands ceded
by said Indians to the United States in a certain unratified
treaty between said parties, dated August 9, 1851, was an-
nounced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 4536) to provide for a final settlement with the
Waukimum Band of Chinook Indians, of Washington, for lands
ceded by said Indians to the United States in a certain unrati-
fied treaty between said parties, dated August 8, 1851, was an-
nounced a8 next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (S. 4537) to provide for a final settlement with the
Nuc-quee-clah-we-muck Tribe of Indians, of Oregon, for lands
ceded by said Indians to the United States in a certain unrati-
fied treaty between said parties, dated August 7, 1851, was an-
nounced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 3316) to repeal an act entitled “An act to promote
reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, and for
other purposes,” approved July 26, 1011, was announced as next
in order.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (H. R. 11628) authorizing John T. MeCrosson and
associates to construct an firrigation ditech on the island of
Hawali, Territory of Hawali, was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRISTOW. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 284) for the relief of Andrew H. Russell and
William R. Livermore was announced as next in order.

Mr..OVERMAN. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.
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The bill (8. 4840) to carry into effect the judgment of the
Court of Claims in favor of the contractors for building the
U. 8. battleship Indiana was announced as next if order.
bn}i.Ir. OVERMAN. I move the indefinite postponement of the

Mr. CRAWFORD. T do not think that would be quite fair,
because this bill is to be considered in connection with the
omnibus claims bill, and I assured the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania, who is interested, that it would remain until some time

~when he is present.

Mr. OVERMAN. Then let it go over under Rule IX and be
taken off this calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill
will be transferred to the calendar under Rule IX.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to have it remain on the calendar
under Rule VIII, because the omnibus claims bill is liable to
come up at any time.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think that is true.

Mr. SMIOOT. The omnibus claims bill is under Rule VIII,
and this bill should also be under Rule VIII.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 4159) for the relief of F. M, Lyman, jr., was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. CRAWFORD. The bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 4230) for the relief of Robert F. Scott was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 364) for the relief of Ranney Y. Lyman was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr, GALLINGER. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 111) to authorize the sale and disposition of the
surplus and unallotted lands in Washabaugh County, in the
Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota,
and making appropriation to carry the same into effect was
announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. LODGE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 4780) for the erection of a memorial amphithea-
ter at Arlington Cemetery was announced as next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 5294) to establish in the Bureau of Statistics, in

. the Department of Agriculture, a division of markets was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (S. 5186) to incorporate the Brotherhood of North
American Indians was announced as next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. It will go over.

The bill (8. 461) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of
Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of the
Ponca Tribe of Indians against the United States was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. McCUMBER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 5917) relating to procedure in United States
courts was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been read as in
Committee of the Whole and certain amendments have been
agreed to.

Mr. HEYBURN. Let it be read for information.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let the bill go over, 1 think the Senator
from Maryland [Mr. Ray~es] wants to discuss it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

THOMAS MARCUS MOLLOY AND JOSEPH HENRY CROZIER.

The bill (8. 5956) to restore.in parf the rank of Lieuts.
Thomas Marcus Molloy and Joseph Henry Crozier, United
States Revenue-Cutter Service, was considered as in Committee
_of the Whole. If directs the Secretary of the Treasury to
restore in part the rank of Lieuts. Thomas Marcus Molloy and
Joseph Henry Crozier, United States Revenue-Cutter Service,
by placing their names in the order in which they are set forth
herein on the official register of the service next after the name
of First Lient. William Henry Munter. But nothing in this act
shall be construed to increase the number of officers allowed by
law in the Revenue-Cutter Service, nor shall the officers whose
rank is restored in part by this act be entitled to any back pay
or emoluments on account thereof.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.
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PETTY OFFICERS, ETC., OF NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

The bill (8. 2605) to provide that petty officers, noncommis-
sioned officers, and enlisted men of the United States Navy and
Marine Corps on the retired list who had creditable Civil War
service shall receive the rank or rating and the pay of the next
higher enlisted grade was announced as next in order.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that bill go over.

Mr, LODGE. I wish to ask the Senator from North Carolina
if he will not be willing to allow the bill to be considered. It
has been_ read and amended. It is simply to give a very small
number of survivors of the Civil War in the Navy and Marine
Corps rank and rating to the next higher grade. It has been
granted in the Army and it has been granted to the commis-
sioned officers. These are noncommissioned officers and enlisted
men of the Navy. There are very few remaining.

Mr. OVERMAN. About how many are there?

Mr. LODGE. I think it is stated in the report. I will look
at the report., There are very few. It seems to me not un-
reasonable for them to receive it.

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator, as I understand, says it has
been done in the Army. 3

Mr. LODGE. Yes.

Mr. OVERMAN. If it has been, I raise no objection to the
consideration of the bill

Mr. LODGE. This bill is aimed merely to give these men
what all other officers of the Army and Navy receive because
of Civil War service. About 115 enlisted men in the Navy and
Marine Corps now on the retired list would be affected by it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North
Carolina withdraws his objection, and the Secretary will read
the bill

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill (8. 2605) to pro-
vide that peity officers, noncommissioned officers, and enlisted

men of the United States Navy and Marine Corps on the re-

tired list who had creditable Civil War service shall receive
the rank or rating and the pay of the next higher enlisted
grade.

Mr. LODGE, The bill has been heretofore read and amended,
Mr. President. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is Informed that
there are no amendments.

Mr. LODGE. I know the bill has been read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it is not desired that the
bill shall be reread, it will not be. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill

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

BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 117) granting an increase of pension to Annie
G. Hawkins was announced as next in order.

Mr. McCUMBER. In the absence of the Senator from Dela-
ware [Mr. pu Poxt], who reported that bill, I ask that it may
g0 over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over.

The bill (8. 118) grauting an increase of pension to Harriet
Pierson Porter was announced as next in order.

Mr. McCUMBER. I also ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over.

ENTRIES ON ALASKAN COAL LANDS.

The bill (8. 5860) to provide for agricultural entries on coal
Jands in Alaska was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that
the bill has been heretofore read.

Mr. SMOOT. The bill has been read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the rereading is not de-
gired, as the title has just been read, the Chair will not direct
that the bill be again read.

Mr. HEYBURN. I think I shall have to ask that the bill be
read. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read.

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I only asked for the reread-
fng of the bill in order to be certain as to a part of it that was
being passed over so rapidly that I did not have time to ex-
amine it. I now move to strike out the word “ publie,” in lines
3 and 4, on page 1. Of course, if they are reserved lands, they
are not public lands under the statute.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Idaho will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 1, in line 3, after the word “ unre-
gerved,” it is proposed to strike out the word * public.”
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Mr. HEYBURN. The very class of lands there deseribed are
held not to be publie lands.

Mr, SMOOT. Let the section be read as it is proposed to be
amended.

The SECRETARY.
read:

That from and after the passage of this act unreserved lands of the
United Btates in Alaska which have been withdrawn or classified as=
coal lands, or are valuable for coal, shall be subject to appropriate
entry under the homestead laws by actual settlers only, and all appli-
cations to make entry under the homestead laws upon such lands shall
state that the same are made in accordance with and subject to the
provisions and reservations of this act.

Mr. SMOOT. If they were reserved lands, I would have no
objection to the amendment offered by the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. HEYBURN. Of course, I should like to see the words
“reserved” and * unreserved” in the proposed amendment,
because it has been held and sustained that lands withdrawn
from settlement are not public lands and not included within
the designation of public lands in the statute. Of course, this
ought to read “ reserved and unreserved,” but I shall not enter
into that contest to-day. I will only deal with the one word.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by
the Senator from Idaho will, without objection, be agreed to.
Does the Senator from Idaho desire the further reading of the
bill ?

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I do not insist upon it.

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

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

BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 5719) to increase the efficiency of the Medical
Department of the United States Navy was announced as next
in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that
this bill was read in full on the 11th of May.

Mr. BRISTOW. I should like to inquire what the bill proposes
to do, if any member of the committee from which it was re-
ported is present?

Mr. LODGE. It proposes to establish a medical reserve.

Mr. PERKINS. The report wi'l show, I think, Mr. President,
the object of the bill, and I should like to have the report read.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us hear the report.

Mr. LODGE. It dees not propose to increase expenses.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over.

Mr. BRISTOW. I remember the bill now, and I have no
objection to it. I do not ask that it go over.

Mr. HEYBURN. I have objected to its consideration.

The bill (8. 1) to establish a department of health, and for
other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over.

The bill (8. 5169) authorizing the Poneca Tribe of Indians to
intervene in the suit of the Omaha Indians in the Court of
Claims, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. ILet that go over, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 20182) to amend an act to provide revenue,
equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United
States, and for other purposes, approved August 5, 1909, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 99) authorizing the President
to reassemble ihe court-martial which on August 16, 1911, tried
Ralph I. Sasse, Ellicott H. Freeland, Tattnall D. Simpkins, and
James D. Christian, cadets of the Corps of Cadets of the United
States Military Academy, and sentenced them, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. BRISTOW. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
over.

BREWARDS FOR IMPROVEMENTS IN MANUFACTURING PROCESSES, ETC.

The bill (H. I, 17037) authorizing the Secretary of War to
pay a cash reward for suggestions submitted by employees of
certain establishments of the Ordnance Department for improve-
ment or economy in manufacturing processes or plant, was an-
nounced as next in order.

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill.
bu]iir. HEYBURN. I object to the present consideration of the

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over.

If amended as proposed, the section wsell

The joint resolution goes

Mr, BRISTOW. I hope the Senator from Idaho will not ob-
Ject to the consideration of that bill.

Mr. HEYBURN. Probably a minute’s consideration might
obviate my objection, but there arose in my mind from the
reading of the clause that a gross appropriation of a thousand
dollars a year might all go to one person. There is no limita-
tion as to the amount that may be given as a reward for these
suggestions, or “ series of suggestions,” or whatever they may
be. There should be a little more eareful provision in regard
to that point. Then this exemption of the United States in the
last clause is, of course, quite far-reaching. This might go to
an extent that would be the basis of a change in the whole
system of the ordnance of the United States.

Mr. BRISTOW. I think I ean explain the bill to the Senator.
The purpose is to encourage employees of the Government to
suggest improvements and economies in operation, manufactur-
ing processes, and so forth, and to provide rewards therefor
the same as is done by the great corporations. The exemption
of which the Senator speaks is simply this: If an employee
makes a suggestion which results in economy and saving, he is
given a reward; and he can not make a future claim on the
Government for additional compensation for the use of his sug-
gestion.

Mr. HEYBURN. Can he patent it?

Mr. BRISTOW. Oh, no.

Mr. HEYBURN. Can he patent it for sale to the general
publie outside of the Government?

Mr. BRISTOW. That, of course, is not covered; that would
be between him and the public; but he can not receive from
the Government anything additional, because he voluntarily
gives this suggestion to the Government, and if, in the judgment
of the Secretary of War and the board which examines it, it
proves to be useful, he is given a reward for his industry, his
thoughtfulness, and his ingenuity.

Myr. HEYBURN, I think that is all right and I am thor-
oughly in sympathy with if, but the question is whether or not,
after he has received a reward, he may still patent the inven-
tion and compel the general public to pay for the use of it?

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to
interrupt him in this connection?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. HEYBURN, Yes.

Mr. NELSON. When a man has allowed the Government,
voluntarily, to use a-suggestion or invention of his, he has made
it publie, and he can not afterwards secure a patent on it.

Mr. HEYBURN. But he might at the same time, or imme-
diately prior thereto, file his caveat in the matter and thus se-
cure himself. I was prompted to object to the consideration of
the bill, because I thought it involved a number of points that
ought to be considered. I am in sympathy with the spirit of
the legislation; I only would like to see that we do not pass
it so hastily as not to secure efficient and good legislation.

Mr. BRISTOW. The Committee on Military Affairs went
into the subject very thoroughly, conferred with the War De-
partment about it, and they think that it will result in an in-
creased efficiency and encouragement to employees, and that
the publie, as well as the Government, is amply protected.

Mr. HEYBURN. It will accomplish that, but the question is
whether it affects the rights of the general public outside of
the Government? Of course, when you cover inventions affect-
ing machinery and methods of employing machinery, probably
the largest users of those things are individuals and firms ont-
side of the Government. We have in our great machine shops
to-day a number of articles similar in use and construection
to those used by the Government which are the basis of vast
manufacturing enterprises.

I know the Senator from Kansas would not desire to pass an
imperfect piece of legislation merely to get it through to-day.

Mr, BRISTOW. Oh, no; it has been on the calendar for a
long time.

Mr. HEYBURN. That is the reason my mind was directed
to it, because it has been so long on the calendar.

Mr. BRISTOW. It went over once before on the objection of
the Senator from Idaho, and I had hoped that in the meantime
he had probably considered the bill.

Mr. HEYBURN. I have, and what I say is the result of the
consideration I have given it since that time.

Mr. BRISTOW. Of course, no one has any interest in it
except the interest of the general public in promoting efficiency
on the part of Government employees.

Mr. HEYBURN. I see it comes here as a House bill.

Mr. BRISTOW. - Yes.

Mr. HEYBURN. - That makes it all the more important to
give it consideration. There being, of course, no matters to go
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into conference, it makes it very important that we give the
measure careful consideration, otherwise it just steps right from
here onto the table of laws.

Mr. LODGE. The Government is protected, as I understand.

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; but how about the public?

Mr. LODGE. The public is protected, of course, because by
giving the suggestion to the Government the patent is made
public.

Mr. HEYBURN. Not if the inventor had filed a caveat the
day before it was given to the Government.

Mr. LODGE. I think that is pretty remote. An employee of
the Government can not sell a patent to the Government.

Mr. HEYBURN. He does not have to sell it to the Govern-
ment, but he may sell it to the public.

Mr. LODGE. He has a right to do that; if he is outside he
can do that.

Mr. GALLINGER. To cover that suggestion, I feel sure the
Senator from Kansas would have no objection to adding after
the word “ assigns,” the words “ and that application for patent
has not been made on the invention.”.

Mr. HEYBURN. The amendment removes my -objection,

Mr. BRISTOW. That is satisfactory.

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest that amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentwill be stated.

The SecReTARY. After the word “assigns” in line 16, it is
proposed to insert a comma and the words *and that applica-
tion for patent has not been made on the invention.”

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

BILLS FASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 6497) to protect migratory game and insec-
tivorous birds in the United States was announced as next in
order.

Mr, OVERMAN. ILet that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 3463) to establish a bureau of national parks,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

The OVERMAN. Let that bill go over also. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

ENLARGED HOMESTEADS,

The bill (8. 6551) to amend section 8 of an act entitled “An
act to provide for an enlarged homestead” was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I see that this bill and the
next number but one on the calendar are bills to amend the
gage act—the act to provide for an enlarged homestead. I do
not profess to understand either of the bills.

AMr. NELSON. I will explain the bill to the Senator. Some
years ago we passed a law providing for 320-acre homesteads
in the semiarid States, where they could not irrigate the land
and had to resort to dry farming. That law originally was
applied to Montana. The purpose of this bill is to extend that
Jaw to the State of Colorado; that is all. One peculiarity
about these homesteads is that they can not be commuted.
The people taking them up have to comply with the home-
stend law.

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection. Is the subsequent bill,
No. 628 on the calendar, the same kind of a bill?

Mr. NELSON. Yes; it is of the same nature.

Mr. LODGE. Very well. I have no objection.

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public
TLands with an amendment, on page 2, line 8, to strike out the
words “in the same land-office district as™ and insert * within
6 miles of.”

Mr. HEYBUREN. Mr. President, I wish the Senator in
charge of the bill were present. It presents this problem: A
man may have part of his tract entered in one land office and
part of it in another, and they may be 300 miles apart. I can
call up in my mind instances of that kind. I regret that the
Senator from Colorado is not here.

Mr. NELSON. The amendment removes that cbjection. It
limits it to within 6 miles of the original homestead.

Mr. HEYBURN. Suppese the first homestead is within a
mile or half a mile of the line between the land districts, then
the man will enter part of it in one land district and part of it
in another,

Mr. NELSON. This takes the place of that, as I understand.

Mr. HEYBURN. It is very unfortunate. I am not going
to block the passage of these bills, They were considered in

the commiftee of which I am a member. But I think it no
more than fair, on the floor, that Senators shonld have the
benefit of the suggestions that were made in the committee.
It is a very awkward provision, In the first place it permits
a man to obtain a homestead without living on it. Then it
permits him to have one homestead in one land district and
another homestead in another land distriet.

Mr. NELSON. But he has to live five years on either the
original homestead or the additional land.

Mr. HEYBURN. Of course, that is applicable to all.

Mr. NELSON. @He can not commute,

Mr. HEYBURN. No.

I have said about all T want to say, I think, in regard to
this law, which in my judgment was a very bad one, and is
being made the subject of a good bit of graft right now. I
introduced a resolution, which was passed by the Senate,
calling upon the Secretary of the Interior for a statement as to
the number and area of additional homesteads. Senators
have copies of it in their desks or at their disposal. They
will be astonished at the result of this enlarged homestead
legislation. I want people in the country, and I do not want
one man to have it ail.

However, I expressed myself fully on that subject on a for-
mer occasion, and I merely call attention to the matter at
this time. I will not raise any objection to the bill.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

COLLECTION OF TAXES.

The bill (8. 2371) to amend section 3224 of the United States
Compiled Statutes so as to prevent the restraining of the
assessment or collection of any tax—=State, connty, municipal,
district, or Federal—was announced as next in order,

Mr. SUTHERLAND. ILet the bill go over.

Mr. BROWN. 1 trust the Senator will not insist on that
course.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I know there is at least one Senator
who wants to be here when the bill is considered. I think,
myself, there ought to be an amendment suggested to it. I
have not formulated in my own mind just what it should be.
I do not make any objection to the bill itself.

Mr. BROWN. I very much regret it has to go over again.
It went over on a former oceasion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over, under
objection.

ENLARGED HOMESTEADS.

The bill (8. 6383) to amend an act approved February 19,
1909, entitled “An act to provide for an enlarged homestead,”
was announced as next in order.

AMr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in the enlarged-homestend bill
the provisions of this bill were included. Therefore it is not
necessary to enact this bill into law. The Senator reporting
the bill is not here, however, and I shall therefore ask that it
go over under Rule IX.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah
asks that the bill be transferred to the calendar under Rule IX,
Without objection, it is so ordered.

WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY IN THE PHILIPPINES.

The bill (8. 5455) to establish a system of wireless telegraphy
in the Philippine Islands was announced as next in order,

Mr. OVERMAN. What is the amount proposed to be appro-
priated?

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. One hundred and fifty thou-
sand dollars.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let the bill go over, Mr. President,

Mr, McLEAN. I should like to inquire whether the Senator
from North Carolina asks for a postponement because of the
absence of some Senator interested in the bill or because he is
personally opposed to it?

Mr. OVERMAN. I am opposed to the Government spending
any more money in the Philippines. The Philippine govern-
ment have plenty of money of their own. They have $14,000,-
000 a year. Let them erect their wireless apparatus themselves.
That is my idea. Instead of the Government spending $150,000
on its insunlar possessions, as long as they are now on their
feet, let them erect the apparatus themselves. I object to the
bill.

Mr. McLEAN. As T understand, when there is objection
made to a bill by a Senator, it is not in order to move its con-
sideration notwithstanding the objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not, under the unani-
mous-consent agreement.
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HEIRS OF JOIN W. WEST, DECEASED,
The bill (8. 1231) for the relief of the heirs of John W.
West, deceased, was announced as next in order.
Mr. OVERMAN. I object to the consideration of the bill at
this time. I want to know mere about it.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.
RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.
The bill (8. 5955) for the relief of certain retired officers of
the Navy and Marine Corps was announced as next in order.
Mr. GORE. I object to the consideration of the bill.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.
PHARMACISTS IN THE NAYVY.

The bill (8. 2795) to promote pharmacists to the grade of
chief pharmacist in the Navy was announced as next in order.
Mr. PERKINS., The bill should be passed over temporarily,
for the reason that its substance is included in the naval appro-
priation bill.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.
TESTAMENTARY DISPOSITION OF INDIAN ALLOTMENTS:

The bill (II. R. 1332) regulating Indian allotments disposed
of by will was announced as next in order.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

COAL MINING IN OKLAHOMA,

The bill (8. 8843) granting to the coal-mining companies in
the State of Oklahoma the right to acquire additional acreage
adjoining their mine leases, and for other purposes, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. LODGE. Let it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

WILLIAM E. FARRELL,

The bill (8. 4331) for the relief of Willinm E, Farrell was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

It proposes to authorize the President to appoint Willlam E.
Farrell, late midshipman, an ensign in the United States Navy,
and fo place him upon the retired list as such with three-fourths
of the pay of his grade.

Mr. OVERMAN. I will not object to the bill, but I should
like to know if there is any reason for providing for this officer
in this manner.

Mr. PERKINS. T think the letter from the Acting Secretary
of the Navy will explain that. It is printed in the report.

Mr. OVERMAN. Is it recommended by the Acting Secretary?

Mr. PERKINS. Yes.

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

Mr. OVERMAN subsequently said: Mr. President, I think
the Senator from California [Mr. Perxixs], upon looking at
the report, will see that the Acting Secretary of the Navy
does not approve the bill. I think he has another bill in

mind. e
Mr, SMOOT. This is what the Acting Secretary of the Navy
Bays:

There is no provision of law which. covers the conditions existing
In the case under consideration, and while the department realizes
the fact that the disease was contracted in line of duty, yet it feels
constrained mot to give its approval to special measures, particularly
in view of the fact that the object sought is to place upon the re-
tired Iist of the Navy one who is not now connected with the service.

Mr. OVERMAN. I think we had better reconsider that bili,
Mr. President.

Mr. LODGE. I supposed it had been approved by the Acting
Becretary -of the Navy.

Mr. SMOOT. As a mafter of fact, just the reverse is the
case. He disapproves it.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that the vote by which the bill
was passed be reconsidered, and then that it go over.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Now let it go over, Mr. President.

Mr.: OVERMAN. I ask that it be placed under Rule IX.

Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection, Mr, President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, with-
out cbjection.

RETIREMENT OF CIVIL-SERVICE EMPLOYEES.

THe bill (8. 5863) for the retirement of employees in the
civil service, and for other purposes, was announced as next
in order.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

FRANKLIN PIERCE.

The bill (8. 5806) to correct the naval record of Franklin

*, Pierce was announced as next in order.

Mr. LODGE. There is an adverse report from the com-
mittee, and the bill ought to be indefinitely postponed. I move
that it be indefinitely postponed.

The motion was agreed fto.

BILLS OF LADING.

The bill (8. 957) relating to bills of lading was announced as
next in order.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask that it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SANTA BARBARA, CAL.

The bill (8. 6330) increasing the cost of erecting a public
building at Santa Barbara, Cal., was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

It proposes to increase to $120,000 the limit of cost heretofore
fixed for the erection of a public building at Santa Barbara, Cal.

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

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OCONTO, WIS.

The bill (8. 5354) to acquire a site and for the erection
thereon of a public building at Oconto, Wis., was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds with an amendment to strike out, on
page 1, line 11, the word “seventy-five” and insert “ seventy,”
80 a8 to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Becre
hereby, authorized and diretctgd to at:qrg!r%f ;hglt??ﬁsmmt::et' f!?ec}-egg I;
suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating
%ppumtus, and appreaches, for the use and accommodation of the

nited States office and other Government offices in the city of
Sa13 vaults, heating aod ventiatiy SPemntn Ll didiag including
plete, not to exceed the sum of STOFOG‘I}?D ; S

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALISBURY, MD.

The bill (8. 6413) for the purchase of a site and erection of a
Federal building at Salisbury, Md., was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. .

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

That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to aecquire, IJE purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site
and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevator, and a proaches, for
the use and accommodation of the United States post office and other
Government offices in the cltgv of Ballsbury, county of Wicomico, State
of Maryland, the eost of sald site and buli%hcludﬂ[ng the above-
mentioned apparatus, not to exceed the sum of 000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Benate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

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

PUBLIC BUILDING -AT CRISFIELD, MD.

The bill (8. 6178) for the purchase of a site and erection of a
Federal building at Crisfield, Md., was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds, with an amendment, to strike out all after the
enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, -authorized
and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, ér otherwise, a site
and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, ineluding fireproof
vaunlts, heating and ventilating ﬂgpnrutus. elevator, and approaches, for
the use and accommodation of the United States post office and other
Government offices in the clty of Crisfield. county of Bomerset, State of
Maryland, the cost of said site and bullding. including the above-men-
tioned apparatus, not to exceed the sum of $£63,000,

The amendment was agreed to. :

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

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

RELIEF OF WINNEBAGO INDIANS.

The bill (H. RR. 18849) for the relief of the Winnebago In-
dians of Nebraska and Wisconsin was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

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

.
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THE CHEMICAL SCHEDULE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi-
ness, which will be stated.

The SEcRETARY. A bill (H. R. 20182) to amend an act en-
titled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage
the industries of the United States, and for other purposes,”
approved August 5, 1909.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the unfinished:business be tempo-
rarily laid aside.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

CONTRACTS FOR FUTURE COTTON DELIVERY.

The bill (8. 4654) to regulate contracts for the future deliv-
ery of cotton was announced as next in order.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go over, in the absence of the
author of the bill, the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Sumrru].

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

Mr. PERCY. If there is no objection, I ask that it go to
the calendar under Rule IX,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missis-
sippi asks that the bill go to the calendar under Rule IX. With-
out objection, it will be so ordered.

MRES. C. N. GRAVES.

The bill (8, 1302) for the relief of Mrs. C. N. Graves, widow
of . F. Graves, jr., deceased, was considered in Committee of
the Whole. It proposes to pay to Mrs. C. N. Graves, widow of
It. F. Graves, jr., deceased, the sum of $7,000, being the amount
nssessed for the use and occupation of the property of said
k. ¥. Graves, jr., in Prince George County, Va., by the board
of survey appointed for that purpose May 30, 1865.

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 6, after the word “junior,” I
move to strike out the word ‘‘deceased,” and likewise in the
title when that is considered. Being a widow, the presumption
is that the husband is deceased.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of
Mrs. C. N. Graves, widow of R. I. Graves, jr.”

PUBLIC HIGHWAY IN CADDO COUNTY, OKLA.

The bill (H. Rk, 16611) setting apart a certain tract of land
for a public highway, and for other purposes, was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands
with an amendment, on page 2, line 7, after the word “ erect,”
to insert the words “ and maintain,” go as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That a tract of land 66 feet wide and about three-
fourths of a mile in length, situate in Caddo County, Btate of Okla-
homa, described as follows, to wit: Beginning at the point where the
south line of the right of way of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific
Railway crosses the sectlon line between sections 14 and 15, township
No. T north, range 10 west of the Indian meridian, thence south along
gaid eection line 66 feet, then easterly along a line parallel with the
right of way of said railway for a distance of about three-quarters of
a mile to the west line of the public hlghway, running north and south,
thenee north along the west line of said public highway 66 feet, thence
westerly along the south line of the right of way of the aforesaid rall-
way to the place of beginning, be, and the same is hereby, set apart as
a public highway for the use of the public as such, on condition that
the city of Anadarko, Okla., erect and maintain a substantial and suit-
able fence along the south side of the road hereby set apart, subject
to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That should
sald Iﬁgl[:)wny ever be abandoned or vacated bg any competent authority
the title to the said deseribed tract of land shall inure to the then
owner of the tract of which it formed a part by the original survey.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

The bill was read the third time and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (H. R. 21213) to amend an act entitled “An act to
provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries
of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved August
5, 1909, was announced as next in order.

Mr. LODGE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (H. R. 21214) to extend the special excise tax now
levied with respect to doing business by corporations, to per-
sons, and to provide revenue for the Government by levying a
special excise tax with respect to doing business by individuals
game resources was announced as next in order.

Mr. LODGE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 6109) for the protection and increase of State
game resources was announced as next in order,

Mr. HEYBURN. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation for payment .

of certain claims in accordance with findings of the Court of
Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts approved
March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the
Bowman and the Tucker Acts, was announced as next in order.
Mr. LODGE. Let that go over.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN NEW MEXICO.

The bill (8. 6590) to establish a fish-cultural station in the
State of New Mexico was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. It proposes to appropriate $25,000 for the establishment
of a fish-cultural station in the State of New Mexico, including
purchase of site, construction of building and ponds, and equip-
ment, at some suitable point to be selected by the Secretary of
Commerce and Labor.

Mr. CATRON. There is no amendment to the bill.

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

PUBLIC BUILDING IN LAS VEGAS, N. MEX.

The bill (8. 6744) to provide for the purchase of an extension
to the site and the erection of a Federal building in Las Vegas,
N. Mex., was announced as next in order.

Mr. CATRON. At the request of my colleagne [Mr. Farv],
who introduced the bill, and who is now necessarily absent, I
ask that it may go over until his return.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

TERM OF PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

The joint resolution (8, J. Res. 78) proposing an amendment
to the Constitution of the United States was announced as next
in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

NAVAL MILITTA.

The bill (8. 4584) to promote the efficiency of the Naval Mili-
tia, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. CURTIS. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

CHARLES C. CROWELL.

The bill (8. 5170) to reimburse Charles C. Crowell for two
months’ extra pay in lieu of traveling expenses was considered
as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of
the Treasury to pay $36 to reimburse Charles C. Crowell, late
sergeant, Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment United States In-
fantry, for two months’ extra pay in lieu of traveling expenses.

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

ADULTERATED SEEDS.

The bill (H. R. 22340) to regulate foreign commerce by pro-
hibiting the admission into the United State of certain adul-
terated seeds and seeds unfit for seeding purposes was an-
nounced as next in order,

Mr. LODGE. Let that go over.

PEESONNEL OF THE NAVY.

The bill (8. 5069) to promote the efficiency of the enlisted
personnel of the United States Navy was announced as next in
order.

Mr. PERKINS. That is provided for in the mnaval appro-
priation bill and can be passed over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over on the
request of the Senator from California.

BIG SANDY RIVER BRIDGES, KENTUCKY.

The bill (H. R. 23461) authorizing the fiscal court of Pike
County, Ky., to construct a bridge across Russell Fork of Big
Sandy River at or near Millard, Ky., was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole,

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

The bill (H. R. 23460) authorizing the fiscal court of Pike
County, Ky., to construct a bridge across Russell Fork of the
Big Sandy River at Marrowbone, Ky., was considered as in
Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
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LAKE ERIE AND OHIO RIVER CANAL.

The bill (8. 6678) authorizing the Secretary of War, under
certain conditions, to detail officers of the Corps of Engineers
to perform the engineering work necessary for the construction
of a canal between Lake Erie and the Ohio River, and for other
purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was repdrted from the Committee on Commerce with
amendments, on page 1, line 7, to strike out * perform the engi-
neering work necessary for” and Insert “supervise and di-
rect”; in line 9, to strike out “a ™ and insert “the’; on page
2, line 6, to strike out “and” and insert “or"; in Jine 7, after
the word “ them,” to insert * make request therefor ”; inline 14,
after * aunthority,” to insert the following proviso:

Provided, That the work shall be executed under the direction of
the Secretary of War and provision of the Chief of Engineers—

And to strike out section 2 of the bill; so as to make the bill
read :

Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized
and Instructed, as recommended in the regg’rt of the National Water-
ways Commission, to direct the Chief of glm-.ers to detail, withount
charge for services, such officers from the C of Engineers as he
sfm!lg deem requlsite to supervise and direct the construction of the
proposed waterway sultable for the transportation of steamships
steamboats, barges, or other vessels from the junetion pf the Ohio an
Beaver Rivers. in Pennsylvania, by wniy of the Beaver and Mahoning
Rivers, to a point at or near Nhes. Ohio; thence to a terminal on the
shore of Lake Erle at the mouth of Indian Creek, whenever the States
of Pennsylvania, Ohio, and West Virginia, or certain countles therein,
or any of them, make requnest therefor, and have available for the con-
struction of said waterway the sum of $10,000,000 in cash and have
authorized the issue of bonds to the amennt of $50,000,000, or to such
further amount as is necessary, in the opinion of the Secretary of War,
to insure the completion of said waterwa{, and the legulity of such
bonds has been certified by competent legal authority : Provided, That
the worlk shall be executed under the direction of the Secretary of War
and supervision of the Chief of Engineers.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in,

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

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing the
Secretary of War, under certain conditions, to detail officers of
the Corps of Engineers to supervise and direct the construction
of a canal between Lake Erie and the Ohio River, and for
other purposes.”

HENRY 0. SLAYTON.

The bill (8. 6332) to restore to the active list First Lieut.
of Engineers Henry O. Slayton, retired, United States Revenue-
Cutter Service, was eonsidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with
an amendment, on page 1, line 7, after the word *“ number,” to
strike out *“seven” and insert * eighteen,” so as to make the
bill read:

Boe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, anthorized and directed to restore to the actlve list of the
Revenue-Cutter Service Henry O. Slayton, first lleutenant of engineers,
United States Revenue-Cutter Bervice, retired, as an extra number, to
take rank as No. 18 on the list of first lieutenants of englineers: Pro-
vided, That sald Henry O. Slayton is found ysleally fit for active
duty i:y a medical board appointed by the Secretary of Treasury.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

TARIFF DUTIES ON WOOL.

The bill (H. R. 22195) to reduce the duties on wool and the
manufactures of wool was announced as next in order.
Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NersoN in the chair).
The bill will go over.
JOHN W. SAVILLE.

The bill (8. 171) placing John W. Saville, passed assistant.

engineer, United States Navy, on the retired ligt with an ad-
vanced rank was considered as in, Committee of the Whole. It
provides that John W. Saville, passed assistant engineer, United
States Navy, refired, may, in the discretion of the President,
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, be placed on
the retired list of the Navy with rank and retired pay of one
grade above that now actually held by him, and that this pro-
motion and the increased pay incident thereto shall take effect
from and after the date of the passage of this act.

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

R. W. BRANSON.

.'I.'he bill (8. 4603) for the relief of R. W. Branson was con-
gldered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with
amendments, on page 2, line 1, before the word “dollars,” to
strike out “ fifty ” and insert ** thirty ”; and in line 2, before the
word *“ dollars,” to sirike ont “ fifty ” and insert “ thirty,” so as
to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au-
thorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys In the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to R. W, Branson, of Blackland, Okla.. formerly

tmaster at Cherckee, SBtate of Kansas, to reimburse said R. W.
ranson for damages suffered by him on acconnt of the destruetion
caused by the blowing open of the safe in which were deposited the
tal funds, stamps, ete., of the post office at Cherokee, State of
nsas, it appearing that said loss was without fault or negligence on
the part of the said postmaster, the sum of $230; and the sum of 3230
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, to pay said claim.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendments were concurred in.

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

LIENS OF JUDGMENTS AND DECREES.

The bill (H. R. 18017) to amend an act entitled “An act to
regulate the liens of judgments and deerees of the courts of
%; United States™ was considered as in Committee of the

ole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary
with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, to insert :

This act shall take effect on and after January 1, 1013.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Let the bill go over with the
amendment pending. I object to its present consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

Mr. THORNTON, I think if the Senator from Arkansas will
observe the bill he will see that it is purely a Iocal matter,

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator is evidently mis-
taken as to the particular matter that is before thé Senate. The
measure to the consideration of which I object is House bill
18017, to amend an act entitled “An act to regulafe the liens
of judgments and decrees of the eourts of the United States”

Mr. THORNTON. 1 call the attention of the Senator from
Arkansas to the fact that tRe bill has only a local effect with
reference to the recording of judgments of the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of Lounisiana.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The title of the bill as given on
the calendar indieated its scope, and as we are not considering
matters likely to provoke debate I thought the shortest way
out of it was to object to its consideratien. If the Senator
from Louisiana gives assurance that it is a local matter exclu-
sively, although the title indicates otherwise, I withdraw the
objection.

Mr. THORNTON. That is my understanding.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Unless the Senator is entirely
certain about it, I would not like to repeal an existing law on
the subject of liens of judgments and decrees in the Federal
courts. It had better go over and I will look into if.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

BILLS PASSED OVIR. :

The bill (H. R. 14925) to amend “An act to parole United
States prisoners, and for other purposes,” approved June 25,
1910, was announced as next in order.

Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go over. It is a very Important
and serious bill. It ought to be under Rule IX. I want to be
heard when the bill is taken up.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 93) to establish a botanical laboratory at Den-
ver, Colo., was announced as next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go over.

The bill (H. R. 20728) making appropriations for the cur-
rent and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs,
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and
for other purposes, for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1913,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. The bill will go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go over.

The bill (8. 5556) to amend “An aet to ereate an anditor of
railroad accounts, and for other purposes,” approved June 19,
1878, as amended by the acts of March 3, 1881, and March 3,
1903, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

LANDS IN LAWRENCE AND PENNINGTON COUNTIES, 8. DAR,

The bill (H. R. 20480) excepting certain lands in Lawrence
and Pennington Counties, 8. Dak., from the eperation of the
provisions of section 4 of an act approved June 11, 1900, en-
titled “An act to provide for the entry of agricultural lands
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within forest reserves,” was considered as in Committee of the
Whole.

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

MOUNT RAINIER NATIONAL PARK. :
The bill (8. 4958) to accept the cession by the State of Wash-

ington of exclusive jurisdiction over the lands embraced within
the Mount Rainier National Park, and for other purposes, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

NOTARIES PUBLIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

The bill (8. 6545) to amend section 558 of the Code of Law
of the District of Columbia, relating to notaries publie, was con-
gidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. -
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WESTON, W. VA.

The bill (8. 6341) to provide for the erection of a public
building at Weston, W. Va., was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. 1 notice that there is no report accompanying
the Lill and for that reason I should like to have it go over
to-day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

JOSEPH B. RILEY, ALIAS THOMAS B. KEESY.

The bill (8. 1330) for the relief of Joseph B. Riley, alias
Thomas B. Keesy, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

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

That in the administration of the pension laws Joseph B. Riley, allas
Thomas B. Keesy, who was a private of Compan{)l Thirty-fourth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, ‘Eleventh Regl-
ment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and con-
gidered to have been dischuged honorably from the military service of
the United States as a member of Company I, Thirty-fourth Regiment
-Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the 14th day of IFebruary, 1863, and to
have been discharged honorably from that service as a member of Com-
pany D, Eleventh Reﬁgiment ichigan Volunteer Cavalry, on the 24th
day of December, 1864 : Provided, That no pension shall acerue prior
to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

WILLIAM MULLALLY.

The bill (8. 1485) for the relief of William Mullally was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. POMERENE. I suggest that that bill go over, in the ab-
sence of members of the Committee on Military Affairs.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

WIDENING AND EXTENSION OF SPRING ROAD.

The bill (8. 5333) to authorize the widening and extension of
Spring Road NW., and for other purposes, was considered as in
Committee of the Whole. 2

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia with amendments. The first amendment was,
in section 1, page 2, line 2, after the word *“avoid,” to insert
“ gubstantial,” so as to read: “ That the Commissioners of the
District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized to pre-
pare a new highway plan for Spring Road, between New Hamp-
shire Avenue and Twentieth Street NW., so as to avold sub-
stantial improvements lying in said road as now proposed,” ete.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 15, after
the word “road,” to insert:

Provided Jurther, That in the new highway plan the north line of
Spring Road at New Hampshire Avenue shall conform approximately
to the present north line of Rock Creek Church Road at that point, and
that Spring Road, as laid down in the extatin%ahi hway plan between
Si.'_(ttt!:nth Street and Spring Place, ghall be abandoned between these
points.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 11, after
the word “ herein.” to insert “ for the widening of Spring Place
ggt}veen Fourteenth Street and Sixteenth Street to a width of

eet-I’

The amendment was agreed fto.

Mr. HEYBURN. In section 2, page 3, line 3, before the words
“to condemn,” I move to strike out the words “ proceeding in
rem ” and to insert “ proper proceeding.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Idaho will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In section 2, page 3, line 3, before the
words ‘““to condemn,” it is proposed to strike out the words
“ proceeding in rem " and to insert “ proper proceeding.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

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

BILL PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 2451) providing against the abandonment of des-
titute, infirm, or aged parents was announced as next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the bill go over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

GAS MAIN ALONG CONDUIT ROAD.

The bill (8. 6672) to authorize the president and directors of
the Georgetown Gas Light Co. to lay a gas main in and along
the Conduit Road from a point beginning at the existing gas
main in the Foxhall and the Conduit Roads, to the District line,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the District
of Columbia with an amendment, on page 1, line 5, after the
word “empowered,” to insert “subject to and in accordance
with such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of
War,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted ete., That the president and directors of the George-
town Gas Light Co. be, and they are hereby, authorized and empowered
subject to and in accordance with such regulations as may be rescribed
by the Secretary of War, to lay a gas main for the purpose of conduct-
Inf Tu in and along the Conduit Road from a point inning at the
existing gas main belonging to said company in Foxhall and Conduit
Roads and extending therefrom in a northwesterly direction in and
along sald Conduit Road to the District line, the same to be subject to
existing laws governing the manufacture and sale of gas for light, heat,
and power in the District of Columbia; and all work in laying sald
main to be done under the supervision of the War Department.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

JOHN DUGGAN.

The bill (8. 6682) for the relief of John Duggan, alias John
McCarty (or MeCarthy) was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. It proposes that in the administration of the pension
laws John Duggan, alias John McCarty (or McCarthy), shall
hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably dis-
charged from the military service of the United States as a pri-
vate of Troop K, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, on the
27th of July, 1865, but no pension shall accrue prior to the pas-
sage of this act. |

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

BILL PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 6217) to codify, revise, and amend the laws relat-
ing to the judiciary, approved March 3, 1911, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN. Let that bill go over, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over.

GEORGE W. BROWN.

The bill (8. 4675) for the relief of George W. Brown was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that in
the administration of the pension laws George W. Brown, who
was a captain of the Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been
discharged honorably from the military service of the United
States as a member of that regiment on the 1st of February,
1864 ; but no pay, bounty, back pension, or other emolument
shall acerue or become payable by virtue of the passage of this
act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.= 4

WILLIAM Z. NORMAN.

The bill (H. R. 16493) to correct the military record of
William Z. Norman was considered as in Committee of the
Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert:

That in the administration of the pension laws William Z. Norman,
who was enrolled in the service of the United States on the 18th day
of Januu%' 1862, at Bpencer, Va., and assigned as a private to Com-
pany C, Eleventh Regiment Virginia Volunteer Infantry, which regl-
ment afterwards beeame the Eleventh Reégiment West Virginia Volun-
teer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been
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captured by the enemy and shot and killed on or about the 1st day of
December, 1862, while in the line of duty: Provided, That no pension
shall accrue prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

The bill was read the third time and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER.

"The bill (8. 4355) incorporating the National Institute of
Arts and Letters was announced as next in order.

Mr. HITCHCOCEK. I think that bill had better go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over.

The bill (8. 4356) incorporating the National Academy of
Arts and Letters was announced as next in order.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over.

The bill (8. 2344) to pay the balance due the loyal Creek In-
dians on the award made them by the Senate on February 16,
1903, was announced as next in order.

Mr. CURTIS. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over.

ALTENATION OF ALLOTTED LANRDS IN CHEROKEE NATION.

The bill (8. 6126) for the purpose of removing restrictions on
encumbrance and alienation of allotted lands within the Chero-
kee Nation was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
~ The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to eause to be appraised, through the United States Indlan
agent at the Union Agency, Okla,, the tracts of surplus lands which
were allotted to the Indians of the Cherokee Nation of Indians in tracts
of 30 acres or less, and which tracts are now unoccupied and do not
adjoin the homesteads of sald allottees. Each tract shall be appraised
separately and at its actual value, and the United States Indian agent
at said Snion Agency may cause a reappraisement of any tract in
his judgment the circumstances warrant such action. er such ap-

ralsal the allottee of any of such tracts is hereby authorized to sell and

ispose of any of such tracts of 30 acres or less allotted to him which
does not adjoin his homestead : Provided, That such sale shall not be
for less than the appraised value of such tract; and such sale shall be
approved by the United States Indian agent at the Unlon Agency, but
the Secretary of the Interior may from time to time designate any
other person to so act In lien of or in addition to said United States
Indian agent: Provided further, That such purchase price shall be paid
to the allottee through said United States Indian agent, and in case
the allottee is an Indian of three-quarters blood or more the mone
received from the sale of any tract allotted to such Indian shall be
for the benefit of such allottee.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read

the third time, and passed.
: EXCHANGE OF OSAGE ALLOTMENTS.

The bill (8. 6686) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
permit exchanges of lands of Osage allottees, and for other pur-
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It author-
izes the Secretary of the Interior to permit the exchange of
homesteads or other allotments, or any portions thereof, of
Osage allottees under such rules and regulations as he may pre-
scribe and upon such terms as he shall approve; but where a
homestead or homesteads pass in the exchange, in whole or in
part, an equivalent in value of land suitable for agricultural
purposes shall be furnished, to be designated as a homestead,
the new homestead to be subject to the same restrictions as the
original homestead; and the Secretary is authorized to do any
and all things necessary to make these exchanges effective.

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

BRIDGES ACROSS TUG FORK OF THE BIG SANDY RIVER.

The bill (H. R. 20593) to authorize the Norfolk & Western
Railway Co. to construct sundry bridges across the Tug Fork
of the Big Sandy River was considered as in Committee of the
‘Whole. %

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

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The bill (H. R. 24665) making appropriations for the naval
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. TILet that bill go over, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT RIPON, WIS,

The bill (8. 6650) for a site and the erection of a public
building at Ripon, Wis., was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire a
site and erect thereon a suitable building, including fireproof
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, for
the use and accommodation of the United States post office and
other Government offices in the city of Ripon and State of Wis-
congin, the cost of the building, including vaults, heating and
ventilating apparatus, and approaches, complete, not to exceed
$75,000.

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

ANDREW FLOYD.

The bill (8. 1001) to correct the military record of Andrew
Floyd and grant him an honorable discharge was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Af-
fairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert:

That in the administration of the pension laws Andrew Floyd, who
served in Company I, Thirty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer
Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been discha
honorably from the military service of the United States as a member
of said company and regiment on the 4th day of May, 1863 : Provided,
That no pension shall acerue prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of
Andrew Floyd.”

FLORIDA EAST COAST RAILWAY CO.

The bill (8. 1589) to authorize the exchange of conveyances
between the Florida East Coast Railway Co. and the United
States was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It em-
powers the Secretary of War to exchange conveyances with the
Florida East Coast Raillway Co. for the adjustment of a
boundary line between the military reservation of Key West Bar-
racks, on the island of Key West, Fla., and the Iand in front of
the reservation filled in by the railway company under permis-
sion of the Secretary of War, as authorized by law, in accord-
ance with the memorandum of agreement between the railway
company and Maj. George G. Bailey, quartermaster, United
g(t:éfes Army, dated December 5, 1910, which agreement is rati-
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,

: JAMES L. CHASE.

The bill (8. 2147) for the relief of James L. Chase was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that in the
administration of the pension laws and the laws governing the
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, or any branch
thereof, James L. Chase, now a resident of Ayer, Mass, shall
hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably dis-
charged from the military service of the United States as a pri-
vate of Company F, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer
Infantry, on the 13th of April, 1864 ; but no pension shall accerue
prior to the passage of this act.

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

APACHE INDIANS, FORT SILL MILITARY RESERVATION, OELA.

The bill (8. 6776) for the relief of the Apache Indians held
as prisoners of war on the Fort Sill Military Reservation, in
Oklahoma, and for other purposes, was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. .

