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VIRGINIA 

Charles R. Coakley, Arrington. 
Anthony Hart, Clifton Station. 
Philip B. Nourse, East Falls Church. 
James F. Walker, Fort Defiance. 
Homo D. Glea on, Lovingston. 
Ann E. Copps, Schuyler. 
Emeline P. Lacy, Scottsburg. 
Eva C. Hudson, Tye River. 
George W. Hammontree, Yorktown. 

WEST TIRGINIA 

Sewell J. Ohampe, Montgomery. 
"\\Ten dell ·Evans, Winona. 

WISCONSIN 

Elmer Carlson, Brantwood. 
Henry C. Scheller, Cecil. 
Eugene F. Stoddard, Downing. 
Simon Skroch, Independence. 
Charles Pearson, La Valle. 
Carrie B. Carter, Lyndon Station. 
Carlton C. Good, Neshkoro. 
Emmet W. Zimmerman, Phelps. 
Harry Bradley, Taylor. 
Edmund 0. John on, Warrens. 
Oscar l\f. Waterbury, Williams Bay. 
George E. King, Winneconne. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FRIDAy' April 123' 19126 

The Hou~e met at 12 o'clock· noon. 
The Chaplain. Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 
Eternal Father, Thou hast ble t and trusted us. We de~ire 

above all things to be worthy of Thy confidence. Have mercy 
upon u.. Let not the evil in our hearts darken the outlook of 
our souls. May all our lives be magnified in wisdom, charity, 
and humility. We wonder of Thy loving patience. Oh, do Thou 
help us to escape the tendencie of our own desires and ambi
tions. Show us real values and teach us the larger meaning of 
the commonplace. Make us strong of will, so that we shall be 
overcomers in the pre ence of all temptations. Provide a way 
for the discouraged, the wounded, and the sick. Bless us with 
a hunger for all those virtues that lift us to the highest service 
for our country. In the name of Je us. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, several days ago the gentleman 

from South Dakota [Mr. WILLIAMSON] requested that there be 
inserted in the RECORD the remarks of Commi sioner Burke 
taken at a hearing before the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
That reque t was made when I was not present. I knew noth
ing about it, but objection was heard, and afterwards I was 
asked if there was objection on my part, and I said no, but I 
would like at the same time to make a brief statement when it 
was inserted in the RECORD. I have h·ied to get time, but I find 
that the time i all promised. I now ask unanimous consent 
that at the conclusion of the order this morning I may address 
tile House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani
mous consent that at the conclusion of the order heretofore 
made this morning he may be allowed to address the Hou e for 
15 minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Wben does the gentleman want to 
speak? 

Mr. FREAR. At the conclusion of the remarks of other 
gentlemen who have been given leave to address the House. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. May I inquire upon what. ubject? 
Mr. FREAR. With reference to Indian affairs. The gentle

man from South Dakota [Mr. WILLIAMSON] asked to in ert the 
testimony of Commissioner Burke in the RECORD, to which I 
consented. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Il'. HUDSON. Re erving the right to object, I want to ask 

the gentleman from Wisconsin if it is to continue tile discus
sion that he already has had in the RECORD? 

:M:r. FREAR. It is for the purpose of an wering the remarks 
of the commissioner, who had tbe exclusive right to talk for 
almost three hours before the committee. 

Mr. HUDSON. I do not want to object, but the gentleman 
from Wisconsin had plenty of time in committee and did not 
take the time. I do not think the RECORD ought to be encum
bered with this. 

1\!r. FREAR. The commissioner talked for about three hours 
without interruption. I only want 15 minutes now. 

Mr. HUDSON. Can not the gentleman take another day? 
Mr. FREAR. I want it to go in to-morrow, and I understand 

that there may be an adjournment over to-morrow. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Wisconsin? 
There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Ora ven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

H. R. 9831. An act to provide for the completion and repair 
of customs buildings in Porto Rico ; and 

H. R. 7372. An act to amend section 27 of the general leasing 
act approved February 25, 1920 ( 41 Stat. L. p. 437). 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 2368. An act for the relief of Ocean Steamship Co. (Ltd.), 
a British corporation ; and 

S. 1486. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to lease to 
the Bu h Terminal Railroad Co. and to the Long Island Rail
road use of railway tracks at Army supply base, South Brook
lyn, N.Y. 

1'he me age 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 amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 9688) granting the consent of Congre s to the con
struction, maintenance, and operation of a bl'idge across 
Sandusky Bay at or near Baybridge, Ohio. 

The rue sag~ also announced that the Senate had passed bill3 
of the following title. , in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 750. An act to amend paragraph ( 18) of section 1 of the 
interstate commerce act, as amended; 

S.14fl0. An act to provide for the appointment of an addi
tional judge of the District Court of the United States for the 
Western District of New York; 

S. 2348. An act for the relief of Nick Masonich ; 
S. 2020. An act for the relief of certain newspapers for adver

ti ing ervices rendered the Public Health Service of the Treas
ury Department; 

S. 2657. An act to amend section 217, as amended, of the act 
entitled "An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of 
the United States," approved March 4, 1909 ; 

S. 2716. An act to provide for the collection of fees from 
royalties on production of minerals from leased Indian lands; 

S. 3284. An act to amend a portion of . ection 15 of an act 
entitled "An act for making further and more effectual provi
sion for the national defense, and for other purposes," approved 
June 3, 1916, as amended by the act of June 4, 1920; 

S. 3560. ltn act to authorize the granting of leave to ex-service 
men and women to attend the annual convention of the .1\..rneri· 
can Legion in Paris, France, in 1927 ; and 

S. 3732. An act making appropriations for the Hillcrest and 
Black Canyon units of the Boise reclamation project, Idaho. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 

Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
State were communicated to tile House of Representatives by 
Mr. Latta, one of his ~ecretaries, who also informed the House 
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills and resolution of the following titles : 

On April 21, 1926 : 
H. R. 6730. An act to detach Fulton County from the Jones

boro division of the ea tern judicial district of the State of 
Arkansas and attach the same to the BatesviUe division of the 
ea:tern judicial district of said State; 

H. R. 7455. An act to legalize the submarine cable laid in the 
St. Louis River at the Spirit Lake Tran fer Railway draw
bridge, between New Duluth, Minn., and Oliver, Wis., and used 
for the lighting of the village of Oliver, Wis. ; 

H. J. Res. 213. Joint resolution for participation of the United 
States in the Third World's Poultry Congress to be held at 
Ottawa, Canada, in 1927; and 

H. R. 6355. An act providing for the acquirement by the 
United States of privately owned lands in San Miguel, Mora, 
Taos, and Colfax Countie , N. Mex., within the Mora grant, 
and adjoining one or more national