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indians Affairs
with an amendment, in section 1, page 2, line 8, after the word
“sell,” to insert “ the live stock ”; and in line 9, after the word
“ either,” to strike out “ the,” so as to make the section read:

That the Secretary of War Is hereby authorized to remove to and
establish on the Mescalero Apache Indian Reservation, in New Mexico,
all persons now held as Apache prisoners of war on the Fort 8111 Mili-
tary Reservation, in Oklahoma, who may desire to go to said Mescalero
Apache Reservation. The desires of said Indians shall be ascertained by
a commission of two persons, one a regrcu‘ntatlve of the War Depart-
ment and one a representative of the Interior Department, to be
selected by the heads of sald departments, respectively. The
effects, including horses, cattle, farm implements, and househol
of those electing to remove to said Mescalero Apache Reservation shall
also be removed and delivered to the respective owners on that reserva-
tion. The proportionate share of those removed in the common property

rsonal
goods,
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of the tribes or band shall be se ted and administered for thelr
common benefit. The Secretary o ar may, In his discretion, if he
déems it advisable, sell the live stock, either individual or common Pmp-
erty, and pay ower the p g of such sale to the Secretary of the
Interior, to be by him Invested in pmgerty suitable in character for the
usé and beneflt of those whose property is sold.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred In.

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

PUBLIC PARK, WASHINGTON HEIGHTS, D. C.

The biil (8. 2845) to acquire certain land in Washington
Heights for a public park, to be known as McClellan Park, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before asking that this
bill go over I want to make a brief statement, directing my
remarks particularly to the Senator who reported the bill

This bill is for a park that is to cost §180,000, immediately
north of the Highlands Apartment House. It is a beautiful
Jawn owned by somebody who can afford fo keep up a large
establishment. I do not object to it on that ground, however;
but in the District of Columbia appropriation bill we have
established two parks in the southeast section of the ecity,
where many poor people live, and we have levied benefits upon
the adjoining Iands. There are no benefits levied in this bill.

Again, in the appropriation bill whieh passed the Senate
this morning, and which doubtless will pass the House in a
day or two, we have inserted a provision as to how the expense
of purchasing parks shall be divided. As I recall, the Govern-
ment is to pay one-third, the District of Columbia one-third,
and the abutting landowners one-third. That will become a
law in two or three days, but the provisions of that law will
not apply to this bill as it now reads.

Again, Mr. President, I do not find that anybody has recom-
mended the establishment of this park. There is nothing in
the report to show that either the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia or the official having in charge the reserva-
tions in the District of Columbia have been consulted. Pos-
sibly they have been, but the report does not so show.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I will say,
with the Senator’s permission, that the bill may not conform
to any order or suggestion of the District Commissioners, but
~the matter was presented to the Committee on Fublic Build-
ings and Grounds, and it was referred to a subcommittee of
which I was a member. We visited the plot, and were much
impressed with the wisdom and desirability of its being made
a park. It is a triangular plot, situated in the midst of a
very thickly settled portion of the city.

In answer to the Senator’'s suggestion that it is now a benuti-
fully kept lawn and will likely be kept so, I have to say that
the probability is that if it is not purchased by the Government
it will be cut into small plots. It would be a great advantage,
I believe, and the committee so believed, to that section of the
city.
Mr. GALLINGER. I was going to ask that the matter go
OVer.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I hope the Senator will not ask that
the bill go over.

Mr. GALLINGER, e certainly will, because there will be
a law on the statute books within the next two or three days
providing how parks shall be acqnired and -how the payment
shall be made. This levies the payment upon the District of
Columbia and the General Government—§80,000 each.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let me ask the Senator a question.
Did I understand him to say that provision is made by law as
to abutting owners?

Mr. GALLINGER. That they shall pay one-third.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. What does the Senator mean by
“ahutting owners ”?

Mr. GALLINGER. I mean that the benefits shall be assessed
in the judgment of the jury.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Is it simply that one-third of the cost
of the park.shall be assessed against the owners of property
immediately adjacent to the park?

Mr. GAELINGER. Not necessarily. It is in the province of
the jury to determine how far the benefits extend.

Then, again, I do not agree as to the great necessity for this
park. However, I will look into that. This park is to be
established about a half mile from the Zoological Park, on the
sgouth, and on the north about a half mile from Dupont Circle.
It may be that there is a great necessity for it, but I think it
ought to be further inquired into, and for that reason I ask
that the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go over.

THE COMMERCE COURT.

The motion entered by Mr. PorxpexTer on the Tth Instant,
that the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce be dis-
charged from the further consideration of 8. 3297, to abolish
the Commerce Court, ete, and that said bill be placed upon
the calendar, under Rule VIII, for consideration by the Senate,
was announced as the next business in order on the calendar.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go over.

MAJ. BUTT AND F. D. MILLET.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 108) anthorizing the erec-
tion on the public grounds in the city of Washington of a joint
memorial to Maj. Archibald W. Butt and Francis Davis Millet
was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRISTOW. I ask that the joint resolution go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will go
over.

INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OF PRIZE-FIGHT FPICTURES.

The bill (8. 7027) to prohibit the interstate transportation
of pictures of prize fights, and for other purposes, was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, when this bill was called
up several days ago there was some objection to its phrase-
ology, and it went over for the purpose of correction, to sup-
ply certain omissions which were deemed necessary. The
same identical bill was introduced in the House, and a substi-
tute was prepared for it which eovers the objections made
the other day, and it was reported by the committee to which
it was referred in the House. I move to strike out all after
the enacting clause and to substitute what I send to the desk.

After the objections were made to which I have referred
the Committee on the Judiciary informally considered the sub-
stitute which I now offer.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be stated.

The SecreErary. It Is proposed to strike out all after the
enacting elause and insert:

That it shall be unlawful for any person to deposit or cause to be
deposited in the United States mails for malling or delivery, or to
deposit or cause to be ited with any express company or other
common_carrier for carriage, from one State or Territory of the
United States or the Distriet of Columbia te any other Btate or Terri-
tory of the United Sfates or the District of Columbia, or fo bring or
fo eause to be brought into the TUnited States from abroad, any film or
other pictorial representation of any prize fight or encounter of
gggllistu, under whatever name, which is designed fo be nsed or may

used for purposes of publie exhibition, or any record or secount of
betting on the same.

Spc. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any person to take or receive
from the mails, or any express company or other common carrier, with
intent to sell, distribute, circulate, or exhibit any matter or thing herein
forbidden to be deposited for mailling, delivery, or carriage in inter-
gtate commerce.

8Ec. 3. That any person violating any of the provisions of this act
may be proceeded against by indictment and tried and punished either
in the district in which the unlawful matter was deposited for mailing
or carriage, or to which it is carried, or in which it is dellvered; and
an& person violating any of the provisions of this act shall for each
and every offense, upon econvietion thereof, be fined not more than
$1,000 or sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor for mot more than
one year, or both, at the diseretion of the court.

Mr. HEYBURN and Mr. SUTHERLAND addressed the
Chafir.

Mr. HEYBURN. I was merely going to suggest an amend-
ment—to insert the word * knowingly” before the word
“ recel‘.ed-"

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Idaho to the
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina.

Mr. SUTHERLAND: I have no objection to that amend-
ment, -

Mr. HEYBURN. I move that the word ‘‘knowingly"™ be
inserted.

The SecreTArY. In section 2, line 16, before the word “re-
ceive,” insert the word “ knowingly.”

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I suggest, however, to the Senator from
Idaho that in view of the fact that this section provides that it
shall be done with a specific intent——

Mr. HEYBURN. I intend to make it go further, so that they
ean not receive it knowingly for their own amusement—to pre-
vent getting a mailing list. Of course the word “koowingly "
is necessary, because we do not know what we are receiving in
the mail until it is opened.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The point T make is that the provision
“that it shall be unlawful for any person to take or receive
from the mails” any of these articles is qualified by the further
provision that it shall be “with the intent to sell, distribute,
circulate, or exhibit any matter herein forbidden to be de-
posited,” and seo forth. Of course, if the article was taken
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from the mails innocently, it could not be taken with that
intent.

Mr. HEYBURN. I want to include those who take it from
the mail for their own amusement, in addition to the provi-
sion that it shall be for the purpose of sale. Not having the
amendment before me, I am not able to suggest the proper point
at which it should be inserted.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not think the Senator would ac-
complish that. That is the very point of the suggestion I am
making—that notwithstanding his amendment the provision is
that this shall be with the specific intent.

Mr. HEYBURN. I want that to remain in.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think it ought to remain in.

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Therefore he is by that amendment
making the law more drastic than it ought to be and making it
more difficult to prove the offense.

Mr. HEYBURN. It may so appear, but we will see how it
fits into the text. 1 merely want to add an additional class.
If T may have the amendment, I will determine where it should

go in.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. While the Senator is looking into that,
I call attention to another matter.

Section 3 of the proposed substitute provides:

That any person violating any of the provisions of this act may be
gfm?ed against by indictment and tried and punished either in the

This is the part I call attention to—
either In the district in which the unlawful matter was deposited for
1?33-23“ or carrlage, or to which it is carried or in which it is de-

Now, the offense consists in depositing or causing to be
deposited in the United States mails or with any express com-
pany or other common ecarrier, or in taking the prohibited
matter from the mail or from these carriers, with the specifie
intent provided. Those are two separate and distinet offenses.
It is a complete offense under this proposed law when the
forbidden matter is deposited for carriage. Now, under the
terms of section 3, that offense which may be eommitted and
be a complete offense in the State of New York may be prose-
cuted in the State of California; and it seems to me it would
be in direct violation of the provision of the Constitution which
declares that all persons accused of crime shall be prosecuted
in the district and State where the offense was committed. So
it seems to me the Senator had Dbetter take that out of the
section.

Mr. HEYBURN. I withdraw the amendment, in response to
the suggestion of the Senator from Utah, and as soon as I
can find the place where it should be inserted, I will reoffer it.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 1 suggest that, beginning in line 21,
page 2, after the word “act,” we strike out down to and in-
cluding the word “act,” in line 25, and after the word * each,”
in line 25, strike out “ and every.” Then it will read:

That any person violating any of the provisions -of this act shall
for each offense, vpon conviction thereof, be fined—

And so forth.

Mr. SIMMONS. I think that would accomplish the purpose.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. There is no need of providing where
the offense shall be prosecuted, because that is a matter of
general lay.

Mr. HEYBURN. This could all have been accomplished by
amending section 211 of the Criminal Code, because it does cover
everything except the enumeration here, and I am not sure that
it would not be included within the language of that section. I
do not know the history of this bill. Let us see. It was intro-
duced by request by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr,
Simymoxns]. We already have very complete laws in regard to
this matter, and I presume the only question was whether or
not they were broad enough to cover the films. But the words
“paper,” “ writing,” “ advertisement,” “ device,” or * substance,”
I think, would be held to be broad enough to cover these films.
It says, in the beginning, that the transportation of * every
*= * % filthy book, pamphlet, picture, paper, letter, writing,
g}'[i)ntédor other publication of an indecent character™ is pro-

ited.

I think the word * picture” is comprehensive enough to cover
it. They are pictures; they are photographs.

I ask the Senator from North Carolina whether or not, in his
judgment, the existing law is not broad emough to cover that
which is sought to be accomplished? The provisions there against
mailing and against receiving through the mails were given very
thorough consideration both in the preparation and in the en-
actment of the code—of course, this is a recent enactment—and
the sc?tpe of the language was intended to be wide enoungh to
cover it. -

Mr. SIMMONS, I fear the general law does not cover this
specific ease. The substitute was drawn not by me, but by some
one in one of the departments, I have been advised, with a view
to making the present law fit this particular case.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I can readily understand
how, a person’s attention being directed to an existing evil
ever before him, he might overlook the fact whether or not we
had a law already on the statute books sufficient to cover it.
I doubt if anyone would have drawn this bill had he read
section 211 of the Criminal Code, because that section is very
comprehensive. Every possible device of the kind was intended
to be covered and, I thinik, is covered; and I think there is an
adequate foundation upon which to prosecute these people.

The act specifically uses the word * picture”; and then the
matter would be covered by the words “other publication,”
and by several other phrases. It provides that they shall not
be sent through the mail, that they shall not be received in the
mail, that they shall not be distributed if they are received,
and it provides a penalty both for the party depositing and the
party who knowingly receives them.

Whoever * * * ghall knowingly take, or canse the same to be
taken, from the malils for the purpose of circulating or disposing
thereof, or of alding in the circulation or disposition thereof, shall be
fined not more than $5,000, etc.

The penalty is heavy. The law would cover the operators of
the stand or whatever it may be termed.

Mr. SIMMONS. Is the Senator reading from the present law?

Mr. HEYBURN. I am reading from the law.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does the Senator mean that the present law
would cover the case of transmitting these films through the
mails? :

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; it is most specific. It would cover
the making of them, the sending of them, the receiving of them,
or the use of them. I think now any person can be prosecuted
in this city under that statute for operating these establish-
ments, whatever they are called, on the Avenue or elsewhere,
where films of this class are used, because the law specifically
uses the word “ picture.”

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I think the general langnage
used in the existing act could not possibly cover this specific
case. The language is:

Every obscene, lewd, or lascivious, and every filthy book, pamphlet,
gicture, paper, letter, writing, print, or other publication of an in-

ecent character, and every article or thing designed, adapted, or in-
tended for preventing conception or producing abortion, or for any
indecent or Immoral use.

I do not think that would cover the specific ease to which
this bill addresses itself—that of preventing the use of the
mails, or of the express companies, for the purpose of transmit-
ting pictures of prize fights,

Mr. HEYBURN. The latter part of the section covers the
transmission of immoral matter.

Mr, SIMMONS. Yes; but there is nothing here that would
cover a picture of a prize fight. I do not think it would come
under any pf the general designations used in the law.

Mr. HEYBURN. It says “any picture.”

Mr. SIMMONS., Yes; but it says “any picture” of a certain
character. I do not think these pictures would come under the
general designation used in the act,

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me,
this is a matter of very considerable importance. It is one in
which a great many of the very best people in the land are
deeply interested. They regard prize fights as brutalizing to
the last degree, and they think the transmission of these films
or pictures and their use in moving-picture shows is second
only in degree to the actual witnessing of two human beings
gﬁt;gging in a ring and beating each other into bloody insensi-

It is in response to this laudable desire on the part of the
best people in the land that these things shall not be en-
couraged, and that our young women and our young men, to
say nothing of older and more mature people, shall not be
brutalized and demoralized by the exhibition of such pictures
as these that the bill has been introduced.

Of course, the suggestions of Senators as to whatever is ob-
jectionable in the bill will be respected and acquiesced in. But
the contention of the Senator from Idaho that possibly the
existing law might be used to cover the case does not seem
to me sufficiently well founded to justify a refusal at this
time to pass the bill.

I do hope that no slight consideration will induce the Sen-
ator to object, because the matter is really most deeply at
heart with a very large part of the religious and meral and
regpectable element of the whole country, and they desire the
passage of the bill.
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Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator can not be more zealous than
I am in regard to this matter. We had it under consideration
in the Joint Committee on the Revision of the Laws for per-
haps as great a length of time as any other provision of the
laws. Through every available agency we gathered the infor-
mation that might be had touching upen the matter, and we
certainly intended to cover every phase of it.

I will eall attention to part of the section. It is not that
I desire to prevent legislation, if it is desirable, but that we
ghould not duplicate it.
“ I eall the Senator's attention to this phrase:

Whoever shall k:nowlnglg deposit or cause to be deposited for mail-
ing or delivery anything declared by this section to be nonmailable—

These pictures are declared to be nonmailable; so that
covers it— .

;1;11 ﬂhnll knowingly take or cause the same to be taken from the

Of counrse that is comprehensive enough to cover everything
that is referred to here, and the only guestion, then, is whether
the language in the early part of the section covers it.

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will pardon me, any pietures
covered by the general terms of the act wonld be forbidden ad-
mission to the mails by the law he has just read. But what
term, what word, what language there is broad enough to in-
clude these pictures? .

Mr. HEYBURN. The word “ picture.” It says the picture
shall not be mailable. :

Mr. SIMMONS. But the word “ picture” there has qualify- |

ing words. They are described as pictures of certain charac-
ters, of certain kinds—lewd pictures, obscene pictures. I think
none of those words would cover a picture of a prize fight.

Mr. HEYBURN. That wounld depend upon the estimate
placed upon it, of course,

Mr. SIMMONS. In itself a picture of a prize fight would not
be obscene, nor would it be vulgar.

AMr. HEYBURN. It is immoral; and pictures of an immoral
nature are nonmailable. ¢

Mr. SIMMONS. Nor would it be embraced, in my judgment,
in any of the words that are used there to qualify the word
“ picture.” !

Mr. HEYBURN. Then, on thaf suggestion, not having the
slightest desire to defeat the purpose sought to be accomplished,
which I would much prefer to have in the nature of an amend-
ment to this section of the code by adding a word or two, 1
will raise no objection to the bill as it is presented, except that
the word “ knowingly ” should be inserted at the proper place.

Mr, SIMMONS. I have no objection to the insertion of the
word “ knowingly.”

Mr. HEYBURN. That is to say, a person does not always
know what he is receiving through the mall, so * knowingly ”
or “ with intent™ should be inserted at the proper place.

M. SIMMONS. I have no sort of objection to the insertion
of that word.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I call the attention of
the Senator from Idaho to the fact that unless we put in the
law a specific provision that these representations of prize
fights and encounters of pugilists shall be denied the mails
there will be no general word of description in the existing
statutes which will cover them, because people differ as to the
character of these exhibitions. A great many people defend
them and say they are exhibitions of the manly art. It might
depend upon the taste of the judge before whom the case came
as to whether he would say the pictures came within the gen-
eral description of being an indecent exhibition or an exhibi-
tion of any other offensive character under the general words
used in the statute. So it seems to me it is absolutely neceg
sary, in order to cover pictures and films of this class, that they
should be described in precise terms.

AMr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I wonld not want te have
any misunderstanding as to my views in regard to the matter.
I regard a prize fight as being as brutal and disgraceful a thing
as can be engaged in by humankind.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Sodo I

Mr. HEYBURN. I .despise a man who will not fight when

he has a fight coming, and I despise just as much a man who |

will fight when he has no fight coming. The man who goes

out and fights for the amusement of some one is a contemptible |

creature, I do not care what his name may be nor his assumed
] e}gmeenth R
o

standing.

I have no desire at all to give such pictures or anything per-
taining to them the right to go through the mail. I have stated
on this floor that I would limit to three lines the reference to a

prize fight in any newspaper going through the United States:

mails. I would not allow a paper that published more than

‘three lines deseribing or mentioning a prize fight to go through
the mails at all.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 1 entirely agree with the Senator’s
characterization of this sort of thing. But at least one State
in the Union has passed a law legalizing encounters of this
very character. In the face of laws of that kind certainly it is
safer to particularize these objectionable things by name.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Surm-
ERLAND] to the amendment offered by the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. SimMmoxs]. The Secretary will report the amend-
ment to the amendment.

The SecreTARY. On page 2, line 21, after the word “act,”
it is proposed to strike out all down te and including the word
“act,” in line 25; and on page 2, line 25, it is proposed to strike
out the words “ and every,” so that if amended it will read:

8ec. 3. That any person violating any of the provisions of this act
%u:tgach offense, upon convietion thereof, be fined not more than

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs upon
the amendment as amended. The Chair understands that the
Senator from Idaho withdrew his amendment?

Mr. HEYBURN. I withdrew the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Sim-
MmoNs] as amended by the amendment of the Senator from
Utah,

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The Dill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

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

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

The bill (H. RR. 24450) making appropriations for the support
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr, GALLINGER. Let that go over.

Mr. WARREN. That goes over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

SUITS BY ATTORNEY GENERAL.

The bill (8. 5885) supplementing the joint resolution of Con-
gress approved April 30, 1908, entitled “ Joint resolution in-
structing the Attorney General to institute certain suits,” ete,
was annonnced as next in order.

Mr. HEYBURN. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go over.

CHOCTAWHATCHEE RIVER DAM, ALA.

The bill (H. R. 22006) authorizing the Choctawhatchee River
Light & Power Co. to erect a dam across the Choctawhatchee
River in Dale County, Ala., was considered as in Committee of
the Whole. :

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

THE PANAMA CANAL.

The bill (H. R. 21969) to provide for the opening, mainte-
nance, protection, and operation of the Panama Canal, and the
sanitation and government of the Canal Zone, was announced as
next in order. :

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

JOHN J. FLYNN.

The bill (8. 2697) for the relief of John J. Flynn was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. CULBERSON. Does that tend to establish a pensionable
status for a man who was a deserter from the Army?

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Becretary will read the
bill, which will show the character of the measure.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the adminlstration of the laws relating to
pensions and to the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Boldiers, or
any branch thereof, John J. Flynn, late a sergeant in Company E,
Twenty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Vaolunteer Infantry, and subse-
quently a sergeant in Compan{ A, One hufidred and eighteenth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and whose name is borne on
he records of both organizations as John Flynn, shall hereafter be
held and eonsidered to have been honorably discharged from the military
gervice of the United Btates as a member of the One hundred and
iment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry on the 18th day

February, 1863 : Provided, That no pay, bounty, back pension, future
pension, or other emolument shall become due or payable by virtue of
the passage of this act. -

Mr. CULBERSON. I have no objection to the consideration
of the bill.

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. ’

CAVE HILL CEMETERY, LOUISVILLE, KY.

The bill (8. 2028) appropriating money for and directing the
purchase of additional land in Cave Hill Cemetery, at Louis-
ville, Ky., was announced as next in order.

Mr. WARREN. I do not understand that number. On my
copy of the ealendar order of business 774 is a pension bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is a bill reported by
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr., BrownN] from the Committee
on Military Affairs June 13.

Mr. HEYBURN. You have two bills in the same condition.
Evidently there has been a confusion in printing. The same
number, 774, on the calendar is a bill granting an increase of
pension to Marion Cunningham. !

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Evidently there is mistake
in the calendar.

Mr. HEYBURN. It is a mistake.

Mr. SMOOT. The bill was reported from the Committee on
Military Affairs and the calendar states that the bill was re-
ported by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Browx] from the
Committee on Pensions. It is a mistake in the calendar.

Mr. WARREN. But the title of the bill on the calendar is
wrong.

Mr. HEYBURN. The title of the bill is a mistake.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The calendar number indi-
cated on the bill, the number of the Senate bill, and the name
of the Senator reporting it all indicate that Senate bill 2028
is the proper bill

Mr. HEYBURN. 8o the record does not get awry.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, considered the
bill, which had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with amendments, on page 1, line 3, to sirike out
“$12,828.40” and insert * $25,656.80," and, in line 11, page 1,
before the word “ feet,” to insert the word * square,” so as
to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the sum of $25,656.80 is hereby appro-
priated, and the Becretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pagecthe
same to the Secrctn.ry of War (which sum is to be paid hiz the re-
tary of War to the Cave Hill Cemetery Co., of Louisville, Ky.) for the
purchasing of 32,071 square feet of land adjoining the national ceme-
tery grounds in sald Cave HIill Cemetery, for the interment of soldiers
of that vicinity who served in the Union Army in the late Civil War
and the War between Spain and the United States.

Sec. 2. That the S.-ecretar}'zJ of War is authorized to make the pur-

a

chase aforesald : Procided, That on examination the title to the land is
in all respects good and a proper deed can be and Is made for same,

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

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

Mr. HEYBURN. I think probably, to save confusion, the
calendar should be corrected now, because the title of the bill
is reversed. The bill that we have just passed should have been
on the calendar as Order of Business 774, and it should be ascer-
tained whether or not we have dealt with the bill given that
number on that ealendar,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The calendar is re-formed
each day, and doubtless the correction will be made in the next
calendar.

Mr. HEYBURN,

called to it.
' Mr. WARREN. Has the Secretary this pension bill on his
list? Is it included in the file? It appears on the calendar as
having been reported from the Committee on Pensions by the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Browx].

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question but that
the bill just read and passed is the bill which should be on the
calendar of that number.

Mr. WARREN. That is true, but we would like to locate the
bill described on the calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that
there is no bill on the calendar of that title and number,

Mr. HEYBURN. Has no suth bill been passed?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 2028 was passed.

Mr. HEYBURN. I know; but I refer to the bill granting an
increase of pension to Marion Cunningham., Has that bill been
passed ?

The PRESIDENT pro. tempore. No such bill, so far as the
Chair is informed, is on the ealendar.

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to look at the Recorp of June
13, where it is stated the Senator from Nebraska reported the
bill, and it is Report No. 876. ;

The Recorp will show that attention was

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds in his hand
Report No. 876, June 13, 1912, “ Mr. BrowN, from the Committee
on Military Affairs, submitted the following report.” It is a
report on Senate bill 2028,

Mr. HEYBURN. All right.

MINING EXPERIMENT STATION IN WYOMING.

The bill (8. 7050) to establish a mining experiment station
in the State of Wyoming, to aid in the development of the min-
eral resources of the United States, and for other purposes, was
announced as next in order. \

Mr, HEYBURN. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator allow the bill to be read? -

Lg. HEYBURN. I have no option about allowing it to be
rea

HAROLD HANCOCK TAINTOR.

The bill (8. T018) to authorize the appointment of Harold
Hancock Taintor to the grade of second lieutenant in the Army
was announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. As the Senator who reported the bill is
not in the Chamber——

Mr. WARREN. Will the gentleman withhold for a moment?
I understand the bill is merely to provide for a little matter of
age. A man was traveling and on his way when thie age limit
was reached.

Mr: BRISTOW. I will state that he took an examination in
the Philippines, and there was a delay in the {ransmission of
the papers.

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not object to the bill under that
statement of fact.

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
authorizes the President, by and with the advice and consent
of the Senate, to appoint Harold Hancock Taintor to the grade
of second lieutenant in the United States Army, with lineal
rank in accordance with his rating at the competitive examina-
tig(m2 held under the law by the War Department in January,
1912,

The bill was reperted to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. :

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALTUS, OKLA.,

The bill (S. 4800) to provide for the erection of a publie
building at Altus, Okla., was considered as in Committee of the
Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds with amendments, in line 1, page 2, before
the word “ thousand,” to strike out “one hundred and twenty-
five " and insert “ sixty *’; and in line 1, page 2, after the word
“ dollars,” to strike out the remainder of the bill, so as to make
the bill read:

Be ie enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to acquire, by gurchue, condegna-
tion, ar otherwise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable
building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus,
and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the Unit States
post office and other offices of the Government at Altus, Okla. ; the cost
of said bullding, inecluding sald waunlts, heating and ventilating appa-
ratus, and approaches, not to exceed $60,000.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

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

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SHAWNEE, OKLA.

The bill (8. 4883) to provide for the erection of a public
building at Shawnee, Okla., was considered as in Committee of
the Whole.

The bill was repcrted from the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds with amendments, on page 2, line 1, hefore
the word “ thousand;” to strike out “ seventy-five” and insert
“ forty-five,” and in line 1, page 2, after the word *“dollars,”
to strike out the remainder of the bill, so a8 to make the bili
read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he i3
hereby, authorized and directed to acguire, by purchase, condemnation,
or otherwise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building,
inelnded fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and ap-
proaches, for the use and accommodation of- the United States post
office and other offices of the Government at Shawnee, Okla, the cost
of said building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating appara-
tus, and aproaches, not to exceed $145,000.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed. :
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ARMORY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The bill (8. 6754) to provide for the erection of an armory
in the District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of
the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to enter into con-
tracts for the construction of an armory building for the Na-
tional Guard of the District of Columbia, in accordance with the
plans for such armory submitted by the commission appointed
by the act of Congress approved May 30, 1908, or such modified
plans as may be approved by the Secretary of War and the said
commission, to bring it within a cost not to exceed $1,750,000,
of which sum $50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be immediately
available for the purpese of the preparation of detailed plans
and specifications and the starting of work upon the foundations
of said building.

Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask the Senator from Utah in
charge of the bill how much money under the latter part of
section 1 can be used by the Secretary of War in obtaining
plans and specifications for the building? There is an appropri-
ation of $50,000. I have not read the bill, but from the reading
at the desk I gather that the amount which may be used for
that purpose is very indefinite.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. As much of $50,000 as may be neces-
gary.

Mr. CULBERSON. Does not the Senator think that is very
indefinite? .

Mr. OVERMAN. If I heard the reading correctly I think
the plans and specifications have been already prepared.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That amount is simply made available
for the purpose.

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator allow the Necretary to
reread that part of the section?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have no objection to inserting words
g0 as to read “a sum not exceeding $50,000" or “ $50,000, or
so much thereof as may be necessary.”

Mr. CULBERSON. That is the way it reads now.

Mr. OVERMAN. The plans have already been specified.

Mr. WARREN. The amount would be governed by the
regular architects’ percentage. -

Mr. CULBERSON. May I ask that that portion of the bill
be read again?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as
requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

To bring it within a cost not to exceed $1,750,000, of which sum
£€50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any mong in the Treasury not
otherwise appmpriated. to be immediately available for the purpose of
the preparation of detailed plans and sFeciﬁcat[ons and the starting of
work vpon the foundations of said building.

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator will observe that the sum of
$50,000 is appropriated to be immediately available and there
ig no limit placed upon what the Secretary of War may use
for plans and specifications,

Mr. SUTHERLAND. As I understand it, it covers not only
the plans, but the work on the foundations of the building as
well. I am willing that it shall be limited in any way the
Senator suggests.

Mr. CULBERSON. How much does the Senator from Utah
think the Secretary ought to pay for the plans and specifications
oi this building?

Mr. SUTHERLAND.
ject.

Mr. CULBERSON. It is suggested by the Senator from
Wyoming [Mr. Wagrrex] and the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. OvermaN] that these plans have already been prepared.

Mr. OVERMAN. It says “in accordance with the plans.”

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The general plans have been prepared.

Mr. SMOOT. But not detailed plans.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Not the details and specifications.

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, the appro-
priation is $1,750,000, and $50,000 would be a little less than 3
per cent. I think the usnal fee is at least that much, and some-
times & per cent.

AMr. SMOOT. However, that ean cover superintendence.

Mr. CULBERSON. It seems to me, with all the architects
employed generally by the Government of the United States,
$50,000 is an extraordinary sum fo pay for the plans and speci-
fications of this building.

Mr. OVERMAN. The bill says—

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di-
rected to enter into contracts for the construetion of an armory build-
ing for the National Guard of the District of Columbla, in accordance
w the Plnns for such armory submitted by the commission appointed
by the act of Congress approved May 30, 1908.

So they have submitted plans,

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Those are only general plans. The
gpecifications have not yet been prepared. I understand the

I have no information upon that sub-

appropriation of $50,000 is to be used not only for the purpose
of preparing detailed plans and specifications, but also for the
purpose of starting the work upon the foundations of the
building.

Mr. SMOOT. That is what it says.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The matter is left in the hands of the
Secretary of War. He must approve whatever contract is made.

My, SMOOT. The bill does not state that the appropriation
of $50,000 is to be for payment of plans only.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Not at all. If the Senator from New
Hampshire, who is the author of the bill, sees no objection to it
I have no objection to inserting a provision that not to exceed
$10,000 shall be used for the preparation of plans and speci-
fications.

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that would be a very small
amount for a building of this magnitude.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, as a matter of inquiry,
we have a Supervising Architect of the Treasury, who has in
charge the construction of all the publie buildings of the United
States, and why can not these plans be drawn by him and his
assistants in the office? Why do we want to pay out extra
money every time we construct a publie building when we have
a corps of architects employed there to do such work?

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Utah will permit me
to answer, I will say to the Senator from Texas that we have a
corps under the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Depart-
ment, and the fact is that a very large part of the work that
is done under the Supervising Architect is done by outside
architects in the construction of public buildings; that the
office is overworked; that they are about three years behind
time now; and I think it is utterly impossible to load that
office down with work of this kind. I think it ought to be done
by outside architects.

But as to the matter of compensation for the preparation of
plans, it is an important qfestion. I do not know how much
work is involved in the term “the starting of work upon the
foundations of said building.,” I do not know exactly what that
means. While I introduced the bill, I will say that I did not
write the bill.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let me suggest to the Senator that the
matter might be taken care of if we would provide that the
amount to be paid for the preparation of detailed plans and
specifications shall be fixed by the Secretary of War.

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that would probably do.

Mr. OVERMAN. I would not fix it that way. I would rather
limit the amount. I understand that in the construction of
some of the great buildings, for example, at West Point and
Annapolig, the architects have been paid $250,000 or $300,000.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. We fix the limit at $50,000.

Mr. OVERMAN. That is for the foundation and plans also.
It looks to me like we could get a good architect to do this work
for $25,000, anyway. g

Mr. GALLINGER. The Architectural Association, if that is
the proper term, have an agreement whereby they have a cer-
tain percentage. I do not know how much that involves, whether
it is simply the preparation of the plans and specifications or
the supervision of the construction of the building, but I know
that from 3 to 5 per cent is about what is paid the architects.

Mr. CULBERSON. Is not that charge made when they also
supervise the construction?

Mr. GALLINGER. I just remarked that probably it involves
the construction.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The superintendence.

Mr. GALLINGER. The superintendence. I think instead of
saying “starting of work on the foundations of said building "
we should make it read “ the preparation of detailed plans and
specifications and the superintendence of the construction of the
building,” ‘and then fix a sum, whatever is thought proper. I
will ask the Senator from Utah how that strikes him?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I did not catch the Senator's remark.

Mr. GALLINGER. Instead of saying “starting of work
upon the foundations,” say “the superintendence of the con-
struction of said building,” and then fix the amount, whatever
we think is proper, whether $50,000 or less.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have no objection to that if it is
agreenble to the Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will move to strike out the words
¢ gtarting of work upon the foundations of said building” and
insert “superintendence of the construction of said building.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report
the amendment.

The SECRETARY. In section 1, page 2, line 5, strike ount the
words “starting of work upon the foundations” and in lien
ingert “superintendence of the construction,” so as to read:

Preparation of detail plans and specifications and the superintend-
ence of the construction of said bullding.
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Mr. OVERMAN, That would allow them $50,000.

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; and that is less than 3 per cent
on the cost of the building, which I think is less than is
ordinarily paid in any case. That is my judgment.

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend by striking out
“$50,000” and inserting *$25,000."

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is mot an amendment
to the amendment. The Senator from Texas will withhold it
until ithe amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire
has been acted on.

AMr. CULBERSON. Yes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop-
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from New
Hampshire, which has been read by the Secretary.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas
moves to further amend the bill. The amendment will be stated.

The S8pcreETArY. On page 2, line 1, before the word *thou-
sand,” strike ont * fifty ” and in lieu insert “ twenty-five.,”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. The amount having been reduced so vio-
lently, T now move to reconsider the vote whereby the amend-
ment I submitted was agreed to, and T will let the text stand as
it is in the Dill.

The PRESIDEXNT pro tempore. The Senator from New
Hampshire moves to reconsider the vote by which the amend-
ment previouslty offered by him was adopted.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. CULBERSON. My amendment was only intended to
limit the amount we should pay an architect to £25,000. The
amount gppropriated also covers the beginning of the work of
construction. I do not care to limit the appropriation to

25,000 when it has these two purposes in view., So I move to
recongider the action of the Senate in reducing the amount from
$50,000 to $25,000.

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator wishes that simply to be
paid as a fee to the iu'chitect he would reach the same purpose
by striking out the words “and the starting of work upon the
fomundations of said building.” Then that would leave it as an
architectural fee.

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator can make that motien.

Mr. GALLINGER., Then I do make that motion. I move to
strike out, in lines 5 and 6, the words * and the starting of work
upon the foundations of said building.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire moves to strike out, in lines 5 and 6, the weords * and the
starting of work upon the foundations of said building.”

The amendment was agreed to.

AMr. CULBERSON. Now, may we have the section asamended
read?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secrctary will read it
as amended. The Chair understands the Senator from Texas
to withdraw his motion to reconsider.

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes.

Mr. GALLINGER. ZLet the section be read as amended.

The SecrETARY. Section 1 as amendad reads:

That the Secretary of War be, and he Is hereby, nuthorized and di-
rected to enter into contracts for the construction of am armory build-
ing for the National Guard of the District of Columbia, in accordance
with the plans for such armory submitted the commission n‘ggulntad
by the net of Congress approved AMay 30, 1908, or soch medifled plans
a8 may be approved Ly the Secretary of War and the said cnmminsinn.
to bring It ‘within & cost not to ex $1,750,000, of which sum $25,0
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the sury mot o cr-
wise apprepriated, to be immediately available for the purpose of the
preparation of detailed plans and fications.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. I sheuld like to ask the Senator
whether this entire sun is to be paid out of the National
Treasary ?

Alr. SUTHERLAND. The entire sum is to be paid out of the
National Treasury.
for the benefit of the Federal Government.

Mr. SMITH of ‘Georgin. It is the Natienal Guard, is it net?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It is the National Guard.
Mr. SMITH of Georgia.
of the District of Columbin?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes.

My, SMITH of ‘Georgia, 'We have our National Guard every-
where else, but the Government does not pay for the armories.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Government, as I tnderstood the
Senator from Wyeming [AMr. Warrex]—if he were here he

conld explain it better than I can—but, as I understand, fhe

whole cost of maintairing the National Guard here has been

borne by the General Govermwent. I know I have hind occasion |

to go about the city fo look nt these various so-called armories

it is essentially a piece of Federal work |

Is it merely for the National Guard |

with a view to determining the mecessity for the erection of
this building, and I find they are scattered in some 10 or 15
different places in all sorts of poor quarters. The Government
property is in fire traps; in one building there is over a hun-
dred thousand dollars’ worth of Government property that is
at the mercy of any fire that might come along. To my mind,
to provide for this armory is one of the most nacessary l;hinga
to be done.

Here is the National Government, which is responsible for
the mational defense, which is cooperating with the various
States of the Union in the building up of the National Guard,
and yet this is the one place in the United States where no
adequate quarters are provided. In the neighboring city of
Baltimore there is a great armery erected at great expense by
the State of Maryland, which is so fine, so large, and so com-
moiidons that the Demoeratic national convention is to be held
in it

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If the Senator will allow me, the
S:ate of Maryland and the city of Baltimore alone paid for

at

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes; that is quite true.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. And mone of the money came from
the National Treasury. It was local taxatien and loecal sub-
scriptions that paid for it. Take any of the cities and you
will find that the armories are in no way built for them by
the National Government. We raise our money locally; we
obtain appropriations from the State legislatures and we sub-
scribe locally for them. The officers of the National Guard
in part raise the money, and the cities in yart contribute to
the fund. Why shonid the District of Columbia put the entire
tax on the National Government—which is the people of the
entire country outside of the District—when in all other parts
of the country they locally bear the expense themselves? Why .
is it net properly an expense of the District of Celumbia rather
than an expense of the whole country?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 1 think the National Guard in the Dis-
trict of Columbia is essentially a national organiza®on, intended
for the national defense.

Mr., SMITH of Georgia. They all are.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. They are militia in the States, intended
as well for the State defense as for national defense. These
buildings referred to are used by the State militia.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Geor-
gia will permit me, the Senator from Utah fell into a little error
in saying that the General Government pays the whole expense
of the militia in the District of Columbia. That i8 not correct.
The appropriation is made in the District of Columbia appro-
priation bill; and while it is not very large, it is paid in equal
parts out of the Treasury of the United States and the revenues
of the District of Columbia.

YWhile I introduced this bill, T confess I did not examine it
very carefully, and I think there is a great deal of foree in the
suggestion that the Distriet of Columbia ought to make a con-
tribution toward this armory. In my own litile State we have
six armeries that I can recall, and the State made the appro-
priations for them. They were built by taxation of the people.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If the Senator will allow me, we
have just finished a large armory in the city of Atlanta, and
even the State did not contribute to that. The city contributed
about $150,000, and we raised abeut that inuch more through
the efforts of the National Guard by local subscription. Nota
dollar was contributed by the National Government.

Mr. GALLINGER. In this case I assume that the Govern-
ment will give the land on which the armory is to be erected.
It is to be located on public property. The Government makes
that contribution, to begin with; but I really think it would be
only a matter of equity to amend the bill so as to require this
money te be paid in equal parts out of the publiec Treasury and
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. I will ask the
Senator from Ttah if he does not feel that that would be right?

Ar. SUTHERLAND. The Senator from New Hampshire is
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia and is
much better informed about District matters than am I. T de-
fer to his judgment. I have no objection to such an amendment
as he suggests, if he wishes it.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, this seems to me a
very impertant guestion as to whether the Gevernment should
be involved in this expense, and while I do not like to object, I
should be glad for the matter to go over, so that I may look
inte it .a little further. If it is pressed now, I should feel eon-
strained to vote against the bill, and even to ask for the yeas
and nays upon it.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Would the Senafor object if we pro-
vide that one-half of the expenditure shall be borne by the Dis-
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triect of Columbia, the same as is the case in all other expendi-
tures for the District? v

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think that would undoubtedly be
much more equitable.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have no objection to that amendment.

Mr, NELSON. Mr, President, I entirely agree with the Sena-
tor from Georgia [Mr. Snmrra]. I trust this bill will be amended
so that the District of Columbia will at least be compelled to
pay one-half. I should not feel like supporting the bill other-
wise. I trust the friends of the bill will agree to such an amend-
*ment.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will, then, offer an amendment, on page
2, line 2, after the word * appropriated,” to insert the words * in
equal parts,” and then I will follow that with another amend-
ment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
amendment.

The SECRETARY. In section 1, on page 2, line 2, affer the
word “appropriated,” it is proposed to insert the words “in
equal parts.”

The Secretary will state the

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
amendment is agreed to.

Mr. NELSON. How will it then read?

Mr. GALLINGER. I have another amendment to offer.

After the word “appropriated,” in line 3, I move to insert, “and
tke revenues of the Distriet of Columbia,” so that it will read:

Appropriated in equal parts out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated and the revenues of the District of Columbia.

Mr. NELSON. 1 should like to hear the whole provision as
amended read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., The Secretary will read the
amendment as proposed to be amended.

The SeEcreTArY. In section 1, page 2, line 3, after the word
“ appropriated,” it is proposed to insert “and the revenues of
the District of Columbia,” so that if amended it will read:

To bring ite within a cost not to exceed $1,750,000, of which sum
$£25,000 is hereby appropriated in equal parts out of any money in the

Treasury—

Mr. GALLINGER. No; that is a mistake. The words in-
gerted should come after the full amount, so as to read:

Not to exceed £1,750,000, in equal parts, is hereby appropriated.

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 1, on page
2, it is proposed to insert *is hereby appropriated in equal
parts.”

Mr. GALLINGER.
that were there before:

In equal parts out of any money In the Treasury not otherwise ap-

ropriated from the revenues of the District of Columbia, of which sum
525,000—

We have got it right now.
amended.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as
requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

To bring it within a cost not to exceed $1,750,000 is hereby appro-
printed in equal parts out of any money In the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated and the revenues of the District of Columbia, of which
sum $25,000 is hereby appropriated, to be immediately available, for
the purpose of the preparation of detailed plans and specifications.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I am a member of the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; but in conse-
quence of another official engagement I did not attend the meet-
ing of that committee yesterday when this bill was considered.
I ask the Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHERLAND], who has
charge of the bill, whether $1,750,000, in his judgment, is not a
rather large sum for the construction of a mere armory?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The evidence before the committee
was to the effect that it was not. I know nothing personally
about the cost of these buildings; but the general plans were
submitted to the committee. Testimony was submitted to the
committee bearing upon the subject. It is to be a very large
bailding.

Mr. CULBERSON. The building will not be used except for
an armory, will it?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It may be used for other public pur-
poses; it may be used as a building for inaugural balls, if we
care to so use it.

Mr. CULBERSON. Is there an assembly hall in it for the

ublic?
¥ Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes; there will be a very large hall, a
drill hall. For example, I call the attention of the Senator
from Texas to the fact that the drill hall of the armory at
Baltimore is to be used for the Democratic national conven-
tion.

“In equal parts—exactly the words

Now, let it be reported as

Mr. CULBERSON, This probably, then, is to be an armory
and a public aunditorinm.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It may be used for that purpose; yes.

Mr. GALLINGER. Beyond question this building will pro-
vide the District of Columbia with what is so much needed,
and which has been so greatly agitated from time to time; that
is, a great assembly hall. We ought to have it; and beyond
doubt, if this building is constructed, it will provide such a hall.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It was so stated before our committee.

Mr. CULBERSON. I wanted to bring that out. That was
my understanding in a general way in reading over the publie
prints. I think it puts a different face on the amount, when
the building is to be constructed to be used for these two
purposes.

Mr. GALLINGER. As an illustration, at each Inauguration
the Government loses $30,000 by giving up the use of the Pen-
sion Office. It was with a great struggle that we secured it for
the last inauguration. I do not know what we will do when
we come to inaugurate the next President, whoever he may be.

Mr. CULBERSON. We want a great hall for that, Mr.
President.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. And we do not want to wait until
this hall is finished to inaugurate him. gl

Mr. GALLINGER. We shall cross that bridge when we come
to it. What I wanted to emphasize, however, was that this
will solve a problem which has been agitated for a great many
years; and that is one reason why I am so warmly in favor of
this bill.

Mr. HEYBURN. The size proposed for the drill hall is 350
by 243 feet, as will be found on page 15 of the report.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is enormous.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop-
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER].

The amendment was agreed to.

. Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I should like to put
into the Recorp, in connection with the armory-building bill,
this very brief statement:

The Natlonal Guard of the District of Columbia is a Federal force
crented by the act of Congress approved March 1, 1 {25 Btat. L.,
774), and the act of February 18, 1909 (35 Stat, L., 629). The Presi-
dent of the United States is its commander in chief, and it is under
the immediate supervision of the War Department,

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

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

Mr. SUTHERLAND subsequently said: At the suggestion of
some Senators, I ask to have printed in the REcorp, in connec-
tion with the discusgion on the armory-building bill, the report
of the committee on that bill

Mr. GALLINGER. Following the passage of the bill?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection,
it is so ordered.

The report referred to is as follows:

[Senate Report No. 886, Sixty-second Congress, second session.]
ARMORY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBEIA,

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, submitted the following report, to nccompany 8. G734 :

The Committee on Publle Buildings and Grounds, to which was
referred the bill (8. 6734) to ?rovide for the erection of an armory in
the District of Colubmia, having considered the same, report thereon
with the recommendation that the Dbill

The bill authorizes the SBecretary of War to enter Into contracts for
the construction of an armory for the National Guard of the District
of Columbia, at a cost of not to exceed $1,750,000, upon the site
bounded by B Street north, B Street south, Twelfth Street west, and
Fourteenth Street west, in accordance with the plans of the commis-
sion appointed under the act of Congress approved May 30, 1908
(35 Stat., 540). This commission reported to Congress and sub-
mitted plans (H. Doc. 860, 61st Cong., 2d sess.), and the proposed
legislation carries into effect the recommendations of this commission.
The site recommended by that commission has since been set aside
for other purposes and is no longer availlable, but the proposed site
is near the armory site recommended in the report of the McMillan
Park Commission, and is adjacent to the White House ellipse, so
that that tract is available for drill pu when large formations
are desired. The building on the proposed site will not encroach upon
the Mall, but will be upon a line with the south building line of the
Natlonal Museum.

The building recommended by the commission provides accommo-
dations for two full regiments of Infantry, a Cavalry troop, four
companies of Coast Artillery, one battery, one company of enyiineers.'
one signal corps, hospital corps, brigade staff, etc.,, and will have a
drill hall 243 by 350 feet In area, thus affording ample space for drills
in extended order. The architecture of the armorg is of classic ty
and will harmonize with the other Government buildings now huH:
and already planned, and will at the same time be amply safeguarded
against the attack of a mob in time of riot, and will afford other
advantages, which are inted out in the report of the Chief of the
Militia Division of the War Department In his report for 1911,

“ The armory serves a twofold purpose: First, it provides storage
facilities, protecting Government property from loss, , deteriora-

ass without amendment,
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tion ; and, -second, it provides Instructlon facilitles for the personnel.
All instruction, of course, should be progressive, passing from the indi-
vidual to the largest unit. In theory this idea Is carried out by giving
certain instruction in the armorﬁv which is then supplemented by
summer State encampments and which culminates in the combined field
exercises with the Itegular Army. The instroction in the armory, be-
ginning with the individual, is in all the minutie of a soldier’s life
which can be glven indoor. It ls therefore seen that the armory is the
basis of the entire instructlon, and that if the foundations of this In-
struction is weak, necessarily the entire struocture is unstable., This is
exactly the situation which prevails at the present time. The armories
generally throughount the country are inadequate and unsuited for their
purpose, and in n‘cmn;' States there are no armories at all, but bulldings
or rooms are leased for the 1;111 rpose. It is gratifylng to state, however,
that there is an awakening interest in this subject and that in a num-
ber of States legislative enactments have been passed looking to the
ultimate erection of armorles. In this connection, I desire to call
attention to the statement of my predecessor relative to the totally
unsatisfactory condition of the armor{ of the District of Columbia,
The fact of the National Gevernment, in the one place where it Is to
rovide armorles, faillng to appreciate the necessity therefor, can not
Eut have a very deleterious effect upon the States.”

At the present.time the National Guard of the District of Columbia
is quartered In eight rented structures, none of which Is safeguarded
against fire, all of which are inadequate and unsightly, and for which
the Government is paying an annual rental of $16,440. Within these
buildings is stored Government property estimated to be worth $2060,000,
and it was stated in the hearings before the committes on_ the pro-

sed bill that in case of fire in any of these buildings it would be abso-
utely impossible to arrest it. As indicating the disadvantages under
which the National Guard is at present working, we quote from the
statement of Col. Willinm E. Harvey, of the Second Infantry, National
Guard of the District of Columbia, as follows:

*“ Bome of the men have to double 15];\ and put the eguipments of the
two mgn in one locker. The standard rocker adopted by the Army is
6 feet high, 24 inches wide, and 18 inches deep. The lockers which
we hav 0 per cent of them—are not half that size. We can not
put all of a man’s equipment fn them. Take, for instance, our eguip-
ment of overcoats. We have not any place to put a man's overcoat to
keep it, except in packing boxes. YWe have stored in our main armory
stack upon stack of big chests conmtum% the overcoats. If a com-
pany is ordered out in winter, a man has to go to the armory superin-
tendent, draw his box of overcoats, give a receipt for it, take it out, and
jssue it to the men. You can see how absolutely impossible it Is to
make a quick movement with that kind of accommodations.

“The same is true of blankets. We can not keep individual blankets
where they are available. They have to be kept in bulk—boxed np and
stored away. The same is true of shelter tents and the fleld equip-
ment, consisting of haversacks. canteens, and so on. So that we are
in a bad way a8 to equipment; and the first thing that the armory
commission took into consideration—the one standard unit which was
adopted to work from—was the Individual locker for the equipment.
We planned it with a -view to having the company room large enough
to accommodate standard lockers for the entire command.”

The danger from fire and its effect u%n the National Guard organi-
zation was emphasized by Gen. Robert K. Evans, General Staff Corps,
United States Army, in the following language:

“71t is not extravagant to say that a combination of evil-disposed
people could destroy the equipment and armament of the militia very
easily in an bour or two by usiﬂg’olng around to these wretched hovels
that the armament is now stor in, some of which are really inflam-
mable and not much better than chicken coops.

“A maoh eould burn that equipment and arms up in one night, and if
a general condition of unrest or rallway disturbance occurred the guard
could not get resrmed In several weeks, I think. We would be compelled
to get the armament and egulpment from the S;:lr[ngﬂeld Arsensal, or
one at Rock Island, out there on the Mississipp! River, so that your
guard, just because of the Inflammable nature of the buildings where
the equipment is stored, would be put cut of business.”

The necessity for adequate armory facilities in the IMstriet of Colum-
bia is emphasized in the report of the War Department, which is as

follows :
War DEPARTMENT,
Washington, May 23, 1912,
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS,
United Ntates Senate.

8m: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bill No. 6734,

1. The National Guard of the District of Columbia at present con-
glsts of the followlng organizations: First Infantry, of 12 companies;
Second Infantry, of 11 companies; First Separate Battalion, of 4 com-
panies; First Battery Fleld Artillerﬁ: Company A, Signal Corps (field
company) ; 1 ambulance company, Hospital Corps, which are provided
with armory facilities as follows:

At the Center Market, Pennsylvania Avenue, between Seventh and
Ninth Streets: Ten companies of the Second Infantry, eiqht companies
of the First Infantry, one company (ambulance) Hospital Corps.

At the Oyster Bullding, corner nnsylvania Avenue and Ninth
Street : Four cumganles (First Battalion,

At Twelfth and U Streets NW.: Four companles
Battalion). J
. J\tt }' M. C. A, Building: One company (Company K, Second In-
antry).

At 473 Missouri Avenue NW.: First Battery Fileld Artillery; Com-
pany A, Signal Corps.

At 409 Missourl Avenue NW.: Storehouse for gquartermaster and
ordnance supplies.

At 021 B Street NW.: Storehouse for subslstence property.

These places are rented.

2, These armories are entirely inadegunate and unsuitable In the fol-
lowing particulars: :

They are small and are now badly crowded-with all of the organiza-
tions Dbelow the minimum authorized stremgth. Were the organiza-
tions reernited to the minimum authorized strength, the armories could
not accommodate the guard at all.

The stornﬁe space is entirely inadequate and In many cases Insecure,
which results in much damage and loss to the Government property.

The Center Market, where most of the organizations are quartered
above the market, is an old building, the plan of which is not at all
sunitable. It smells of bad odors from the market below and the gases
from an lce plant in the bunilding and is most unattractive in its sur-
roundings, plan, and condition of repair, due to its age,
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The Oyster Building, where the First Battalion of the First Infantr
is quartered, is even less suitable than the Center Market A:;Fory. %

. An armory serves a twofold purpose. First, it provides storage
facilitles, protecting Government property from loss, damage, or de-
terloration, and, second, it provides instructional faeilities for the per-
sonnel. The instruction of the individual in the armory nnE is
in all the minutia of the soldier’s life which can be given indoors.
This instruction in the armory ls then supplemented by summer State
encampments, and eulminates in the combined field exercises with the
Regular Army. It is therefore seen that the armory is the basis of the
entire instruction, and fhat if the foundation of this instruction is
weak necessarily the entire structure is unstable. Acknowledging these
facts, most of the States are now roviding armory rnelli?les. The
National Guard of the District of Columbia is essentially a Federal
force, having been created under an act of Congress and having the
President as the commander in chief. An adequate armory provision
is therefore the duty of the Federal Government, g

4. Recognizing these facts, Congress appointed a commission, con-
sisting of the Assistant Secretary of War, the general commanding the
Militia of the District of Columbla, the officer in charge of public build-
ings and grounds, Washington, and the Superintendent of the Capitol
Building and Grounds, to cause plans and estimates to be prepared for
a sultable armory. This commission made its report, which is pub-
lished in the Sin;y—ﬁrst Congress, second session, House of Representa-
tives Document No. 860. It is believed that the armory recommended
r.hore!q is suitable, and its erection is urgently recommended.

5. Not only is a suitable armory needed for the protection of the
Federa‘l equipment stored therein, and for the instruction of the Dis-
trict Guard itself, but also such armory would serve as a mocdel for
the States, as many militia authorities ¥isit this city, and the inspee-
Ejtg?q o;agﬁﬁt}: tnntgrmorykwould elhalﬁl? them to obtain correct ideas and

3 e the work genera
e - y throughout the States of securing

"ROBERT SHAW OLIVER,

A Assistant Secretary of War.

e following extracts from the reports of officers of th
States Army show the armory facilitles for the Distriet of Eogﬁ%ﬂ
hationn! Gu;nil:m ks

“Armory fac es are inadequate and the guard labors under man
disadvantages for this reason.” Annual Repor
Militia of the Tnited States, 1903, (p 112)) et Organizeﬁ

yn‘j. Lloyd M. Brett, First Cavalry, United States Army :

_* The buildings now in use as armories are unsuitable and inadequate,
“ﬂ[thin lhemrpuillailg: al%d prll‘i'ﬁll';e prope{ty 'iI?h insecure and they do not
offer proper fac! es for m ry work. ey are
datit{#g : e:}:’ c%‘n be secu{_et: h}euLthie District. 5! he Sess ecoumTu

4 en the Congress o Inited States passed the militia
1903 it assigned to the National Guard of tEe country an Impggttngf:
place among its military forces, and the National Guard will have to
work hard to realize expectations. It would appear to be the part of
wisdom for the General Government to set the example to the States
by housing the National Guard of the District of Columbia, for the
maintenance of which it alone appropriates the funds, in an armory
that will stand the scrutiny of the many vlsltln; guardsmen and that
will serve as a model for the States to follow.” (Annual Report on
the Organized Militia of the United States, 1906, p. 148.)

;L‘I{U. Illgg]d M. Brett, Fltli'st Ca:al;y. t‘li}lnltcd States Army:

'A su e armory continues to be the crying need of ‘the N
Guard of the Dlstrﬁ':t of Columbia. A bill:’7 for such a sriulzafign?;
again before Congress and has the earnest support of the War Depart-
ment, Congress has in many ways expressed itself une uivocally as
favoring the )l:roper support by the Federal Government of an efficient
Organized Militia, No troops have shown themselves more deserving
of encouragement than those In the District of Columbia, and it is
believed that Congress will come to their relief as soon as it is realized

that they have no fit place in which to do the military work necessary
to quall g them for their country’s service.” (Annual Report on the
Organized Militia of the United States, 1908, p. 188.)

Maj. 8. L. Falson, Twenty-fourth Infantry, Unifed Sta Arm
repor{s, in coanection with annual inspection of 1010 : o B
L] = * * £ - »

* The companies of the First and Second Regiments, except Company
K of the Second Infantry, each bas an office and n very small store-
room over the cold-storage plant at Center Market. The lockers of the
men are in the smaller of these rooms and a closet of about 6 feet
square is cut off in the latter and serves as a storeroom for company
pmperty not actuall{ issued to the men.

“The lockers of the men are placed one above the other and are
about 2 feet wide. Fumes of escaping ammonia rust everything in the
way of metal unless it be constantly covered with a thick coating of
oil. All of the men of any one company can not dress or undress at
the“ _ﬁme time, i

e companies of these two regiments assemble weekly by battalion
for instruction and are assembled in one large hall in the gnmye bullding.
There s just barely room for the battalion at full strength to stand in
line in this hall. When in column the companies streteh almost en-
tirely across the whole width of the hall. Under such trying, not to Bay
demoralizing, conditions it Is surprising that the companles pressnt
as brave a front as was observed. An armory bullt on modern plans
would put new life and hope into this body of men, and it is urgently
recommended that immediate steps be taken to lprovidn one.”

Incidentally, the proposed armory building will furnish a hall suitable
in every way for the inaugural ball which is held every four years, and
which has been heretofore held in the Pension Office, at a cost of about
§50,000 for the preparations which are necessary, and with the sus-
pension of publie business In that bullding for séveral days. .

This matter has been before Congress for a number of years, and
the history of prior legislation relating to it, together with other walu-
able information, is contained in the following memorandum which was
filed with the committee :

MEMORANDUM RELATIVE TO SENATE DILL 6734

The bill authorizes the Secretary of War to enter into contracts for
the construction of an armory bullding for the National Guard of the
Distriet of Columbia in accordance with plans submitted by the com-
mission created by the act of Congress approved May 30, 1908 (35
Stat. L., 540), or such modified plans as may be approved by the Sec--
retary of War and said commission, to bring it within the llmit of cost

of $1,750,000. Fifty thousand dollars is made available for the preFE'
8.

aration of detalled plans and for startiuz work on the foundation
dedlcates the northern part of the Mall, between Twelfth and Four-
teenth Streets, for this purpose, and provides that the construction of
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and

the bullding shall be under the officer In blic buildl =
ar

of
grounds, and that the plans shall be appr‘meby the SBecretary
and the commission authorized by the act of May 30, 1908,

PRIOR ACTIOXN.

Bill H. it. 21897, Sixtieth Congress, first session, as it passed the
Iljg;me of Representatives May 12, 1908, contained the following pro-
vislon :

*“BEc, 17. That the northerly n of the Government reservation
bounded by B Street north, B Street south, Seventh Street west, and
Sixth Street west, in the District of Columbia, known as Armo are,
comprising that portion of sald gquare morth of a line established for
the south front of the builldings for the new National Museum and the
new Department of Agriculture, be, and is hereby, selected and dedicated
as a site for an armory for the National Guard of the District of Colum-
bin, after the removal of the bulldings and tracks of the Baltimore &
Potomae Railroad Co. from said square.

“That a commission consisting of the Assistant Secretary of War, the

eral commanding the militia of the Distriet of Columbia, and the

nperintendent of the United States Capitol Bullding and Grounds, be,
uge is hereby, ereated, which shall eause plans and estimates to be pre-
red for a suitable armory for the National Guard of the Dist of
olumbin, and report the estimated cost thereof to the Congress: Pro-
vided, '?mt such plans and estimates be prepared under the supervision
] retary of the Treasury.
“And for the expense of said commission a sum not to exceed $2,500

iz hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwlse
apﬁmpr ted, to be expended on vouchers approved by the chairman of
sald commission.”

The first paragraph of section 17 dedicating the site was stricken out
in the Senate and the Superintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds
was added to the commission, and in that form it became a law as the
act of May 30, 1008 (35 Stat. L., 540).

On Anr{l 30, 1910, the commission created by sald act made Iis re-

rt, submitting the plans which had been prepared for the armory by

acy, Swartwout & Litchfleld, architects, and was printed as House
Document No. 860, Sixty-first Congress, second session. This report
ghows that the commission had the plans prepared with the idea of
locating the bullding on the same site that the House of resentatives
dedicated for that pu , namely, the site of the old Pennsylvania
Rallroad Station on the morth half of the Mall between Bixth and
Seventh Streets, The commission says:

“Ag the National Guard of the District of Columbia is a Federal or-
ganization exclusively under the control of the War Department, it is
presnmed that the armory will be a public building under the
and control of that department, and therefore available for the use of
United States troops and for the storage of military supplies in case of
war, riot, or Ftherfeﬂmrmfa‘i' This pessible use has been borne in mind
in the plann of the building.”

The glana of the building have been referred to the Fine Arts Com-
misslon and have been approved by them with some suggested modifica-
tions, and the bill is drawn so that the views expressed by the Fine
Arts Commission can be met,

NEED OF AN ARMORY.

The National Guard of the District of Columbia is a Federal force
created by the act of Congress apgmwﬁ March 1. 1889 (25 Stat. L.,
774), and the act of February 18, 1900 (85 Stat. L., 629). The Presi-
dent of the United States is {ts commander in chief, and it is under the
immediate supervision of the War Department. r a quarter of a
century it has struggled alc without any Enmner provision bei
made for housing it. It has artered rented buildings o
wvarions sorts, none of which have afforded the requisite facilitles for
training the trbops and caring for the equipment which is property of
the United States.

The entire unsatisfactory and even descreditable accommodations for
this organization have been commented upon year after year by the
inspecting officers of the United Btates. personal inspection of the
b [dlng]s fdtscllosg.si th;z r.g.ct that these reports are not exaggerated, but
are well founded in fact.

The organization at the present time is scattered about the city in
elcht different bulldings, none of which are fireproof and none of which
afford enough room for the keeping of the equipment. Bome of the
buildings have no provision at all for drilling the troops, and the troops
are compelled to drill in the streets. For these unsatisfactory, unin-
viting, and inadequate bulldings an annual rental of $16,440 is pald.

Notwithstanding the lack of armory facilities, the National Guard of
the District of Columbian has kept up a force which has worked dili-
gently to conform to the requirements of the War Department at_ a
very great sacrifice on the part of the officers and men, who have de-
voted their time and energy and in many instances money to pmmotin%
the welfare of the organization and bringing it to a point where i
could be considered as eflicient.

Sinee 1887 about 33.000 individuals, officers and men, have served
in this organization. The training which they have received in some
instances has been thorough and others not, but all of them have re-
ceived some instruction which would be valuable in the event that the
United States was forced to call for a large force of volunteers. The
V?lll;! of this military training may be very great to the country in time
of stress.

At the ontbreak of the Bpanish War the entire National Guard
volnnteered and one ent was permitied to enter the service, It
gerved creditably in Cuoba, and was present in the trenches when San-
tiazo surrendered. In addition to regiment it furnished officers
and men to some of the so-called * immune” regfl,ments and to the
United States Volunteer Engineers, and during the h[lip‘?cme insurrec-
tion it furnished many officers and men to the United States volunteers
organized for service in the Philippines,

At the present time there are more than 25 officers in the United
States Army serving there creditably, who received early military
training in the District of Columbia National Guard. One them has
been awarded the congressional medal of honor for distinguished gnl-
lantry, and two of them have been selected to captain the Army In-
fantry team in the great rifle competitions.

Past duty well done, as well as foture activity in the training of
citizens to defend the flag in time of national dmger, Jjustifies the ex-
penditure for a complete armory in the Distriet of Columbia—one which
will adequately provide for this brigade of troops and serve as a
to the State organizations.

The United States has not established a precisely formulated militar,

liey, but it can be sald that in so far as puoblic sentiment is exp
Pr? the halls of Congress, it is committed to the plan of keeping a rela-
tively small but highly eflicient Regular Army and rel{lns ugou the
militia and volunteers for national defense. Realizing the futility of
relying upon unorganized and untrained men who constitute the militia

in its broad sense, Congress has, by the acts of January 21, 1903 (32
Stat. L., 775), and May 27, 1908 (35 Stat. L., 309), undertaken to pro-
mote the efficiency of the Organized Militia or National Guard of the
several States, and to bring it into one uniform and homogeneous mass
to supplement the Regular Army as our first line of defense. The im-
portance of the National Guard organizations and of this leglslation is
apparent from the following extract from the report of the then Secre-
tary of War, Mr. Roor, for 1903 :

“Of equal importance with the General Staff sct in its relation to the
general military efliciency of the country is the aect to promote the
efficiency of the militia, Ssgmved January 21, 1003, supplemented by an
appropriation of $2,000, in the Army appropriation act of March 2,
1903. A copy of the statutes iz annexed hereto as Appendix F. The
militia act had its origin in an agreement between the Regular Army,
represented by the War Department and the National Guards of the
States, represented by a convention which met In Washington in Jan-
uary, 1902, upon the main and fundamental provisions necessary to flve
vitality and effectiveness to cur militia system. Uﬁm the presentation
of these provisions to Congress the Committee on Alilitia of the Ilouse
took up the subject with great public spirft and indostry and on that
basis wrought out a bLill which, with but few changes, was passed and
apfroved in the form of the present act. The act proceeds upon the
following ideas: 5

“That whenever the United States becomes Involved in war the Regu-
lar Army will form but a small part of its armed force ; and the countr:
must also rely, for immediate and special exigencies, upon militia; an
on sfrvice going beyond the proper limits of mll’itlu. duty, upon
volunteers.

“ That It is of vital importance 4o have a trained forece of militia
mdge for instant service when called upon and also to have a large
number of citizens sufficiently instructed and exercised in the art of war
to o ize, train, and command volunteer forces.

“That the best way for the National Government fo secure both these
reguigites is by turning to thg National Guards of the States, which
have grown up as State organizations intended for State ‘&:urposes. but
are composed of citizens Hable to be called upon by the National Gov-
ernment for military duty, and willlnf to devote a considerable part
of their time to fitting themselves for the performance of that duty.

“ That, without at all interfering with the services of these organi-
zations to their respective States in time of peace, they can be treated
as a national militia to be called into the service of the United States
in time of war; and that it is for the interests of the National Gov-
ernment to make these organizations as effective as possible, having
in view their prospective national service as militia and their imme-
diate service as the school of the national volunteer soldier.”

Experience has shown that adequate armories are a prime necessity
to these National Guard forees, and it is so recognized by the War
Department, which has made great efforts to prevall upon the State
organizations to provide themselves with the proper armory facilities.
Upon this subject the Milltary SBecretary has reported :

“The duty imposed upon the governors of the States and Territorles
by section 1661, Rey Statutes, as amended, and by the mlilitia act
of January 21, 19038, of accounting for public-®property issued under
authority thereof, presented immediately the question of providing
adquate facilities for the storage and protection of such property.

“ Dligent inguiry has develo the fact that, while in the larger
cities of the more populous Htates there are bulldings execellently
adaPted to the purposes for which they are designed and used, there
is in general a lamentable lack of proper armory accommodations
in the smaller cities and villages.

“This is an evil which ean be remedied only by liberal appropriations
by the States and Territories or by private contributions. The depart-
ment is encouraged to hope that the Btate and loeal authorities are
awakening to the Importance of this subject; and it iz known that
in many instances where armory facilities have been found palpabl
deficient temporary accommodations have already been provided, wit
the ultimate object of supplanting these makeshifts by substantial
structures owned by the State or by the bodies eargorate of the organi-
gations themselves. In mitigation of any blame that may be attached
to the military organizations, it is to be remarked that the most con-
venient and in everf respect the most sultable armories are those
owned hg such organizations, constructed from funds ralsed by private
subscriptions and practically without State aid.

“ Experience has demonstrated that there is no element more efective
in promoting the organization of National Guard companies and in
sustaining the interest of thelr members, thus contributing to their
efficiency as comgonent parts of the National Guard, than the providing
of attractive and suitable buildings for their accommodatlons and the
safe storgge of their supplies and equipment.”

The Chief of the Militin Divislon of the War Department, in his
report for 1809, says:

“ Much dificulty is met in the matter of armory instruction, due to
the fact that in many of the States suitable armory facilities are not

rovided. In this connection, attention is Invited to the quotations

m the reports of officers submitted hereinafter in this reporf, which
show, in detail, in the several States and Territories, the unsatisfac-
tory status of the armory question. The policy of the War Depart-
ment in reference to this 18 that inasmuch as the United Bintes Is-
sues to the States and Territories valuable armament, equipment, and .
military stores for the Organized Militla, the latter should provide
adequate and secure storage facilities for these stores, and eqrunlly
adequate facilitles for drilling and conducting the training of the
troops vunder cover. Some of the States have been fully cognizant of
thelr obligations in regard to armories and have provided ample facili-
ties both for storage and training. The example of these Btates is
little by little beginning to have effect in other States. It is ho
this movement will proceed more rapidly and progressively accomplish
a satisfactory solution of this dificult problem.”

In his report for 1911 he gays:

“ The armory serves a twofold purpose: First, it provides storage
facilities, protecting Goyernment property from loss, damage, deteriora-
tion; and second, it provides instruction facilities for the personnel.
All instruction, of course, should be progressive, passing from the in-
dividual to the largest unit. In theory this idea is carried ont by
giving certain instruction in the armory, which is then supplemented
by summer State encampments, and which culminates in the combined
field exercises with the Regular Army. The instruction in the armarré
beginming with the individual, is in all the minutim of a soldler's 1i
which ¢an be given Indoor. It is therefore seen that the armory is

‘| the basis of the entire instructlon, and that If the foundations of this

instruetion is weak, necessarily the entire structure is unstable. This
is exactly the situation which prevails at the present time. The
armories generally throughout the country are inadequate and un-
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sunited for their purpose, and in many States there are no armories
at all, but bulldings or rooms are leased for the purpose. It is grati-
fying to state, however, that there is an awakening interest in this
subject, and that in a number of States legislative enactments have
been passed looking to the ultimate erection of armories. In this con-
nection, I desire to call attention to the statement of my predecessor
relative to the totally unsatisfactory condition of the armory of the
District of Columbia. The fact of the National Government, in the
one place where it is to gmvide armories, failing to appreciate the
§ecesslty therefor can not but have a very deleterious effect upon the
tates.”

If the United States is to rely in large part upon the militia; if the
militin of the several States is maintained and trained to the standard
of efficiency which the military authorities of the United States deem
necessary ; if, as experience has shown, adequate armories are an abso-
lute necessity in that maintenance and training, it would would seem
the part of wisdom on the part of the Federal Government to suggly
its own Organized Militia in the Distriet of Columbia, "which is within
the exclusive jurisdietion of Congress, with an armory which will be a
model in every way and which can stand as an object lesson to the many
State natlonal guardsmen who visit the Natlonal Capital, that they may
tzg.ka ‘Iimme with them ideas as to what is desirable in armory con-
struetion.

THE EXAMPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.

New York has demonstrated the difference between a wise and liberal
policy and the * penny-wise, pound-foolish” policy adopted in some
places. She has treated her mlilitia seriously, provid for it thar-
oughly, going on the idea that what is worth doing is worth doing right.
Long ago she decided that her soldiers should be quartered in bulldings
owned by the State or county, and not rented from individuals or cor-
porations. She built armorles, handsome, commodious, well-planned
structures, and the result of this wisdom is shown in the fine organiza-
tions of citizen soldiery. She maintains an organization of 963 commis-
sioned officers and 13,688 enlisted men, a total of 14,651 soldiers, an
entire division.

She maintains 13 regimental armories, 4 battalion armorles, 3 two-
company armories, 2 armories for one company and one troop, ar-
mories for mounted troops, 2 armories for the signal companies, 81
armories for separate com{mniea, and 3 armories for the Naval Militia,
in all 59 armories, of which but 1 13 a rented bullding. The rest are
owned by the public, with the exception of one buillding, which is owned
by the organization itself.

From the report of the commission a%pointed ursuant to_chapter
261 of the laws of 1907 to Inquire into the conditions of the National
Guard of New York in 1908, the following detalled information relative
to New York armories Is taken (pp. 214, B ;

Armory condition of the National Guard of New York in 1908.

Location of ‘When
Iy Organization. sgg:;‘ built, | Built by—
EEGIMENTAL.
S&ﬂ.
Brooklyn....... Thirteenth Regiment. ....ccaeaues ,000 | 1892 | County.
Buffalo......... Seventy-fourth Regiment ---] 72,024 | 1889 | State.
0. uneanaaa| Sixty-fifth iment..... -=-] -72,000 | 1906 Do.
Brooklyn....... Twenty-third Regiment...... .| 60,000 | 1894 Do.
Do.........| Forty-seventh Regiment.......... 59,000 | 1883 Do.
0...0e....| Fourteonth Regiment.............|] 52,000 | 1895 | County.
New York...... Beventh Regiment................] 50,000 | 1875 | Regiment.
DO...c.us..| Twenty-second Regiment.........| 41,125 | 1890 | County.
EMe o v d e pocs Nmthﬁﬁimt..............--.. 40,700 | 1895 Do.
0. euuaa..| Twellth tment i e 37,774 | 1886 Do.
10, A R Seventy-first Regiment...........|] 86,480 | 1908 Do.
Do.........| Eighth N et 35,004 | 1889 Do.
Do.........| Sixty-ninth Regiment.............| 23,750 | 1908 Do.
BATTALIONS.
Albany.........| Tenth Battalion......cccceeeen.o| 41,650 | 1880 | Etate,
Do.. 'l‘rh;.;?B............--...--.. e 8,400 I........
.| Third Regiment. ..coceeecianeass| 31,500 Do.
Becond Regiment. ... ..coveveann. 27,875 | 1884 Do.
TWO COMPANIES.
Bchenectady....| SBecond Regiment . ...............: 13,100 | 1899 | State
Newburgh...... First Regiment...... 10,336 | 1878 Do,
5] SERROREER S S St Rt ST L 9,600 ( 1883 Do.
DOUBLE, HORSE AND FOOT.
15,100 | 1904 | State,
9,804 |........
15,100 | 1907 Do.
e 15,100 |-oovo...
Brooklyn....... 57,459 | 19086 | County.
New York.. 16,554 | 1804 0.
Brooklyn... 18,400 | 1870 Do,
New York 11,200 | 1002 Do.
SIGNAL CORPS.
Becond Company. 10,000 | 1834 | County.
First Company....... 2,810 | 1903 Do.y
Twenty-ninth Separate Company.| 15,100 | 1902 | State,
Thirtieth Eegmta Company......| 14,602 | 1888 Do.
Fourteenth Separate Company....| 13,025 1879 Do.
Forty-third Se t2 Company....| 12,680 | 1890 Do.
Twenty-second Separate Company | 12,500 | 1851 Do.
Forty-eighth Separate Company..| 12,100 | 1807 Do.
Thirty-ninth Beparate Company..| 11,200 | 1874 Do.
Fifteenth Separate Company......| 10,883 | 1891 Do.
Second Segnmw Company. . 10,025 | 1872 Do.
Nineteenth Separate Compan: 10,800 | 1895 Do.
Third Separate Company. 10,800 | 1904 Do.
Ninth Separate Company. . 10,800 | 1900 Do.
Twenty-fourth Separate %om 18,650 | 1801 Do.

Armory condition of the National Guard of New York in 1908—Contd,

Location of Drill- | when
‘armory. Wﬁoﬁ. sgg:' built, | Built by—
SIGNAL CoRPS—continuned. Saih
q. ft.
Walton_...... +-| Thirty-third Separate Company...| 10,330 | 1805 | State.
Flushing. ... Seventeenth Separate Company...| 10,230 | 1906 Do.
Amste: «-»-| Forty-sixth Sagmts Company.... 9,600 | 1894 Do.
Hornell........| Forty-seventh Separate Company. 9,600 | 1895 Do.
Hudson........| Twenty-third Separate Company. . 9,600 | 1808 Do.
Mohawk. ......| Thirty-first 8 te Company.... 9,600 | 1891 Do.
N Falls...| Forty-second garnta Company.. 9,000 | 1805 Do.
Ogdensburg....| Fortieth Se; Company....... 9,600 | 1807 Do.
Tonawands....| Twenty-fifth Separate &I‘I?lp&ny. 2] 9,000 | 1806 Do.
Yonkers........| Fourth Separate Company........ 9,548 | 1836 Do.
i o Thirty-fourth Separate Company.. 9,375 | 1892 Do.
Glens Falls. ....| Eighteenth Separate Company.... 9,000 | 1883 Do.
Hoosick S5 e T ek T ) 8,360 | 1888 Do,
Cohoes..........| SBeventh %Gom ....... 8,250 | 1804 Do.
Jamestown. ....| Thirteenth te Company ... 7,700 | 1890 Do.
Catskill......... Sixteenth Beparate Company ..... 7,500 | 1889 Do.
"R Twenty-seventh Beparate Com- 7,500 | 1892
ny.
Mount Vernon. . Fg:vanth te Company...... 6,750 | 1580 Do.
White Plains...| Forty-ninth teCompany .| ) |eoen. .
New York......| Second Batlery.............. Sl L el L Bl ES
NAVAL MILITIA.
New York......| First Battalion....._....... SaRAREd cawesiza| Btate.
Brooklyn.......| Second Battalion.................. as(?ooo County.
Summerville....| Separate division.................. ) seenca-a| State.
1 No armory.  Training ship, Granite State.
* Rented armory. ¢ Boathouse, 50 by 125 feet.

The adjutant general of New York states that the average cost of
the separate-company armories is $75,000 each. From the report just
quo is taken the follow as to the cost of regimental armories
located in the city of Greater New York:

MANHATTAN AND THE BEONX.
Severé?tl Regiment (built 1875) :
(-3

$1, , 000, 00
Building..— 600, 000, 00
Repalrs, supplies, ete_ . ____ 38, 268. 50
$1, 938, 268. 50
Elghth Regiment (built 1889) :
Site 350, 000. 00
Building. 328, 672. 00
Repalirs, supplies, ete__________ LA 43, 064. 96
721, 736. 96
Ninth Regiment (built 1805) 1
Site 437, 062. 08
Building 342, 310.12
Repalrs, supplies, et ______ 250 30, 025. 85
809, 398. 05
Twelfth Regiment (bullt 1888) :
Site 208, 000. 00
Building 344, 751. 31
Repalrs, supplles, ete_____________ 33, 824, 24
586, 575. b5
Twenty-second Regiment (built 1890) :
 Site {old) 265, 000. 00
Buildlng (oM} ——— 318, 318. 46
Site (new 381, 000. 00
Building (new) —_____ 635, 000, 00
Repairs, supplies, ete___ 40, 139. 82
1, 689, 458. 28

Sixty-ninth Regiment (bullt 19086) :
Hite L

L T O T BN M i 7 1
Repairs, supplies, ete— o ______ =

SeverBlH-ﬂrat Regiment (built, new, 1903) :
23
Bullding (old) . _____________ 413, 813. 70
716, 917. 70

Bullding (new) 71 a
Repalrs, supplies, eteo o ___ 32, 011. 10

1, 539, 964. 84

445, 829. 00

1, 808, 571. 50

Squadron A:
Sltc;t{ t]xmght with Eighth Regiment
site
Buildin 164, 275. 97
Repairs, supplles, ete_-___________ 39, 391. 88

203, 667. 85

First Battery: =
Bite _ 116, 422, 73
Bullding _ 201, 509. 80
Repairs, supplies, ete————_______ 13, 664. 27
3 331, 496. 80
Second Battery:
Site 85, 000, 00
Building _ 450, 000, 00
Repairs, supplies, ete_ . ____ 13, 975. 00 B4R D100
o48, 070,
First Signal Corps (quarters in Seventy-
first Regiment Armorf‘) .
Repairs, supplies, ete 9, 114. 00
IMeld Hospital (?warters in First Bat-
tery Armory) :
epairs. supplies, ete _— 2, 000. 00
First Battalion Naval Militia :
Improy ts 15, 339. 65
Repairs, supplies, ete 20, 344. 89
35, T44. b4

Total 10, 024, 972, 84
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BROOKLYN,
Thirteenth Regiment (built 1892) :
ol e $120, 000. 00
Building 555, 000. 00
Extension (site) . ____ S 114, 068, 18
Extension (building)_ S 170, 3 =
Repairs, supplies, ete_—— . ______ .24

$1, 007, 668, 42
Fourgi?nth Regiment (built 1895) :
e

85, 000, 00
E“i:ﬁmg supplies, ete__ 61259‘%'%
'S, Bu e R — .
ep s ppiies, 8 729, 744. 00
Squadron C:
Bite . B0,
L B
2] rs, Bu; e e et .
g : 671, 679. 09
Third Batt .
Site i 35, 200. 00
P 15
2 I8, su O e .
4 p931 b : 225, 883. 54
d Compan a. 0 H
seconﬁlte T i S 8, 000. 00
]l?ulld!ng supplies, et %‘ 23?' gg
ek T e , 467.
epairs, supplies, e 80, 467. 80
Becond Dattalion, Naval Militia:
“Site 125, 000, 00
guiﬁmg les, et 400, ?;53' g%
epalrs, supplies, etc— oo — 20, 500. 882, S48/ 91
Total 3,198, 291. 76
STATE ARMORIES.
BROOKLYN.
ty-third Regiment (built 18904)1 =
Twmﬂﬁe = g-i $125, 000. 00
et Eaat
supplies. e
TRl - : $727, 289. 82
-geventh Regiment (built 1 1
Fortyéisteev =l : = 151, 000. 00
e gt
Ly T 7 ~
PRI CRp T 573, 497. 00
QUEEXS.
t mpany :
ﬂeve%tﬁ:nth Separate Company 8, 500, 00
atE lies, etc %g' 32{5)' 800
Repalre, supplies, ———————————— g Ay 99, 425. 00
1, 400, 211. 83
RECAPITULATION.
Borough, Bites. Buildings. |Repairs, ete. Total.
Manhattan and  the £
et s e $4,380,342.71 | $5,200,509.65 | £354,120.08 | §10,024,972.84
Brooklyn. ..... fees 543,768.18 | 2,493,395.31 | 161,128.27 | 3,188,201L.70
E it it
J‘i::\r S{m] u{n?mugesfl.f ...... N L et ees| -61,711:83 61,711.83
Grand total.......| 4,924,110.30 | 7,783,904.96 | 576,961.08 | 13,284,676.43

The report of the New York commission, above quoted (p. 110), shows
that the cost of the Sixty-fifth Regiment Armory at Buffalo to date of
report was:

Building and equipment.
Cost of site___

Total
The new armory provided for the Eighth Artillery district of New
York is to cost $1,2

,500. (Report of ory Board, New York City,
1011, p. 41.)

The armory of the Seventh Regiment has recently been enlarged ang
remodeled to meet the requirement of the War Department as to 12
companles to the regiment instead of 10, and the city has expended on
this $382,209.09. (Ib., p. 40.)

The following details will g{ve an idea as to the space provided in
some of the armories in New York for single regiments:

$1, 154, 316. 92
220, 000. 00

1, 374, 316. 2

Baghents. Location. Stze of lot. | Size of drill
F Feet.
filth.......c...| Baffalo. ...cciccasansenncnanassaq-.| T8 DY 780 | 36 by 240
Beventy-fourth.... i adlM s e viaiiaiessseinannannnas-o] 256 by 824 | 6Dy 300
Forty-seventh.... Brooklyn......cc... cnsassansusnss| 211 by 623 | 107 by 300
Twenty- St e T o Do o enrenenasaransesas-asecs| 219Dy 501 | 107 by 207
BSeventh.......cooaee] New York. . cciceuecciciancanane..| 200 by 400 | 200 by 300
Eighth....c.cceeea...| New York (old building).......... 200 by 300 | 200 by 200
ienessessasaeess] New York (new bullding)... .o i ] civaaiaaaas S PP

This last-mentioned armory is being bullt for the eighth artillery
district of New York, and has been reported as being the largest
armory constructed to date. Its cost is over $1,000,000,

York is mot the only State which has followed the plan of

New
providing public bulldings in preference to rented gquarters, t de-
tailed information relative to other States ls not as complete.

Massachusetts has a number of fine armories.

Connecticut has recently completed a very fine regimental armory
at Hartford, having as much space in it as some of the lar, armories
above referred to.

Rhode Island has within the past few years erected at Providence
a very fine structure, making provision for a regiment of Coast Artil-
lery and a battery of Fleld Artillery. The building alone cost $488,000.
The dimensions are 881 by 167. It contains two drill halls, one
233 by 167 feet and the other Z31 by 89 feet.

Pennsylvania has a number of flne armories, and Is engaged at the
prezent time in a ngress!ve policy of building armories. A very fine
armory has recently been erected at Pittsburgh for the Eighteenth

ent, the details of which are not at hand.
land: The armory of the Fifth Hegiment at Baltimore Is a
The site cost $123,000

large and commodious structure. . The build-
Ln&cost taao.ooo. The size of the building is 336 by 300. The drill
hall 300 by 200.

PLAXS STUBMITTED BY THE ARMORY COMMISSION.

The plans submitted make provision for a brigade of practically
.?rfﬁﬁi 1reg:i:'J:eizlt;‘,:I nlamely, two msim;[unts of Infantry, a batl;allon of Coast
rtillery, a signal company, an engineer company, am nee company,

' Cavalry, and a battery of Field Ar{iilery.

a troop of The organiza-
tion is equal to at housed in three of the New Yor ental
armories. The military administration can be obtain where

the entire organization is together, as well as greater economy in the
conatrlitctlun of the building and the better safeguarding of public
property.

he plans as prepared eall for a building 480 by 380, as no larger
building could be erected on the site between Sixth and Seventh Streets.
The main drill hall is 243 by 350 feet. In addition to this, there is a
small drill hall provided for mounted troops. The following are some
of the features ‘of the building:

In the basement there are storage rooms for the Engineer and
Signal Corps, ambulance and ho:ﬁltal. first rei!ment. second regiment,
and for the general supplies of the brigade. room for the armorer,
a magazine, & rel ng room, a swimming pool, gymnasium shower
bath, the riding hall, and mechanical plant, lavatories, etc.; also a
sho?tg:g gallery, gun-wagon park w to keep the wheeled trans-

rtation.
pﬂOn the main floor is the great drill hall above referred to, and at
each end locker rooms for 12 companies of Infantry, The fixed unit
which was worked upon was the standard locker which has been de-
signed the Army to accommodate a soldler's equipment. It is

lanned to have enough of these to equip a eompn:? at war gth,

he District of Columbla Is the only National Guard organization hav-
ing provision for a reserve, and it is planned to keep the ;gui&ment for
the reserve in the individual lnckerai where it will be immedlately avall-
able. On this floor also is the model room for the Coast Artillery Corps,
lockers for the Engineer and Signal Corps, and an examining room, a
room for the surgeons, a guardroom, a room for the superintendent, an
issue room, and a room for clothing storage, and a tailor shop.

On the next floor will be the company room for 12 companiles of
Infantry, 4 Coast Artillery, the necessary office rooms for the regi-
mental and brigade administration, and the gymnasium,

On the next floor are two company drill rooms, a squad drill room,
ractice room for the band, instruction room, a _dlspensar{ and ward,
yeeum, 8 memorial hall, kitchen and dining room, library, billiard room,
bowling alleys, boxing and fencing rooms.

All of these rooms will present features which are important. It {s
contemplated that fleld ranges will be set up in the kitchen, where the
cooks can be taught how to }pre are the field rations. A number of the
cooks of the District of Columbia National Guard have in times past
attended the Army Cooking School at the Washington Barracks, and it
is plain that there is no one element of military training more impor-
tant than to have enlisted men trained to cook for thelr companies,

The memorial hall is intended as a Jﬁ&ce where patriotic socleties, as
H:EIII as ]tlhe Grand Army of the Republic, Loyal Legion, etec., can deposit

eir relles.

The drill hall wiil afford an ample lﬂnce in which to hold the in-
augural balls, which for many years past have been held in the I’ension
Office Blllldinﬁ(l’lt a cost to the Government which has been estimated as
high as $50,000, for it Involves the closing of the office to business for
a week or 10 days, and the loss in clerk hire is very great.

The estimated cost is not excessive when it is taken into considera-
tion that the bullding is to house virtually three regiments, and must
architecturally conform to the scheme for the publie buildings of Wash-
ington. By reference to the cost of armories erected for single regi-
ments, where no special attention has been paid to the architectural
features of the exterior, it is plain that this sum is not too large for
the erection of a proper building.

PARK COMMISSION PLANS.

The plans of the Park Commission, Senate Report No. 156, Fifty-
seventh Congress, first session, show that an armory for the District of
Columbia Militia was one of the public buildings which the commission
planned for, On the suobject of the loeation of public buildings the
commission reported :

“The location of publie Imildlnfs
sideration of the commission. In
are - - t’

“ Fourth. That the northern side of the Mall may properly be used
by museum and other buildings containing collections in which the
public generally is interested, but not by department buildings.

“ Fifth. That the space between Pennsylvania Avenue and the Mall
ghould be occupled by the District Building, the Hall of Records, a
modern market, and armory for the District Militla, and structures of
like character"” (pp. 28, 20, of the Report of the Park Commission).

Speaking of the area south of FPennsylvania Avenne, the commis-

has received the very careful con-
general terms, their conclusions

slon says:
" “‘13&1[:: the same general area should be constructed an armm:]y suffi-
cient in size to accommodate the brigade of District Militia; and since

the inauguration of the President of the United States is regarded as a
municipal and not as a national function, the armory should be of a
character to accommodate the inavgural balls now given in the Pension
Bureau to the disturbance of {mbl e business.” ib., |]1 70.)

On the diagram showing sites for future public buildings, printed in
the ort faclng page 28, is shown a long building occupying the space
from Pennsylvania ivenue to B Btreet, between Fourteenth and Fif-
teenth Streets. It is understood that this represents the Park Commis-
sion idea as to the location of the District armory. That site, however,
has been taken for departmental buildings, namely, for the Departmené
of Commerce and Labor and Department of Justice.

PROPOSED SITE.

The proposed site for the armory is on the north side of the Mall,
betwee:P Twelfth and Fourteenth Streeis, north of a line established for
the New National Museum Building. ™This tract Is immediately adja-
cent to the one suggeseed by the Park Commission for the armory. The




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

gt

Park Commission plans call for a large buillding on thls site. It is at
present occupied by greenhouses and some sort of a machine shop. The

on this site eonforms to the views ex-
pressed by the Park Commission and is harmonil with those plans.

The buildi which was designed pursuant to the act of May 30,
1908, contemplated pu the building five squares east of this on the
north side of the Mall between Sixth and Seventh Streets, but that sife
has been dedicated by the Senate for the erection of the George Wash-
ington Memorial. e site proposed in the pending bill, while not
guite s0 accessible, is larger, and the grounds themselves will adapt
1gemselves better to the erection of an armory than would the Six
Street site. The Park Commission plans call for the erection of a very
large building on this site, and the have been prepared for the
armory with a view to conforming fully to the views of the Park Com-
mission as to the type of building to be erected.

Diggrem showing reclative size of present drill hall for the District of
C%Fumbia Mggde and Neiw Yur&: halls for a single company and single
regiments.

erection of an armo:

Secale, 1 inch=60 feet.

OLD 8TH REGT., N. Y.

FRESENTD.C. (Abandoned.)

29TH SEP. CO,, N. Y.

7TH REGT., N. Y.
23D REGT., N. Y.
47TH REGT. N. Y.

74TH REGT., N. Y.

65TH REGT. N. Y.

PROPOSED D. C.

COMPARATIVE SIZE OF DRILL HALL.

? Feet.
Present District of Columbia 200 by 68
Twenty-ninth Separate Company, New York (15,000 square

feet 200by T5
Eighth Regiment, New York (old building) ______________ 200 by 200
Twenty-third Regiment, New York 207 by 197
Forty-seventh Regiment, New York 300 by 197

Seventh Regiment, New York 300 by 200

Sevengi-ronrth Regiment, New York 309 by 236
ixty-fifth Regiment, New York 336 by 240
Proposed Distriet of Columbla (for brigade) _ . __________ 350 by 243

GOVERNMENT RENTALS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

The concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res. 22) to appoint a joint
special committee of the Congress to investigate rentals paid by
the Government and the District of Columbia was considered
by unanimous consent.

The concurrent resolution was reported from the Committee
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate
with an amendment, on page 2, line 1, after the words *“ District
of Columbia,” to insert: * with the view of ascertaining by what
bureaus, departments, and individual representatives thereof
contracts for these rentals were made, and with the view of as-
certaining further how the rents paid by the Government for
premises in the Distriet of Columbia compare with rents pre-
viously or subsequently paid for the same or for similar prem-
ises,” so as to make the concurrent resolution read:

Resolved by 1he Senate (the House of Representatives comeurring),
That a joint special committee of the two Honses of Congress is here
created, to be composed of three Members of the Senate, to be a pointeg
by the Presiding Officer thereof, and three Members of the House of
Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker thereof; and any
Fyacancy oo the committee shall be filled in the same manner as the org-

1 appointment. The sald committee is hereby empowered and

rected, by subcommittee or otherwise, to sit dnrinﬂ the sessions or recess
of Con , to ecarefully inquire into the bility of better utilizing
Bpacs n the several departments of the vernment and the

istrict of Columl and to make a thorough investigation of the
rentals panid by the Government and the District of Columbia, with the
view of ascertaining by what bureaus, departments, and individual repre-
sentatives thereof contracts for these rentals were made, and with the
view of ascertnining further how the rents paid the Government for
premises In the District of Columbia compare with rents previously or
sul nently paid for the same or for similar premises, Baid committee
Is authorized to employ a stenographer and such other assistants as
may be necessary, and shall conclude its investigation and report to the
Sixty-third Congress the result thereof, together with fts recommenda-
tions concerning such legislation, If any, as may be advizable, The ex-
penses inecurred by said committee s be pai ognlly out of the con-
tingent funds of the Senate and the House of Representatives upon
vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate and of the Committee on Accounts
of the House of Representatives, respectively.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask why this resolution went to
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses
of the Senate? The proposed committee being a joint commit-
tee, will the expenses be paid out of the contingent fund of the
Senate?

Mr. GALLINGER. No; the expenses will be paid jointly
from the contingent funds of the two Houses.

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well.

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to.
EXPENSES OF “ TITANIC " INVESTIGATION.

The resolution (8. Res. 327) to reimburse the Sergeant at
Arms for expenses incurred in bringing the officers and crew
of the White Star liner Titenic from New York to Washington,
and care while in Washington in attendance upon the subcom-
mittee, was eonsidered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as
follows:

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate be reimbursed,
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, an amount not to ex
$560.71 additional expenses necessarily incurred by order of the sub-
committee of the Committee on Commerce in brlm;imé the officers and

erew of the White Star liner Titanic from New York to Washington,
and care while in Washington in attendance upon said committee.

HEARINGS, COMMITTEE ON NAVAL ATVFAIRS.

The resolution (8. Res. 326) authorizing the Committee on
Naval Affairs to employ a stenographer to report hearings on
bills or other matters pending before the committee was con-
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows:

Resalved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any subcommit-
tee thereof, be, and # hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer
from time to time as may be necessary to ort such hearings as may
be had on bills or other matters pending before said committee during
the Sixty-second Congress, and to have the same printed for its use;
nﬂgd %Imt such stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the

nate.

HEARINGS, COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC ISLANDS AND PORTO RICO.

The resolution (8. Res. 31T) authorizing the Committee on
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico to employ a stenographer to
report hearings on bills and other matters pending before the
committee was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to,
as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Paclfic Islands and Porto Rico, or
any subcommittee thereof, be, and Is hereby, authorized to employ a
stenographer from time to time, as may be necessary, to report such
hearings as may be had on bills or other matters pending before sald
committee during the Sixty-second Congress, and to have the same

rinted for its usze; and that such steno; aLi)her be paid out of the con-
ngent fund of the Senate. This resolution to take effect from the
beginning of the present sesslon.

PANAMA-PACIFIC INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION CO.

The bill (H. RR. 22204) granting a right of way to the Panama-
Pacific International Exposition Co. across the Fort Aason
Military Reservation in California was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs
with an amendment, in section 1, page 1, line 4, after the word
“ Company,” to insert “or such successors or assigns as may
bie approved by the Secretary of War,” so as to make the sec-
tion read: :

That the consent of the United States i1z hereby given the Panama-
Pacific International Exposition Co., or such successors or assigns as
may be approved by the Beeretary of War, to loeate, construct, main-
tain, and operate a raiiroad and tunnel upon and across the proper
belonging to the United States at Fort Mason, in the State of Cali-
fornia, npon such location and under such regulations as shall be ap-
proved by the Secrctary of War.

Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask the Senator in charge of the
bill why is that provision inserted which limits the right of
sucecession to those who may be approved by the Secretary of
War? *

Mr. BRISTOW. This exposition company will probably
cease to exist after the exposition is over; but the tunnel will
be a permanent structure, running to the docks of the Gov-
ernment there.

eneral
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" The War Department is anxious to have such a tunnel and
railroad, and the exposition company desires their construc-
tlon. The amendment is simply to provide for their continu-
ance under some possession after the exposition ceases to ex-
ist. Any transfer that might be made will be subject to the
approval of the Secretary of War, and then the right is
reserved to repeal the act at any time if Congress shall so
desire, so that I think the Government is amply protected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree-
ing to the amendment reported by the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend:
amendment was concurred in.

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

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “An act granting a
right of way to the Panama-Pacific International Exposition
Co., or such successors or assigns as may be approved by the
Secretary of War, across the Fort Mason Military Reservation
in California.”

, and .the

BTATISTICS OF COTTON.

! Mr. GUGGENHEIM. Owing to the absence of the chair-
man of the Committee on the Census, I have been requested
by the members of the committee to report favorably the bill
(H. IR&. 18403) authorizing the Director of the Census to col-
lect and publish statistics of cotton. I call the attention of
the Senator from Georgia to the bill

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, the bill which has
just been reported is quite similar to a bill which the Senate
has already passed. The Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry had before them the bill which the Senate passed, and
I believe were not aware of the fact that the House had already
passed a similar bill, that it was in the Senate and was pend-
ing before the Census Committee. Our lack of information on
the subject was due to the fact that the Census Committee had
not had a meeting this year. The bill passed by the House pro-
vides that the Director of the Census shall furnish the Bureau
of Statisties, Department of Agriculture, such information as
he can gather with reference to the volume of cotton in exist-
ence and requires that facts covering the volume of cotton on
hand be published at the same time crop reports are published
with reference to the new crop.

The bill earries no appropriation. It has been submitted to
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Lreprrr], who has taken
it up with the manufacturers. It originated with the cotton
growers, but the Senator from Rhode Island has taken it up
with the manufacturers, and they have suggested an amendment
which the committee reports and to which I am prepared to
agree. The amendment limits the frequency of the reports from
the manufacturers to quarterly periods. This being the situa-
tion with reference to the bill, I do not think there will be any
objection to it; and I ask unanimous consent for its present
consideration.

There being no objection, the Senante, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on the Census with an amendment, in sec-
tion 2, page 2, line 6, after the word “ hand,” to insert “and”;
and in line 7, after the word “ spindles,” to insert * shall be
ascertained quarterly in each year,” so asto make the sectionread:

Spc. 2. That the statistics of the quantity of cotton ginned shall
show the guantity ginned from each crop prior to SBeptember 1, Septem-
ber 25, October 18, November 1, November 14, December 1, December 13,
January 1, January 16, and March 1, and shsall be published as soon as

ible after these respective dates. The ?uantlty of cotton consumed
n manufacturing establishments, the quantity of baled cotton on hand.
and the number of active consuming cotton spindles shall be ascertained
quarterly in each year, and the statistics of cotton imported and ex-
ported shall relate to each calendar nfonth, and shall be published as
soon as possible after the close of the month. Each report published
by the Dureau of the Census of the quantity of cotton ginned shall
carry with it the latest available statistics concerning the quantity of
cotton consumed, stocks of baled cotton on hand, the number of cotton-
consuming spindles, and the quantity of cotton imported and exported.
All of these publications containing statistics of cotton shall be mailed
by the Director of the Census to all cotton ginners, cotton manufac-
turers, and cotton warehousemen, and to all dally newsFapers throug]lll-
out the United States. The Director of the Census shall furnish to the
Burean of Statistics of the Department of Agriculture, immediately
prior to the guhllcaunu of each report of that burean regarding the
cotton erop, the latest available statistics hereinbefore mentioned, and
the sald Bureau of Statistics shall publish the same In connection with
each of its reports concerning cotton.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

The bill was read the third time and passed.

ANTI-INJUNCTION BILL.

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of executive business.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. GALLINGER. I will withhold the motion, and yield to
the Senator.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I renew my motion to dis-
charge the Committee on the Judiciary from the further con-
sideration of House bill 23635,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate the resolution of the Senator from New Jersey, which
the Secretary will state.

The SecrETARY. To discharge the Committee on the Judiciary
from further consideration of the bill (H. R. 23635) to amend
an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws
relating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1011.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, had I known the purpose
of the genial Senator from New Jersey, I would not have yielded,
because, manifestly, his motion will adjourn the Senate, and
we shall lose an executive session, which we ought really to
have; but, of course, I did yield.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, this matter
has been hanging now for three or four days. I could have
pressed my motion this morning, which would perhaps have
resulted in no quorum and discontinued all legislation for the
day; but, yielding to the suggestion made by Senators upon
the other side, I deferred my motion until this time. I feel,
however, that in justice to the demand that is behind this
great question I should press it at this time.

Mr. GALIANGER. I have, of course, no fault to find with
the Senator.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is before the
Senate.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I want to make a very
brief statement about this matter. This is what is known as
the anti-injunction bill. It originated in the House, having
been introduced by Mr. CrAayroxN, and passed the House, I
think, on the 15th of last month—a month ago. It came to the
Senate—I do not remember the particular day—and was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. It was recognized
as an exceedingly important measure and was referred to a
subcommittee of five, of which I am a member. The other
members of the committee are the Senator from New York
[Mr. Roor], who is chairman of the subcommittee; the Senator
from Minnesota [Mr. Nrrson], the Senator from New York
[Mr. O'GorMaN], and the Senator from West Virginin [Mr.
CHILTON ].

The subcommittee has endeavored to have meetings, and
has held a number of meetings for the purpose of hearing
those who were either opposed to or in favor of the bill; and
thus far we have heard quite a large number of persons.
During the last three or four days we have held some hear-
ings, but at no meeting have we been able fo secure a quorum
of the subcommittee. But, notwithstanding that, we have pro-
ceeded with the. hearings. I personally sat one whole after-
noon alone hearing the arguments presented. The Senator
from Minnesota [Mr. NersoN] sat another afternoon alone
because I conld not be present.

The motion to discharge the committee comes from the minor-
ity side of the Chamber. The two minority members of the
commiitee have not been able to be present with us at all. I
do not complain about that, because I know they have been
engaged elsewhere and have bgen necessarily absent. We all
know that at this particular period it is exceedingly difficult
to get the members of any committee together, and I think a
motion of this kind ought not to be pressed at the present time.

The subcommittee intends to go ahead with this matter just
as rapidly as possible, and intends to make its report to the
full committee, and I hope the full committee will act upon it
and report to the Senate before the session adjourns.

Mr. President, the measure is an exceedingly important one.
It involves substantial and vital changes in  existing law.
There are a very large number of persons in the United States
who are interested in it; a very large number who are insisting
upon its adoption and another very large number who are very
much opposed to the measure; and a measure of such far-
reaching importance ought to be given due consideration. It
ought not to be hurried through without careful consideration
and without giving everybody who is interested, within reason-
able limits, an opportunity to present his views.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I have no
desire at all to be unreasonable in the proposition, but I do
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insist that while there is a large element in our population
opposed to this bill there is, on the other side, an exceedingly
large element in favor of it. This proposition or a similar
one has had the indorsement of two Republican Presidents.
Such a measure passed the House by an overwhelming major-
ity, and there is a powerful public sentiment behind it; and
inasmuch as we will next week simply convene for the pur-
pose of recessing and then convene again for the purpose of
recessing, and there is no reasonable probability of a declara-
tion being made on this guestion one way or the other, I feel
that in justice to the demand behind this measure I am jus-
tified in pressing this question at the present time.

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the
conslderation of executive business.

COAL MINING IN OEKLAHOMA.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I should like——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield. .

Mr. GORE. When the calendar was under consideration this
afternoon Order of Business 645 went over on the objection of
the senior Senator from New Hampshire. He has since very
kindly assured me that he Would not press the obJection if the
bill came up again.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct. I looked for the Sen-
ator's colleague, and did not see him, and neither did I see
the Senator in the Chamber, and for that reason I asked that
the bill go over. I have no objection whatever to its present
consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the
Senater from Oklahoma that there is pending a resolution of-
fered by the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I will defer to the Senator
from Oklahoma, but I should like a vote on my proposition.

Mr. GORE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (8. 3843) granting to the coal-mining com-
panies in the State of Oklahoma the right to acquire additional
acreage adjoining their mine leases, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. HEYBURN. Let the bill be read.

Mr. GORE. I should like to say it is a mensure which was
introduced by my colleague, and in the passage of which he is
vitally interested. I do it on his account.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be read.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid-
eration.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs with amendments. The first amendment was, on page
1, line 4, after the words “grant to,” to insert * the operator
of ”; and in line 8, after the word “ Oklahoma,” to insert “not
to exceed in any case 640 acres of land,” so as to read:

That the Secretary of the Interior, under rules and regulations to be

rescribed by him, may grant to the operator of any coal mine or mines
the State of Oklahoma the right to acquire additional acreage from
the unleased segregated coal lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Na-

ﬁf.mlls “lln the Btate of Oklahoma, not to exceed in any case 640 acres
of lan

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 4, after the word
“faith,” to insert “and in only such cases as may be found
necessary for the successful administration of such mine,” so
as to read:

And provided further, That the right to acquire such additional lands
ghall extend only to coal-mining ecorporations, individual or Individuals
actually operating coal mines In said State in good faith, and in only
guch cnses as may be found necessary for the successful administration
of such mine.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

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

Mr. GALLINGER. I renew my motion that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of executive business.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I rise to a point of order. I
insist that there is not a guorum present. I ask that the roll
be called. .

Mr. GALLINGER. That ends both of us.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. All right.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jer-
sey suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call
the roll.

The Becretary called the roll,

and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Fletcher Lodge '~ Bmith, Ariz,
Bacon Gallinger Martine, N. J. Smith, Ga.
Bristow Gardner Mpyers Stephenson
g;{:\;ln gort]:] Nelson Itli‘ﬁt e%and
eyburn Page ornton
Culberson Jones Pomerene Wetmore

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Twenty-four Senators have
answered to their names. A guorum of the Senate is not
present.

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 17, 1912, at
12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
SATURDAY, June 15, 1912.

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.

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

We come to Thee O God our heavenly Father to renew our
vows and consecrate ourselves to Thee, and by the uplift of
prayer receive strength for the duties which wait upon us. We
realize that whatever else is of value in life character rises
superior to all. Help us, therefore, to add day by day to our
character until we reach that perfection in Christ Jesus our
Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedjngs of yesterday was read and
approved.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr, Greex of Iowa, by unanimous consent, was given leave
to withdraw from the files papers relating to bill H. R. 22346,
the same not having been acted upon by the committee to which
it was referred.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 25069,
the sundry civil appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

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

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill
of which the Clerk will read the title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill . R, T 1 ?sea
of the Gc(:uf'lemnmgg? 63:}1' nt?lg lggc:}:py:g: 1:}:113&;;3 gg:ém gﬁq 16!);3 and for
other purposes.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the pending amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia last night, which
the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, line 6, 112, by strik out “ §75,000" and Inserting in
lien theg.{o! " Sng.nQﬁ)." - 5% » =

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, last night at the adjournment
I introduced this amendment to strike out, in line 6, page 112,
“$75,000 " and insert in lieu thereof “ $179,900.” The situation,
Mr. Chairman, is this—and I have no criticism to make of the
Committee on Appropriations for cutting this appropriation to
$75,000, because in the year 1910-11 the appropriation was
for the identical sum that is carried in this particular bill
But on June 30, 1911, this prison had to its credit the sum of
$171,440.05. During the current year from 1911 and 1912
up to the present time the Federal prison in Atlanta had ex-
pended $226,449 in construction, and at this time they have a
balance on hand amounting to $20,000.

Now, Mr, Chairman, every gentleman on the floor of this
House is interested in this appropriation, because every Member
has constitnents either in Atlanta or at Leavenworth, and when
we are legislating for this prison you are legislating for your
own constituents.
Mr. SIMS. Desirable citizens? [Laughter.]

Mr, HOWARD. The result is that if this appropriation re-
mains at $75,000 it will be impossible to earry out the pro-
visions of this particular section, because it says that this
amount of money “shall become immediately available and to
remain available until expended, all of which sum shall be so
expended as to give the maximum amount of employment to the
inmates of said penitentiary.”
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. Now, the result of this particular amount being earried, and
no additional amount, the prisoners at Atlanta could not be
worked up to their full capacity-for a period longer than four
months. I have a statement from the warden and from the
Department of Justice. The Attorney General just a few days
ago wrote me this letter. Now, this is a matter of importance
to the department, and I do not know as much about it as they
do, but the Attorney General says under date of June 5, 1912:

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
OFFICE Oﬁr Tl—;'? A"rroagi:% G}aﬂzut-, e
ashington . O, June §, 1912,
Hon. WiLLiaM 8. Howarb, i 2 2
House of Representatives.

My Depar Mgz, Howarp: You are very familiar with the condition
of things at the Atlanta Penitentiary and the needs of pushing the
construction of the new buildings there. We estimated for the next
year's work for continuing that construction $179,900; in the sundry
civil bill ss’just reported (p, 112, line 6) that estimate hag re-
duced to $75,000.

‘I would be very much obliged for such assistance as you might give
in bringing about an increase of that amount. You will find in the
printed hearings before the subcommittee of the Appropriations Com-
mittee in charge of the sundry eivil bill, part 2, pages 1448 to 1452,
the statement made by the assistant superintendent of prisons as to
the needs of construction for the next year.

Faithfully, yours,
Geo. W. WICKERSHAM,
Attorney General.

Now, here are the actual necessities at this prison. The esti-
mate included $61,000 for general construction, which is needed
for the purchase of all necessary materials for supervision not
otherwise specifically provided for in other items; $4,500 for
lumber and other materials for finishing the building and ap-
proaches thereto—the hospital building, which is very much
needed at Atlanta. This work ought to be pushed to conclusion
as rapidly as possible becaunse of the faect that when the esti-
mates were made for 1913 they only had 600 prisoners at At-
lanta, and now we have 946 prisoners there, or the daily aver-
age of 835, and the hospital is very much needed. The estimate
for that building is $28,900.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia
has expired.

Mr. HOWARD.
five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time be ex-
tended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no cbjection. : .,

Mr. HOWARD. That includes all materials necessary for
constructing the building, but does not include the amount
necessary for furnishing it. At Atlanta they are very much
in need of a laundry building. The estimate for that is $20,000.
That is a new building, and the amount of the estimate is for
material for carrying forward its construction during the
coming fiscal year. The residence of the deputy warden is esti-
mated for at $7,000. The construction of that has been com-
m d. This is for materials and eivilian labor for building
the deputy warden's residence.

Additions to the power house. The power house was con-
structed in 1807. - They want new boilers, and they need new
machinery. It is absolutely essential for the work that is
being done at that prison. That is estimated at $45,000. The
warden and the Attorney General say that the present power
house is inadequate now for the needs of the prison, and they
estimate for the cost of installing new boilers and machinery.

Prison dining room, $1,500. The floor there, by the con-
tinual use of the prisoners going into their meals and going
out, has been worn very much. It is rough and accumulates
dirt very rapidly. They need $1,500 for a new floor in the
dining room, and that ought to be immediately available. This
is to cover the cost of materials for installing a new floor in
the dining room. This new floor is absolutely necessary for the
health of the prisoners.

This makes an aggregate of $199,900, from which may be de-
ducted $20,000, the available balance on hand at this time. The
estimate was submitted, leaving the total necessary appropria-
tion of $179,900. This estimate does not include $61,000 and
$64,000 for installing cell fronts and cell plumbing in the new
cell blocks.

Mr. Chairman, I do not think that this committee really
realizes the importance of making this appropriation available
at once. The Atlanta Federal Prison—and I am also informed
the same is true of Fort Leavenworth—is, I suppose, the most
model prison in the world. The work that is being done by the
warden in Atlanta is of the most commendable character. It
is really a prison in which the spirit of the law in administer-
ing punigshment to a man for infraction of the law is being car-
ried out—that is, imprisonment and punishment for the sole pur-
pose of reformation. There are over 30 men in that prison who
have life terms to serve, and in 17 years those men have not
had even a reprimand for an infraction of the least rule in that
prison. The whole system inaugurated by the warden in At-

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for

lanta is modern. It is up to date, and he has proven himself
to have unusnal executive ability, a wonderful control over men,
great syr:_npathy for the unfortunate, and we hope that the work
of carrying on the construction of this prison in Atlanta will
not be retarded by the failure of this committee at this time to
make sufficient appropriation for the work to be continued.

I know, as a matter of fact, that the Committee on Appro-
priations, having a multiplicity of items before them in making
up an appropriation bill, can not give to every item thorough
consideration, and it is a wonder to me that they do not have
more complaints registered by Members as to the amount of
appropriations than they do. But I feel they have made this
time too small an appropriation for Atlanta. I hope that the
gentlemen on the floor and in the committee will vote to give us
$179,900. We need it,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia
has again expired.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is very
much mistaken when he says that the committee does not have
information about this item.

Mr, HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I beg the gentleman’s pardon.
I did not make that statement. I complimented the committea
on making so few mistakes, and I said I thought this was one
of them.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me say what I desire to say. I
said the gentleman is mistaken when he states that we did not
have information about these matters. Here was a prison
estimated to cost $500,000. There has been expended upon it
already the sum of $1,440,000. A firm of architects, under the
same kind of contract that was discussed last evening, has re-
ceived altogether on account of this work $95,203.18. The
building of these two prisons at Atlanta and Leavenworth are
two of the most interesting governmental enterprises that have
ever been undertaken.

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield for a minute there,
in respect to the architects?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, the gentleman is not interested in
the architects.

Mr. HOWARD. I just wanted to ask the gentleman if he
did not think that because the architects had gotten these
enormous sums of the money instead of its going into the build-
ings we ought now to have some which we can put into the
buildings?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will not the gentleman permit me to
proceed? He has had all the time he wished. 'The history of
these two enterprises is very interesting. They were designed
to accommodate at first certain military prisoners. They have
been changed and enlarged until over $3,000,000 had been ex-
pended upon the two prisons, and nobody has yet been able to
determine when they are likely to be completed or what the
total expenditure upon them is likely to be.

The reason for the change from one prison to another was the
necessity of providing the convicts at these prisons with some
sort of work to keep them occupied. It was believed by keeping
these prisons under construction at such a rate as would enable
the convict labor to be utilized to the largest possible extent
that not only could the prisons be completed within some reason-
able degree of cost, but that thereby one of the very difficult
problems in prison management would be solved. The Attorney
General, apparently, has an entirely different notion. He seems
to imagine that it is necessary to complete these buildings with
a great rush, to finish them as quickly as possible, and after
that is done we will be confronted with one of the most trouble-
some problems that occurs in prison management, and that is
to find some means of keeping occupied the prisoners. In the
year 1912 the appropriation was $75,000; it was $75,000 in 1911;
it was $100,000 in the years 1908, 1909, and 1910; it was $S0,000
in 1907; £50,000 in 1906; $200,000 in 1905; $60,000 in 1004;
$100,000 in 1903. In this bill there is carried $500,000 to en-
able the Attorney General to care for the convicts of the United
States in State prisons and penitentiaries, in so far as there are
insufficient accommodations in the Federal penitentiaries. There
is no necessity for erowding these prisoners in these fwo prisons.
The intention of the law is not that they should be crowded,
and ample means are given to the Department of Justice to
properly care for all the convicts of the United States that have
to be cared for. It would be unwise, in my opinion, to attempt
this work at the speed which the Attorney General now desires.
I hope the amendment will not be agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment,

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it \

On a division (demanded by Mr. Howarp) there were—ayes
8, noes 22. )

So the amendment was rejected.

o —
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Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word *“ penitentiary,” in line 9, page 112, add the follow-
ing: * Provided, That of the appropriation of $75,000 herein made
not exceeding $3,500 shall be pald as compensation for the services of
an architect or architects.”

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced the
noes seemed to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. Beair of Texas) there
were—ayes 24, noes none.

So the amendment was adopted.

The Clerk read as follows:

(1) Miscellaneous objects, Department of Justice.

Mr. BEALL of Texas, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the
following amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding, after line 13, page 112, the following: * Provided,
That no part of any appropriation made under this act for the following
purposes, nam_elf-, conduct of customs cases; defending suits in claims
agailnst the United States; detection and }Jmsecution of crimes; en-
forcement of antitrust laws; suits to set aside conveyances of allotted
land, Five Civilized Tribes; enforcement of acts to regulate commerce;
for payment of assistants to the Attorney General and to United States
district attorneys employed by the Attorney General to ald in special
cases; and for Enymenl: of such miscellaneous expenditures as may be
aunthorized by the Attorney General in United States courts and their
officers shall be used for the payment of any salary, fee, compensation,
or allowance in any form whatever to any person who holds any other
office, place, position, or appointment under the United States Govern-
ment, or any department thereof, or who within two years next

receding the date of his appointment, designation, or employment
Bﬂﬂ heltF any other office, place, ‘fleosit'lon, or appointment under the
United States Government or any department thereof.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, I reserve a point of order
.on the amendment.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is
subject to the point of order. It is clearly a limitation on the
appropriation. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment there are cer-
tain abuses which have arisen in connection with the expendi-
ture of these various lump-sum appropriations, and this amend-
ment is intended to correct these abuses and these evils, It
is aimed at two practices that prevail to a greater or less
degree in the Department of Justicee The one is taking a
district attorney or an assistant distriet attorney who was
already drawing a salary from the Government and desig-
nating him as a special assistant to the Attorney General, per-
haps taking him out of his district and out of his State and
giving him large compensation for this additional service. Let
me call the attention of the committee to one instance in
which that has occurred, and while, perhaps, it is the most
flagrant case, yet it typifies the practice that is prevailing.

Marion Erwin for many years was district attorney for the
southern district of Georgia. As district attorney of that dis-
trict he received a salary of $3,500 per year. In 1901 he was
appointed special assistant to the Attorney General and given
charge of the prosecution of the litigation against Carter,
Greene, Gaynor, and others. That employment as special as-
sistant to the Attorney General carried with it a salary of
$5,000 per annum, and in addition to that a commission of, I
believe, 10 per cent upon the net amounts that might be re-
covered as a result of that litigation. That employment began
in 1901. Mr. Erwir continued to be district attorney for the
southern distriet of Georgia until about April, 1912, and during
all that time continued his connection as a special assistant to
the Attorney General at the salary that I have named.

Mr. SIMS. And collected both salaries?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. And collected both salaries.

Mr. SIMS. His regular salary as district attorney?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. His regular salary as district attor-
ney of $3,500 a year and this additional salary of $5,000 a year.
During most of that time, I think I am justified in saying, the
duties of his position as special assistant to the Attorney Gen-
eral required his presence in other places than the distriet in
which he was district attorney.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Texas have five minutes additional.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there cbjection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, his salary as district
attorney for the 11 years amounted to nearly $40,000. His sal-
ary as spacial assistant to the Attorney General for 11 years
amounted to $55,000. In addition, he was paid $2,500 for serv-
ices antedating his regular appointment and was given a large
allowance for expenses, and, in addition to that, a commission
upon the total collections made by him in the Greene and Gaynor

cases. Mr. Erwin received a total of $100,602 cash up to June
last year out of the Greene and Gaynor cases, and about $40,000
for his services as district attorney for the southern district of
Georgia.

Mr. SIMS. . How much of that sum was commission?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I can not tell the gentleman the pre-
g;s; 0%%111, but at that time the commissions paid him were about

Mr. SIMS. I thought possibly you had it right there.

Mr, BURLESON. Can the gentleman give us the aggregate
salary he received during the 11 years, including his special
compensation and the commissions?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. In addition to the amount of $100,602
just named he had received the salary of $3,500 per annum, and
estimated that about $20,000 would be due him when certain
other property had been disposed of. His employment as special
assistant still continues and that of district attorney until about
April of this year. For the 11 years’ service his total payments
will probably exceed $150,000. And while we are on the Greene
and Gaynor cases let me call the attention of the Committee to
another thing. One Edward I. Johnson was a bank examiner
at the time the Greene and Gaynor cases came to the front.
He was employed by the Department of Justice as a special
accountant at $20 a day and expenses, beginning in 1901. That
employment continued at that rate until about 1908, when his
allowance was increased to $25 a day and expensez. Of course,
I have no desire to reflect upon the services of Mr. Johnson.
In all probability they were extremely valuable. The record
discloses the faet that he was an unusually industrious and
diligent man, because during those many years he worked
practically all the Sabbath Days. The Fourth of July found
him at work. Thanksgiving Day Le labored; he did not cbserve
Christmas Day always or all of the other numerous holidays
that Governrment employees usually observe and respect. Inei-
dentally it might be said that on these holidays when he worked
he received his usual allowance of $20 a day and expenses and,
later, $25 a day and expenses. -

Mr. PUJO. Will the gentleman from Texas yield for a

question?
Mr. BEALL of Texas. With pleasure.
Mr. PUJO. I desire to call the gentleman’s attention to

section 1763 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which
reads as follows:

No person who holds an office the salary or annual compensation
attached to which amounts to the sum of $2,500 shall receive com-
pensation for discharging the dutles of any other office unless expressly
authorized by law.

And I would like to ask the gentleman whether or not the
employment of these gentlemen in other capacities was in his
judgment or not a violation of the section just read from the
Revised Statutes of the United States?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Bearr] has expired.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, if it does not trespass
too much on the indulgence of the committee, I would like
another five minutes. -

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for five minutes longer. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I will state to the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. Pujo] that it was undoubtedly the intention
of Congress when it enacted that statute to prevent just such
occurrences as we have witnessed in the Krwin case and in a
number of other cases. But between the Supreme Court of
the United States and the Comptroller of the Treasury what
appears to me to be the plain meaning of the statute has been
construed away, because they have held that these other ap-
pointments did not constitute the appointee’s offices, and they
held that the law applied only to prevent the holding at the
same time by any one individual of two offices and that the
appointment as special assistant to the Attorney General was -
not an office in the meaning of the statute.

iM;'. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques-
tion

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Certainly.

Mr. SIMS. What does the gentleman think of the practice of
permitting an officer of the law, whose duties are specified, to
resign that position and then afterwards to be empleyed to do
the same service at a greatly increased salary?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I am coming to that proposition.

While I am on the Johnson case, I will state that Mr. Johnson
received at the time these figures were given, about the middle
of last year, for his services in connection with the Greene
and Gaynor cases and expenses $126,140.94, and so far as I am
advised, the employment of Mr. Johnson in the Greene and
Carter cases still continues.
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Now, gentlemen, I do not want to have any misunderstanding.
I am not seeking to convey the idea that these men have not
rendered valuable service. It was an exiremely difficult case,
and so far as I can judge from the record, these men have
prosecuted this case with great diligence and with a consider-
able degree of success.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to
the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr, CANNON. How many years did this litigation run?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. It has continued from about the year
1901 up to the present time.

Mr. CANNON. And it involved litigation in the United States
and in Canada, did it not?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Yes.

Mr. CANNON. About what was the recovery, finally?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Well, up to June last there had been
recovered in cash $273.372.85. In addition to that, certain
property and securities were recovered, the total estimated value
thereof being $493,963.90.

Mr. CANNON. And the parties were convicted, were they
not? !

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Yes. Carter was convicted by court-
martial and Greene and Gaynor by the courts.

Mr. CANNON. I know nothing about the case, except that
the newspapers were full of it

Mr. BEALL of Texas. It was a very celebrated case, and I
do not doubt but that these officials used their utmeost exertions
not only to vindicate the law by convicting the violators of it,
but also to make recovery in behalf of the United States. The
total expenses of the Carter, Greene, and Gaynor cases up to the
time this tabulation was made amounted to $381,387.01. The
estimated value of the recoveries was $403,963.90.

But that is getting off, Mr. Chairman, from the latter part
of the amendment. The Iatter part of the amendment is in-
tended to correct another abuse that I think is more flagrant
and more unjustifiable than the one to which I called your at-
tention, and that is the practice of men holding positions, such
as district attorneys or assistant district attorneys, after it has
been developed through their offices or otherwise that the Gov-
ernment has a sufficient basis for a prosecution in some par-
ticular case, resigning their positions as district attorneys or
as assistant district attorneys, with the salaries that are at-
tached to those positions, and then being immediately reem-
ployed by the Department of Justice to perform the very work
that they would have been under obligation to perform had they
retained their official positions.

Let me call your attention to some of these cases: Some years
ago Mr. McReynolds was serving the Government in some ca-
pacity at a salary of $5,000 per annum. On the 1st day of
January, 1907, he resigned. On the 1st day of February, 1907,
he was reemployed by the Department of Justice at a salary
of $16,000 and rendered the same character of service to the
Government that he was rendering under his appointment at
$5.000 per year.

My, Stimson was distriet attorney of the southern district of
New York at a salary of $10,000 per year when thé sugar-fraud
cases came to the surface. Mr, Stimson resigned his position
as distriet attorney of the southern district of New York and
was immediately appointed as a special assistant to the Attor-
ney General, Had he remained district attorney for the south-
ern district of New York it would have been his duty as an
official to have performed the very service for the Government
that he did perform as a special assistant to the Attorney Gen-
eral. Now, I am willing to assume that the service he rendered
was an efficient service, and that it brought substantial returns
to the Government of the United States.

Mr. CLINE. What was his salary?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. As district attorney his salary was
$10,000 a year. As a special assistant to the Attorney General
in prosecuting the sugar-fraud inquiries he received $83,000, of
which $60,000 was a fee and $14,000 his expenses.

Mr. SIMS. Covering what time?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Covering probably a year or a year
and a half of actual and active service in the prosecution of
those cases. 3

Mr. SIMS. What position does he now occupy?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Myr. Stimson is now Secretary of War
under the present administration, and he was appointed this
special assistant to the Attorney General by the present Attor-
ney General of the United States,

Now, Mr, Chairman, I think the most flagrant case is yet to
be mentioned. Mr. Winfred T. Denison was assistant to the
district attorney for the southern district of New York, Mr.

Stimson. As such assistant he received a salary of $4,000 a
year, I believe,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SIMS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Texas have five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time
of the gentleman from Texas be extended five minutes, Is
there objection?

There was no objection.
~ Mr. BEALL of Texas. On March 27, 1909, Mr. Denison re-
signed as assistant to the district attorney for the southern dis-
trict of New York. On March 29, 1009, he was appointed spe-
cial assistant to the Attorney General, his compensation to be
determined by the Attorney General on the completion of sery-
ice, to assist in conducting investigations into the sugar frauds
and prosecutions which might result therefrom in the southern
district of New York, eastern district of New York, and New Jer-
sey, with authority to conduct grand-jury proceedings, the very
character of service that he would have been obligated to per-
form as assistant to the district attorney of the southern dis-
trict of New York, and his salary as assistant district attorney
was $4,000 a year.

On January 28, 1910, Mr. Denison was appointed Assistant
Attorney General at a salary of $5,000 per annum. Between
these dates, in March, 1909, and January, 1910, Mr. Denison
performed services for which he received the sum of $28,750,
together with his expenses, which were small. In other words,
he resigned a place paying him $4,000 a year, was immediately
appointed to do the very work that he could have done as as-
gistant to the district attorney [Mr. Stimson], who had also
resigned to be reemployed, and for that work of about 10
months received $28,000 compensation, and upon the completion
of that service returned to the service of the Government at the
annual salary of $5,000. Now, I think that presents a condi-
tion that requires correction at the hands of Congress, and I
offer the amendment, which I trust will be adopted. [Applause.]

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, as I remarked yesterday, the
charge for professional services usually seems high to those
who do not render the service; but the gentleman only half
states the ease. I have not personally practiced law very much
since I became a Member of Congress, but my junior partner
has a very large portion of his time been engaged in the prac-
tice of the law on the basis of $100 a day, with extra pay for
extra time oecupied for long hours of day or evening work.
Now, that does not mean that he only renders his services, and
it does not mean in these cases that the gentlemen referred
to by the gentleman from Texas simply gave their own services.
It means that the services of a law office with its clerks, its
stenographers, its experts looking up the law, its experts ex-
a}:ninlng into the evidence, from that law office, are brought into
play.

Very often there are additional charges for certain work, but
in the general class of work the office renders certain services.
That is the ease with all large firms in every great city. The
individual member of tlie law firm, paid at rather a high rate,
dves not intend to look into all the details either of the law or
the facts in the first instance. I have known my junior partner
to keep three stenographers and a number of clerks busy day
after day under his supervision with the work which he was
doing in court and for which he was paid. Doubtless that is
the way in all these cases.

Let us see what the effect of the gentleman's amendment
would be. Take the Greene and Gaynor case, a very celebrated
case. The main work which was done in that case was not
in the recovery which the gentleman refers to, but in the prose-
cution which resulted in convietion, and which added a great
deal to the moral effect of honesty in public life. In that case
the district attorney became involved and interested in the
prosecution of the case. No reasonable man wonld expect a
distriet attorney in Georgia to continue the prosecution of that
case with the diligence which he ought to use, for the ordinary
distriet attorney’s salary. One of two things would be neces-
sary, either that they should engage other counsel in his place
or else should pay him in some way additional compensation.

Now, the gentleman proposes by his amendment to insert a
provision by which he could not be paid additional pay while
he was district attorney, and if he resigned he could not be
retained in the case at all. It is an unreasonable proposi-
tion, and the district attorney there or anywhere else, engaged
in a case of that kind which requires work both night and day
and Sunday and holidays, should be allowed extra compensa-
tion. The district attorney would not have remained in the
case unless he could be paid for extra work performed, if he is
the ordinary district attorney or lawyer. No lawyer of ability
can afford to give the gray matter in his brain in a great case,
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constantly working at all hours in the day, year after year,
perhaps, on the basis of $3,600 a year. Nor can the Govern-
ment expect to obtain the best results by such a course.

A portion of the Greene and Gaynor case was tried in Chicago.
The gentlemen on the other side had engaged the best counsel
which they could procure. The Government was entitled to
have the services of just as eminent counsel and to pay a rea-
sonable sum for those services. The final result in that case
justified, in my judgment, what the Government did. Baut
even if the prosecution had not been successful the Government
still ought to have had the services of able counsel.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. WIll the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I call the gentleman’s attention to
the fact that, in addition to the services of Mr. Johnson and
Mr. Erwin, the Government paid about $84,000, according to
a hasty calenlation I have made, for services of other persons,
and some of these services, I have no doubt, were rendered in
the case at Chicago,

Mr. MANN. Certainly; the man who has charge of a great
litigation has to have the services of other lawyers in connec-
tion with himself. With half a dozen lawyers representing the
other side of the case no lawyer of standing will go into court
on a great case and rely solely on his own work and his own
ideas and his own judgment in the trying of a lawsuit.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I want to put a specific case to the
gentleman. Does the gentleman believe that it is good public
policy—take the condition as it existed with respect to Mr.
Erwin—to hold the office of district attorney from 1901 to 1911,
and still accept and enjoy this employment, which necessarily
carried him out of his distriect and interfered with the per-
formance of his duties there?

Mr. MANN. I believe that Mr, Erwin, in the work which
he did in connection with the case, was entitled to reasonable
compensation, and the amount that was paid him was not more
than a reasonable compensation. As to whether the district
attorney should be pald extra services, instead of resigning
the services of the Government, depends upon the facts of
each particular case, In this case I think it was far better
for the Government to have him retain his office of district
attorney and to pay him the extra services, instead of employ-
ing outside counsel entirely at a far higher rate of pay.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. My criticism of Mr. Erwin is that
he accepted employment in the Green and Gaynor cases, and
confinued in that service for so many years without resigning
his office of district attorney. -

Mr. MANN. Whether he neglected any of the work as dis-
trict attorney, I do not know. The gentleman does not claim
that he did. If he had resigned, under the gentleman’'s amend-
ment he could not have been retained by the Government in
charge of this prosecution,

Mr, SIMS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me to
ask him a question?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. SIMS. Like the gentleman, I prefer to do as Mr. Erwin
did, but are we not all serving for something beside the mere
dollar-and-cents compensation while in office? Should not the
district attorney have pride of position and patriotism and love
of achievement in mind, and not merely the cold dollars that
he gets out of it?

Mr. MANN. A district attorney or any other Government
official except Members of Congress is employed upon the basis
that he works about so long in the day, and is not expected to do
extra work which comes with the management of a great law-
suit. There is no design that he should. Of course we are
supposed here to work about 16 hours a day, but we pay our-
selves fairly well for it after all. The genileman refers to the
New York case. Of course I do not have the facts except as
the gentleman states them, but I have no doubt that in that
case the man who resigned in the district attorney’s office and
was retained, probably upon a per diem basis, did a great deal
of work for the Government which in fact was performed by
clerks under him whom he privately paid.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr, Chairman, I will state to the
gentleman that in addition to the salary he was paid $14,000
for expenses. While I am on my feet I would like to ask the
gentleman if he approves the practice of a district attorney
developing some great case like the sugar case and then resign-
ing his position as a district attorney and immediately aceept-
ing employment at a very greatly increased compensation, or
resigning the position of assistant district attorney, with a
ealary of $4,000 a year, in order to immediately accept a posi-
tion that paid him $28,000 in just a few months, and then
returning to the service of the same Government at a salary of

$5,000 a year? I would like to know if the gentleman approves
that sort of practice.

Mr. MANN. It depends on the particular case. When the
Government has in its employ in the district attorney's office
some one who learns the facts and gets the run of a lawsuit
which will never be tried in the ordinary course by the district
attorney’s office, and it is believed the man has the capacity to
do that, I do approve of letting him resign from the district
attorney's office to take charge of the case, instead of doing
what they used to do and what would otherwise be done,
namely, employ outside counsel altogether.

It is a familiar fact with every lawyer's office that frequently
when a lawyer’s office gets control of a big case the lawyers of
that office do not try the case, or else one of them disassociates
himself entirely from the law work in the office to devote his
attention to the particular case. I have known lawyers con-
nected with a law firm who did not go to the office of the law
firm—that is, the regular office—for more than a year, because,
taking hold of a particular piece of litigation, they organized
an outside office for that purpose and gave no attention at all
to the ordinary business of the law office. Let us take the case
which, I presume, has occurred to the gentleman’s mind, though
it has not been mentioned, of the distingnished gentleman from
Tennessee, who has recently been employed in the Steel Trust
investigation. I do not undertake to say whether Mr. Dickinson
should have resigned as Secretary of War and should thereafter
have been appointed in charge of the Government’s case against
the Steel Trust, and yet, when it is perfectly patent that some-
body would have to be employed, if the executive authorities
believed that Mr. Dickinson was the man to be employed, I can
see no reason for not employing him and no reason for paying
him less than would be paid to other competent counsel.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, as a Tennesseean I feel proud of
Mr. Dickinson, but at the same time I want to say to the gen-
tleman that if, when a member of the Cabinet, he resigned with
an understanding at the time that he was to receive a more
Iucrative appointment, it is something that ought to be severely
condemned. But I do not believe that such were the facts in
that case. However, that case is not upon a parallel with the
case of the present Secretary’ of War, who was in office on a
salary as district attorney of $10,000 a year, and who resigned
that office and was immediately employed to do just what he
would have done as district attorney for a period of one year,
during which time he was paid about $70,000, and then after
that special service expired accepted a $12,000 seat in the
Cabinet.

Mr. MANN. However that may be, I know this, that yon
can not try these great lawsuits in the great cities of the coun-
try upon the basis which used to obtain in trying a lawsuit as
it is tried in a small country town. You have got to meet the
great lawyers of the country in the lawsuits, and the Govern-
ment ought to meet them with competent counsel.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate
on the pending amendment close in 10 minutes. .

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ordered.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

Mr, SAUNDERS. Mr. Chairman, this debate has illustrated
the fact that there is no condition of things however sean-
dalous, that will not find a defender. The material brought to
our attention by the gentleman from -Texas [Mr. Bearr] dis-
closes a most anomalous and outrageous state of affairs in the
administration of one department of our Government. It has
been suggested in the course of this argument that a Govern-
ment employee, such as a .district attorney who had been ap-
pointed to the Government service with the idea that he will
discharge whatever duties may properly attach to his office, is
under no obligation to afford his best service in the conduct of
a case of unusual difficulty, unless he is afforded additional
compensation, so as to make his total allowance commensurate
with the fees of the high-priced counsel to-whom he may be op-
posed. This is as much as to say that a soldier who is con-
fronted for the first time with a serviee of real danger, is justi-
fied in refusing to go forward against the enemy unless his pay
is then and there advanced. Mr. Chairman, such a doctrine is a
reflection upon every Government official in the United States,
and if there is any district attorney, or other prosecuting officer
who holds to such a view, and claims that with respect to any
prosecution of unusnal difficulty arising within his district, or
fairly appertaining to his discharge of duty, he is under no ob-
ligation to render the best service of which he is capable, with-
out thought of additional compensation or regard for the fees of
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opposing counsel, then such an official is an unworthy member
of the prosecuting branch, and should be dismissed from the
Government service. [Applause.]

Such an attitude can not be too strongly condemned as vicious
per se, and demoralizing in the extreme. Permit me to give an
illustration on this line. In the State of Virginia, from which
1 come, the attorneys for the Commonwealth prosecute every
form of crime. They recelve from the State a fee of $10 in a
case of felony, and an allowance from the county of from $300
to $1,000 a year.

In many counties the allowance is not as much as $500, and
I know of no county in which the allowance is more than
$1,000. Yet the very best lawyers in my State are in many
cases prosecuting attorneys. Not infrequently they are opposed
in felony trials by counsel of the very highest ability who will
receive anywhere from $1,000 to $2,500 for their services. It
is news indeed to me that in these, or any other prosecutions,
the State is not entitled to expect the highest service of which
her prosecutors are capable, unless they are afforded a supple-
mentary allowance for the particular case, so as fo make his
fees measurably equal to those of opposing counsel. As yet we
have not reached that attitude, or come to regard the duty of
our prosecuting officials from that point of view. Having taken
the offices with full knowledge of the compensation attached,
these officials prosecute all cases alike, and when orposed by
high-priced counsel of exceptional ability, they regard the cir-
cumstances as a challenge for the utmost exercise of their
powers, rather than an ocecasion for a demand for additional
compensation. I have in mind one Commonwealth’s attorney
who was promoted from that position to be a judge of the
supreme court of my State.

During a long term of office, he rendered services of the high-
est quality, and prosecuted many of the most important criminal
cases in the State of Virginia, for the supposedly pitiful and
inadequate compensation I have mentioned. When an attorney
is appointed one of the district attorneys of the United States,
he is expected to prosecute all the cases arising within his dis-
trict, whatever their kind, or quality, may be and without re-
gard to the number, mental quality, or caliber of the counsel
who may be-opposed to him. If it is considered in respect of
some particular case that the district attorney ought to give
all of his time to it for any considerable proportion of his term,
it would be far better and more desirable in every way, includ-
ing the detail of economy, for the Government to give him an
additional assistant at the salary that goes with that appoint-
ment, and permit the regularly appointed district attorney to
devote himself to the particular subject, or case requiring his
undivided attention.

The illutrations that have been furnished by the gentleman
from Texas show, as I have =aid, a most scandalous, outrageous,
and T might almost say, disgraceful condition of affairs in con-
nection with official prosecutions by this Government. I am
astonished that there could be found anywhere in the United
Staies a district attorney who having been appointed upon the
theory that his whole time and his highest service to the fullest
capacity of his intellectnal make-up should be rendered to the
Government which for the time being, is his client, should dis-
regard the plain call.of duty, and when confronted with some
case of unusual diffienlty, should be langunid, or indifferent in
the discharge of that duty, until his interest is quickened, and
his energies stimulated by additional compensation so manipu-
lated and afforded by indirection that in the result it is measur-
ably equal to the fees of counsel for the adversary interest.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia
has expired.

Mr. SAUNDERS. I for one will never admit that such an
attitude is a proper one, or that there has been any justification-
in reason or propriety for the course that has been pursued by
the Department of Justice in the cases which have been called
to our attention by the gentleman from Texas. [Applause.]

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Ap-
propriations went very extensively into this matter. Gentlemen
will find in the hearings 10 pages of printed matter in which
these cases are given. I have never criticized the extent of
fees paid in some of these cases. They are very difficult and
involved cases, requiring the services of the most eminent law-
yers in the United States, who practice law in places where the
remuneration is very high and where, if it be necessary for the
Government to obtain services of such men, no criticism ean be
indulged in for the payment fo them of the ordinary compensa-
tion that would be paid by private individuals. 'The practice
against which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Brarr] com-
plains is a practice which I believe deserves severe condemna-
tion. I do not agree with the genileman from Illinois [Mr.
Maxx~] that after n man has been employed as a public servant
and in the performance of his duty obtains information of

peculiar advantage to the Government he is then justified in re-
signing from his position and practically blackjacking the
Government into employing him at a much larger compensation.

Let me call attention to a case not mentioned by the gentle-
man from Texas:

Townsend, Burdette D.: Assistant United States attorney, North Da-
kota, August 12, 1904, §1,200 ; resigned May 31,

8 assistant attorney, breson. September 26, 1907, case a t
Bouthern Pacific Railway Co., re land grants, ete. No additional com-
pensation, but to be allowed expenses and $0 per day in lien of sub-

Special assistant attorney, Oregon, December 24, 1907, being amend-
ment of appointment of September 26, 1907, to the extent that compen-
sation will be determined.

8 roey, Oregon, 2 5
Ehecial amiston: L Afumney Umiral June 8 WI0, coetlend s
olorado, etc. ; compensation to be determined.
Bpecial assistant to Attorney General, Oregon and California land-
grant suite, June 16, 1910; until July 1, 1910, compensation to be at
rate of $4,500 per annum; after July 1, 1910, to receive $450 per
menth on account and final compensation to be determined. Appol?:t-
ment extended from time to time to cover other publle-land cases, ete.

Still in service.

Compensation, $31,775.

Here was an attorney who was glad to be an assistant to the
United States district attorney, at $1,200 a year for four years,
and then by the favor of some high official he is given special
appointments which net him in excess of $38,000 a year during
the next four years.

The New York cases I have discussed on other oecasions. I
do not believe that what was done there can be justified. Here
were two gentlemen oecupying official positions, and they did
what they were justified in doing. They announced that at a
certain time they could not accept reappointments, and that it
was imperative that they retire from public service in order to
practice their profession. That, owing to conditions, they were
under obligations to their families and themselves to retire
from public serviee and to practice law privately. So they re-
tired, but they were immediately retained in the cases “upon
which they had be engaged, and affer a year one gentleman
received $69,000 and the other $28,000 for their services. The
unfortunate part of the situation is this: Omne of these gentle-
men who resigned immediately upon the completion of the spe-
cial work accepted a position at $5,000 a year in the Govern-
ment service. One gentleman, who asserted that it was abso-
lutely essential that he should quit public life and devote him-
self to the accumulation of money for his family, became a can-
didate for high publie office in New York State, in which, if he
had been suceessful, he would have had placed upon him finan-
cial burdens greater than ever. Having failed in that contest,
he accepied a position in the President’'s Cabinet at $12,000 a
year, with burdens which are largely in excess of any that
eould possibly have fallen upon him in the other position. Of
course the unusual distinetion of occupying either office might
impel sacrifices that otherwise would not be made and per-
haps accounts for this action.

Something should be done, however, in my opinion, to reform
what I believe to be a grievous abuse. If this amendment will
accomplish that result, I shall be glad to see the amendment
adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Firzcerarp] has expired. The question is on the
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bearr].

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I notice the amendment com-
mences with “Provided,” so and so.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I intended it as a limitation on those
appropriations. =

Mr. MANN. It is not a proviso, and it is not required to
commence with a proviso in order to be a limitation. I suggest
to the gentleman to strike out the proviso.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. It is entirely agreeable to me, Mr.
Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the correction will be
made.

Mr. MANN. If the Chair understands, the motion is to strike
out the proviso.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I ask that it be simply inserted as a
new paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to strike out the word
“Provided,” and insert that which follows as a4 new paragraph.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask to return to page
34, under the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. A point of
order was pending against the provision.

The CHAIRMAN. Beginning on line 127

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes; beginning on line 12. I
reserved a point of order against it, and I now make the point
of order, Mr. Chairman, if there is no objection to returning,
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and ask for a ruling. I do not think it will be contended that
it is not subject to a point of order. It is clearly a change of
existing law. TFirst, I want to get unanimous consent to return
to page 34,

The CHAIRMAN. We have already returned to page 34 for
the purpose of considering the point of order.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Then, Mr. Chairman, I make
the point of order which I reserved on the paragraph, begin-
ning on line 12, page 34. The point of order is that the language
therein contained is clearly a change of existing law, beginning
with the words—

Hereafter the ﬁmviso of the act of July 1, 1898 (30 Stat. L., p. 604),
directing that all bonds, notes, and checks shall be printed on hand-
rolier presses shall not apply to checks, the back and tints of all United
States bonds, and the backs and tints of all United States paper
money—
shiall not apply, and so forth. I ask for a ruling.

Mr. CAMPBELL. How far down on the next page?

The CHAIRMAN. To what portion does the gentleman make
the point of order?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. To the whole paragraph.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ending on line 4, page 357

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Ending with line 4, page 385.
I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that at least one
part of the paragraph is subject to a point of order, and there-
fore sustains the point of order. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Miscellaneous objects, Department of Justice.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the Clerk just read line 13.
The amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Bearn] came in after line 13. I do not know whether the Clerk
bhas it that way or not.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read, beginning on line 14,

page 112,

The Clerk read as follows:

Detection and prosecution of crimes: For the detection and prosecu-
tlon of crimes agninst the United States; the investigation of the
official acts, records, and accounts of marshals, attorneys, clerks, and
referees of the United States courts and the Territorial courts, and
United States commissioners, for which purpose all the official papers,
records, and dockets of sald officers, without exception, shall be exam-
ined by the agents of the Attorney General at any time; for the pro-
tection of the person of the President of the United States; for such
other investigations regarding official matters under the control of the
Department of Justice as may be directed by the Attorney General, to
be expended under the direction of the Attorney General, $400,000.

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. :

Mr. Chairman, petitions and resolutions from organizations
representing over 30,000 men and women of California, urging
an appropriation at this session of Congress sufficient to insure
the enforcement of the white-slave-traflic act of June 25, 1910,
furnish evidence of the great interest manifested in my State
touching the activities of the Department of Justice in this
work. I have frequently conferred with the able chairman of
the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD],
and consulted with the Department of Justice in relation to the
amount to be ecarried in this bill under the head of * Detection
amd prosecution of erimes.” \

It was my purpose, in case the appropriation carried was not
ample, to offer-an amendment from the floor providing a sum
fully adequate to carry on this important work, which so vitally
concerns the welfare of the women and girls of my native State
and of the entire Nation.

My correspondence with the department, however, and the
statements of the chairman of this committee satisfy me that
the committee has granted the amounts asked for which will
permit those in charge of prosecutions under this act to continue
in their efforts to wipe out this infamous traffic—a traffic which
sirikes at the very foundations of the home. I can not too
strongly commend the committee for its action. TUnder the head,
“Detection and prosecution of crimes,” the last sundry ecivil
bill earried an appropriation of $350,000. Of this amount I am
informed that $75,000 was used for the prosecution of violations
under fthis act. The present paragraph carries an appropria-
tion of $400,000, $50,000 greater than the amount carried last
year, all of which increase is to be used for the investigation
and prosecution of white-slave cases. This will make available
a total of $125,000 for this particular work during the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1613, an amount which, I am informed by
Mr. Finch, is fully adequate to carry on the prosecutions under
this act, and which is the full amount that the department has
asked for. :

I was a member of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerece at the time the white-slave traffic act, the author of
which is the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mawx], then chair-
man of that committee, was reported, and I am proud to say

that I supported that act both in the committee and on the
floor of the House, and I propose, as long as I am a Member of
this body, to urge at each session appropriations ample to
prosecute violations of this act in every section of the country
until this terrible traffic is eradicated. [Applause.]

I will ask the Clerk to read a letter that I have received from
the department signed by Mr. Finch, special commissioner,
showing that this appropriation is ample for the work in the
coming fiscal year.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
OFFICE OF SPECIAL COMMISSIONER FOR THE
SUPPRESSION OF THE WHITE-SBLAVE TRAFFIC,
Washington, D. C., June 3, 1912,
Hon. J. R. KXOWLAND,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your
letter of the 31st ultimo, which has heen referred to me by the Attor-
ney General, regarding the additional funds needed by this department
mmim work in connection with the suppression of the white-aslave

C.

In reply I beg to advise you that the sum of $50,000 is the full
amonnt which the department is asking, in addition to the amount

being expended during the present fisca Eear from the appropriation

detection and prosecution of crimes, for the purpose above mtntioned.
It is believed t our expenditures for Investigation work In connee-
tion with the prosecution of violations of the white-slave traffic act
during the present fiscal year will amount to n;g{)nxtmate!y $75,000,
so that If tire additional §50,000 is provided $125,000 will be available
for such expenses during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1013.

As to just what sum will be needéd during the coming year it would,
of course, be difficult to state at the present time, and it may be that a
sum considerable in excess of the amount above stated could be used
to advantage. We are, of course, desirous of pushing our work for
the suppression of the white-slave traffic with the utinost vigor. It
has been thought, however, that we could well undertake our plans
for the coming fiscal year with the sum above mentioned, and If It is
found as the work progresses that an additional amount will be neces-
sary, a deficiency appropriation might then be requested.

In this connection, I desire to say that the interest which you have
taken in the matter of providing additional funds Is very heartily

appreciated.
Yours, very sincerely, 8. W. Fixca,
Special Commissioner.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think I may be pardoned for
saying a word on this subject. As the aunthor of the white-
slave law, I have had my attention directed many times to its
enforcement, and because of that faet have also consulted
with the Attorney General and with Mr. Finch, in the De-
partment of Justice, who had charge of the enforcement of
the law. Some of the things which have been revealed, and
which were beyond- control by the States, are utterly unbe-
lievable, and unless presented in a form where the informa-
tion must be considered truthful, no one would suppose that
conditions could exist which have been proven to be quite
common, I said to the gentlemen in the Attorney General's
office quite awhile ago that if they would go to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and tell that committee some of the
things which they have told me I thought there would be no
difficulty in their securing =zll the- money which that com-
mittee thought could be properly expended. Whether they
did give this information to the Committee on Appropriations
I am not informed; but I do believe that the committee have
reported a sufficient sum of money to enforce that act properly
with all the machinery that will be available during the com-
ing fiscal year. ]

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, a statement was made
to the committee in line with what has been indicated by the
gentleman from Iilinois, and the committee inguired how
much money could properly be used, and gave the sum that
the department said could properly be used. .

Mr. BARTLETT. We gave them all they asked for this
purpose.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The hearing was not printed. The gen-
tleman understands why.

Mr. MANN. Of course it could not be printed and eirenlated.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Everybody who heard it felt, I think,
that whatever the department said it could efficiently use in
this work ought to be appropriated; and as long as it was
not conducting a careless or improper campaign, but was
working legitimately, the committee felt that it should be given,
and it has been given, the sum requested.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, since the matter of the
enforcement of what is known as the white-slave act is under
discussion, I desire to say this: I did not agree with the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Max~] or the other members of the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the House,
of which for many years I was a member, in tlie presentation
of the bill which passed Congress, nor did I vote for it. To-
gether with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RIcHARDSON]
and the gentleman from Georgia, my colleague [Mr. ApaMmsoN],
I opposed it, not because I was not in favor of prosecuting
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crimes of this sort vigorously and efficiently, but because I
thought it was an unauthorized and unconstitutional exercise
of power by the Congress to enact such a law. I believed
then, and I am of that opinion still, that the punishment of
all crimes of this character in the various States was a func-
tion that did not devolve upon the General Government, but
was specifically lodged in the State governments and reserved
there for all time by the Constitution and the tenth amend-
ment to that instrument.

My opinion upon that proposition was not sustained by the
House or by the Congress. It is true I found myself in the
minority upon the subject, as I have often found myself upon
questions of this character, but I did not hesitate even on so
important legislation as this, which had behind it the influences
that it had, to voice and to vote my opinion upon the subject.
We are yet awaiting the final decision of the Supreme Court of
the United States unpon the constitutionality of this statute,
because at the last term the Supreme Court granted certiorari
in a number of cases to be brought before that court in which
the constitutionality of this act is involved, and we are at last
to have it determined.

I will not say, Mr. Chairman, that I hope the Supreme Court
will sistain the constitutionality of the act, but I will not
regret it if it shall be upheld, thereby enabling the courts of
the country to eradicate and destroy this great evil.

I believe the duty of protecting the morals, the.health, and
the general welfare of the particular localities in a State is
lodged with the State, and ought to remain there and be en-
forced by the State. I note from the hearings that there have
been in the last 9 months prosecutions of 219 indictments;
that there have been 135 convictions, 9 verdiets of not guilty,
12 cases nolle prossed, and there are still 63 cases pending.
The total penitentiavy and jail sentences amount to 241 years
6 months and 27 days.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia
has axpired. s

Mr, BARTLETT. I should like two minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that his time be extended two minutes. Is there
objection? .

There was no objection.

Mr. BARTLETT. These sentences are not too severe for
the punishment of this crime, if it shall be determined that
the Congress of the United States and the courts of the United
States have the proper jurisdiction.

The States have attempted to enforce the laws and have
enforced the laws. There never was any opposition on my
part to this legislation except that it was founded in the con-
vietion that the State and not Congress have the sole power
to protect its communities and localities from immorality and
vice. I have never come to the conclusion—and I shall be
very slow to come to the conclusion—that immorality and
vice are commerce within the meaning of the interstate-com-
meree clause of the Constitution.

1 gladly approve, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, of the effi-
cient and prompt enforcement of this law as it now stands
on the statute book. I will cheerfully vote for the full amount
that the Department of Justice has asked for the enforcement
of the law against that great erime and evil, and if it should
require more I would give my vote for a larger sum. As long
as the law is on the statute book until it shall be declared not
within the power of Congress to pass it I shall vote to do all
that ean be done to efficiently and radically stamp out this
great crime against the morals of the people. [Applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Traveling and miscellaneous expenses: For {rayeling and other mis-
cellaneous and emergency expenses, including advances made by the
disbursing clerk, authorized and approved by the Attorney General, to
be expended at his discretion, the provisions of the first paragraph of
section 3648, Revised Statues, to the contrary notwithstanding,
$10,000.

Mr, BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word. I would like to ask the chairman of the com-
mittee if it would not be possible in the arrangement of this
bill to incorporate in a single paragraph all the appropriations
that might be available for the purpose of travel. In this item
there is carried $10,000. Large sums are used out of lump-sum
appropriations for identically the same purpose. It would be
much better and wiser, and I think more economical, if a sepa-
rate paragraph might include all the appropriations for travel-
ing expenses.

The same thing is true of expenses for printing done in the
Department of Justice. The direct appropriation is made for
printing for that department; and yet all these various lump-
sum appropriations can be drawn upon, and many of them are

_drawn upon, for the purpose of paying the expenses connected

with the printing in that department. No Member of the House
looking at this bill can form any conception as to the actual
amount of expenditure that is possible for the purpose of travel,
or for printing, or for perhaps some other purpse. I should like
to have the opinion of the chairman as to whether or not that
condition might not be corrected so that Members might know
and so that the department might know just the amount that
the department would be permitted to expend for each of these
several items.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it is very difficult to
determine which Is the better way to arrange these appropria-
tions. At present they are arranged for the particular service,
and they include all of the various matters that may be neces-
sary to be performed in connection with that service. 'The
Department of Justice, I believe, is the only department which
is authorized to have printing done out of these appropriations
in addition to the allotment for the department. It is because
of the peculiar situation in the Department of Justice. In the
conduct of law business of the United States it is practically
impossible to make any estimate in advance as to what cases
will be taken up—the extent of the briefs and matters of that
character—that may be necessary to be appropriated for. Print-
ing is authorized to be done because it is printing for that
peculiar class of business covered by this item. >

Travel is another item that it is difficult to appropriate for.
We appropriate, for instance, $10,000 to enable the Attorney
General to conduct a certain class of cases. That includes com-
pensation of the attorney, certain clerical services, the printing
that is to be done; and if it is necessary for the attorney to
travel the item is so framed as to permit the payment of the
traveling expenses out of that appropriation. In that way it is
possible to keep track of the cost of certain services. It pre-
vents the grouping of all transportation items and all printing
items and all items for clerical services; but the experience of
the past has shown it to be the best way to enable Congress io
determine the extent to which each appropriation should be
made for special services. Sometimes it is difficult to tell which
would be the better way, but I think the experience of the
House has been that it is necessary to adopt this method of
keeping track of certain incidental expenses, and no feasible
method has ever been determined upon for the adoption of any
other system.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro
forma amendment,

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Borraxp having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the
Senate had passed bills of the following titles, in which the
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested:

8. 5790. An act for the relief of C. H. Moore; ]

S.7096. An act to increase the limit of cost of the publie
bullding at Narragansett Pier, R. L ;

S.7015. An act to provide American registry for the steamer
Damara;

S8.7012. An act to permit the construction of a subway and
the maintenance of a railroad under the post-office building -at
or near Park Place, in the city of New York;

S.6573. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and
erection of a Federal building at Raton, N. Mex.; and

8. 6269. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Santa Fe,
in the State of New Mexico.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 17681) making appropriations to provide for the
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the
fiscal year ending Juge 30, 1913, and for other purposes.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

The Clerk read as follows:

Enforcement of antitrust laws: For the enforcement of antitrust
laws, including not exceeding $10,000 for salaries of necessary em-
ployees at the seat of government, $200,000.

Myr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

'The Clerk read as follows:

Page 115, line 5, strike out * $200,000 " and Insert ** $250,000.”

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this is an appropriation for the
enforcement of the antitrust laws. Originally this appropria-
tion was a continuing one. It is no louger a continuing one. It
is an annual appropriation. In 1904 in the legislative bill the
appropriation was for $500,000. In 1208 it was for $250,000;
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in 1909, $250,000 with a reappropriation of unexpended bal-
ances of $100,000. The appropriations for 1911 were $200,000
and for 1912 $200,000. The estimate is for $250,000.

Mr. MANN. There was a supplemental estimate of £50,000.

Mr. CANNON. Yes. For the purpose of what I desire to
say 1 shall read from the hearings at page 1505. Mr. Fowler
represented the department, at the direction of the Attorney
General. After speaking of the steel case and various other
cases, he said:

Mr. Fowier. In nearly all of those cases there is quite n number of
them. Take the Lake Fﬂ!ore & Michigan Railroad case, about which I
spoke. We did not eml)loiv special counsel in that case—It was in
charge of one of our salaried attorneys, who was being paid $4,5600—
but we did not hesitate to put it In his charge, because he is an able
young lawyer. But on the other side was Mr, Maxwell, of Cinelnnati,
who is one of the ablest lawyers at the American bar, and two or three

lawyers from Cleveland, Ohlio—Mr. Squires, and Hoyt, Dustin & Kelly,

and, I think, three or four lawyers In addition to those. There were
three railroad defendants, and each railroad had its lawyers. Those are
the kind of lawyers we meet in all of those cases. And if you can see
your way clenr I would much rather you would increase that appro-
priation than to reduce it.

The Coaiema¥. We can not increase it if you do not estimate for it.

Mr. Fowren. If we had it to do over, we would ask for it, and 1 am
asking for it now.

T;:e CaammMAY, That I8 not the way to do it; you should estimate
for it.
oer. Caxxox. Well, how much do lrou need? =

Mr. FowLeEr. I think the appropriation ought to be $300,000.

The Cuaizmay. Then you should have sent in such an estimate.

Mr. FowLeEr. This est te was made six months ago. At that time
we did not realize what the additional expense was going to be, or that
there was golng to be this heavy increase in litigation.

[The time of Mr. CaxNoN having expired, by unanimous con-
sent he was granted leave to continue for five minutes longer.]

Continuing from the middle of page 1506, I read the follow-
ing:

Mr. CAxNoN. What T want to know Is this: Have you several hundred
thousand dellars unexpended from former appropriations or have all of
the balances been covered into the Treasury?

Mr. FieLp. Those balances were all exhausted one or two years ago.

m;f. CANNON. Bo that everything is exhausted except for the current

ear
4 Mr. FieLp. Yes, sir.

Mr, Chairman, there are many very important cases, and
sometimes criticism has been made that ought not to have been
made. Criticism has been made sometimes that some of these
cases ought not to have begun, as in the case of the United
Shoe Co. and various others. Without expressing any opinion,
becanse I do not know whether these prosecutions are well
founded or not, there is the law, and the department asks for
$300,000 for the enforcement of the laswv. The country is inter-
ested in the enforcement of the antitrust law. Much of eriticism
has been made in former years against nearly all of the admin-
istrations, because of the fact that these prosecutions have not
been efficient. Criticism was made against the Cleveland ad-
ministration, against the McKinley administration, and against
the Roosevelt administration.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON. Certainly.

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman recalls that in 1902 the
first appropriation was made specifically for this purpose.

Mr. CANNON. Precisely, I do. But there is much of eriti-
cism that with the funds available under the appropriations
this act was not enforced. I am not going to say, and it is no
part of my purpose at this time to raise the question of
whether the criticism was well founded or not. Political plat-
forms of all parties have demanded the enforcement of this
law. I believe it is true that the prosecutions under the present
administration have been more frequent and greater success has
attended them than at all times heretofore since the enactment
of the law. Instead of giving $300,000, which was $50,000 over
the regular estimate that was submitted, the committee pro-
poses to give and recommends $200,000, which is $50,000 less
than the estimate, less than the amount which the department
says is absolutely required. This amendment is to increase
this £50,000, to bring it up to the mmount of the estimate.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, it may be well to recall
the history of this specific appropriation for the enforcement
of the antitrust law. For years we had in the Republican

-platform and otherwise a declaration that the Republican

Party was in favor of the vigorous enforcement of what is
known as the Sherman anfitrust law, but very little fulfill-
ment of the promise contained in the platform. No very seri-
ous effort was made for years to enforce the law. The first
effort was made when Attorney General Harmon proceeded
against the Trans-Missouri Association and the Freight Traflic
Association and the Addystone Pipe Co. For years the law
slumbered upon the statute books., In 1901 the President of
the United States sent fo this Congress a message in which he
specifically requested that funds be appropriated specifically
for the enforcement of that law. The Republican Party was

then in power in this House and in the Senate and in all the
branches of the Government, yet it took no steps to answer that
demand of the President and appropriate the funds necessary
to enforce vigorously the law.

In December, 1902, when the legislative, judicial, and execu-
tive appropriation bill was being considered by this House, when
the paragraph pertaining to the Department of Justice was
reached I offered upon the floor of the House an amendment
appropriating $250,000 for the purpose of prosecuting viola-
tions of the antitrust law and violations of the interstate coms-
merce act, at the same time directing that the Attorney Gen-
eral proceed against all violators of those two laws. The dis-
tingunished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAxNNox] was at that
time chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania, Gen. Bingham, was in charge of the
bill upon the floor. He promptly reserved the point of order
against the amendment, but, at the suggestion of the chairman
of the committee, the point was not made or even reserved.
The proposition made from this side of the House to appro-
priate $250,000 for that specific purpose, at the suggestion of
the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Illinois, Mr.,
Canxon, was increased to $500,000.

So that whatever credit there may be of inaugurating this
particular item in an appropriation bill, whatever credit there
may be of first providing a specific sum for the prosecution and
the enforcement of this law, belongs to this side of the House,
and was offered by the gentleman from Georgia—myself.

Mr. CANNON. Was the point of order sustained?

Mr, BARTLETT. It was not made.

Mr. CANNON. Ob, it was not made.

Mr. BARTLETT., And the gentleman from Illinois, if he
will recall the incident——

Mr., CANNON. I do not recollect about it.

Mr. BARTLETT. The record shows, and I will produce it——

Mr. CANNON. What is the fact about it?

Mr. BARTLETT. The fact is that the gentleman from Ilii-
nois was so anxious that the point of order should not be made
that in hot haste he rushed from his seat over to where Gen.
Bingham was and caught him by his coat and said, “ You must
not"make it.” That is the incident.

Mr. CANNON. I am perfectly willing that the gentleman
from Georgia should have all the credit in the world.

Mr. BARTLETT. And I am perfectly willing the gentleman
from Tllinois should have the credit of not opposing it, foo.

Mr, CANNON. All right. Now, then, if the gentleman will
allow me——

Mr. BARTLETT. Surely.

Mr. CANNON. Just at this point, because the gentleman will
get more time if he desires it

Mr. BARTLETT. Thank you, sir.

Mr. CANNON. That appropriation was $500,000.

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes.

Mr. CANNON. On the legislative bill. It really belonged on
the sundry civil bill, but that makes no difference. Now, then,
this appropriation with the Democracy in power in this House
is not $300,000. The estimate is $250,000, and you report
§200,000. Will my friend be halfway as anxious now as he
was then?

Mr. BARTLETT. T will vote every dollar necessary to carry
out this law. [Applause.]

I will quote from the CoNerEssIONAL Recomrp, which shows
the following facts relative to the incident I have referred to.

PROSECUTION OF THE TRUSTS.

On December 17, 1902, when the legisiative, executlve, and judiclal
appropriation bill was before the House and the Item making appro-
priations for the Department of Justice had been read, Mr. BARTLETT
offered the followlng amendment :

“For the purpose of enforcing the antitrust laws of the United
States and to enable the Attorney General of the United States to
prosecute suits and legal procpgedings against persons or corporations
who shall violate the antitrust laws of the Uni States now in force,
or that may hereafter be enacted, the sum of $250,000, or so much
thereof as may, in the judgment of the Attorney General, be necessary,
to be expended under the directlon of the Attorney General, and he
Is hereby directed to proceed against any and all persons or corpora-
tions who may have violated or may violate any of the provisions of
the antitrust laws of the United States.” (Vol. 36, CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp, p. 410,)

Mr. ﬁingham‘ in charge of the bill, said:

“ 1 will make no point of order against that proposition.”

Mr. Overstreet sald:

“There is no such law known to the statutes as the antitrust law.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD said:

*1 understand that the disposition here is not to create a new
statute, but to provide the Attorney General with the necessary funds
by which he can enforce the law now on the statute books."

Mr. Hepbuorn offered the followlng as a substitute for the amendment
offered by Mr, BARTLETT :

“That for the enforcement of the provisions of the act entitled *An
act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and
monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890, and sections 78, T4, 75, and 76 of
the act entitled ‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the
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Government, and for other purposes,’ approved August 27, 1894, the
sum of £250,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not heretofore appropriated, to be expended under the direc-
tion of the Attorney General in the employment of special counsel and
agents of the Department of Justice to conduct proceedings, suits, and
prosecutions under said acte Yn the courts of the United States: Pro-
vided, That no person shall be prosecuted or be subject to any penalty
or forfeiture for or on account of any transaction, matter, or thing
concerning which he may testify or produce evidence, documentary or
otherwise, in any proceeding, sult, or prosecution under said acts:
Praovided further, That no person go testifying shall be exempt from
mgctllglan or punishment for perjury committed in so testifying”
p. 411).

Mr. Caxxoy sald:

“But the gentleman from Georgia moved his amendment; no point
of order was made upon it—the point, I think, being gropcrly with-
held—and that proposition is now before us for consideration. For
one I am guite willing to settle it here, so far as we can, and would
suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that he increase the sum from
§250,000, as proposed in the substitute he moves, to $500,000, and that
he make the appropriation immediately available.”

Mr. IHepburn accepted these suggestions, and his substitute was
amended accordingly.

Mr. BARTLETT said :

“The committee of which the gentleman from Indlana [Overstreet]
is a distinguished and honored member has not for a number of years
reported any bill or done anything else to relleve the country from
he exactions of the trusts, not even when the President of the United

tates, in his message of December of last year as well as the one
delivered to the FHouse at the beginning of the present session, has
recommended that some resolute and practleal legislation should be
enacted to correct the evil of the trusts. And I say that the gentleman
does not stand In a position to complain when other Members of the
House see fit to propose that funds be put at the disposal of the
Attorney General with which to prosecute the trusts of this country.
= & & [ offered this because it did not appear that any member of
the majority intended to do anything to aid the Attorney General or
do anything towsard prosecuting the trasts of this country or to carry
out the recommendation of the President.”

Further on he said:

“The Republican Party has been mnsrinemdlng sufficiently before
the country on the subjeet of their opposition to the trusts, and for
one I want to put this amendment before the House, that It may be
voted on.”

Mr. UspErwooD said:

“In fact, he [Grosvenor] points with pride to one or two casea
where the Republican Party has actnally used the law on the statute
books to suppress certain trusts that it was not in partmership with,

but I want to ask him, If the law that he takes so much pride in, the
Jaw that he says is effective and can suppress trusts, is on the statute
books, Why has not the Republican Party, which has been in power since
1806 and which has had absolute control of the legislative and execu-
tive branches of this Government since 1896, suppressed the trusts?
1 wonld ask him, Why, since the Republican Party has had complete
| control of the Executive—the President, the Attorney General, and
Congress, with the power to provide money—it has not suppressed the
frusts? Enumerate in your own mind and before the people the trusts
that are a living menace to the people to-day, and yet, according to
the confessions of your own leader, you have had the law in your
hands and have had the power and the ability to suppress those trusts
gince 1898 and have not dome it.”

“ Now, I congratulate the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepburn] and
the gentleman from Illinels [Mr, Caxxox] that when this side of the
House offers an amendment to this bill to aid the Attorney General and
the Executive of this great Government to enforce the law against the
trusts the{‘ had the manhood to stand up for the masses of the common
people of this country ; that they have had the manhood and the courage,
notwithstanding the political line, to come across and ncceFt the propo-
sitlon we made and ald us in the enactment of this legislation, which
will do "mmethlng toward suppressing the evils the people are crying
against.

IIp"i‘t:e substitute was then adopted and the amendment as amended by
the substitute adopted withount division. (Vol. 36, p. 419.)

But, Mr. Chairman, a very distinguished Republican who
is now a militant candidate for the Presidency before the
Chicago convention, who seems to have forgotten the dignity
and the propriety incident to even a candidacy for the first
time by those who desire to become the Chief Magistrate of
this country, in a message in 1908, which I hold in my hand,
recommended to the House that this law should be superseded
by some other law which would take away from the courts the
right to decide these violations and place it with the Executive,
and in speeches made in recent months this same militant can-
didate for the Presidency has said that it is farcical and useless
to undertake to enforce that law, and proposes now as a part of
his political ereed upon which he proposes to seek the nomina-
tion, and, if nominated, to seek election at the hands of the
American people, that you supersede this law, proposes to create
a commission by which the antitrust law shall be enforced, not
by the courts but by a commission or Executive order.

And we find the remarkable spectacle presented in American
history that a former President of the United States, who was
vigorous and violent in his denunciation of the violation of the
Jaws of the country by the great combination of the eriminal
rich, to-day the chosen candidate of the greatest industrial
combination on the face of the earth; and the millions of dollars
that have been spent in the primaries and the millions of
dollars more that will be spent in the coming election, should
he be nominated. is being furnished by two of these so-called
alleged violators of the antitrust law, and Perkins of the Steel
Trust and McCormick of the Harvester Trust have contributed
of that snm, so we are informed in the press of the country,
nearly half a million dollars. 8o that, Mr. Chairman, I have
called attention to the faet that in 1902 the then President of

the United States demanded of the Congress that we furnish
a sufficient sum to prosecute the violators of the antitrust law.
I call attention to the fact that later, in 1908, he recommended
that that law be superseded by some other law, because it was
idle to undertake to enforce it. I call attention to the fact
that he now claims that business, good trusts, should not be
prosecuted, but we should have a commission not only to regu-
late their business but to fix their prices. And when that an-
nouncement has been made I eall attention to the fact that this
commission, as first suggested by Judge Gary, of the Steel
Corporation, the idea of an indusirial commission to regulate
the sale, the manufacture, and the conduct of the business
of these great corporations, and who first suggested that
the prices even of their products be regulated, I call attention
to the fact that since one of the candidates for the Presidency,
a former President of the United States, advocated that meas-
ure, he has forgotten all he had said about combinations of
wealth and “the criminal rich.”

I here present the testimony of George W. Perkins, at that
time an officer in the United States Steel Corporation, as given
before the committee to investigate the said steel corporation
on August 11, 1911, in detailing the circumstances of the
prompiness with which President Roosevelt acguiesced in the
absorption of the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co. by the Steel Cor-
poration in 1907 :

Mr. PERKINS. I got the telephone to the White House opened about
9.80 o'clock on Monday mornin;;, and talked with Mr. Loeb, and found
that Judge Gary had just come in, and that he and Mr. Frick were with
the Président. I asked him if he could not find out before time for the
trust companies to open and the exchange cpened what the President's
view was likely to be. Judge Gary came on the phone about a quarter
of 10 and sald that the President was consldering it, and that he
would call me again in a few minutes, five minutes of 10, as I re-
member it, he came back to the phone and said that the President felt
that under all the circumstances he had no right to interfere, and that
therefore he and Mr. Frick were willing to report to us that they
would come back to New York and vote with the committee to acquire
that stock. I immediately let that be known—it was just three or
four minuntes of 10 o'clock—{for the effect that was to have on the trust
companies’ opening and on Moore & Schley’s loans. 1 simply state that
f&e ﬂz?:w you how close, to almost minutes, this thing had resolved

0.

Mr. BaArTLETT. You got into communication with the Executive
Office at about 9.30 a. m.?

Mr. PEREINS. Yes, sir.

Mr. BarTiETT. And you were Informed that Judge Gary and Mr.
Frick were in conference with the President?

Mr. PEREINS. Had just come In to see him.

Mr. BarTLETT. And abont 10 minutes to 10, 20 minutes thereafter,
you got this message that loosened up this whole matter?

Mr. PerxINs. It was very close to 10 o’clock. How long they had
been with the President at that time, I do not know,

Mr. BaetrerTt. This question, which had troubled your lawyers and
enix!neint?coum!. was decided by the Chief Executive In less than 20
minutes

Mr. PErkinS. I beg your pardon, but I do not think that is the
situation at all. I never thought that the President was passing on
the technical legal guestion.

Mr. LaTTLETON. I do not think anybedy thought so.

Mr. BaetLeETr. No; I do not think he thought he was.
think he paid any attention to it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. BARTLETT., Mr. Chairman, I will agk for 10 minutes

I do not

more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Georgia that he be given 10 minutes more?
[After a pause.] No objection is heard.

Mr. BARTLETT. And these criminal rich are now con-
tributing fabulous sums to his campaign funds. I read from
the Washington Post of recent date:
$1,250,000 TO BOOM T. R.—WALL STREET IEARS THAT SUM HAS BEEN

EXPENDED IN PRIMARIES, ¥
[8pecial to the Washington Post.]
NEw Yorg, June }.

Wall Street to-day heard from what is regarded as authoritative
sources that the Roosevelt campaign managers had dispensed more than
$1,250,000 in connection with the primaries up to the close of the work
in New Jersey. Principal contributors to this fund, it was declared,
were George W. Perkins $200,000, Frank A. Munsey $70,000, and cer-
tain interests in connection with the Steel Trust, the Harvester Trust,
and the anthracite roads,

Who are the men? We hear him now advocating the different
methods of conducting this great business and controlling it,
and we find lined in his defense men who have in former years
received his denuneiation, ecalling them violators of the law
and belonging to the criminal rich. Judge Gary, president of
the steel corporation, in testimony beforé that committee, was
the first man that officially eame before a committee of Congress
and suggested the propoesition that Congress ought to permit
these corporations to be controlled by a commission and their
prices be regulated.

I have them, and I will put them in the IXecorp, statements
from the publie prints of the sums contributed to Mr. Roosevelt's
campaign. There was contributed by Mr. George W. Perkins,
$200,000. The steel corporation contributed $75,000, through
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Mr. Munsey, a stockholder of that corporation, and large sums
‘by Mr. McCormick, the Harvester Trust man. You speak about
the enforcement of this law. Let me tell you some of the ele-
ments that are now published with reference to the prosecution
of the Steel Trust—and I ecall it a *“ trust” for short.

But, occupying the position that I happen to occupy on this
floor, I do not care to denominate it as a “trust” for the
present, and therefore if I use that term I do it not with a
view of saying that is my position now, because I may be called
upon officially to render an opinion upon that. But there came
a time when it was important to the steel corporation to se-
cure, if it could, a monopoly—in 1907—by the purchase of the
Tennessee Coal & Iron Co. They said they could not do it unless
they had the assurance of some one in authority that it was
not a violation of the law. And after making all arrangements
they chartered a special train, and they sent the president of
the steel corporation, Mr. Frick—and you must remember that
Mr. Frick made another voyage in 1904, not for the purpose
of protecting the steel corporation, but for the purpose of
finding out if contributions could be made to campaign funds
in 1904—and the President of the United States met Mr. Gary
and Mr, Frick and Mr. Roor in the Executive Mansion at 9.30
a. m. Perking stood listening in New York with a telephone
receiver at his ear in order to learn what decision the President
of the United States had come to.

And, waiting, he received the information from Loeb, the clerk,
at 9.30 that Mr, Gary and Mr. Frick had just come in to see the
President according to the agreement made on Sunday, the day
before, and that he would hear from them in a few minutes. At
8 minutes to 10 Perkins, with the telephone still to his ear, with
the line chartered and waiting, received the information that
the President had =aid that the proposed purchase of the only
great rival of the steel corporation by that corporation would
not be interfered with by him, and the news was then flashed
to the stock exchange that the President of the United States
had agreed not to interfere then or thereafter with the prose-
cution of the steel corporation for purchasing the Tennessee
Coal & Iron Co. property. And it was purchased.

I will not go on here in detail, but later on it may devolve
upon me to say to the House whether that was a violation of
the law or not. But I do know that the then President of the
United States, in November, 1907, decided in 10 minutes that
that was not a violation or was not such a violation of the law
as would require him to interfere, when it had taken the law-
vers of the Government and the Supreme Court of the United
States nearly 18 years to determine the law of the country.

Now, Perkins and Gary and Frick got the acquiescence of
the then President of the United States in 15 minutes, after
submitting the case to him, to purchase the Tennessee Coal &
Iron Co.; and for that or some other reason with immense
millions these immense corporations are backing the then Presi-
dent of the United States, who is now endeavoring to violate
the rules and precedents of this great country to become for
the third time the President of the United States.

Mr. Chairman, the country ecan not attribute to patriotism
or to love of country or to a desire for good government the
action of the interests represented by Perkins and by McCor-
mick in spending their money in behalf of Mr. Roosevelt's
campaign. Well can they afford to pay his campaign expenses,
both in the primary and in the election, and take the only
chance that seems to be left to them to secure the abandonment
of the prosecution of the United States Steel Corporation, now
being vigorously prosecuted by the present fearless and able
Chief Executive. [Applause.]

I am not his political defender. I do not expeet to vote for
him should he be nominated. But I have admiration for a
man of courage and of will. I have admiration for—

Men who possess opinions and a will;
Men who have honor; men who will not lie.

[Applause.]

But whatever his fate politically may be in this contest, I
have this to say of him: That I believe if this country is to be
afilicted with any Republican President, the interests of the
people who love the Government and its institutions, the inter-
ests of the people who are devoted to that form of Government
that was cemented with the blood of the fathers and builded,
I lLope, on the eternal rock of right and justice, will be sub-
served by him better than his opponent, and my people prefer
him to any other Republican candidate. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five
minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN,
quest?

There was no objection.

XLV

Is there objection to the gentleman’s re-

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman want to interrupt me?

Mr. JACKSON. No. I wanted to say a few words in my
own time.

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, another thing. This
paragraph is for the enforcement of the antitrust law. I
have shown you where the former President once stood and I
have shown you where he stands now. I have shown you
that it was left for the Democratic minority to answer his
demand that funds be appropriated to carry on these prose-
cutions.

But there iz another thing that I desire to call to your
attention. In the enforcement of this law there was employed
as a special Assistant Attorney General from this trust appre-
priation made in 1905 an eminent lawyer for the prosecution,
specifically, of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Raflway,
the compensation to be thereafter determined, and $1,000 was
paid him as retainer. That able lawyer, that great man who
was sought to be employed, and who was employed in the pros-
ecution of this alleged criminal violation of the law, was the
present governor of Ohlo, Judge Harmon.

He began to prosecute that suit, and when it was developed
that instead of being a mere violation of the law, a mere pro-
ceeding where directions were given to file proceedings in the
equity side of the court, it was an altogether different sort of
a case, he used this famous expression to the President, that
“ Guilt is personal,” and that personal guilt in the violation of
the statute was brought directly home to a former Secretary of
the Navy in the administration of President Roosevelt; where-
upon Mr. Harmon and Mr. Judson, who had been employed by
the Department of Justice to prosecute these violators of the
law, because they claimed that a mere punishment by fine and
taking money out of the coffers of these corporations was not
a proper enforcement of the law, and asserted that this guilt
was personal, were directed to discontinue the prosecution and
were discharged as atterneys for the Government.

Oh, it is great to parade around the country, booted and
spurred and topped with a cocked hat and armed with “the
big stick,” proclaiming that one stands for what is good and
against what is wrong as our former President is doing. It is
great to talk to the crowd and declaim against * the criminal
rich.” But whenever the criminal rich are his personal friends
and contributors to his campaign funds in the past and in the
present and are expected to contribute further campaign funds
in the future, this great apostle of *the people’s rights"” and
opponent of “the criminal rich” and “the eriminal corpora-
tions " either forbids the prosecution or acquiesces in its aban-
donment and directs its discontinuance.

O Mr, Chairman, I repeat again, in this hour not only the
Republican Party but the country needs—

Men whom the Iust of office does not kill;
Men whom the spoils of office can not buy ;
Men who possess oplnians and a
Men who have honor; men who wm not lie,

[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not at this time take
the trouble to reply to the irrelevant remarks of my friend
from Georgia [Mr. BarTLETT] concerning ex-President Roose-
velt. The fact is that we have heard a good many references
of this sort recently on the Democratic side of the aisle. All
of them are inspired by pure fear. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.]

Mr, GARNER. That is the gentleman's theory.

Mr. MANN. The Colonel has got the Democratic side scared
to death.

Mr. BARTLETT. He has got you standpatters skinned to
death.

Mr. MANN. I do not propose to discuss the question as to
who should be the nominee at the Chicago convention, but who-
ever is the nominee——

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will not bave a chance.
the Democratic side.]

Mr. MANN. I have been here a good many years, and have
heard that same statement every time on that side of. the
House, and every time the result has been the same. We have
licked you to death, and we will do it again. [Applause on
the Republican side.]

Mr. BARTLETT. Hope springs eternal in the human breast.

Mr. MANN. I hope I may be pardoned now for referring
to the subject matter under consideration. This item in the
bill has been referred to by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
BarTrLETT]. I remember when he offered on the floor an amend-
ment, I think, for $250,000——

Mr. BARTLETT. That is right.

[Applause on
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Mr. MANN. For the enforcement of the antitrust law.
Smart, keen, and bright as he is, the gentleman from Georgia
was endeavoring to put the Republican side of the House in
a hole.

Mr. BARTLETT. O, no; if the gentleman will permit me.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman was trying to put the Repub-
liean side of the House in a hole, and that is no reflection on
the gentleman.

_ Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit an interrup-
tion? I do not want to make another speech.

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr, BARTLETT. The gentleman will not charge me with
that. While I would be very glad at all times——

Mr. MANN. I will withdraw my statement that he was
trying to put the Republican Party in a hole. He came very
near putting the Republican Party in the House in a hole.
As I recall, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Hepburn, came back
with a proposition to increase the amount to $500,000, and that
coming from the Republican side of the House, the Republicans
voted it into the bill, and then they were the ones who had pro-
posed half a million dollars, instead of giving the credit to the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barriert] of proposing a quarter
of a million dollars.

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

AMr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Georgia promptly
called the binff of the gentleman from Towa, Mr. Hepburn, and
accepted the amendment, and the next year they spent $20,000
of the $500,000.

Mr. MANN. Which showed that that amount was not neces-
sary at that time.

Mr. BARTLETT. Not when you did not try to enforce the
law.

Mr. MANN. But here is the fact: The Sherman antitrust
law had been on the statute books for many years. All of the
time we were hearing from gentlemen who were complaining
that the administrations had not enforced the law. There was
complaint from this side of the House that the Cleveland
administration had not enforced the law and complaint from
that side of the House that the McKinley administration had
not enforced the law and that the Roosevelt administration
was not enforcing the law, when the fact was that Congress
had not made the appropriation necessary for the enforcement
of the law. Then we made the appropriation. Now the law
is being enforced.

Air. GARNER. In spots.

Mpr. MANN. What is the situation? I propose to give some
information to gentlemen on that subject in the very slight hope
that the information will be able to penetrate their brains far
enough to make a difference in their votes.

The OHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

AIr. BARTLETT. I ask that the gentleman have more time.
How much time does the gentleman want?

Mr. MANN. I only want five minutes.

Ar. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman want 10 minutes?

Mr. MANN. No: I want to get through, if I can.

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen-
tleman have his time extended 10 minutes.

AMpr. MANN. T only asked for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the gentleman's
time will be extended five minutes more.

There was no objection.

Afr. MIANN. In this case this year the estimate was $300,000
for the enforcement of the antitrust laws, not exceeding $25,000
of which should be for salaries for necessary employees in the
District of Columbia.

The bill as reported carries $200,000, with not exceeding
$10,000 to be expended in the District. The estimate was for
8325,000 for payment of regular assistants, United States dis-
trict attorneys. The bill only carries $315,000 for that purpose.
So that, if these two appropriations go through as they are pro-
vided for, no increase can be made in the force of regular assist-
ants, the United States attorneys, and the department will be
restricted to the $200,000 for the enforcement of the antitrust
law. \

To give some idea of what this means, from the enactment of
the Sherman antitrust law until March 4, 1909, the beginning
of the present administration, only 62 proceedings, civil and
criminal, were brought under that law, of which 16 were pend-
ing when Presdent Taft took office. Now, remember that the
law was passed in 1890. From that time up to 1900 there were
only 62 proceedings commenced, both eivil and criminal, and
gince President Taft assumed office there have been brought
65 proceedings, civil and criminal, besides the 16 proceedings

which were pending when he took office. Of these 16, all have
been disposed of except 1 now under advisement in the Supreme
Court and 1 on advisement for application for final decree in
the circuit eourt.

At the present time there are pending 18 criminal proceedings
and 21 ecivil proeeedings. Among these are the civil prosecutions
of the American Sugar Refining Co., the United States Steel
Corporation, the International Harvester Co., the United Shoe
| Machinery Co., the National Cash Register Co., all of them
difficult, complicated cases, involving a large amount of testi-
mony and the services of the most competent eeunsel pro-
curable. -

Among the eriminal proceedings pending are the indictments
of the officers of the National Cash Register Co., the so-called
Bathtub Trust, the United Shoe Machinery Co., some of the
lumber companies, and some transportation companies between
the Pacific coast and points in Alaska, all of these involving a
great deal of evidence in defail and much labor in the prepara-
tion of the eases for trial.

These big corporations and their friends now under prosecution
in the eivil courts and under prosecution in the criminal courts
are all opposed to the enforcement of the Sherman antitrust law,
are all opposed to the amendment offered by my colleague to
inerease the fund which the Government can use in the prosecu-
tion of these cases. They are ail in favor of the proposition
from the Democratic side of the House that there shall not be
money enough appropriated by the Government for the Depart-
ment of Justice to permit that department to vigorously prose-
cute these trusts. For years you gentlemen on that side of the
aisle have howled at the administration becanse you said they
were not prosecuting violations under the Sherman antitrust
lnw, and now when you find that they are vigorously prosecut-
ing them you seek to deprive the Government of the Unifed
States of the means to carry on these prosecutions. [Applause
on the Republican side.]

We shall charge on our side; we will charge on every stump
in the land during the campaign, that you have endeavored to
throttle the efforts of the Republican administration to put
down the trusts and the combinations, and to prevent the
criminal prosecution of the officers who have been guilty of a
violation of the law. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. Jacksox was recognized,

Mr:J FITZGERALD. How much time does the gentleman
want ?

Mr. JACKSON. About five minutes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate
on the pending pasagraph and the amendments thereto close in
10 minutes.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves that
all debate on the pending paragraph and amendments cloge in
10 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words
in support of this amendment. As was so well said by the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxw], it is not necessary to at-
tempt to answer any of ihe things that were stated by the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Barrrerr]. The people of the coun-
try well know that Col. Roosevelt has thrown the entire Demo-
eratic Party of politicians into hysteria, and it is therefore eas-
ily explainable that the scene which has occurred here did
oceur. I will say this, however, that whatever may occur at
Chicago, the colonel will not so far forget himself as to enact
so unseemly, not to say so unparliamentary, a scene at Chicago
as we have witnessed on the other side in the debate on *his
question.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gu.tle-
man for a moment? :

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to
the gentleman from Georgia?

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to yield. I
have only a few minutes.

Mr. BARTLETT. RBut the gentleman has charged somefcing
unparliamentary to this side.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not yield.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yleld.

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not blame the gentleman.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, there is one commendable
thing about the Democratic Party, and that is its unwavering
faith in the Republican Party, and the gentleman in his history
of the trust law forgot to remind the House that the Sherman
law, which he was so highly praising, originated upon the Re-
publican side. That law was a Republican law. A committee
of a Democratic Congress had considered the trust question
before the Congress which passed the law of 1800 convened,
and the result of that investigation was that the Democratie
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committee reported to Congress that it referred the question
of the regulation of combinations and trusts to the Congress
which was then convening, a Republican Congress, That Re-
publican Congress, under the leadership of John Sherman and
William McKinley, vindicated the faith that the Democratic
Party had in the Republican Party. And so President Taft
needs no vindieation or praise from that side of the House. I
think it is true that the law is being faithfully enforced by the
present administration.

-But there is one point to which I desire to call attention
now, and that is that in all of the 60 proceedings which have
been mentioned by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], or
at least in a good part of them, equity decrees have been pro-
cured. The force of an equity proceeding or its decree de-
pends entirely upon the watchfulness of the Government in
the enforcement of that decree after its rendition. What is
the cause of the complaint in these trust proceedings? It is
that the decrees in equity have not all been enforced. They
have been useless, because the interest in the transaction has
dropped as soon as the decree was obtained. The country is
now watching as to what the effect of the decree in the
Standard Oil case will be. If it is followed up and enforced,
it will come to something; if it is left where the decree in the
Ohio case was dropped 20 years ago, it will amount to nothing
to the people of the country. Is this House and is this ad-
ministration willing to go on record publishing to the country
that the Department of Justice has asked for $300,000 and that
we will only vote them $200,0007 Nothing could occur which
would cause more delight in the hearts of the lawbreakers of
the land.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr.
yield?

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Where is there any request of the De-
partment of Justice for $300,000?

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]
has just said here that the officer of the Department of Justice
asked for that sum.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Isthat what the gentleman relied upon?

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 3

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can always rely on any state-
ment that I make on the floor of the House.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But he did not refer to the gentleman
from Illinois, Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Kansas referred
to the gentleman from Illinois, Mr, CANNoN, who read from the
hearings.

Mr. JACKSON. Both the gentlemen from Illinois, Mr. MANN
and his colleague, Mr. CANKoN, said that the department asked
for this money. Mr. Canxox said that Mr. Fowler asked for
$300,000.

Mr. CANNON. The regular estimate was for $250,000. The
recommendation of the committee is for $200,000, and the ex-
amination of Mr. Fowler, from the Attorney General's office,
disclosed the necessity for $300,000.

Mr. JACKSON. That is the way I understand it.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Kansas
has expired.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for three minutes more.

I have heard a good part of the testimony relied on by the
Government in the lumber cases, which has been referred to,
and in my judgment, and I have had some experience in such
matters, the testimony can not be taken in this case alone for
one-eighth of the whole amount allowed in this bill. I venture
the opinion that the attorneys’ fees which will be paid by the
defendants in this lumber case, or in any one of a half dozen
cases now pending, will equal the whole amount of this appro-
priation.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be recognized.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the statement of the
gentleman is the greatest justification for refusing to give the
Department of Justice what they request. If any department
of the Government is expected to know the law it is the De-
partment of Justice. Informal statements as -to the amount of
money they think they might be able to use when they do not
gubmit requests in conformity with the law is the best proof
that they do not know what they are talking about. If they
needed the money and they know the law, then they would esti-
mate in accordance with it. Why is not this money granted?

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly.

Mr. CANNON. There is n regular estimate transmitted un-
der the Iaw through the Secretary of the Treasury for $250,000.

Chairman, will the gentleman

Mr. FITZGERALD. I admit that. I am talking about the
$300,000 which the gentleman mentioned, and which was stated
would be necessary, merely as an excuse to try and force out
of the committee a larger appropriation than had been made
for any one year in several years. Since this special appro-
priation was made in 1904 the department has had $1,500,000
especially for this purpose. In addition they have for this year
$325,000 for the pay of regular assistants to the United States
district attorneys, $200,000 for the pay of assistants to the At-
torney General, and $500,000 for district attorneys and their
assistants.

If the Department of Justice would employ men who would
produce results, instead of seeking lawyers in different employ-
ments of the Government anxious to be put upon the pay roll
at much higher compensation without produecing results, they
would get much better results with less expenditure. After the
4th of March, Mr. Chairman, these pay rolls will be cleaned
out. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Many of these in-
efficient men, many of these so-called high-class counsel, who
have been attending on these appropriations without producing
results, will be eliminated, and competent men will be employed
to do the work of the Department of Justice, and do it success-
fully and efficiently. Let the gentleman from Illinois go to the
counfry, as he states, gpeaking from every stump, telling how
the Democratic Party has endeavored to prevent the Depart-
ment of Justice enforeing the antitrust law

Mr. MANN. That is what I will do.

Mr. FITZGERALD. T hope he will be accompanied by the
distinguished former President of the United States, who may
have an opportunity to repeat how ineffective and futile and
idiotic has been the conduct and progress made under the
present administration [applause on the Democratic side], and
together they may succeed in convincing——

Mr. MANN. The gentleman agrees with the former Presi-
dent and takes his side. :
Mr. FITZGERALD (continuing). They may succeed in con-
vineing the country that the Democracy, which originated this
appropriation, has been compelled to-day to adopt regulations
to prevent the continuance of the abuses which have existed
since the appropriation has been made to have the expenditures
made properly ; that they have attempted to prevent or to stifle
the enforcement of the Sherman antitrust law. Let the Depart
ment of Justice employ competent and efficient men; if they do,
there will be no complaint about the adequacy of the appropria-
tion. I believe we have given all that can be expended, should
be expended. Having given as much as was asked last year, the
hearings not disclosing any necessity for additional money ex-
cept to pay exorbitant and indefensible fees, no more should be

given. The committee could not increase the item.

The CHAIRMAN. All time has expired aud the question is
on the adoption of the amendment.

Blf(;': CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
WO

The CHAIRMAN. All time has expired and debate has been
closed. The question is on the adoption of the amendment. -

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced the
ayes seemed to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr., CANNoN) there were—ayes
20, noes 36.

Mr. CANNON. Tellers, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BARTLETT. May I inquire the exact amount of the
amendment ?

The CHAIRMAN. The bill proposes an appropriation of
$200,000 and the amendment increases it to $250,000

The committee again divided; and the tellers (Mr. FITZGERALD
and Mr. Caxxox) reported that there were—ayes 28, noes 49.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Suits to set aside conveyances of allotted lands, Five Clvilized Tribes :
For the payment of necessary exgenscs incident to any suits brought
at the request of the Secretary of the Interior in the eastern judiclal
district of Oklahoma, to Dbe expended under the direction of the
Attorney General, $20,000, together with the unexpended balance of
the appropriations heretofore made for this purpose: Provided, That
not to exceed $10,000 of sald sum shall be available for the expenses

g!éa %lm United States on appeals to the Supreme Court of the United
es.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Having fully set forth my views on these suits in the
past, I do not desire to go into an extended discussion into
the merits or demerits of same at this time. But I would like
to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill for some informa-
tion, if I can get his attention.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am listening to the gentleman.
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Mr. CARTER. On page 1510 of the hearings I notice Mr.
Enaebel, in his statement, says that there is already a balance
on hand of $38,000. Later on in the same statement he con-
‘tends that all this sum can be used for the continuation of the
work in these suits. Am I correct in that?

Mr. FITZGERALD. They had a balance of $55,000 and
expected to spend $30,000 altogether this year, leaving $28,000
at the end of the year. L

Mr. CARTER. Then what is the necessity of appropriating
the ndditional $20,000 which the gentleman has in this bill?

Mr. FITZGERALD. They will need $48,000 next year.

Mr. CARTER. They will need $48,000 next year? They
were given $50,000 by the act of May 27, 1908, authorizing the
suite, then in 1909 another $50,000, in 1910 another $50,000,
and in 1911 another £50,000, making in all $200,000 that will
be spent by the 30th day of this month, which i§ the end of the
fiscal year. Now, you have given the Department of Justice
£20,000 more, and toward the bottom of the same page I see
another item of $15,000 for “suits affecting title to Seminole
allotted lands in Oklahoma,” making a grand aggregate of
£235,000 appropriated by Congress, and yet very few of these
suits seem to have reached any definite conclusion. Now, will
the gentleman enlighten this House and the country by telling
us when there is any likelihood of any considerable portion of
these suits being settled?

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman himself knows the
United States Supreme Court within the year has decided two
or three of them. \

Mr. CARTER. The Supreme Court has, if my memory serves
me right, decided five of the cases, as follows: The Marchie
Tiger case, the ing Investment Co. case, the Goat case, the
Mullen and Jansen case, and the Heckman-Owen case.

~ AMr. FITZGERALD. Those suits have been carried up to the
RBupreme Court of the United States, and under these decisions
of the court certain questions now necessarily being sent back
for trial of a great many of these cases he can estimate as
easily as I can how long it will take to finish those suits which
are brought to protect the Indians from the rapacity of these
dishonest whites.

Mr. CARTER. The gentleman’'s remarks about protecting an
Indian from the rapacity of dishonest whites are superfluous
and unnecessary. I am seeking light and information and not
accusations. I want simply to say to him that T myself am one
of these helpless wards of the Government for whom one of
these very suits was brought to set aside a conveyance.

The gentleman from New York may differ with me on the
subject, but I have a stealthy, sneaking motion that I am as
capable of taking care of my own affairs as the gentleman from
New York, the Secretary of the Interior, the Attorney General,
or any other mam under heaven's canopy.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Tha't is trne, and the gentleman knows,
too, that the conditions were such that, in order to protect those
Indians who were not competent and who have been defranded
and who have been despoiled of the lands or properiy, the
Department of Justice was compelled to include a greaf number
of transactions which, because of the limitation of 60 days, if
I reeall correctly, it was unable to investigate. There are over
thirty and odd thousand cases, and I prefer to embarrass the
gentleman from Oklahoma just a little bit, rather than to have
all the Indians who are incompetent defrauded of their prop-
erty by dishonest men who have been seeking to take advantage
of their incompetency. d

Mr. CARTER. The gentleman from New York can not pos-
gibly embarrass the gentleman from Oklahoma in this respect.
Myself and my people—competent though many of us claim to
be—have been so unjustly held in a state of pupilage that embar-
rassment from additional abuse of our liberties is impossible.

I again insist that I am only seeking information and not a
disenssion of the moral phase of this guestion, though I would
be very glad to take that issue up with any man with sufficient
time and proper conditions. Neither do I care at this time to
burden this committee with any further discussion as to the
manner in which these suits were brought. .

The gentleman in charge of the bill says the department was
only given 60 days. I deny it, and I defy the gentleman from
New York or any other person to show me any limitation in
the face of the law about the bringing of these suits.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not about bringing the suits. Sixty
days were provided, I think, on the Indian appropriation act
that certain conveyances should be validated, and it was the
opinion of the Department of Justice—I have not looked it
up, but undoubtedly the gentleman knows it better than I
do—that unless suits were entered at the expiration of the GO-
day period it would be too late, and the action would not lie, |
and, if I am not mistaken, the department has been somewhat

sustained in that by some of the cases that have been adjudi-
cated up to this time.

Mr, CARTER. The gentleman is badly mistaken. I have
never heard of any Supreme Court decision holding that these
suits must be brought within a limited time. Department of
Justice officials themselves certainly do not contend that. When
they were brought to time by your committee for the reckless
and wholesale manner in which these suits were instituted,
they offered as an excuse that the restrictions would be re-
moved within 60 days, and that some of the invalid transactions
made in the past might be validated by the removal of restrie-
tions. The answer to that is that the very restriction act itself
prohibited the validating of any theretofore invalid transac-
tions, Section 4 of this act—the very one which provided for
the bringing of these suits—contains the following language:

That allotted lands shall n
of personal v.:laim‘l or aema°immfﬁﬁ1?§t£§d éi'aish t%raneiufﬁ?&
prior to the removal of restrictions, other than contracts heretofore
expressly permitted by law.

Now, with a good lawyer, like the gentleman from New York,
I think that provision oughf to forever settle that question,
so that'it will not be raised in future debates.

Mr. FFTZGERALD. The Department of Justice, charged with
the responsibility of conducting these suits, was of the opinion
that it was necessary to bring them in advance, and I am in-
clined to think that they were wise in that case. One of the
grounds upon which the suits were antagonized was that the
department had no power to bring action in the name of the
United States. Even a technicality like that was resorted to,
and I have no doubt astute lawyers would easily have taken ad-
vantage of the cther Suggestion. I do not think we can criticize
the Department of. Justice in going in as they have to protect
these- Indians from the consequences that the gentleman and
myself know.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Okla-
homa has expired.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that the time
of the gentleman from Oklahoma be extended for five minutes.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I repeat that I shall be very
glad at any appropriate time to go into a full discussion of the
merits of these suits or of the demerits of the er in which
they have been brought and prosecuted by the department, but
there is much to be said on my side, and it seems, too, that the
gentleman must know that the discussion on my side of the case
might be prolonged indefinitely. I again insist that I am trying
to get some definite information. Since, however, this question
of the manner in which these suits have been brought has arisen
I do want to make this statement: Any fair, unbiased man, hav-
ing the least bit of familiarity with the action of the Depart-
ment of Justice and the Interior Department with relation to
these suits in Oklahoma will be forced to admit that it is one
of the most notorious pieces of incompetency and infringement
upon the rights of the people of which any government has ever
been guilty, and it ought to cause the blush of shame to mantle
the cheek of every department official who has had a part in
delaying these matters, tying up the business interests of our
State, and placing an embargo on the price of the Indians’
property.

The restriction bill, approved May 27, 1008, authorized the
institution of these suits, and the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Ferzeerarp] and I took part in ifs passage. The gentle-
man from New York made a speech against the bill and I
made a speech for it, not that I favored this provision, but be-
cause of the many valuable enactments contained fherein. In

the public hearings which were held on this biil department

officials appeared before us and asked that $50,000 be given for
clearing up titles to restricted lands in Oklahoma. We all
knew that some fraudulent deeds had been given and realized
the importance of removing every cloud from the title before
the lands were finally offered for sale, but we also had a mortal
fear of having these suits brought without proper investigation.
These suits could have been brought under the general law any-
way, and these department officials seemed fo think that they
had sufficient machinery with which to bring same. Bat
hearings will show that these same officials stated that they
wanted $30,000, not for the purpose of bringing suits but for
the purpose of making an investigation so that suits could be
brought intelligently and not in a wholesale manner. Now, let
us see if these gentlemen have kept faith with this Coungress.
To fully elucidate this argument it sill be necessary to repeat
here what I have said on two former occasions on the floor of
this House, and that is the necessary procedure for making an
investigation preparatory to properly bringing these suits,
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The same law which appropriated this $50,000 provided that
the tribal rolls, as prepared by the Dawes Commission, should
be conclusive evidence to the age and gquantum of Indian blood.
The test of the allottee’s right to convey was the guantum of
Indian blood and age.
order, go that the only thing necessary would be to go to the
records of the county in which the land was located, get the
name of the vendor, run down the alphabetical list of the rolls,
and right beside the name of the allottee you would find his
age and guantum of blood. This investigation should require
not to exceed five minutes to the name. So that all necessary
examinations could have been made prior to the 60 days, if,
indeed, that had been necessary, which it was not. Not only
that, Mr. Chairman, this investigation could have been made
and all spurious suits dismissed, even after they were brought;
but was any of these precautions taken? Not on your life,
because the moment the suits are dismissed that moment their
tenure of office expires. You do not expect one of these fellows
to work himself out of a job, do you? Instead of that, they
brought suits in a wholesale manner. Hoping to bolster up
their own incompetent and disgraceful acts by insidious at-
tempts to discredit some of our State officials, unwarranted
suits and criminal prosecutions were attempted, only to be dis-
missed by the Federal court.

More real harm was done, however, on the converse side of
this proposition. Suits were brought to set aside conveyances
of allottees, of whose competency there was not a particle of
doubt, and who were fully authorized to alienate their land at
the time the transfers were made.

Now, this is our side of the case very briefly told, and no one
seems safe on either side of the question from the rapacity of
this bunch of officials. All seem fish that come into their net.

Now, let me ask the gentleman one more question before I
am through. As stated heretofore there is an item at the bot-
tom of the same page providing for the payment of expenses
incident to suits brought affecting the title of Seminole lands.
Can the gentleman tell us the difference befween this and the
other suits? Are they not of the same character, and is not
that an ingenious way to impose upon the Commiitee on Ap-
propriations to the extent of getting an additional appropria-
tion?

Mr. FITZGERALD,
acter of suits.

Mr. CARTER. Well, I think the gentleman will find that
they are all the same. And since $48,000 is left with which to
prosecute these suits, this $15,000 additional would make
$63,000 for the ensuing year as against $50,000 appropriated
heretofore, which is an increase of §13,000. Mr. Knaebel states
in the hearings that of these suits some six or seven theusand
have been dismissed. So it would seem that as the cases nar-
row down the appropriation must be increased.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That statement is hardly fair. The
gentleman knows that there are about 30,000 suits. In the first
action brought in the district court a demurrer was sustained
to the bill, and that case was appealed to the circuit eourt of
appeals and the cireuit court of appeals reversed the decree of
the distriet court and held the bill to be good. Then Congress,
by legislation with which the gentleman is familiar and with
which I am familiar, authorized an appeal to the United States
Supreme Court of certain typical cases, in order, if possible, to
shorten and prevent as much of the litigation as possible. Four
cases, at least, have within a very short time been decided by
the Supreme Court. Someof those defendants have been
sentenced. The trial of the others will result later, and in the
meantime much of this litigation is discontinued. After these
actions have been dismissed in which the department Is con-
vineed that there ig no ground for recovery, pending an appeal
to the United States Supreme Court, all of these other cases
have been held in abeyance; but now that certain important
questions have been settled, it will be possible to prosecute these
suits, and many of them will be handled, and a much larger
expenditure will be required than if they were all in the same
state of suspense as they have been heretofore. Now, relative
to the Seminole cases, Mr. Gresham, who is in charge of that,
states——

The CHATRMAN.

No. I think they are a different char-

The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more.
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's
request?

There was no objection.
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Gresham statest

This office was established about one year ago, and while we realize
that the work is only fairly n, we ve accomplished much good.
The office has been instrumental in removing clouds from title by quit-
claim deeds and judgments of approximately $200,000 worth of allotted
land; 8 persons have been convicted of deed forgeries, and 23 similar

These rolls are indexed in alphabetical |

|

| tions are now pending in the State courts with many others for
b, i, o find /

an

]Eland the embezzlement of funds derived from the sale of minor
erited lands in prospect. A number of civil actions in ejectment
and for the cancellation of illegal deeds are now pending, and many
others of a similar character will be instituted in behalf of allottees
duri the next year. Practically every adult member of the tribe,
both Indian and freedman, has calﬂzd at the office and sought advice or
assistance in relation to allotted or inherited land.

In view of such statements as that, the committee could not
possibly refuse to recommend the appropriation of the money
necessary for this service.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to
criticize the committee any further than this: These matters
are so complicated that they will fool even as an astute ae-
countant as my distinguished friend from New York. They are
s0 involved that unless a man is thoroughly acquainted with all
the details he is very apt to be imposed upon in these different
amounts expended, which may be for similar purposes. I am
reasonably certain that this money for the Seminole prosecution
is to be used for the same purpose as that of the item under
discussion. What is the distinction? The Seminoles are a
part of the Five Civilized Tribes and the suits are of practically
the same nature. The only difference is that the Seminoles’
deeds have not yet been delivered, while patents have been
delivered to the others.

Now, in conclusion, I want to say this: If my memory serves
me right, the law points in these numerous suits were 14 in
number. The five cases spoken of before in this discussion have
settled all those points except two and—again resorting to my
memory—those two relate to inherited estates, and in one of
these cases a decision has already been rendered by the United
States Court in the Eastern District of Oklahoma and the
supreme court of the State, and this decision has not been ap-
pealed from. So these suits have been resolved into a question
of classification and clerical work. That is to say, as soon as it
can be determined to what class a case belongs it should either
be dismissed, settled, or prosecuted to a final determination
without much delay.

I am willing that the department shall have the necessary
funds to make this classification, and live in hopes that some
reasonable dispatch will be used in the disposition of these
suits within the next year. But I warn the gentleman that the
people of Oklahoma have suffered long and greatly from the
clouds that these snits have brought upon the Indian lands, and
I think this House ought to take a hand in the matter, not only
for the benefit of the business interests and the white people of
Oklahoma, but for .the sake of the Indians themselves. The
value of those lands have been almost completely destroyed by
the clouding of titles which this wholesale bringing of sunits has
caused, and unless some reasonable dispatch is made before the
meeting of the next Congress, I am, going to ask the intelligent
membership of this House to take this matfer in hand and
make some intelligent settlement of It, regardless of what any
department says.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota.
a question?

Mr. CARTER. I yield to the gentleman from South Dakota.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I should like to ask the gen-
tleman whom he means by “ us,” He makes the statement that
when two of these points are decided by the Supreme Court he
Ehinks t.Pat court will decide against “us.” What does he mean

y i“ us.’

Mr. CARTER. I think I qualified that statement immedi-
ately afterwards by saying I meant the defendants in the suits.
I do not happen to be one of the defendants, although a great
many of my constituents are. I was one of the incompetents
for whom suit was brought, so instead of saying “ weuns” I
should have said * you-uns.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to say
this, that everybody knows that very considerable inconvenience
has been occasioned to a great many innocent persons, and I
think the desire of the Department of Justice is to clean up that
situation as much as possible.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr, Chairman, the amendment
under consideration reads‘'as follows, viz:

Buits to set aside conveyances of allotted lands, Five Cilvilized
Tribes: For the payment of necessary expenses incident to any sults
brought at the request of the Secretary of the Interior in the eastern
judicial district of Oklahoma, to be expended under the direction of
the Attorney General, $20,000, together with the unexpended balance
of the appropriations tofore made for this purpose: Provided,
That not to exceed $10,000 of sald sum shall be available for the
expenses of the United States on appeals to the Supremes Court of
the United States.

It clearly appears from the first sentence that this law ean
be and. in fact, it has been made an engine of oppression to
the Indians as well as the white citizens of Oklahoma. It
authorizes suits to be brought to set aside conveyances of
allotted lands of the Five Civilized Tribes.

Will the gentleman yield to
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If it had stated that the appropriation was made to set
aside “fraudulent sales” of Indian lands I would have no
objection to the appropriation. The language in this bill au-
thorizes suits to be brought without alleging or proving frauds
in purchasing lands from an Indian. Such sales are and were
authorized by law, and not unlawful per se, yet this law
authorizes suits against any person having any deed of con-
veyance to Indian lands, and such suits have been brought to
the ruin and detriment of hundreds of innocent men in Okla-
homa, and many of them have been pending for years; and
the result of these suits has been to prevent the Indians from
selling their surplus lands for anything like their true worth.
‘No white man would buy land from an Indian, who knows
that the Government could and would sue for the next day.

These Indians are land poor. They must sell some of their
land to improve their homestead, which they ecan not sell. The
~employment of these attorneys and the authorizing of these
suits prevents the development of that country. Thirty thou-
sand of these suits have been brought already, and but few
have been disposed of, as is shown by the following evidence
given before the Appropriation Committee by Mr. Knaebel, the
attorney in charge of these Indian suits in Oklahoma :

The CHATRMAN, What has been done under this appropriation?
[M}-. !gz:xmx.h Shall I go back and briefly rehearse it from the be-
nning
i The CArRMAN. Yes, sir, -
“Mﬁ-. ;(ximsm.. That appropriation originated in 1908. It grew out
the fact——

The CHAIRMAN (interposing). In 1909, was it not?

Mr. Pagr. The appropriation was made for the fiscal year 1909,

Mr, CourTs. But it is probable that the act was approved in 1908,

Mr. K¥agBEL. It was found in that year that a vast number of un-
lawful transactions with Indians in Oklahoma had occurred, and this
appropriation became necessary to meet the expenses of the endeavor to
get them aside. Three hundred and one sults were n in the eastern
district of Oklahoma, involving about 30,000 different all unlawfual
conveyances, and there were some 16,000 different partles defendant.
A great deal has been sald since to the effect that the lltigation has
resulted in casting clouds upon titles in that BState and up the
development of the country. In reply to that I will simply say that
there has been no desire upon the part of the d;.:lputment to delay the
litigation in any respect. e department was always ready and, with
this money, able to go ahead with it and try the cases and dispose of
them upon their merlts, but the effort was blocked by demurrers ralsing
the question of the right of the Government to represent the Indians
and the question of the right to join different parties having dlstinct
interests in the same blll. The lower court sustained these objections,
w]:riich g;.lt a stop instantly to any further progress until that Ing was
reviewed.

Typical cases were taken to the circuit court of appeals, and the Gov-
ernment there sncceeded in overturning the decision of the court below.
By a provislon annexed to the appropriation blll of that year jurisdic-
tion was given to the SBupreme Court to review these cases, and some
of them were brought to the Supreme Court. Meanwhile we could do
nothing but tighten u¥ in Oklahoma, maintain supervision over the
litigation, and attend to such settlements as were possible. The Su-
preme Court has very recently ruled sustaining absolutely the right
of the Government to bring these sunits, and putting aside the objection
of multifariousness. In the case in which these guestions were first
%ussed upon, it also ruled that the conveyances involved were unlawful.

hat case rules a number of similar cases pending in the courts below,
both as to the right of the Government to prosecute and as to the in-
validity of the conveyances. In another case, more recently adjudicated,
the court held that the conveyances there involved were not unla
Many distinet questions of alienabillty arise in these transactions, because
of the differences of tribes, degree of Indian blood, and character of the
land ; that is, whether homestead or w is called sur&}lua land, or
directly allotted or inherited from d allottees. e bills are
drawn so that each one may embrace only transactions of the same
legal character, and, of course, it is possible that the Government may
be wrong in respect to some of the classes; but we believe that we are
right In a large majority of the contentions made in these cases., _

The CHAIRMAN. One of the complaints or objections urged to this
appropriation was the charge that the department had instituted in-
discriminately a great number of cases without any investigation. Will
you state the circumstances under which these suits were Initiated,
and ex%l.ea!n the limitation that was fixed upon the time in which they
should bronght? I want you to explain the reasons the Government
had to exercise some haste in filing these cases.

Mr, KxAgpeL. The act of May 27, 1908, was passed shorily before
this litigation was instituted. It made new provisions as to the right
to alienate allotments, and these fprovl.ulons were to go into effect
within 60 days after the approval of the act. The question arose as to
whether, upon the expiration of that period, cer transactions, in-
valid at the time of the passage of the act, might not become so valid
as to render any attempt to set them aside futile, if the suits were not
greviously begun. For that reason, and to avold any question as to the

meliness of the suits, the work had to be done with enormouns haste,
and all the facilities then avallable were used to assemble the data to
be gotten from the records, and it was obtained, as far as time would
- allow, and the test care was taken that could be taken to avoid
_mistakes. Notw thstanding that care, some of the reports relied upon
were erroneous, and some transactions were Included in the suits t
ought not to have been mﬁuded in the litigation, but these have been
largely eliminated since. at has been a large part of the work of this
force of representatives we have had at Musko, during th
quiescence, and in making these eliminations it has been open to any-
body to show where mistake has been made, and in all cases the mlis-
takes have been promptly rectified as establfshed. ~Then a great many
of the transactions have been settled by parties when they have been
shown that they were in the wrong, ving quitclaim conveyances,
Btill others have been settled through the cooperation of the Becretary
of the Interior by ad}usunixthe transactions In accordance with the law
and in accordance with what was fair and equitable so far as the In-
dians were concerned.

Mr. Chairman, the Seminole Indians of Oklahoma are one
of the Five Civilized Tribes, and the provision of this bill
relative to this tribe is as follows, viz:

Sults affecting title to Seminole allotted lands in Oklahoma: For
the yment of necessary expense incident to any sults brought, in-
cluding the salaries of attorneys specially employed to set aside illegal
conveyances of Seminole allotments, to protect the possession of Semi-
nole allottees their allotted lands, or in the prosecution of an
criminal pro based on frauds perpetrated upon Seminole al-
lottees respect to their allotted lands, to be expended under the
direction of the Attorney General, $15,000.

Mr. Chairman, the language in this S8eminole paragraph is en-
tirely different from the first one that I objected to; this
authorizes sult to be brought to set aside illegal conveyance
only, the other one authorizes suits to set aside any convey-
ance, as I have fully shown. The first language applies to
all of the Five Tribes, the last only to the Seminoles. Why
this difference? I have no objection—neither will any citizen
of Oklahoma have any objection—to suits to set aside illegal
conveyances made by Indians, where the Indian would be com-
pelled to refund the consideration paid him for his land by
his purchaser. I do, however, insist that the first provision in
this bill, permitting these suits to be brought to set aside all
conveyances of land heretofore made by all the Five Tribes
except the Seminoles, is an unqualified outrage, if not a
crime against the citizens of Oklahoma, especially those who
have lawfully purchased lands from Indians.

If the conveyances were illegal, as in the Seminole cases, then
I, as in the Seminole cases, would not object to these suits
to set them aside. But this outrageous provision permits a citi-
zen to be sued and harassed simply because he has bought land
from an Indian and has a conveyance from him, without
alleging or proving that it is an illegal or fraudulent sale.

The Seniinole Indians are bitterly complaining of their treat-
ment by the Government for withholding from them their pat-
ents or deeds to their lands. The law directs the Secretary to
do this. He has refused, as I will show, without cause, in my
Judgment, to do so, and the only reason for his refusal sug-
gesting itself to me is that time may be given to bring more of
these unjustifiable suits against the purchasers of these lands,

On April 11, 1912, Mr. Davenport introduced the following
bill on this subject, namely :

A bill (H. R. 28184&dire¢tlng the Becretary of the Interior to deliver

patents to Seminole allottees, and for other purposes, :

Be it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Interior is hereb

directed to forthwith deliver all patents or deeds to Seminole nllotteei
covering thelr respective allotments: Provided, however, That the de-
liveléy of such patents or deeds shall not in any manner operate to
validate any void or voidable titles or add to the weight of evidence
ret%uired to avoid the same, or serve to remove restrictions that have
not heretofore been removed by express act of Congress.

This bill was favorably reported May 14, 1912, by the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs of the House and is on the Union
Calendar of the House, No. 239.

The said report is as follows, viz:

(Union Calendar No. 239.)
[House Report No. 698, Sixty-second Congress; second session.]
PATENTS TO SEMINOLE ALLOTTEES,

Mr. Ferris, from the Committee on Indian Affalrs, submitted the
rol!owln&report to accompany H. R. 23184 :

The mmittee on Indlan Affairs, to whom was referred the bill
(H. R. 23184) di e Becretary of the Interlor to deliver patents
to Seminole allottees, and for other purposes, having duly considered
Eha same, report the bill without amendment and recommend that it
0 pass.

he Seminole Tribe of Indians is one of what is known as the Five
Civilized Tribes, all of the Five Clvilized Tribes having taken their allot-
ments, and the (Ejatenm or deeds to the same having been delivered to
the Choctaws, ickasaws, Cherokees, and Creek ut there has only
been three gntenm or deeds delivered to the members of the Seminole
Tribe of Indians. .

In the Seminole Natlon, the withholding of patents or deeds from the
allottees has been, as shown by the testimony presented before the com-
mittee, detrimental to the allottee as well as detrimental to the honest
farmer who desired to go into the Seminole Nation and purchase a
home for himself and tamlli. since the allotting of the Seminole lands,

Congress passed an act ril 21, 1904, whereby it removed the re-

strictions from the surplus lands of adult freedmen in the Beminole
Nation. May 27, 1908, Congress gassed another act with reference to
removing restrictions upon alienation upon lands of allottees In the
Five Clvilized Tribes, of which the SBeminole Tribe is one. The pro-
visions of that act removed all restrictions upon all allottees who were
not Indians by blood, and upon the lands of all allottees who were
Indian by blood but who were less than half blood, and upon the sur-
{blus allotment of allottees who were one-half blood or more and less
han three-fourths Indian by blood. The act also gave the Secrelary
of the Interior, in his diseretion, the right to remove restrietions upon
application by the allottee from the lands of either the homestead or
surplus allotments of those who are one-half blood or more than one-
half blood and up to full blood.
In view of the fact that Congress has passed the acts of April 21,
1904, and May 27, 1908, removing restrictions from certain lands of
allottees in the Seminole Nation and from a portion of allotments from
other allottees, the committee belleves that the patents or deeds to the
lands should be delivered.

It will be noticed from the gmvls!on of the bill that the delivery of
such patents or deeds shall not in any manner operate to validate any
vold or voidable titles or add to the weight of evidence required to
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avold the same or serve to remove restrictions that have not hereto-
fore been removed by express act of Congress.

In the hearings before the committee it was further shown that because
of the failure to deliver the patents or deeds to the allottees of the
Beminole Nation that various parties who had purchased lands in the
SBeminole Natlon and the allottees themselves were refusing to pay taxes
on the land from whiech restrictions had been removed, thereby leaving
the county without any funds for its expenses and greatly re-
ducing the school funds in said eounty.

The committee recommends that the bill pass.

Mr. Chairman, as chairman of the Committee on Indian
Affairs of this House I have received many interesting let-
ters favoring the passage of this bill, and among them was
the following letter from John W. Willmott, an able and
trustworthy attorney of Wewoka, in the Seminole country.
This letter and the accompanying one written by the same
writer to Senator OwEeN are as follows, viz:

WewoxkA, OKLA., March 9, 1912,

To the honorable CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

Bir: A great [nfusﬁce is belné done the Seminole Indian Tribe
and the white people of Seminole County, Okla., by the withholding of
all patents to Seminole lands because a few frauds forgeries
have been committed. The Secretary of the Interior and the Attorney
General have taken the view that all conyeyances made of lands in
Seminole Nation are wvoid, notwithstanding the acts of Congress ex-
pressly removing the restrictions. An injunction against the collee-
tlon of taxes has been obtained in the Federal courf, and the count
is in a very deplorable condition; and the delivery of patents, while it
would not make valid a single invalid title or remove a single restrie-
tion that is not already removed, at the same time it would make titles
merchantable where restrictions have been removed. and would make it
go that in the future perfect titles could be obtained.

You will be surprised to learn that since the act of May 27, 1908,
not a single restriction has been removed by the Secretary of the

Interior as to Seminole lands, and not a single Seminole has n per-
mitted to make a gale of his lands through the Interior Department;
all, they eay, because patents have not been delivered, an Be

c-
rettar{ of the Interior keeps the titles in doubt by withholding the
patents,

While there 18 a crying need for the delivery of patents, and the con-
dition here now Is almost Intolerable because of the d!s?ute over titles,
the Government proclaiming that there Is not a good title In Seminole
Nation, and we most earnestly desire that the patents be delivered,
and that at once, we wish to be distinctly understood that we would
like to have It provided in the act directing the Secretary of the Inte-
rlor to forthwith deliver all Seminole patents; that such delivery of
patent should not operate to make any land alienable which was not
theretofore alienable, and should not operate to validate any title that
was not theretofore lezal and valid.

To put you on your guard, we will say that an effort is being made
1o iet threugh Congress a bill seeking to have the patents delivered in
such manner that they will operate as if delivered on the 4th of
March, 1908, or that they will operate as If delivered in acecordance with
the provisions of the act of April 28, 1906. Now, to ome unfamiliar
with the Seminole situation this may seem not to be important, but if
this is done it will operate to make valid a Preut multitnde of ques-
tionable deeds made subsequent to the 4th of March, 1906, for hun =
or thousands of which sums of from §5 to $23 were paid, with no pro-
vision for any further gayment. Bo that if the patents are delivered,
they should simply be delivered with no language that can be consid-

to relate back, or, a5 we have suggested, with express Ia;s:uge
providing that the delivery shall not operate to remove any restriction
not theretofore remwedrgzﬂConsresa or to validate any deed taken
prior to the removal of restrictions.

That you may more fully understand the situation, we have attached
l{l)ereto a copy of a letter sent by us this day to Senator ROBERT L.

WEN.
It may work a hardship upon you, pressed, as you no doubt are, for
time, to read this letter and the one attached, Lut If yon will heed the
suggestions of this letter you have an oﬁgortunlty to prevent a great
wrong, to render by vigilance a great public service, ami to confer upon
the Indlans a benefit as t as was ever conferred upon them.

I may say that the dlstrict court of Seminole County has already
held these conveyances made aubseqluent to March 4, 1 , and up to
the 27th of July, 1908, by Indian citizens as distinguished from freed-
men vold and unenforceable, and is cnm-eling them just as fast as
they are brought before the court, and it would be a very great wrong
to have any of this class of deeds walldated by an act of Congress
passed In conjunction with the delivery of patents,

We have the honor to remain,

Yours, very truly, Jogxy W. WILLMOTT.

MarcH 9, 1912,

Hon. RopERT I. OWEN,
United States Senatlor, Washingion, D. C.

DeAr Sgxaror: Having resided at Wewoka for about 11 years, and
having a home and fa and good law practice here, I am naturall
much interested in the present and future of Seminole County; an
I want to take the liberty of writing youn, Benator, abont some matters
which have troubled us greatly in is particular locality and con-
cerning which, I belleve, you can aid us,

The subject I have in mind is the confused state of our land titles
and the practical impossibility of getting rellef except through some
positive and unequivocal act of Congress. -

You will recall that at varlous times, and lately with ticular
clearness in the Marchie Tiger case, the Supreme Court has held that
in the matter of restrictions upon the power of the Indians to alienate
their lands the will of Congress is supreme.

Having s;’)ecial regard to.the Seminole Indians, as one of the Five
Civilized Tribes of Indians in Indian Territory, Congress by the act of
iprﬂ 21, 1904, removed all restrictions upon the power of allenation

all cltizens of said tribe not of Indlan blood, except minors, and
except as to their homesteads. By plain lanmge this made all surplus
lands of adult freedmen and intermarried whites having no Indian
blood alienable; and many good, honorable citizens, relying upon the
language of this act, so plain in its terms that it is not susceptible of
misconstruction, went out and bought farms and have moved upon and

improved the same at the expenditure of a large amount of labor and

money.
Again, in the act of Congress of April 26, 1908, it is provided that
the adult heirs of any deceased allottee of either of the Five Civilized

Tribes to whom a patent bas been issued or whose selection has been
made may sell and convey the lands so inherited with a provision that
the deeds of full-blood heirs must be approved by the honorable Secre-
tary of the Interior, and the same act made the rolls coneclusive as to
the guantum of Indian blood. Plainly, this act applied to the Semi-
noles. And again, citizens of this county and others went out and
Fu.rchased lands in good faith, relying upon this act of Congress, ¥
ts express terms this very clause above referred to relieves from the ne-
cesgity of a patent, if there were ever such a necessity, and says the aduolt
heirs of any deceased alloftee * * * whose seléction has been made
may alienate. In another paragraph In the same act Congress expressly
Emvided that no conveyance of any land of any of the allottees of the
five Civilized Tribes made subsequent to the removal of restrictions
?hould be held invalid, solely because no patent had fssued for the
and. We do not belleve that any fair-minded lawyer or judge could
either contend or hold that the two acts above mentioned did not apply
to the Seminoles for the sole reason that they had no patents for their
lands. This last act of 1906 made alienable all lands inherited by
adult mixed-blood Indians, as shown by the rolls; all lands inherited
by adult freedmen and intermarried whites; and all lands inherited
by full bloods, provided the deeds should be approved by the honorable
Secretary of the Interior.

By the act of Congress of May 27, 1908, as you well remember, by
language that applies with equal force to the Seminoles, as well as
any other of the Five Civilized Tribes, it is provided that all of the
lands of ecltizens not of Indian blood; that all of the lands of those
less than half-bload Indians; that all of the lands of half-blood Indians
exeept their homesteads shall be allenable without any restriction
whatever ; and that the homesteads of all half bloods and over, and the
entire allotments of all over half bloods shall be alienable with the ap-
proval of the Secretary of the Interior.

These are the acts of the Congress of the United States upon which
the good people of Eemincle County, Okla., and others, inciuding the
Seminole citizens themselves, have relied for authority to deal with the
lands of the SBeminole Tribe. We submit they are plain enough for any-
one who honestly seeks to arrive at their correct meaning.

Now, it is true, Senator, that there were a few evil men in Seminole
County ; and the opportunity for specunlation was such, when the re-
strictions were removed, that some frauds were perpetrated and some
crimes committed. This, however, is not different from what happened
in other communities. The great body of the ge?gle of this county are
a good, honest citizenship who condemn an lore the fact that
frauds and .erimes have been committed; and it upon this worthy
class of people, in conjunction with the Indian citizens themselves,
that the hardship of the present confused condition rests.

After the bulk of the lands from which restrictions had been removed
by the provisions of the above acts had been sold and gone into the
hands of white purchasers and the field for speculation had narrowed
down, the grafter element, if I may eall them such, began to cast about
for a means(lg which some hold could be gotten on the lands that were
still restricted, but which would likely soon pass out from under re-
strictions. This situation and this desire led to the development of a
theory among the more’astute of the grafter element; and it was this
theory in the main that has brought upon us most of our present
troubles thongh some flagrant frauds and forgeries perpetrated in se-
curlng lands from which Congress had actually removed the restrie-
tions may have been a participating cause.

If I may impose upon your time to such extent, I wounld like to ex-
?lam to you this theory to which I have referred, for I belleve that it
8 very material for you to understand it. I am as sure as I am of
anything, Senator, that while you earnestly desire to aid the good
people of Seminole County in this matter, yon would never knowingly
do any act which would forward to any extent any illegal or unlawful
scheme to validate questionable titles. This theory, if accepted and
made law, would work untold hardship upon a great many poor and
helpless people,

You will recall that the Seminole treaty ‘Pmﬂdlng for the allotment
of the Beminole land, also provided that *all contracts for the sale
disposition or encumbrance of any part of any allotment made prior
to date of patent, should be void.” That was the only provision rela-
tive to restrictions upon allenation. There was nothing that treaty
that directly fixed the date when patents should Issue. It was pro-
vided, however, that upon the extinguishment of the tribal government,
the principal chief of the tribe should execute patents for the allot-
ments. No time was fixed by this oriﬂnal treaty, however, for the ex-
tinguishment or dissolution of the tribal government, and we think It
fair to assume that tbat was left for Cn&gresa in its discretion to fix.
By the Indian appropriation act of 1903, it was provided that the
Seminole tribal government should not continue longer than the 4th
of March, 1906, and further provided that the Becretary of the In-
terior might at the proper time provide suitable patents., and have them
delivered as theretofore provided by law. On March 2, 1906, the Al-
drich resolution was passed, providing for the continuance of the ex-
istence of the tribal govemments of the Five Tribes, and a similar
provision was embodled In the act of April 26, 1906,

Now, the contention was made by a few lawyers here, who were

rincipally engaged in the real estaté business, that the Aldrich resolu-
¥1tm was Ineffectual to acecomplish the purpose for which it was de-
slgned ; that the act of Con of 1903, fixing the 4th of March, 1908,
as the time when the tribal government should expire, by in-
ference fixing the time when the patent would issue, gave the allottee a
vested right to his patent on the 4th of March, 1906, or within a
reasonable time thereafter; and that the patents were consequently
due to issue on the 4th of Mareh, 1906, and were in law consequently,
the same as issued, and the same as issued, the restrictions had at
that time passed off entirely, inasmuch as the set of si g or de-
liv of patent was fixed by the eriginal treaty as being the act which
shoe;fd eﬂ%:t the removal of restrictions.. They therefore sald the act
eontinuing the tribal government, or assuming to do so, did not accom-
plish its purpose, or was not intended to continue the existence of the
tribe for all purposes. They therefore, and when I say they, I mean a
few indlviduals, believing In this theory—started out, making no dis-
tinetion as to any of the land, for if the patents were the same as
delivered and the restrictions thereby removed, all restrictions wonld

the freedman,

be off, and the mixed blood, and the full blood would
stand upon the same ground and be equally free. They therefore en-
tered In?: a tic plan of acquirinrg deeds to all of the lands of the
tribe, pr -the whole county. ‘n a very few months, Dmcticaléy
all of the of full bloods, mixed bloods, freedman homesteads
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were covered by warranty deeds. In these transactfons, In most cases,
though large considerations were inserted in the deeds, and receipt of
the same ncknowledied, only very small sums were ec[)atd; for instance
in foll-blood eases, hundreds of deeds were obtalned for §5 pald, and
the amount pald ran up in this class of cases possibly to $25 or a
little more in some Instances. We find in our practice that some such
a conversation as this is regorted to have taken place when these in-
striiments were obtalned. he proposing purchaser says: " Now, we
can’'t buy your land now, but we just take a deed to It. and pay you a
little money, and if It turns out that our deed is good, we will come
around later and buy the land from you and pay you for it, and of
course if it turns out that our deed is not g you will simply have
the amount of money we now pay you and be ahead that much.” We
do not exaggerate the extent of this business when we say that prac-
tically the whole county was covered with these transactions. Not all
of the transactions were alike; some men i:roeeeded in good faith, and
gaid to the Indlan: “ I will give you a wrltten contract; if the courts
should hold this deed valid, 1 will Rﬂ{ you the smount of money named
in the contract, and the land shall be mine"; and in mnn{ cases the
transactions were thoroughly understood by the Indian, though the
conslderations were very small.

Now, it was with the county In this condition that the matter was
called to the attention of the Secretary of the Interfor and to the
Attorney General. About the same time complaints somewhat simlilar
were golng up from the other nations, but we belleve in none of them
was_there any such theory as has here developed. It was determined
to file the Federal land suits at Muskogee; and as to the Seminole
Nation, unlike the other nation, on account of this widesPread taking
of deeds to everything, it was decided to recognize no land as free
from restrictions and no titles good, but to sue everybody who had taken
a deed, without regard to the nature of his title, and this was done.
Before the Government could bring itself to this point it had itself
to search diligently for a_theor h{ which it might hope to overthrow
all transactions in the Semincle Nation and prove that none of the
titles here are good; and the feature of no tents delivered stand-
ing out prominently, it was seized upon by the Government as the
basis of Its theory that since no patents had been delivered it could
not be supposed that Congress would permit the Seminoles to sell their
land, and therefore Congress did not intend the removal of restric-
tions acts to apply to the Seminoles, for the Heminoles had no such
title to their aliotments as those acts could attach and operate upon.
That I understand to have been Mr. Russell's contention. I do not
think you will find a lawyer anywhere, in the Attorney General's
Department or out of it who will not admit that that theory is
preposterous. .

Consequently everybody in the Seminole Nation or out of it who
bad a deed to a tract of land In the Seminole Nation was sued by
the Government. Those suits were filled in 1908 and subsequently;
none of them have been tried; many have guitclaimed, but none have
been canceled ; appeals have been faken on questions of Ieadlng and
an opinfon is now and has long been expected from the United States
Supreme Court in the Allen and other cases. Some hope but few ex-

et that the Supreme Court will go further than to pass upon the
{)ﬁrm points decided by Judge Campbell and the United States circuit
court of appeals at 8t. Louls, viz, as to whether the bills were mul-
tifarious, whether the allottees were necessary parties, and whether
the United States had such an Interest that it could sue. It is gen-
erally expected that the Supreme Court will confine itself to the
Eoiuts: passed upon by the courts below. In the meantime the people

ave suffered for going on four years, with no end in view. The Sec-
retary of the Interior, 11‘]1-0:1 advice of the Attorney General, fearing
that the su'ts may be spolled, is withholding the patents: and although
allotment was completed in the main in 1801 and 1902, with some
small allotments to new borns later, only two patents have been de-
iivered in the Seminole Natien. And the hardship upon the people
is very great. There 18 an injunction against the collection of taxes
upon every foot of land in Seminole County, although the United
S}tates circuit court at Muskogee held all of the land alienable from
which Congress had in terms removed restrictions. And our State
supreme court has held that the lands are unrestricted and alienable
in those cases where Congress has removed the restrictions, notwith-
standing the nondellvery of patents. DBut the injunction remains in
foree, by appeal or otherwise in the Federal court, and there has not
been a tax sale of land in Seminole Counnty in the five years since
statehood outside of the incorporated towns, and with the injunction
in force the treasurer can not enforce collection, and the people will
not voluntarily pay, and you can imagine our condition. Our count

is bankrupt, and the burdén of taxation is borne by a few, and the lan

which is really allenable and taxable iz not—at least at present—bear-
ln;{ any portion of the burden of government.

Ve don't think it would be polite to write you what we think about
the policy of the Government in bringing those suits like the dld. It
was wrong, Senator, to sue everybody who had bought Beminole land
when Congress had made a large part of the land alienable. I .was
born a free man, Benator, and have the good, red Baxon blood in my
veins that made this country a free country, and I shall never forget
the wrong perpetrated in this instance by our own National Govern-
ment upon a great number of innocent and unoffending ;;eople just
beeause, forsooth, some few men had violated the law. t violated
every prlnciPle of our ideas of law and justice and Is what I
governmental oppression.

Now, the people of SBeminole County want some rellef and thez
it badly ;: and when I say the geople of Seminole County I don’
a little froup of land buyers, but I mean the bone and sinew of this
county, the people who till the soll, who rear the homes, who pay the
taxes to meet the expenses of government, and who really constitute
the body of the county.

Senator, having an eye to the possible remedy, I would invite your
attention to the fact that with regard to the Seminoles Congress has
abandoned the idea of the delivery of patents marking and effecting
the passing off of restrictions, and, along with the other tribes, has
included the Beminoles, and by the various acts of Congress, particu-
larly the act of May 27, 1907, says In plain lan e what land is re-
stricted and what is not. Now, isn't it perfectly plain that the deliver
of patents, If made at this moment, would not make a single title g
in Seminole County which is not already good? It would not give an
additional advantage to any man who has a bogus or bad title, but
would confer upon us the lmmeasurable benefit of making those titles
which are already good marketable or merchantable, and it would ﬁ)m'
vide a means by which a man in the future could obtain a title which
would be good beyond question. Why, at the present time Seminole
County and the Seminole Nation has the “Dblack eye” so far as land
titles are concerned, and a man with means-can not be induced to get
off the traln in this country for the reason that he has been advised

want

mean

that the Government has sued everybody in Seminele County and won't
give them patents, and titles are no d there, and consequently he
passes us by. Now, this is a deplorable condition and very unjust to
the Indians and to the majority of the white settlers. And this reputa-
tion that we have acquired, would you believe it, has been given us
by our own National Government to a large extent. Why, It has not
been a week since a Government employee told me in my law office
bhere that it was his instructions from the Government offices at Musko-
fee to inform both white settlers and Seminole allottees that all titles
n the Seminole Nation were bad. Now, isn’t that infamous; isn't that
as inexcusable and as indefensible as anything could be? We may be
biased and prejudiced in the matter, Senator, and our judgment ma
not be good, but 11 years of this mismanagement has made us sic
and sore of the situation. It has affected many other likewilse, and
Very many citizens disheartened and fearing that unfavorable con-
ditions would continue have moved away to more favorable parts of
the State where good titles may be obtained or to other States.

Now, as I said, It is gquite apparent, we think, that no harm could
come from the delivery of patents at this time, and the good to the
community would be immeasurable. The delivery of patents would not
affect the sults at Muskogee, in our judgment. r"Te can not see how it
would make any titie good that is now void because in violation of
restrictions.

Do you know, Senator, that since the act of 1908 not one full-blo
Beminole Indian has been able to get his restrictions removed. Not
one piece of full-blood Indian land has been sold since May 27, 1908,
although that nct provides that the Secretary of the Interior might
remove restrictions, just like ns to the members of the other tribes.
The honorable Secretary, we have been Informed by the Government
offices, would not entertain an application from a full-blood Seminole
to remove his restrictions Inasmuch as no patents had been delivered
In the Seminole Nation.

In recent months we have been told that applications might be made
for patents through the office of the Assistant Attorney General, Mr.
James E. Gresham, at Wewoka, and if the party applylng is willlng
to submit to the appraisement of some Government officer and pay an
additional consideration he may, after many months of walting, obtain
the delivery of patent to the allottee. Only two or three patents have
been obtained in thls way, upon applications made very many months
ngo. You can readily see that this plan is impracticable and must fail.
People who have bought and pald for land In good faith and believe
they have title to it under acts of Congress will not readily submit to
an appralsement and to the demands that they pay an additional con-
sideration fixed by some Government appralser. It does not meet with
faver, and the method I8 too slow and cumbersome and nothing wounld
ever be accomplished, and it would be years before any considerable
portion of the land would be subject to taxation.

The only reason we can see, Benator, why the patents should not he
delivered is that thereby there would be additional value and salability
given to certain fraudulent transactions, Certainly there is no objec-
tion to delivering patents to all restricted lands, and they shounld be
delivered at once. Then if It were possible or practicable to ascer-
tain in what cases frauds or forgeries have been perpetrated those pat-
ents might be held up, but let all other patents be Issued. Now, it
would be a difficnlt matter to determine just In what cases frauds and
forgeries have been perpetrated, for those things are usually determined
at the end of hard-fought lawsuits; and to go Into those matters other-
wise than through the means of a lawsult would amount to an inqui-
gition, and, it occurs to us, would be a very difficult proposition to
provide for. It may be that it would be best and the most practicable
thing that could be done to deliver all of the patents without any ex-
ceptions. This would not help to remove any restrictlons, as we have
explained. It would not affect the Indian-land suits one way or the
other : nnd those suits cah not reach frauds and forgeries, for they plead
only viclatidn of restrictions and general frand, which ean not
?mw“d' as any lawyer knows the facts constituting the fraud, in order
o admit proof, must be specifically pleaded.

So we would urge, Senator, that the condition here is unbearable: it
is intolerable at present; and If you can assist in securing the delivery
of patents to these people, with a provision, if you please, in the act
that the delivery of the same shall not operate to remove any restriction
that has not theretofore been removed by Congress; but by all means
let us have the patents, and it made so that a man by following the
law may obtain a good title, and so that taxes may be collected.

One thing, Senator, T wish to call specially to your attention: If
the patents are ordered delivered by Congress, I deem it quite impor-
tant that this shall not be done in such a way as might be construed
to validate any of the questionable deeds heretofore made in violation
of restrictions, It would be best, 1 think, if the deeds could be dellv-
ered 'to the allottees without any legislation at all—simply have them
handed out. But if an act is necessary to having this done by the Seec-
retary, I think that act directing their delivery should specifically say
that the dellvery of patents by the Becretary in conformity with the
fro\'lsltma of this act shall not bave the effect to remove any restric-
ions that were not theretofore removed by express langunge of Con-
gress, and should not operate to validate any conveyance of any allot-
ment not theretofore valid.

It would seem to us also desirable, Senator, if it could be accom-
gljlshed. if all those suits pending at Muskogee could be dismissed where

e conveyances sought to be canceled were made by permission of any
act of Congress; and an act directing their dismissal in such cases,
or merely making it plain that all ncts heretofore passed by Congress
relative to the Five Clvilized Tribes providing for the removal of re-
strictions shall be held and construcd as applying to the Semincle
Nation or Tribe, notwithstanding the fact that no patents had been
delivered to the allottees 6f said tribe.

I have pmbablg written yon at too great length, and you will doubt-
less be weary when you have read this letter, but these matters are
very much on our minds and hearts. Our home country is suffering
becnuse of these conditions, and we have desired to put the matter
fully before you and ask that you do your best to assist us in obtaining
relief. With kindest personal regards, I am, believe me,

YVery truly, yours,
Joux W. WILLMOTT.

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Kneable, the Government attorney I have
mentioned, made this remarkable statement in the hearings be-
fore this committee. In speaking of bringing so many suits to
set aside these Indian conveyances, he puts in this plea of con-
fession and avoidance, viz:

Notwithstanding that case, some of the reports relied upon were

erroneous, and some transactions were Included in the suits that ought
not to have been included in the litigation, ete.




1912.

CONGRESSIONAT RECORD—TOUSE. .

8265

Let me inquire why this great haste? Why file in court
30,000 e¢oses against that many citizens without flrst ascertain-
ing whether the conveyances were illegal or not? He evidently
presumed the conveyances illegal because they were made by an
Indian. My belief is that these suits were filed by him so he
and other attorneys and employees could hold their jobs, and
without regard to the poor citizens he was thus harassing and
cruelly wronging.

The vilest eriminal under indictment, when arraigned before
a court, is “presumed to be innocent until his guilt is estab-
lished by competent evidence beyond a reasonable doubt.” Yet
these irresponsible Government attorneys have reversed this
rule and presumed these 30,000 defendants in these suits to be
guilty of robbing the Indians. One of these suits was brought
to cancel a conveyance made by Congressman CARTER, an Indian
allottee and the Member of this House who has just addressed
this committee. If this Government attorney would file a suit
to set aside the conveyance of such an Indian as Mr. CARTER,
would he not file other suits with as little justification?

Mr. Chairman, 1 think Mr. Wilmott was perfectly justifiable
in making in his letter to Senator Owexn the following state-
ment, viz:

We don’t think it would be polite to write you what we think about
the policy of the Government in ur!ngin%these suits like they did. It
was wrong, Senator, to sue everybody who had bought Seminole lands
when Congress had made a large part of these lands alienable,

Mr. Chairman, I have made these remarks chiefly for the pur-
pose of bringing to the attention of this House and the country
the necessity of passing House bill 23184, above alluded to,
which bill will compel the Secretary of the Interior to deliver
these patents of Seminole lands to the Indian allottees entitled
to them, thus by law compelling the Secretary to do his duty as
an officer of this Government.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the REecorp.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask unanimous consent that I may revise
the remarks I made to-day.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BArT-
rerr] asks leave to revise his remarks. If there be no objec-
tion, that leave will be granted. i

Phere was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Enforcement of acts to regulate commerce: For expenses of repre-
senting the Government in nli matters arlslng unﬂer the act entitled
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended,
including traveling expenses, to be expended under the direction of the
Attorney General, including salaries of employees at Washington,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. A few moments ago we had a little discussion here con-
cerning the amount to be appropriated for the enforcement of
the antitrust law. In the course of the few remarks which I
made I stated that the department had estimated for $300,000
for the ensuing year. My colleague from Illinois [Mr. CAxNON]
had previously made the same statement. The gentleman from
New York [Mr. Frrzeeranp] in charge of the bill, stated that
the estimate was $250,000, and he lectured the Department of
Justice in his most sareastic manner, saying that of all depart-
ments of the Government certainly the Department of Justice
ought to know how to follow the law in making an estimate
and that the mere statement of one of the officials before the
Committee on Appropriations was not an estimate, and that
the Department of Justice had no right to assume that the
statement of an official before the commitiee was an estimate;
that the Department of Justice in charge of the legal branch
of the Government ought to know enough, when it wanted
additional money, to make an estimate in the proper way.

I might repeat all that the gentleman said concerning the
Department of Justice and insert “the gentleman from New
York " instead of the words “ Department of Justice,” because
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, coming into
this House with this great bill under his charge, ought to know
what estimates have been made and referred to his committee,
and when he argues in the House against an appropriation
proposed, or an amendment proposed, on the ground that the
estimate has not been presented to his committee, that they
have had no supplemental estimate, when it was referred to his
committee on May 3 last, he shows that he has fallen down
once, at least.

I hold in my hand a copy of the estimate; a copy of a letter
from the Secretary of the Treasury, dated May 3, 1912, trans-
mitting to Congress an increase in the estimate of appropria-
tions for the enforcement of the antitrust law from $250,000 to

$300,000, which contains a copy of the letter from the Attorney
General making the estimate “ for the enforcement of antitrust
laws, including salaries of necessary employees at the seat of
government, $50,000,” as a supplementary estimate for the en-
forcement of the antitrust laws.

I commend to my friend from New York that before he reads
too many lectures to the Department of Justice for failure to
know the law he should study more carefully the duties devoly-
ing upon him as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illi-
nois is correct; there was a supplemental estimate.

Mr. MANN. I stated awhile ago that the gentleman from
Kansas could assume that when I made the statement on the
floor it was correct.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did not hear the statement of the gen-

leman. The statement of the Assistant Attorney General was

made as to the necessity for additional money. I had to re-
mind him that in order to have an estimate considered it was
necessary to submit it in compliance with the law. I was justi-
fied, if I did make a mistake unintentionally in my statement,
in calling the attention of the Attorney General himself to the
law, and he was compelled to admit during the present session
of Congress that he never had his attention called to a certain
statute. It was necessary that he be familiar with it in order
to make up the estimates for Congress.

I think I was right in what I said about the department the
officers of which seem to imagine that the laws are binding on
every department except the Department of Justice. There is
no harm in calling attention to the fact. I never claim to be
above error. I know that I frequently make mistakes, but I
always try to admit that T am mistaken when I find that I
have made a mistake, and I commend that characteristic of my-
self to other gentlemen in the House.

My, BUTLER. Freely forgiven, and let us go on with the bill.

Mr. MANN. In this case no other gentleman has occasion to
pray for forgiveness except the gentleman from New York.

The Clerk read as follows:

The furniture and other property belonging to the Court of Commerce
is hereby turned over to the artment of Justice to be used by the
department or disposed of at public sale as the Attorney General shall

Mr‘ MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against
the paragraph. I will reserve it for a moment,

Mr. BUTLER. This seems to be a sale before the funeral
takes place.

Mr. MANN, If the Commerce Court is abolished this provi-
slon ought to go in, but that question is likely to be in confer-
ence between the two Houses, and if the provision is inserted in
any place it ought to be in the legislative bill in conneection with
the Commerce Court.

Mr. FITZGERALD, Both Houses have agreed to the provi-
sion abolishing the Commerce Court.

Mr. MANN. T think it would be in conference; there are a
number of Senate amendments that have been agreed to.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There is no Senate amend-
ment to the proposition aboelishing the court.

Mr, MANN. There are several Senate amendments to which
Cc?m be attached a rider like this in relation to the Commerce

urt.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I can explain the purpose of this pro-
vision.

Mr. MANN.
questions it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Under the decision of the comptroller, if
no disposition is made of this furniture, it would be necessary
to sell the effects at public aunction.

Mr. MANN. " Well, it could be carried in the deficiency bill.
It does not belong in this bill.

Mr. FITZGERALD. We thought this was a good time to
take care of it.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Rucker of Colorado
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message
from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the committees
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the Senate to bills of the following titles:

H. R, 18712. 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
W;ilr. and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and
sailors;

H. R. 20628. An act granting pensions and Increase of pensions
to certain goldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy,

Everybody knows the purpose and nobody
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and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil
War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and
sailors;

H. R. 22867, An act ting 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 to widows of such soldiers and sailors;

H. R. 23515, 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 to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and
gailors;

H. 1. 22184. Anact granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain goldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy,
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil
War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and
gailors; and .

H. It. 23765. An aet 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 to widows of such soldiers and sailors.

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

H. R. 18849, An act for the relief of the Winnebago Indians
of Nebraska and Wisconsin;

H. R. 20480. An act excepting certain lands in Lawrence and
Pennington Counties, 8. Dak., from the operation of the pro-
visions of section 4 of an act approved June 11, 1906, entitled
“An act to provide for the entiry of agricultural lands within
forest reserves”;

H. It. 20593. An act to authorize the Norfolk & Western Rail-
way Co. to construct sundry bridges across the Tug Fork of
the Big Sandy River;

H. 1. 23460. An act authorizing the fiscal court of Pike
County, Ky., to construct a bridge across Russell Fork of the
Big Sandy River at Marrowbone, Ky.; and

H. . 23461. An act authorizing the fiscal court of Pike
County, Ky.. to construct a bridge across Russell Fork of Big
Sandy River at or near Millard, Ky.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

The Clerk read as follows:

On and after July 1, 1912, the clerk of the District Court for the
Northern District of Illinois shall be compensated for his services as
such fggrk as other clerks of United States district courts are com-
pensated.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order.
The clerk of the Distriet Court for the Northern District of Illi-
nois now receives a fixed salary, and I am not willing to have
this assaulf made upon him. I therefore make the point of
order.

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman what his point
of order is?

Mr. MANN. This is repealing a law that is now on the stat-
ute books. The law provides specifically for the compensation
of the clerk of the district court at a fixed salary. This pro-
poses that he shall be paid by fees.

Mr. BARTLETT. Paid as other clerks are.

Mr. MANN. They are paid by fees. I think this is the only
place in the United States where the clerk gets a fixed salary.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Under the law to-day, I am informed,
the compensation of all clerks is limited to $3,500, to be paid
out of the fees of the office. The clerk in this court is spe-
cifically appropriated for. It is dropped out of the legislative
bill and provision is here made that he shall be paid as all
otker clerks are, out of the fees of the office, up to $3,500.

Mr. MANN. This is a clear change of existing law. Nobody
denies that it is subject to the point of order. j

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is subject to the point of order.

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order. 4

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

The Clerk read as follows:

For pay of balliffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffs and one erier
in each court, except in the southern district of New York and the
northern district of Illinois : Provided, That all ons emg(l}oyed under
section 715 of the Hevised Statutes shall be deemed to in actual
attendance when they attend upon the order of the courts: Provided
further, That no such persons shall be emgloged during vaciation ; for
the payment of the expenses of elrcuit and district Lgud%es of the United
States and the judges of the district courts of the United States in
Alaska and Hawall, as provlded by section 259 of the act ngpmwd
March 3, 1911, entitled “An act to fy, revise, and amend the laws
relating to the judiciary " ; of meals and lodgings for jurors in Unlted
States cases, and of bailiffs in attendance upon the same, when ordered
by the court, and of meals and lodging for jurors in Alaska, as pro-
vided by section 198, Title II, of the act of June 6, 1900 ; and of com-

nsation for jury commissioners, $5 per day, not exceeding three days
or any one term of court, $275,000,

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment at the end of line 13, page 119, which I will ask the Clerk
to report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 19, line 113, add, after the o i
lim-:IK the words “ and the northern d?s%?ct (I;}'.uaﬁrgh:'t' irrt

hlir‘ FITZGERALD. Mr. Cbairman, I reserve the point of
order.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, recently
Congress passed an act allowing the courts not to exceed five
bailiffs. They have picked out the southern distriet of New
York and the northern district of Illinois as only two courts
that can have more than three bailiffs under the law. The
northern distriet of Georgia is sixth in the volume of business
done in the United States courts of our couniry. The neces-
sity for the full amount of bailiff's for the northern district of
Georgia is this: The judge of that court, residing in the city
of Atlanta, holds court in Rome, Athens, Columbus, Elberton,
and Atlanta. These cities are at an average distance of 100
miles from the city of Atlanta. When the judge of the north-
ern district of Georgia goes to one of these particular places to
hold court it is almost essential for the expedition of business
at those places that he have a bailiff who is familiar with the
people in those particular towns to attend the court. I do not
see any reason why the southern district of New York and
the northern districet of Illinois should be picked out to allow
more bailiffs than is allowed for the northern distriet of
Georgia. The amount of business actually done by the south-
ern district of New York and the northern distriet of Georgia
is not a very much greater amount when compared with the
northern district of the great State that I in part represent.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Obh, the gentleman is very much mis-
taken about that.

Mr. HOWARD. It may be a few hundred thousand dollars
more, but that does not amount to anything. There is no
more work to be done in the southern district of New York.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There are four United States district
judges in the southern district of New York.

Mr. HOWARD. Yes; the gentleman has four judges to sit
there, but his four judges do not do any more work than my
one judge in the northern distriet of Georgia. We are ener-
getic down there, and try to earn our salaries by rendering
efficient service to the Government. In the southern district
of New York and in the northern district of Illinois those
judges never leave the city of New York or the city of Chieago.
In Georgia the judge travels over the whole northern part of
the State, and holds court at five different places, and he is
entitled to these five baliliffs, so that he can go there and have
his business arranged with these bailiffs, who are acquainted
with the people in the different towns, so that when he wants
witnesses, jurors, or talesmen he may send and get them. I
think it would be a wise provision for this committee to
adopt this amendment and allow this disirict to have these
extra bailiffs, because I think it would save more than their
salary for 12 months.

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, more than 20 years ago
an investigation disclosed such an abuse in the appointment
of bailiffs by the Federal judges that the limitation as con-
tained in the bill, excepting the sounthern district of New
York and the northern district of Illinois, was framed by the
Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. HOWARD. If the gentleman will permit, I wonld like
to state to the committee that there has never been any abuses
of any privileges by the distinguished jurist, Hon. Willlam T.
Newman, who presides over this court in the northern distriet
of Georgia.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is not of recent origin. Since that
time there has mever been any difficulty about the bailiffs for
these courts. The gentleman from Georgia states that the dis-
trict of which he speaks is sixth in the order of business.

Mr. HOWARD. That is truoe.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why not provide for the other three
districts which have a larger business in addition to the dis-
tricts mentioned, so that they can be adequately provided for?
There is no complaint from the judges, no complaint from the
Representatives except the gentleman from Georgia. The gen-
tleman is very much mistaken about the amount and character
of business transacted in the distriet from which he happens
to come and in the southern district of New York. The volume
of law business that concentrates in the city of New York be-
cause of the great commercial, maritime, and business interests
that are centered there is enormous. The city itself has four
and a half millions of population, and it contains in large part
two United States districts. My recollection is that in the
southern district of New York there are four district judges. In




1912.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. :

the eastern district, which is just across the river and includes
Long Island, there are two United States district judges, and
in addition it is necessary to have assigned from time to time
additional judges to dispose of the marvelous amount of busi-
ness that naturally comes to the courts. The gentleman is
very much mistaken about the amount of business, and I am
sure if he had had an opportunity to look into the matter he
would not have made the mistake.

Mr. HOWARD. If the gentleman will permit, I will state
I have had an opportunity, because when the Committee on the
Judiciary were fixing clerks’ salaries I made a personal in-
vestigation of the amount and volume of business of the courts
of the United States, and I do know as a positive fact that the
northern district of Georgia was sixth in the amount and
yolume of business done in the United States.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have not challenged that statement of
the gentleman. The gentleman said the difference between the
amount of business done in that district and in the southern
distriect of New York was insignificant, and I am sure he is
mistaken in that statement. -

Mr. HOWARD. The gentleman stated that the judge in this
particular district had not asked specifically for it. I want to
state to the gentleman the very reason I introduced this amend-
ment at this particular point was at the instigation of the Hon.
William T. Newman, judge of the northern district of Georgia,
and he said it was absolutely essential that he should have fiyé
bailiffs, holding courts at five different places. That is the
reason I introduced it.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York insist
on his point of order?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. For the information of the Chair can the
gentleman from Georgia furnish the authorization for the in-
crease that has been proposed?

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I have not the law before
me at this moment, but I understand that the recent act of
Congress provided for five bailiffs in each of the district courts
of the United States—that you could not exceed five bailiffs,
Now, they made an exception to this particular rule or law by
putting in the southern district of New York and the northern
district of Illinois.

The CHAIRMAN. The burden of proof is upon the gentle-
man from Georgia, and the gentleman failing to produce it,
the Chair sustains the point of order, and the Clerk will read.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent of
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if he will
permit this particular item to be held in abeyance for a few
mements until I ean get the statute. I would like to inform
the Chair. I did not know it would be reached so soon or I
would have been prepared.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr, FITZGERALD. If the matter is in order, I have no
desire to take an unfair advantage of the gentleman, of course.

Mr. MANN. What is the request?

The CHAIRMAN. That the item be passed for the present.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of
order. Let us vote on it. ¥

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The
question is on the adoption of the amendment. -

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes
geemed to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. HowaArp) there were—ayes
12, noes 31. :

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

For payment of such miscellaneons ex&penses as may be authorized by
the Attorney General. for the United States courts and their officers,
$490,000 : Provided, That in so far as it may be deemed necessary bEY:
the Attorney Gencral, this appropriation shall be available for sune
expenses in the Distrlct of Alaska.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of asking the gentleman from New York
if he ecan state briefly for what purpose this $490,000 is used?
It appears from looking over these items of this bill for the
Department of Justice that nearly every specific thing is pro-
vided for and yet there is an authorization of $490,000 pro-
vided for miscellaneous expenses. Just what those miscel-
laneous expenses can be, I can not imagine.

Mr. FITZGERALD. One item is that every United States
judge has a clerk now who is paid out of this fund.

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, we will find
on page 1557 of the hearings a detailed report. For instance,
there were:

Accountants _ $9, 241. 57
Handwriting - .~ . =k 2, 495, 50
Medical 3, 547. 00
Real cstate 2,027.00

Bank examlners and assistants 3, 180, 00
Others ___ 8, 437. 91
Abstractors of titles .. 995. 48
Interpreters 11, 446. 45
Masters in chancery 5, 008, 24
Stenographers and eclerks, permanent 142, 045. 48
Btenographers and clerks, temporary 60, 070. 45
Witnesses, other than expert 1, 568. 75
M gers b8, 734. 05
Janitors _ , 047, 33
Other personal services 28, T71. 74

Mr. GARNER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ken-
tucky if these different items are authorized by law?

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes, sir; I think they are. =«

Mr. GARNER. What is the salary of the clerk?

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not find the item for clerk.

Mr. GARNER. There is the item of “ stenographers and
clerks, permanent.”

Mr. SHERLEY. Nine hundred dollars, I think.

Mr. GARNER. That is the rate fixed by law?

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it is not fixed by law.

Mr. SHERLEY. That is what they are paid.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think they are fixed by the Attorney
General.

Mr. GARNER. Clerks to the judges?

Mr. FITZGERALD. To the judges; yes.

Mr. GARNER. When was this statute passed allowing the
judges clerks?

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no specific statute.

Mr. GARNER. I ask the gentleman if they were not all au-
thorized by law, and the gentleman from Kentucky thought
they were.

Mr. SHERLEY. I know they are, or they would not be ap-
proved by the auditor,

Mr, FITZGERALD. They are under miscellaneous expenses
of the court. The Attorney General makes allowances, and un-
less they are authorized by law the accounting officers do not
approve them. ;

Mr. GARNER. If I understand the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. SHERLEY], his suggestion is that they are authorized
by law, because the Attorney General O. K.'s the voucher, and
that makes it law?

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman made no such statement or
anything like that. I said if they were not authorized by law,
the voucher would not be paid.

Mr. GARNER. I would like to know when the statute was
passed authorizing clerks to district judges.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not know of any statute which
s%}eeiﬁr:any states that every United States judge shall have a
clerk:

Mr. GARNER. Let me make myself understood. How is the
clerk to a judge authorized by law, when there is no statute
authorizing it?

Mr. FITZGERALD., Because it is considered as a necessary
expense in the conduet of the court, and the Attorney General,
in the exercise of a certain discretion lodged in him, makes that
allotment. . \

Mr. GARNER. Then I get that back to the original point,
that the aunditor in this accounting passes on it when the At-
torney General decides it is necessary expense to the court, re-
gardless of what the statutes may be?

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I do not think that at all. The
genfleman is certainly mistaken in this respect, It is not neces-
sary in order to spend money for some particular item that
there should be a statute saying that that very item shall be
obtained, or purchased, or employed out of a particular appro-
priation. There is a general authority,

Mr. HAMLIN. I think there is a general statute giving the
Attorney General the right to do this.

Mr. GARNER. Then, if the Attorney General shall decide
that any judge shall have two clerks, they' can be granted to
him?

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the appropriation be made.

Mr. GARNER. I mean under this lump sum he can allow
as many clerks as he sees proper? Has the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] examined these items and inter-
rogated the Attorney General as to the necessity for this amount
of money being appropriated for this purpose?

Mr., FITZGERALD. There was an examination. Detailed
information was not obtained until after the hearing had been
had. The committee has recommended a provision in this bill
which is designed in the future to have that information in the
committee before the hearing is had.

There is a deficiency in this item for the current year. I
think myself there is somewhat of a question as to the right
of the Attorney General to incur deficiencies in this item, but
there is an estimate for a deficiency in the current year.
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Mr. GARNER. Considering the number of lump-sum appro-
priations made for expenditure under the jurisdiction of the
Attorney General, I think an itemized statement is certainly
required. They may not be large in this bill, but they are
certain to attract the attention of the Members of the House—
the number of lump appropriations.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The committee appreciates the siina-
tlon. The committee has endeavored to ascertain the best
method of obtaining information, not only for the use of the
committea, but for the use of the Members of the House gen-
erally. The committee recommends in the bill a provision re-
quiring that as to all estimates exceeding $250,000 a statement
shall be made each year in the Book of Estimates, in which
shall be given in parallel columns the appropriations for the
fiscal year just preceding and the sum required for the same
purpose in the next ensuing fiseal year. It is believed that if
the information is furnished in that way the Members of the
House and the committee itself will be much better able, in
the preparation of these bills, to determine what should be
granted and what restrictions, if any, should be placed upon
the expending anthority.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For subsistence, including supplies for prisoners, warden, deputy
warden, and physician, tobacco for prisoners, kitchen and dining-room
furniture and utensils, and for farm and garden seeds and implements,
and for purchase of ice if mecessary, $40,000.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Nr. Chairman, I desire to offer the
following amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bearr].

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 13, page 121, strike out * £40,000™ and insert the following:
* £42,500, of which sum not execeeding $1,000 shall be used for the
subsistence of the warden and not exceeding $750 for the subsistence
of the deputy warden and physician, respectively.”

" Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the
amendment.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this item carries an
appropriation of $40,000 for the subsistence of the United
States prisoners at the Leavenworth Penitentiary, and, in addi-
tion to that, subsistence for the warden, deputy warden, and
physician, tobacco for prisoners, kitchen and dining-room for-
niture and utensils, and for farm and garden seeds and imple-
ments, and for the purchase of ice, if necessary.

The amendment that I have offered increases the appropria-
tion by the sum of $2,500, with a proviso added that of this
sum of $42,500 “not exceeding $1,000 shall be used for the
gubsistence of the warden and not exceeding $750" shall be
used “for the subsistence of the deputy warden and physician,
respectively.”

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are more than 1,100 men in the
Federal penitentidry at Leavenworth. If the entire amount of
$40,000 should be allowed for the single purpose of subsistence,
after going into the matter with some degree of care I can
say that I do not believe it would be excessive. In addition
to the amount that is carried in this bill for the subsistence
of these prisoners an additional amount is available for sub-
sistence, because of the fact that a considerable number of
prisoners from the District of Columbia are confined there, for
which the District pays, and, in addition to that, they have the
proceeds of the farm. |

It has been estimated that out of this appropriation for the
subsistence of the prisoners at Leavenworth the per capita cost
per day amounts to only 11 cents, and I think that every gen-
tleman here who is familiar with the prevailing high prices of
food products will agree that it is impossible for the warden
of that institution, or for the warden of any other institution,
properly to subsist a econvict upon the sum of 11 cents per day.
It necessarily means that the rations of these convicts at cer-
tain times must be extremely limited. It is true they are con-
victs: it is true that they are outcasts from soclety and are
kept there within prison walls; but even outcasts, even con-
viets, ought to be provided with food of a substantial and
nourishing nature, and it is my judgment that with the seant
appropriations allowed here it is not possible to give to those
eonvicts the nourishing, substantial food that humanity die-
tates they should have.

Now, out of this $40,000 they not only feed the conviets, but
they provide subsistence for the warden and his family, and the
warden lias a residence there on the ground; for the deputy
warden and his family, who reside also on the ground; and
for the physician, who resides in.the city of Leavenworth.

This amendment swould provide that the allowance for the
warden shounld not exceed $1,000, and I believe that would be
sufficient for the warden and his family, and $750 for each of

these other officials, leaving $40,000 that can be used for the
subsistence of these prisoners and for the other purposes indi-
cated in this paragraph. I Dbelieve that in the interest of
humanity, in the interest of proper eare of these unfortunates
who are out there, this increase should be allowed, because
whatever else they deserve at least they deserve enough to eat,
of the proper quality, and I hope this little increase will be
agreed to by the committee.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I will ask for two minutes additional.

Mr. ANTHONY, I ask that the gentleman's time be extended
five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman himself has asked for only
tw;a{ minutes.

r. BEALL of Texas. I will ask for five minut
do not need it I will not use it. s e

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there
objection ?

There was no objection.

Mr. ANTHONY. I should like to ask if the investigations
made by the gentleman's committee showed that the prisoners
were not receiving sufficient food.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. We have not had a very good oppor-
tunity to make a thorough investigation of it. Upon my own
responsibility I went to Leavenworth and spent a day at the
prison. As a general thing I think that the prisoners are cared
for as well as could be expected.

Mr. ANTHONY. I want to say to the gentleman that my in-
formation is that the 11 cents daily cost of maintaining a pris-
oner is hardly a correct figure to take, because that sum of 11
cents is angmented by the products of the farm, which are very
considerable. For instance, a year ago the farm produced
50,000 pounds of pork. In one year they canned 4,000 gallons
of fine preserved peaches, and I think as prison fare goes the
fare given the prisoners at the Leavenworth Penitentiary is
probably the best in the world.

Mr, BEALL of Texas. I hope it is true.

Mr. ANTHONY. At the same time I hope the gentleman will
succeed in getting more for them.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. The United States ought to be a model
for all the States, even in caring for its unfortunates. I sup-
pose that these people are provided for as well as could be ex-
pected, with the appropriation that is allowed. I am not eriti-
cizing the administration of the institution at Leavenworth, but
I have examned some of the bills of fare for breakfast, for din-
ner, and for supper, and it frequently happens that the bill of
fare is so limited and so scant that it is hard for me to conceive
how an able-bodied man could be satisfied with it. They have
coffee, but it sometimes happens that rye or some other
grain is parched and is mixed in with the coffee and used for
these prisoners. It frequently happens that milk is on the bill
of fare, but it is conceded that at least a portion of the milk, a
large portion in the past, has been bought from dairies, and the
suspicion has prevailed among the officials of the prison that
this milk received a dilution of water before it was delivered
to the institution; and then after it got into the dining room,
sometimes in the plain view of all the assembled prisoners, a
most liberal dilution of water was again added to it, and that
is the kind of milk that frequently is served to the prisoners.

I believe that they ought to be given good, wholesome, sub-
stantial, plain food, and that when coffee or anything else is
served to them it ought to be what it purports to be; that when
milk is served to them it ought to be the kind of milk that is
palatable and nourishing and sustaining. I do not believe that
even when you take into consideration all the elements men-
tioned by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] you ean
support these men as they ought to be supported and as they
ought to be mnourished upon the appropriation that you are
giving them.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Certainly.

Mr. CANNON. I used fo be familiar with this matter in
former years, when I was chairman of the Committee on Ap-
propriations. I think everybody agrees that this is the model
prison of the United States, if not of th¢ world. I know the
warden and his reputation for efficiency and as an expert touch-
ing matters relating to prisons, Now, as the whole estimate
is given, does not the gentleman think, with the uniform testi-
mony touching this prison, that we better let it alone?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Perhaps so. I will state that the
warden of the penitentiary is in the city now. Yesterday, in
relating his experience and services in Illinois, he said that it
took about 11 cents a day for the proper food for a prisoner
then, and the gentlemsn from Illinois knows that there is
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some difference in the cost of food to-day as compared with the
cost of subsistence in 1890,

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but the farm gives much valuable sub-
sistence. :

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Well, I simply submit it to the com-
mittee. I believe that some increase should be made.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that this
amendment ought to be agreed to.

Mr. MANN. I have a point of order on it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman intend to insist
upon it?

Mr. MANN. I wil! unless I get some further information.
I understand the amendment increases the amount in the bill
$2,500 and sets aside $1,000 for the warden and $750 each for
the deputy warden and the physician. How can that be done?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I suppose there will be no trouble;
they draw their subsistence from the commissary, and with
the provision limiting the amount they would be permitted to
draw to not exceeding a certain quantity, it would be easily
enforced.

Mr. MANN. How would the accounting officer know about
it? These accounts would have to go through the auditor.
Somebody has to draw this money from the Treasury, and
under the gentleman's amendment I am inclined to think that
the purchases for -the warden, the deputy warden, and the
physician would have to be made separately from the pur-
chases of other supplies in order to pass the accounting offi-
cers of the Government. That would cost more than it wonld
amount to, :

Mr. BEALL of Texas.
ocCur.

Mr. MANN. Here is your item in the law which is specific,
and somebody would have to enferce it. i

Mr. BEALL of Texas. If a quibble is to be made, and points
of order made against it when the only purpose is to try and
aid 1,100 unfortunates out there, to see that they have some-
thing for breakfast, something for dinner, and something for
supper, something that is suflicient for human beings to live
upon, why, I am content.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman refers to quibbles. The gentle-
man if he offers an amendment ought to offer it in such form
that it would not cost more fo execute it than to appropriate for
it. That is not my fault. The gentleman proposes to increase
the appropriation $2,500 for the warden, deputy warden, and
physician. As far as I can see, it requires that that amount of
money shall be expended for three officials.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Not at all, the amendment says not
exceeding that amount.

Mr. MANN. That is what the amendment says.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. It says “ Of which sum not exceeding
the amount of $1,000 may be used by the warden,” and so forth.

Mr. ANTHONY. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Texas a question.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I will yield

Mr. ANTHONY. I want to ask the gentleman if the amount
set aside for the warden and the other two officials will exceed
that which they now have?

Mr. BEALL of Texas. There is no means of determining
what they bave drawn from the commissary heretofore; be-
cause no record has been made in dollars and cents of awhat it
amounted to. I would suppose that if the amendment was
adopted, as they made reguisitions on the commissary, some
estimate of the value would be kept. I do not think there would
b2 any trouble in the administration of the disbursement of
the amount. .

Mr. ANTHONY. Could not the gentleman attain the object
he seeks by having a provision in the bill which would re-
quire the amounts consumed by these different officers to be
charged up against them in the accounts, and then in succeeding
years we would know how much it was?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment is sub-
ject to a point of order. It specifically requires the payment of
a certain amount for the warden and the other two officials
which is not in the existing law, and I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Without going into the merits of the
cage, the Chair will say that by the amendment it is proposed
to increase the appropriation from $40,000 to $42,500, the in-
crease to be disposed of among three men.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Before the Chairman rules, may I
call attention to the fact that this very appropriation as it is
framed here provides for the subsistence of the warden, deputy
warden, and prison physician. I am not providing for the sub-
sistence of anybody else, but I am limiting the amount that
these three officials can use from that commissary. By doing

I do not think that difficulty would

that T am not charging, or seeking to charge, that there has
been any improper use by them of the commissary privileges,

The CHATRMAN. The Chair does not think the amendment
can be treated as a limitation, inasmuch as it carries with it
an increase of expenditure to meet the alleged limitation.
Therefore the point of order is sustained.

The Clerk read as follows:

For miscellaneous expenditures In the discretion of the Attorney
General, for fuel, forage, hay, light, water, stationery, purchase of
fuel for generating steam, heating apparafus, burning bricks and lime;
forage for issue to tpuhlic animals, and hay and straw for -
blank hooks, blank forms, typewrlting supplies, penecils and memoran-
dum books for ‘guards, books for use in chapel, paper, envelopes, and
postage stamps for issue to prisoners; for labor and materials for
repairing steam-heating plant, electric plant and water circulation, and
drainage; for labor and materials for construction and repair of build-
ings; for gencral supplies, machinery, and tools for use on farm and
in shops, brickyard, quarry, limekiln, mundri(n bathrooms, printing
office, photogragh gallery, stables, policing buildings and grounds; for
the purchase of cows, horses, mules, wagons, harness, veterinary sup-
plies, lubricating olls, office furniture, stoves, blankets, bedding, iron
bunks, paints and oils, library books, newspapers and periodicals, and
electrical supplies; for payment of water supply, telegrams, telephone
service, notarial and veterlnary services; for advertising in news-
papers; for fees to consulting physicians called to determine mental
conditions of supposed insane prisoners, and for other services in cases
of emergency; for pay of extra guoards or employees when deemed
necessary by the Attorney General, and for expense of care and med-
ieal treatment of gnards who may be injured by prizonmers while sald
gggrggo are endeavoring to prevent escapes or suppressing mutiny,

,000,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on
the paragraph. I notice that this proposes to limit the gra-
tuities now provided by law for discharged prisoners to those
who have been imprisoned for six months. I understand the
theory of the law which gives a man who is discharged from
prison a small sum of money is not to pay him for his services
in the prison, but to give him an opportunity after he gets out
of prison, without any money of his own, to get employment
where he may earn something, and not to put him on the
street without a dollar and expect him to steal in order to get
a night's lodging.

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman makes the point of order to
the limitation?

Mr. MANN. That is what I have in mind.

Mr. ANTHONY. Is the gentleman opposed to transporting
these discharged prisoners back to the places they came from?

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; but under the law, as I understand it,
every discharged prisoner gets a gratuity. They have inserted
in the bill an item which limits this gratuity to those prisoners
who have served for not less than six months.

Mr. SHERLEY. Here is the testimony on the subject at
page 1459 of the hearings:

The CHAIRMAN. You ask to insert in this paragraph, “Provided, That
such gratuities shall be furnished to prisoners sentenced for terms of
imprisonment of not less than six months.” What is the present law?

r. MCGLASsON. The present law at Leavenworth only allows the
department to furnish the gratuities to prisoners sentenced for over
a yfar, while at Atlanta the law allows us to furnish them to prison-
ers scntenced for six monihs or over. There is a difference with no
reason, so far as we can see, and as we send prisoners to Leavenworth
from long distances, the department thought it was not right to dis-
charge them with no means of getting home.

_T_Vhat the committee desired to do was to ameliorate the pro-
visions of the law and not make them harder.

Mr. MANN. I quite agree with the committee and withdraw
the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

For clothing, transportation, and travell expenses, including such
clothing as casn be mapge at the l:m:n.it»antiat?:;‘r"= > t:(:)]:_e the usual agtuitiea
as provided by law to prisoners at release, provided that such gratuoi-
ties shall be furnished to prisoners sentenced for terms of Imprison-
ment of not less than six months, and including transportation to place
of conviction or place of bona fide residence in the
expenses of shipp remains of deceased frisonors to their homes in
the United States; for expenses of penitentiary officials while travelin
on duty; for ex curred in identifyi and pursuing escapeﬁ
prisoners, and for rewards for their recapture, $25,000.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment, on page 122, line 2, by striking out the word * for,” after
the word “general,”” and inserting in lieu thereof the word
“including.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 122, line 2, strike out the word “for” and insert the word
*“ including.”

nited States; for

Mr. SHERLEY. Why is the purpose of that?

Mr. HOWARD. The purpose of that amendment is this:
Under a recent ruling of the comptroller if the anthorities in
charge of either prison at Atlanta or Leavenworth should ex-
pend $1 for anything that is not specifically set out in this
paragraph, then the person in authority must do it at his own
risk and cost.
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Mr. SHERLEY. That ought to be so.

Mr. HOWARD. But it is for the use of the prison. It is
some item that is not specified here. For instance, sometimes
these men in the prison need the services of an oculist. The
warden at Atlanta had several of these men there last year.
They were practically blind without the use of glasses, Out
of the goodness of his heart he sent into the city of Atlanta
and got an oculist, Dr. Crawford, to go out there and examine
the eyes of these prisoners. The bill was sent into the depart-
ment and the comptroller held that under the law he had no
right to pay it for that purpose, and that the warden had to
pay it out of his own pocket. =

Mr. BUTLER. Was it a provision exactly similar to this?

Mr. HOWARD. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. Does the gentleman think that substifuting
the word *including” for the word *“for"” swould answer the
purpose ?

Mr, HOWARD. Yes; and I will tell the gentleman why.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman substitutes the word *in-
cluding ” for the word “for,” he may just as well strike out
all of the paragraph except that providing for miscellaneous
expenditures in the discretion of the Attorney General, $40,000.

Mr. ANTHONY. Why not? You give the Attorney General
that discretion in other appropriations, involving vastly greater
sums than this,

Mr. HOWARD. Exactly.

Mr. MANN. Yes; but we would not do it if we could help it.

Mr. HOWARD. In other words, Mr. Chairman, the object
of the amendment is, in cases of emergency, like the one I
have just mentioned to provide a means of payment. I will
relate another, where there was n little charge of $2. The
cows at the prison broke out of the prison pasture and got
into a near-by truck farmer's garden. The fruck farmer im-
pounded” the United States prison cows. The warden looked
over the ground and saw they had done damage to the extent
of $2. He paid the $2, and the cows were released. He sent
the bill in to the auditor and the auditor held that the warden
had to pay it out of his own pocket. First and last, the warden
at the Atlanta Penitentiary last year paid out about $200 for
absolute necessaries at the Atlanta prison, for which the auditor
would not allow him.

Now, substituting the word * including ” for the word * for "
means that in the item of miscellaneous expenditures it includes
all these things and some other things that may be an emergency.

Mr. BUTLER. But there must be some provision of law
which entitles the authorities at this prison to employ a physi-
cian.

Mr. HOWARD. They have a prison physician, but he is not a
specialist, he is not an oculist. He knows nothing about eyes.
The warden found men there who could not read on account of
their impaired eyesight, their eyes were diseased, and he sent
in and got this oculist, thinking, of course, that the Government
of the United States having charge of these imprisoned men
should give them the benefit of this specialist’s services and pay
the bill out of this fund.

Mr. FOSTER. If they employ a physician there who is not
able to fit glasses to eyes, what they ought to do is to get rid
of this physicilan and get another one.

Mr. HOWARD. The gentleman may be right about that, but
you are not geoing fo get an all-around physician any better
qualified or more expert in his profession than this one for what
they pay the physician at Atlanta—a pitiful $1,600.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment of the
gentleman from Georgia will not be agreed to. It would be dis-
tinetly a step backward. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
AxTHONY] makes the suggestion that some of the items in here
are permitted to be expended at the discretion of the Attorney
General. That is true; some of them are of that nature that
require a discretion on his part, but the whole history and expe-
rience of the Committee on Appropriations has been that our
mistakes, if any have beeih made, have been on account of allow-
ing too muech discretion, not by limiting it. The effect of this
provision would simply be, as suggested by the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. MaxxN], to cut out the limitations and enumera-
tions here, and simply turn the fund over to be expended in the
discretion of the Attorney General. There occasionally arises a
matter of this kind, but usually it is simply due to the lack of
ordinary common sense on the part of the officer who is charged

with the dispesition of the fund, and whenever there is any |-

legitimate cause for an expenditure for a purpose not authorized
a recommendation is made to Congress, and the House enlarges
the enumerated objects.

Mr. HARDWICK. Does not the gentleman think there ought
to be some language in this bill to allow such items as my col-
league has described to be charged against the Public Treasury?

Mr. SHERLEY. There has never been any trouble until this
particular instance was brought to our attention. The discus-
sion shows they never had any trouble before this. If they had
suggested to the committee the desirability of putting in a par-
ticular enumeration we could bave cousidered it, but the idea
of striking out the word *for” and putting in *including”
means an elimination of all the limitations and was not con-
sidered by the committee.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I will eall attention to the fact
that in the list of miscellaneous expenses there is an item for
dentistry for $503 spent under this item, and evidently the At-
torney General thought as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
FostER] thought, that the physician ought to have attended to it.

Mr. HOWARD. I will just state to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky this: The warden of the Atlanta Prison is here and was
in the gallery a moment ago, and he informed me for the fiscal
years 1910 and 1911 that he had paid out of his own pocket
for the prisoners, thinking he was doing it under the law, quite
a sum of money.

Mr. SHERLEY. T suggest to the warden, if he is still in the
gallery, that he read the law the next time he comes to expend
such funds.

Mr. HOWARD.
in the pound.

Mr. MANN. I would like to inquire whether it is one of the
prescribed duties of the warden to be in the gallery when an
item of this sort is under consideration?

Mr. HOWARD. I will state to .the gentleman he is sub-
penaed by the Committee on Expenditures in the Department
of Justice and had a few moments’ leisure and had gone in the
gallery.

Mr. ANTHONY. AMr. Chairman, I hope the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Georgia will prevail. The situa-
tion that he states as existing at the Atlanta Penitentiary is du-
plicated at the Leavenworth Penitentiary. These prisons are
not ordinary places where you can outline the things for which
every cent shall be expended. They are great manufacturing
institutions in themselves. They are operating farms, and
their occupations are so diversified that they need this un-
limited power, you may say. Now, take the Leavenworth Peni-
tentiary. I said a few minutes ago that an investment of $100
for hogs for use on the farm resulted in giving to the prison
in one year 50,000 pounds of pork for the use of the inmates,
yet under this bill the warden would be prohibited from pur-
chasing those hogs.

Mr. HOWARD. He can not buy a bull calf, even.

Mr. ANTHONY. He can not buy a calf, as Mr. HowARrD
says—an entirely ridiculous situation. Under this bill as it is
worded the prison authorities can buy a dead chicken, but ean
not buy a live chicken.

Mr. CLINE. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr, ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr, CLINE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. AxtTHONY] whether the language just as it is written
here has been construed by the gentleman from Georgla [Mr.
Howagrp] that a limitation has been placed upon it and pre-
cludes the exercise of the discretion which the warden has?

Mr. ANTHONY. It absolutely does, as decided by the comp-
troller, who refuses to authorize the other little amounts from
time to time that the officers of the prison have to pay out of
their own pockets.

Mr. CLINE. It seems to me in this case the appropriation
ought to be sufficient——

Mr. SHERLEY. How comes it this is the first time we have
heard of this, and how comes it there is no testimony except
that in regard to one of these institutions, and the gentleman
from Kansas now talks about numerous instances? The propo-
sition involved here is the proposition of whether we shall keep
our hands on expenditures or whether we shall turn them locse
to departmental employees who do not like any sort of restric-
tion. =

I think the next time he will leave the cows

Let me say to the gentleman that he ought
to make this paragraph in the bill like other paragraphs of a
similar nature. For instance, in other cases you leave $400,000
within the diseretion of the Attorney General— i

Mr. SHERLEY. My answer to you is that if n mistake has
been made it has been made in giving too much discretion.

Mr. ANTHONY. In the MeNeil Island Penitentiary you leave
this discretion to the Attorney General. Why not at Atlantn
and at Leavenworth? Make them uniform.

Mr. SHERLEY. I have tried to explain how I would make
them uniform. I would make them uniform along the line of
restricting.

Mr. ANTHONY. One or the other.
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Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman had suggested a while ago
about restricting the others he would now get a more cordial
reception than he is going to receive.

Mr. ANTHONY. I would ask the gentleman to make the
appropriation the same at Leavenworth and Atlanta as at
MeNell.

Mr. HOWARD. They raise hogs down there for the use of
the prison. Suppose cholera would break out? They would
have to come here to get an appropriation to get meat for the
Federal prison. This is the narrow manner in which the
auditor has made these findings.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman had something to
say a while ago about the examination of eyes not being al-
lowed and the warden had to pay for it out of his own pocket.
I find here with reference to the miscellaneous expenses at
Atianta, in addition to the amount allowed, for dentist fees,
$000.

Mr. ANTHONY. The year I referred to was 1910-11.

Mr. PAGE. That has been cured by the present provisions
of the bil.

Suppose you offer an amendment to this bill authorizing
the warden to get impounded cows out of the pound.

Mr. ANTHONY. I think that might not happen again for
years, but some hogs might not get ont next time. A

The CHAIRMAN. “The question is on agreeing fo the amend-
ment,

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes seemed to have it

Mr. HOWARD. Division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 19.

Mr. SHERLEY., I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman.

Tellers were refused.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For salaries, ineluding pay of officials and employees, as follows:
Warden, $4 000; deputy warden, $2,000; chaplain, $1,500; chaplain,
$600 ; physician, $1,600; chief clerk, $1,800; bookkeeper and record
clerk, $1,200; stenograplher, $000; 4 clerks, at $900 each; head coo
$1,000; steward and storekeeper, £1,200; superintendent of farm am
transportation, $000; 3 cap of watch, at $1,000 each; guards, at
£70 per month each, $52,080; 2 teamsters, at $600 each; engineer
:ﬁd ;_!_e:-’c:t_ggisn. $1,500; assistant engineer and electrician, $1,200; in

+ ity .

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, where is the Clerk reading?

The CHAIRMAN. On page 123, the paragraph beginning on
line 7.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer an
amendment fo page 123, line 14, to strike out “$52,080" and
insert * §57,360" in its place.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANnTHONY].

The Clerk read as follows:

% i%‘xp_a;gg."page 123, line 14, by striking out " $52,080 "™ and inserting
4 .

Mr, ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I would state, for the infor-
mation of the committee, that this increase of $5,280 in the
appropriation for guards will enable the authorities at the
Leavenworth Penitentiary to employ seven additional guards.

These guards are rendered necessary by the fact that the
institution is at present suffering from a great shortage of
guards, so much so that the Attorney General recommended
strongly to the Committee on Appropriations that the force of
guards be increased by seven.

The reason for that is this: The prisoners in the daytime in
pursuing fheir various occupations require the attendance of
the majority of the guard force, leaving the prison improperiy
guarded at night, so much so that the walls of the prison can
not be manned in the nighttime.

A few months ago, on account of the shortage of goards, dis-
charged prisoners succeeded in putting over these unguarded
walls a large amount of explosives, dynamite, and many re-
volvers, and other dangerous material, which, if it had fallen
into the hands of the prisoners, would have resulied in a whole-
sale mutiny and probably the loss of many lives, The prison
authorities immediately asked for sufficient guards to man the
walls at night. The Attorney General strongly urges that the
increase be granted.

Now, for the information of the committee, I will say that the
_United States military penitentiary, situated a mile away from
the prison under the Department of Justice, has over 100 guards
for the purpose of controlling the sanre number of prisoners as
are confined in the Federal penitentiary, and the latter peniten-
tlary has only 50-odd guards for the same purpose for which 100
men are used in guarding the prisoners in the military prison.
I hope the committee will permit the amendment to go in.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the recommendation made

by the committee is the same amount that was carried in the

bill Iast year and the year before, and in the judgment of the
committee it was sufficient to authorize the employment of
the proper number of guards, as well as other officials of the
penitentiary. -

Mr. ANTHONY. I would like to ask the gentleman if the
committee did give eonsideration to the recommendation of the
Attorney General and to his statement in regard to the emer-
gency of the situation?

Mr. SHERLEY. The committee considered it, and consid-
ered it to the extent that they recommended the amount earried
in the bill last year.

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose with the idea of reducing the
amounts appropriated by the bill, so that a showing could be
made of economy. Is that it?

Mr. SHERLEY. No; with the idea of not providing useless
jobs for people at the instigation of any locality.

Mr. ANTHONY. Does the gentleman mean to say that any
locality is asking for this? :

Mr. SHERLEY. All I know is that the only gentleman who
is asking for it on the floor is the gentleman who represents
that locality.

Mr. ANTHONY. It is my duty to do that.

Mr. SHERLEY. I am not gainsaying that; but the gentle-
man implied that our motive was the motive of making a show-
ing, irrespective of what ought to be done. I say to the gentle-
man that theé commitiee did what in its judgment seemed to be
wise.

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not know what motive could be im-
puted to the committee for overlooking such a necessary service.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, what we want is information.
The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] stands with his
back to us, and we can not hear what he says. Has the depart-
ment recommended an increase of the:e guards?

Mr. ANTHONY. The department has recommended it as a
mest pressing emergency.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to
the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. ANTHONY. I do.

Mr. CANNON. Has Col. McClaughry appeared before the
committee?

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand he was before the committee.
I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that the walls of the
Leavenworth Penitentiary are nearly unguarded at night. There
are not enough guards to properly guard them.

Mr. CANNON. Has Col. McClaughry's recommendation be-
fore the committee been printed in the hearings asking for
these additional guards?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; strongly urging it.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. PAGE. As a matter of fact, at night are not these pris-
oners locked in the cells?

Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman Is correet, but there is noth-
Liﬂghtto prevent people outside of the prison sealing the walls at

ght.

Mr. PAGE. Certainly not, but there is not the propensity on
the part of people on the outside to scale the walls to get in that
th:re is on the part of the people inside to scale the walls and
get ount.

Mr. ANTHONY. Let me say to the gentleman that prisons
are generally surrounded by former convicts on the outside,
scheming for the escape of the men on the inside.

Mr. FOSTER. And that in Kansas?

Mr. ANTHONY. And that in Kansas, surely.

Mr. FOSTER. I am surprised.

Mr. ANTHONY. A short time ago a large supply of dyna-
mite was shoved over the walls, and many revolvers were put
OVET.

Mr. PAGE. If this penitentiary is surrounded every night by
convicts or ex-convicts, then, instead of increasing the number
of these guards;, the militia ought to be ordered out.

Mr, ANTHONY. That is the situation around every penal
institution. They have to guard against the aitempts of those
on the inside to escape and against the attempts of those on the
outside to assist those who are on the inside.

Mr, CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, my vote in
reference to this matter will be controlled by his answer to this
question: Does he know that Col. McClaughry, the warden of
that prison, earnestly recommended the increase of this guard
by seven?

Mr. ANTHONY. Absolutely.

Mr. CANNON. Then I shall vote for it,

Mr. BUTLER. Where is that statement in the hearings?
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Mr. SHERLEY. There are 62 guards at this place. They
work in three shifts of eight hours each. There are guards at
night. The place is not absolutely abandoned to the ex-convicts
and the lawless citizens of Kansas outside of the penitentiary.

Mr. ANTHONY. The guards are not worked in three equal
shifts, A large majority of them work in the daytime.

Mr. SHERLEY. All I can say is that the testimony is con-
tradictory of what the gentleman states.

Mr. ANTHONY. I am giving the gentleman the facts.

Mr. SHERLEY. I am taking the testimony as it was pre-
sented to the committee.

Mr. ANTHONY. If the gentleman will read me any testi-
mony to controvert what I have to say I shall be glad to hear it.

Mr. SHERLEY. The testimony is that there are three shifts
of guards working eight hours to the shift.

Mr. ANTHONY. But not in equal numbers.

Mr, SHERLEY. My information is that there are 12 guards
on the shift which runs from 515 in the afternoon until mid-
night and 12 guards on the shift that runs from midnight until
7.15 in the morning.

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. The balance of the guards are on the day
ghift, when the prisoners are out of their cells,

Mr. ANTHONY. That makes 12 on duty at night and 40
in the daytime.

Mr. SHERLEY. And the reason for the greater number in
the daytime is the common-sense reason that in the daytime
the prisoners are out of their cells and in the night they are
locked in. Evidently the people in charge of the institution
did not think thant the citizens outside were as threatening or
as lawless as the gentleman who represents the district thinks
they are.

l{r. ANTHONY. Perhaps the gentleman knows more abont
it than the prison authorities themselves do. -

Mr. SHERLEY. I only go by what the gentleman has stat
and what the testimony shows.

Mr. BUTLER. Will gome gentleman point me to the place
in the hearing where this information is to be found? I have
asked for it time and again.

Mr. SHERLEY. On page 1467 the gentleman will find it.
I tried to read it

Mr. BUTLER. What does the warden recommend relative
to the increase of these guards?

Mr. SHERLEY. There was a recommendation not only to
increase the number of guards by 7 but a recommendation for
increases all along the line of this appropriation; and if we
had simply accepted their statement we would have increased
the appropriation to $02,000.

Mr. BUTLER. What, may I ask the gentleman, is the rea-
son stated for ihe increase of the guards? The gentleman has
asked to amend the bill, and we are required to vote on his
amendnment.

Mr, SHERLEY. The statement was made that they thought
they needed more gnards.

Mr. BUTLER. Does he simply give his judgment, or does
he state any reason?

Mr. SHERLEY. He cites the one instance of their having
put some of those explosives over the wall at night. I will
read the whole testimony, if the gentleman wants it.

Mr. BUTLER. I do not ask for that; I am simply getting
information.

Mr, SHERLEY. I tried to give the information to the
gentleman by reading it in detail.

Mr. BUTLER. I have listened ever since the gentleman was
on his feet, and I did not hear it read.

Mr. SHERLEY. I can only give the information; I am not
responsible for its reception by any gentleman. I did the
best I could.

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the gentleman’s remarks. I
am able to understand, but I say I did not hear the gentleman
read what he says he did read, and that is the evidence of the
warden of the penitentiary.

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, the warden of the penitentiary was not

. before us.

Mr. BUTLER. Well, of the official that had the authority to
speak for the penitentiary.

Mr. SHERLEY. I read that to the gentleman, and I suggest
that he ean read it quicker himself than I can read it again.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer an
amendment to line 14, page 123, to change the sum from $52,080
to $75,440.

The CHAIRMAN., The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 123, line 14, stri - "
yril gt 3o ngu?-es “?{5‘5«?48% the figures * $52,080 " and insert in lleu

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman. the reason for this increase
of appropriation for the guards in the penitentiary at Leaven-
worth is in line with the recommendation made by the Attor-
ney General, Mr. Wickersham, in his annual report. There
has been some trouble in the institution in keeping a good class
of reliable guards. 'The guard force there now is undoubtedly
composed of the best men it is possible to get, and they are good
men, but they are continually changing—going out to accept
employment which affords them more remuneration, and also
going into other branches of the Government service.

The Attorney General suggests that there should be a gradu-
afed scale for the payment of guards. They now receive $70
per month. He recommends that they start in at $60, and after
six months’ time their pay be increased gradually until after
five years they receive a maximum of $100 a month. The posi-
tion of guard at these penitentiaries is one of great responsibility.
They require men way above the average, and they get but $70
a month. The idea of the Attorney General is to retain in the
service the highest type of men necessary for the purpose. I
ask the consideration of the committee for that amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas.

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

For miscellaneous expenditures, in the discretion of the Attorney

General, including the same objects specified under this head for the

United States penitentiary at Leavenworth, Kans., $25,000

M{. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as fololws:

Amend, line 7, pa; uox =
Inaeatiog’ the Bas rgagga%)a’gbol?g striking out the figures * 25,000 and

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, the Attorney General asked
in this appropriation for the sum of about $38,000. It is esti-
mated by the Department of Justice that the necessary ex-
penses under this appropriation would be $35,000, but the
department submitted a request for an appropriation of $30,000
in order not to ask for a larger amount than was asked for by
the department, that $30,000 be inserted in lieu of $25,000.

During the fiscal year 1911 the expenses payable from this
appropriation up to the present time have amounted to
$34,080.05, which was only $10.95 less than.the amount asked
for in the years 1911 and 1912}

Now, to further show the necessity for the increase in this
appropriation I will state here some of the miscellaneous items
paid for out of this appropriation: Coal used at the prison last
year, $16,306.74; water, $3,672.78; parole officers’ salary and
expenses, $1,985.53; employment of dentists and dental work,
$2,802.69; surgical operations, $120; for examination of insane
prisoners, $270. These items alone amount to over $24,000.
When this estimate was made for the Federal prison in Atlanta,
£30,000, as the very least amount that the Attorney General
could get along on, there were only 624 prisoners at the institu-
tlon. To-day there are 936 prisoners confined in that peni-
tentiary, or a little over 300 more men than when the estimate
was made. The warden and the Attorney General in making
their recommendation to the committee recommended the least
possible amount upon which they could subsist under this par-
ticular head as being $30,000, and I hope this committee will
see proper to give us this additional little $5.000 sd that we
will not be cramped down there for funds during the coming
year.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, this item reads:

For miscellaneous expenditures in the discretion of the Attorn'e{ Gen-
eral, including the same objects specified under this head for the United
States penitentiary at Leavenworth, $25,000.

The item relating to Leavenworth under this head was the
one which we just amended, striking out the word “for"” and
inserting in lieu thereof the word *including,” and under the
amendment which we agreed to the Attorney General can ex-
pend money for miscellaneous items ad libitum, but when it
comes to the Atlanta Penitentiary he can only expend that sum
for items which are specified in the Fort Leavenworth item,
and the gentleman who introduced the amendment, representing
the Atlanta prison, succeeded in getting it through for the
benefit of the Fort Leavenworth prison, but escaped getting it
through for the benefit of the Atlanta prison, and he will be in
no better position than he was before unless he can amend this
item. 3

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I am very much obliged to
the gentleman from Illinois for the information.

Mr. MANN. Ob, I always play fair.
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Mr. HOWARD. I want to state to the gentleman that he
possibly observed long ago that I am somewhat green in these
matters.

Mr, MANN. I have observed that the gentleman is very
bright and very active.

Mr. HOWARD. The verbiage of this amendment I thought
would apply to this item, and when this item says * for miscel-
laneous expenditures in the discretion of the Attorney General,
inelnding the same objects specified under this head for the
United States penitentiary at Leavenworth, Kans.,” I concluded
it would apply in the same terms to the Federal prison at At-
lanta. I have the most profound respect for the opinion of the
gentleman from Illinois, but I believe I shall take my chances
on Atlanta getting in under that amendment as it stands.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this is not the first time
that the Attorney General has made just as vigorous a request
for $30,000 for this item, and in former years the Congress has
refused to give him in excess of $25,000. He managed to get
along without any inconvenience whatever. The gentleman
from Georgia is unduly alarmed because the committee does not
take the request of the Attorney General quite so seriously as he
does. We have increased this item over the appropriation for
the current year, and have given all that the experience of the
committee and the department indicates will be required for
that particular purpose. I hope the amendment will not be
agreed to,

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing fo the amend-
ment,

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. -

The Clerk read as follows:

For salnrlesb _Ine]nﬂing pay of officials and emploglleegbons follows :

Warden, ,000 ; deputy warden, $2,000; chaplain, ; chaplain
$1,200; chlef clerk, $1,800; Eh felan, $1,600; bookkeeper and reco
clerk, £1.200; stenographer, § + 6 clerks, at $900 each; telephone op-

erator, $480; engineer and electrician, $1,500; assistant engineer and
electriclan, $1,200; 8 captains of watch, at $1,000 each; steward and
storekeeper, $1,200: superintendent of farm and transportation, $900;
2 teamsters, at £600 each ; head cook, $1,000; guards, at $70 per month
each, $43,000; in all, §$73,080.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I have three or four different
amendments I would like to introduce to this particular item.
Should they all be introduced at one time, or can they be taken
up separately?

The CHAIRMAN. One at a time.

Mr. HOWARD. Very well, I offer the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, line 15, page 124, by striking out “ $900 " where it first ap-
pears in eald line and inserting in lleu thereof * §1,200."

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of
order on the amendment.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will
reserve the point of order.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of
order. It is an increase of salary and changes the law. It
is useless to argue about it.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, line 16, page 124, by adding before the word * assistant ™ the
word * two,” and after the word * assistdnt” where sald word last
appears in said line strike out the word “en cer " and Iinsert
“engineers,”” and before the word * electriclan,” in line 17, add the
word * cne.” j

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order
on that and I would like to have the Clerk report the paragraph
as it would read, as amended. We could not catch the amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Two aesistant engineers and one electrician.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr., Chairman, I would like to have the
gentleman reserve the point of order for a moment. I desire
to let the committee know why the amendments are introduced.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr., Chairman, I reserve the point of order.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, the necessity for these en-
gineers at this prison is urgent. They have only a chief
engineer and one assistant.

The machinery of this plant is run night and day. In the event
one of the engineers is sick or takes leave the duty falls upon
that one engineer to run all the machinery of this whole plant
for 24 hours at a time, which, of course, is a physical impos-
gibility. Now, in the event anything should befall any of these
engineers, then the responsibility of running the machinery of
tliat prison falls upon the conviets of the prison who happen
to be acquainted with the machinery. This additional engineer

has been urgently asked for by the deparfment. It has been
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recommended by the warden, and it is a real necessity. The
two engineers there now are working 12 hours per day every.
day of their lives including Sundays, and they have asked for
this assistant engineer, :

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a gquestion?

Mr. HOWARD. Certainly.” y

Mr. MANN. The bill carries engineer and electrician, $1,500;
assistant engineer and electrician, $1,200. Just what is the
gentleman’s amendment?

Mr. HOWARD. Instead of having one assistant engineer I
ask for two assistant engineers, at $1,200 each.

Mr., MANN. Just what is the gentleman’s amendment?

Mr. HOWARD. To insert after the words * fifteen hun-
dred,” in line 12, the word * two ” before the word * assistant,”
and add an “s” to “engineer,” and insert before the word
“ electrician,” in line 17, the word * one.”

Mr. MANN. Yhen, the gentleman proposes to appoint two
assistant engineers and one electrician?

: [Mir. HOWARD. No; there is already provided one elec-
riclan—

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; there is an assistant engineer and elec-
trician, and that is one person. I thought the gentleman had it
a little bit mixed. IT he had proposed to appoint two assistant
enigneers and electricians, I think that is not subject to the
point of order, but the gentleman proposes to appoint two assist-
ant engineers and one electrician and——

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask to modify my amend-
ment so as to make it “two assistant engineers and elee-
tricians.”

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, when the amendment is
reported I reserve a point of order on it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend e 124, line 16, by inserting before th o a1
the word " two,” and befor ¥ clectriclan ™ the word - one,

ore the word * electrician” the word “ one,”
so it will read * two assistant engineers and one electriciam.”

Mr. MANN. I suggest you make it “two assistant engineers
and electricians, $1,200 each, $2,400.”

M;:. SHERLEY. I make the point of order on the amend-
men

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not contend it is subject to
the point of order to increase the number?

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes,

The CHATRMAN. The Chair must confess he has been un-
able to get at the gentleman's amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

; Insert before the word * assistant' the word * two,” so it will read
“two assistant engineers and electricians.”

The CHATRMAN. Now the Chair will ask the gentleman
whether in his opinion that increases the number of officers?

Mr. HOWARD. By one officer.

r:fhe CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair sustains the point of
order.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, before the Chair rules upon the
point of order let me remind the Chair that there is no law
fixing the number of officers at the Atlanta Penitentizry any
more than there is a law fixing the number of officers in any
other department of the Government. There is no law fixing
even the number of officers, and it has been always ruled that
the number of officials named in a current law is not binding
upon us in the consideration of an appropriation bill. It has
been ruled that the salary fixed in the current law does bind.
That is purely an arbitrary rule, but if the Chair sustains the
point of order on increasing the number of officers we counld
not pass the Post Office appropriation bill; you could not pass
any appropriation bill which increases the number of officers in
the Government or clerks in a department.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware of that, because they
are increased from time to time without authority of law, but
no one raises a point of order.

Mr. MANN. Frequently a point of order is raised. A
point of order was raised on the Post Office bill this session on
that particular question and overruled by the Chair. On the
legislative bill on the very question it was overruled by tha
Chair, and on the agricultural bill on the very identical ques-
tion it was overruled.

Take the agricultural bill, and the point was made that the
agricultural bill granted an increase in the number of em-
ployees over that in the existing law, but there being no an-
thority specifically fixing the number of employees and the
authority for their being employed in the law creating the
department, in every case the Chair has overruled the point
of order. If there is good authority for this, the whole item
is subject to a point of order. :
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Mr. FOSTER. I remember the original agricultural bill,
because the original act provides such clerks as Congress may
autherize.

Does not this provide the same item in the same langnage?

Mr., MANN. The agricultural. bill did not cover a great
many cases that were in there.

Mr. FOSTER. I think the original aet provides that

Mr. MANN. No; it does not.

. Mr. FOSTER, That was the point when the point of order
was niade on the agricultural appropriation bill.

Mr. MANN. That was as to certain experts.

Mr. FOSTER. I ihink that was the ruoling of the Chair at
that time on the point of order raised on the agricultural bill.
The law was broad enough to authorize the appropriation for
any officer.

Mr. BUTLER. When the law does prescribe for officials,
how can we get them if we do not have authority here to fix
them?

Mr. MANN. If there is no law for the engineer or electrician
at the Atlanta Penitentiary, and the Chair holds you can not
include such an item, you can not hold such an item in this
bill in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is pretty nearly of that opinion.

Mr, MANN. I think, if the Chair so holds, he will overrule
nearly all of the other chairmen.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is going to follow the precedent
and will not sustain the point of order, but let the matter go to
a vote.

The question is on agreeing to the amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to offer
these amendments, one at a time, if the Chair will permit. I
had not finished, and I would like to offer an amendment to
line 17, page 124

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. How-
ARD] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

“én}&:}q_ line 17, page 124, by striking out all of said line after

Mr. HOWARD. That strikes out the words “ three captains
of the wateh at $1,000 each,” and I would like to introduce, Mr.
Chairman, before I explain that particular amendment, the fol-
lowing amendment to line 20, on the same page.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 124, line 20, by striking out all of said line as follows :
“At $70 per month each, $43,000." And inserting in llen thereof
ggg Ebgaf‘qz-e the word ** guards *': * Three captains of watch and guards,

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order to
that.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that that par-
ticular amendment is subject to a point of order.

Mr. SHERLEY. It undertakes to change the amount to be
paid these gunards.

Mr. HOWARD. The three eaptains of the watch and guards
necessary, not stipulating the number of guards that are nec-
essary, but it states the salary. Now, the purpose of this
amendment, Mr. Chairman, is to carry out the recommendation
of the department relative to the graduated scale of salaries at
this prison. These guards are now receiving the small sum of
$70 a month, the captains of the watch are receiving the sum
of $1,000 per annum. The Attorney General has recommended
this change. This is a splendid body of men. Men of high
character, intelligent, and industrious. They are men who have
families dependent upon them. They used to obtain their mid-
day meal at the prison free; now they have to pay for this meal

At one time they were allowed to purchase their supplies from 9

the prison commissary at the price the Government paid for
such supplies. This was stopped by the department, and the
free use of the laundry once extended to these men is now
denied them. -

Mr., Chairman, it is needless for me to call attention to the
high cost of living and its steady increase. This small salary,
taking into consideration that in addition to the enormous in-
crease in the price of foodstuffs, they have to buy two suits of
guard’s uniforms per annum. They are furnished no house fo
live in, no subsistence of any character, and are required to be
on duty 865 days in the year.

Now, the Attorney General recommends that after a guard
has been employed at the prison for a term of six months he
commences to receive $5 per month additional to $70, until his
galary reaches the maximum amount of $100 per month, or

a year; and the captains of the watch at the same time
tvill receive an increase in their salaries up to the maximum of

400 per annum,

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope that this amendment will be
adopted.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I bave made the point of
order to it. If the gentleman wishes to speak on the point of
order, he is at liberty to do so.

Mr. HOWARD. 1 think it is good, but it is a question of
judgment.

Mr. SHERLEY. I insist upon the point of order.

Mr. HOWARD. Then there is no use in further discussion
about it. I concede the point of order. We can proceed.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of asking a question. May I have the
attention of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FrrzeeErarp]
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Smerry]? On page
124 you have an item for miscellaneous expenditures, and so
forth, at Fort Leavenworth, Kans, $25,000, and another item
for $2,500.

Alr. SHERLEY. The gentleman is mistaken. Those items are
not for Fort Leavenworth, Kans. They are for Atlanta Peni-
tentiary, but the provisions of the items under which they can
be expended are the same as those in regard to the items at Fort
Leavenworth, Kans,

Mr. GARNER. They are merely descriptive?

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con-
sidered withdrawn. The Clerk will read. :

The Cletk read as follows:

For foremen, tailor, blacksmith, shoemaker, laundryman, and car-
penter, when necessary, $4,000.

Mr., MANN. Mr. Chairman, T move to gtrike out the last
word. I notice that this year at Atlanta they have some of
these same officials. The appropriations for blacksmith and
carpenter, and so forth, are omitted this year at Leavenworth,
but they are left at Atlanta. What special reason is there for
that?

Mr. FITZGERALD. The statement was made before the
committee that at Leavenworth the warden was able to dispense
with the services of the blacksmith and carpenter, and so on.

Mr. MANN. Why do they need a blacksmith and carpenter
at Atlanta if they can dispense with them .at Leavenworth?

Mr. FITZGERALD. The warden at Atlanta, as the gentle-
man has probably seen, is very tenacious, and he insisted that
he reguired these particular mechanics.

Mr. HOWARD. It is not the warden; it is the Representa-
tive who is tenacious. The warden has nothing to do with it.

Mr. MANN. In the current law we appropriate for a shoe-
maker and a harnessmaker and a tinner and a blacksmith at
Yort Leavenworth; and the warden there, showing that they
might be dispensed with, I assume, recommended that they be
left out of the bill, as they have been. But at Atlanta they do
not seem to be willing to dispense with anything.

Mr. HOWARD. That is true, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. MANN. As long as they have the present able Repre-
sentative they will probably be unwilling to dispense with
anything.

Mr. HOWARD. I will explain that, if the gentleman wants
me to, about the blackemith. The blacksmith is needed at
Atlanta at this particular time because of the peculiar condi-
tion——

Mr. BUTLER. Until after the election?

Ar. MANN. Has the gentleman conjured np a good reason
while T have been talking? [Laughter.]

AMr. HOWARD. He is needed, I say, because of the condition
of the construction personnel at this time.

- Mr. MANN. But the conditions of the construction at Atlanta
and at Leavenworth are identical.

Mr. HOWARD. I do not know about it nt Leavenworth, but
at Atlanta I know the blacksmith, and be is a good fellow, and
hie earns his money. :

Mr. MANN. Then, if the gentleman knows him, that is a
sufficient explanation.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

LIGHTHOUSES, BEACONS, AXD FOG SICNALS.

Light vessel, general service: For constructing and eguipping one
lightgi;l'eml for general service, $130,000, 3

Alr. MANN. Mpr. Chairman, I reserve n point of order on that
paragraph. I notice, first, that the committee have changed
the heading “ Light vessels and ofher vessels under the Light-
house Service” to “ Lighthouses, beacons, and fog signnls.”

Then the first item is n light vessel, which is not covered by
the heading. What is the reason for changing the heading so
that it does not cover the item that follows?
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Mr. FITZGERALD. The words “light vessels” were left
out inadvertently.

Mr. MANN. Then they may be ingerted. Does the gentleman
contend that this light vessel is authorized by law?

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is authorized. All of the items here
are authorized by law.

Mr. MANN. There really ought to be some reference here,
where you provide a light vessel for general service. I do not
think there is any authorization for that.

Mr. PAGE. This is authorized under the act of June 17, 1910.

Mr. MANN. Did that provide a light vessel for general
service?

Mr. PAGE. Yes; it is so stated, one light vessel for general
service.

Mr. MANN. The reason I asked was because there have been
several light vessels authorized for particular service where
‘they are not necessary, and the department has been asking
that light vessels for general service might be allowed, instead
of those for particular service, to which I have no objection;
but I do not desire, if we allow one of them, to have it said,
“This was allowed by an appropriation bill and is not the one
authorized by the act.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Committee on Appropriations have
refused to appropriate for any new works in this service except
those that have been previously authorized by law. The Com-
mittee on Appropriations have taken the position that it was
much safer to have the committee having jurisdiction of the
matter recommend the authorization.

Mr. MANN. 1 was thinking for the moment of lighthouse
tenders. There is nothing of that sort in here. I now remem-
ber the light vessel for general service. There are some au-
thorizations for lighthouse tenders where they are not needed,
and the department desired to have them for general service.
That bill has not come along yet.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The committee did not attempt to de-
termine those questions.

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

LIGHTHOUSE SERVICE.

General expenses, Lighthouse Bervice: For supplles, repalrs, malnte-
nance, and incidental expenses of lighthouses and other lights, beacons,
buoyage, fog signals, 1 ghtl:!g of rivers heretofore authorized to be
lighted, light vessels, other aids to navigation, and lighthouse tenders
including the establishment, repair, and improvement of beacons an
day marks and gurc‘hase of land for same, the establishment of post
lights, buoys, submarine signals and fog signals, the establishment of
oil or carbide houses, not to exceed $10,000: Provided, That no oil or
carbide house erected hereunder ghall exceed $550 in cost: the con-
struction of necessary outbuildings at a cost not exceeding $200 at any
one light station In any fiscal year, the improvements of grounds and
buildings connected with light stations and depots, wages of laborers
nttendln¥ post lights, pay of temporary employees while engaged on
works of general repair and maintenance, rations and provisions or
commutation thereof for keepers of lighthouses, officers and crews of
light vessels and tenders, and officials and other authorized persons of
the Lighthouse Bervice cn duty on board of such tenders or vessels,
and money accruing from commutation for rations and provislons for
the above-named persons on board of tenders and light vessels may be
paid on proper vouchers to the person having charge of the mess of
such vessels, reimbursement under rules prescribed by the Becretary of
Commerce and Labor of keepers of light stations and masters of light
vessels and of lighthouse tenders for rations and provisions and cloth-
ing furnished shipwrecked persons who may be temporarily provided
for by them, not exceeding in all $5,000 in any fiscal year, fuel and
rent of z;uarters where necessary for keepers of lighthouses, the pur-
chase of land sites for fog signals, the rent of necessary ground for all
sguch lights and beacons as are for temporary use or to mark change-
able channels and which in consequence can not be made permanent,
the rent of offices, depots, and wharves, traveling exdpcnses and mile-
age, library books for light stations and vessels, and technical books
and periodicals not exeeeding $1,000, and for all other contingent ex-
penses of district offices and depots, and for contingent expenses of the
office of the Burean of Lighthouses in Washington, $2,569,400.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the
paragraph. This paragraph at the top of page 128 carries
a provision for rations for lighthouse keepers, or the commu-
tation that is provided for by law. Now, the gentleman has
inserted in the bill the words “and other authorized persons”
to receive the rations or the commutation. -

The CHAIRMAN. On what line is that?

Mr. MANN. Line 7, page 128. That does not mean au-
thorized by law. That would allow the Lighthouse Service to
authorize anyone connected with the service to have these
rations in addition to pay.

Mr. FITZGERALD. While on board the tenders,

Mr. MANN. I do not think that is it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is.

Mr. MANN. It says:

Rations and provisions or commutation thereof for keepers of ligﬁt-
houses, officers and crews of light vessels and tenders, mnfegﬁlcia!s and
other authorized persons of the Lighthouse Service on duty on board
of such tenders or vessels.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certain officials or employees in the

service are compelled at times to be on these tenders, and this

is simply to enable the rations to be furnished them. Other-
wise they would have to be provided at the expense of the
officers of the vessels,

Mr. MANN. Very well. I withdraw the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The
Clerk will read.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read to
page 135, including line 8.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I do not think it is on account of the ball game, but
the attendance in the committee has fallen off considerably. I
suggest to my friend from New York that this would be a good
time and place for the committee to rise.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Joansox of Kentucky, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill H. R. 25069, the sundry civil appropriation bill, but had
come to no resolution thereon.

ENBOLLED EBILLS SIGNED.

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 16689. An act legalizing certain conveyances heretofore
made by the Union Pacific Railroad Co.;

H. R. 23557. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and to
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors
of said war; and

H. R. 18956. An act making appropriation for the support of
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other
purposes. X
SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to
their appropriate committees as indicated below :

8. T012. An act to permit the construction of a subway and
the maintenance of a railroad under the post-office building at
or near Park Place, in the city of New York; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

8. 6573. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and erec-
tion of a Federal building at Raton, N. Mex.; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

8.6269. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Santa Fe,
in the State of New Mexico; to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

8.7096. An act to increase the limit of cost of the publie
building at Narragansett Pier, R. I.; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

8.5790. An act for the relief of C. H. Moore; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Penslons is discharged from the further considera-
tion of the act (8. 1152) iﬂ:nting an inerease of pension to Mary Bra-
ford Crowninshield, and the same is referred to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, that does not require action of the
House. If it is a private bill, the rule provides for the trans-
fer of private bills.

The SPEAKER. It is a private bill, but a Senate bill.

Mr. MANN. The rule provides that the committee may do
that. I have no objection to it.

The SPEAKER. The references of Senate bills are corrected
under the rule like public bills. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows:

To Mr. HueHEs of Georgia, for one week, on acecount of at-
tending the annual meeting of the board of trustees of the
University of Georgia.

To Mr. LirTLeErAGE, for five days, on account of important
business.

To Mr. DAvexrorT, for one week, on account of illness in his
family.

To Mr. TromAs of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of im-
portant business.




8276

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JUNE 15,

ADJFOUENMENT.

My, FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 35
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, June 17,
1912, at 11 o'clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XX1V, a letter from the Secretary of
the Treasury, transmitting copy of a communication from the
Secretary of War submitting supplemental estimate of appro-
priation for draining and filling swamps within Government
reservations on Constitution Island (H. Doc. No, 834) was taken
from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
REBOLUTIONS.

TUnder clause 2 of Rule XIIT, private bills and resolutions
were severally reported from commitiees, delivered to the Clerk,
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (I R. 15241) for the relief of Fred R.
Payne, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 896), which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

Mr. PEPPER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 19190) for the relief of
John P. Risley, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 897), which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 18425) to remove the charge of desertion from the
military record of Simon Nager, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 808), which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were Introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. McKELLAR: A bill (H. R. 268375) to authorize a
survey of Hatchie River, in Tennessee; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 25376) for the purchase of a site and erec-
tion of a public building in the city of Bolivar, Hardeman
County, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 25377) to authorize a survey of the Mem-
phis (Tenn.) Harbor; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 25378) to previde for the pur-
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at
Mount Pleasant, in the State of Michigan; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. AUSTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 330) providing
for the purchase of the home of Thomas Jefferson at Monticello,
Va.; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. AYRES: Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of New Mexico, asking for the creation of two additional
judicial circuits; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LEVY : Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
New Mexico, asking for a specific duty on wool; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New Mexico,
praying the construction of a Government road across the
Pecos Forest Reserve; to the Commitiee on Agriculture.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New Mexico,
requesting Congress to modify the law in relation to Pueblo
Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New Mexico,
asking for additional judicial circuits; to the Committee on the
Judiciary. -

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New Mexico,
praying that the Navajo Indian and other reservations be
allotted and opened to settlement; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.
Under clauge 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows: -
By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 25370) granting an increase of
pension to Willlam A. Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. COPLEY : A bill (H. R. 25380) granting an increase
gf pension to John W. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons,

By Mr. CURLEY: A bill (H. R. 25381) granting a pension
to Franeis P. McCue; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 25382) granting an increase of .pension to
John D. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 25353) granting an increase of pension to
Nathaniel Hawes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DANFORTH : A bill (H. It. 25384) for the relief of
Francis J. Yawman; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 25385) granting a pension to
Mary E. Sweeney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HARDY : A bill (H. Ik, 25386) granting a pension to
Susan Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 25387) granting a pension
to D. L. Maddox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LONGWORTH : A bill (H. . 25388) granting an in-
crease of pension to John R. Cravens; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions:

Also, a bill (H. R. 25380) granting an increase of pension to
Charles H. Dart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PARRAN: A bill (H. R. 25320) for the relief of the
estate of Thomas Loker; to the Committee on War Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of Ton Polek Sev.
Jadwige Soclety, No. 357, Chicago, Ill.; Soclety No. 157, Hel:
metta, N. J.; and Boskeego Serca Jezasa Society, No. 533, Chi-
cago, Ill., protesting agninst passage of House bill 22527 for
restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization, g

Also, petition of St. Kazimier Society, No. 5SS, North Brad-
dock, Pa., and St. Michael Society, No. 93, Ashland, Wis., pro-
testing against passage of House bill 22527, for restriction of
tninmigratlon; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-

on,

By Mr. ELLERBE: Petition of citizens of the State of South
Carolina, favoring regulation of express rates, ete.; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. F'OSS: Memorinl of the Swedish-American Republi-
can Club of Will County, Ill., relative to ercction of a monu-
ment in memory of Capt. John Eriesson; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. FULLER : Petition of Mrs, Gervaise Graham, of Chi-
cago, I1l., against the passage of the Richardson bill (H. R.
14060) to amend sections G, 7, and 8 of the food and drugs act,
approved June 30, 1906, concerning dyes and deleterious com-
pounds, ete.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-

merce. .

Also, petition of G. M. H, Wagner & Sons, of Chicago, Ill,
favoring the passage of House bill 21480, to establish a stand-
ard barrel and standard grade for apples when packed in bar-
rels, ete.; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. HANNA : Petition of citizens of North Dakota, favor-
ing passage of House bill 22339 and Senate bill 6172, the anti-
Taylor system bills, against the stop watch for Government em-
ployees; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the North Dakota Medical Association of
Qasselton, N. Dak., favoring passage of Senate bill 1, known as
the Owen bill, providing for national board of health; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of citizens of Fort Rice, N. Dak., favoring
passage of the Dillingham bill, providing literacy test for im-
migrants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of the Board of
Trade of Newark, N. J., favoring investigation of fire insurance
companies; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, memorial of citizens of Trenton, N. J., agninst erec-
tion of railroad bridge across the Delaware River; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial of the Young Men's Hebrew Association of
Bayonne, N. J., against passage of bills restrieting immigration;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. LEVY : Petition of the United States Civil Service Ile-
tirement Association, Washington, D. C., agninst the five-year
tenure of office clause in House bill 24023 ; to the Commitiee on
Appropriations.

Also, memorial of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of
the United States, against passage of Senate bill 5091, for eree-
tion of navy memorial at Vicksburg National Military Park;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,
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Also, petition of the Amalgamated Ladies’ Garment Cutters’
Association Local No. 10, of New York, against passage of bills
restricting immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

Also, memorial of Manila Merchants' Association, of Manila,
P. I, relative to sale of Philippine friar lands; to the Commit-
tee on Insular Affairs.

Also, petition of the High School Teachers’ Association of New
York City, favering Federal aid to vocational eddeation; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Allled Printing Trades Council, New
York, favoring the passage of the workmen’s compensation
act (H. R. 20487) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the University of Pittsburgh, relative to
providing for an international conference on the cost of living;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Algo, petition of Robert H. Ingersoll & Bro,, New York, N. Y.,
favoring the continuation of the Commission on Efliciency; to
the Comunittee on Appropriations.

Also, petition of Dr. M. Spiegel & Sons, Albany, N. Y., pro-
testing against passage of the Richardson drug bill, tending to
amend the food and drug act of June 30, 1906; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of B. F. SIIngerIind of Lovells,
Mich., against passage of a parcel-post system; to the Commit-
tee on the Iost Office and Post Rtoads.

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Memorial of Polek -Sw Jadwigi So-
ciety, No. 857, of Chieago, Ill., against passage of bills restrict-
ing immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and Natuo-
ralization,

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of the United
States Civil Service Retirement Association, Omaha, Nebr., pro-
testing against limiting the tenure of office of employees to five
years; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. REILLY: Memorial of John Hay Lodge, No, 61,
Knights of Pythias, of Hartford, Conn., against passage of bills
restricting immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization,

Also, petition of the Woman’s Auxiliary of St. John's Church,
of South Glastonbury, Conn., relative to establishing reservations
for the Alaskan Indians; to the Committee on the Territories.

Also, petition of the Daughters of Liberty of New Haven,
Conn., favoring passage of bills restrieting immigration; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, -

Dy Mr. SCULLY : Petition of the Board of Trade of the eity
of Newark, N. J., favoring passage of Senate resolution 357,
relative to investigation of fire insurance companies; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Daughters of Liberty of Milltown, N. J.,
favoring passage of bills restricting immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of -the United Hebrew Trades of New York,
against passage of bills restricting immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. TILSON. Petition of John Hay Lodge, No. 61,
Knights of Pythias, of Hartford, Conn., against passage of bills
regtricting immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization. ;

Also, memorial of the Woman's Auxiliary of St. Luke's
Church, of South Glastonbury, Conn., relative to establishing
reservations for the Alaskan Indians; to the Committee on the
Territories,

SENATE.
Moxpay, June 17, 1912.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

Mr. BACON took the chair as President pro tempore under
the previous order of the Senate.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. LopceE and by
unanimous consent, the furtller reading was dispensed with
and the Journal was approved.

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate com-
munications from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting certified copies of the findings of fact and conclu-
sions of law filed by the court in the following causes:

William H. Norris, executor of Williamm Bohlen, deceased, v.
United States (8. Doc. No. 853) ; and

Mary A. Zinn, widow of Henry I Zinn, deceased, v. United
States (8. Doe. No. 852).

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers,
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed.

USE OF TELEPHONES BY GOVERNMENT OFFICTALS (8. DOC. No. 851).

A message in writing was received from the President of the
United States, by Mmn Latta, executive clerk.

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the message just received from the
President of the United States may be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate a message from the President of the United States,
which will be read.

The message was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re-
ferred-to the Committee om the District of Columbia, and
ordered to be printed, as follows:

To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Congress a
communication from the Commissioners of the District of Co-
lnmbia, inviting attention to section T of the legislative, execu-
tive, and judicial bill with reference to the use of telephones by
Government officials.

W, II TarT,

TaeE Wurre Housk, June 15, 1912,

HOUR OF MEETING ON THURSDAY.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, I move that when the Sen-
ate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next at
10 o'clock a. m. I am asking for a 10 o'clock meeting for the
reason that we will have no business to transact other than
the usual morning business and a great many Senators could
then have an opportunity to put in a full day if they did not
have to wait until noon on that day in order to introduce a
bill or something of that kind. Waiting until noon breaks up
the entire day, and if we can meet at 10 o'clock—as we will be
in session only a few minutes—Iit will give us the enfire day to
do as we may wish. I know that the motion is not inconsistent
with the unanimous-consent agreement.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North
Dakota moves that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn
to meet at 10 o'clock on Thursday. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of members of the Com-
mercial Association of Evanston, Ill., praying that an appro-
priation be made for the purchase of buildings for the accom-
modation of American representatives abroad, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 735, Interna-
tional DBrotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffers, Stablemen, and
Helpers of America; of Local Union No. 194, Brotherhecod of
Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers of America; and of
G. W. Gibson, secretary of the International Association of Car
Workers, all of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, praying for the
enactment of legislation providing for the better protection of
American seamen, which were referred to the Committee on
Commerce.

He .also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Kewanee,
Taylorville, Chicago, Peoria, Freeport, Carlinville, all in the
State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called anti-
injunetion bill, which were referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Mr. ASHURST. T present a concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona, which is very short,
and I ask that it may be read.

The concurrent resolution was read and referred to the Com-
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, as follows?
House concurrent resolution 5.

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rellrreenfnth:ea of the First
Legislature of the State of Arirona, in special gession convened, That it
is the desire of the legislature that the Congress of the United States
make such amendment or amendments to the reclamation act ns will
permit the State of Arizona to purchase from the United States water
rights for all State and school lands, under reclamation projects, in
excess of the maximum of 160 acres allowed to private purchasers, such
g:itzl:!l;mx"ights to be held by the State for the use and benefii of its

Provided always, That the State, in leasing said lands and water
rlghts uhali impose the same conditions, regulations, and restrictions
uimn essees of said lands and water rights, as to maximum area

uld!mrs cultivation, ete.,, as are now imposed upon primte water-
right producers by

Resolved further, That certified copies of this res-oiullon he for-
warded to Hon. Hexey F. Asmurst and Hon. Marcus A. Bmirh,
United States Senators from Arizona; to Hon. CarnL HAYDEN, Represen-
tative in Congress from Arizona; and to Hon, Bampel Adams, First
Assistant Seeretary of the Department of the Interior.

June 10, 1912, adopted by the unanimous vote of the senate.

CUNNIFF,
Pmid'eni of the Senate.

June 10, 1912, adopted by the unanimous vote of the house.

BaMm B. BRADNE
Bpeaker of the House of ch:waentanma

We, B. F. Thum, chief elerk of the house of representatives of the
first State leghllatum and J. M. McCol of the senate of the
first State legisla

ollum, secretary
ture, in extra hereby eertlfy that the fore-

the reclamation act.
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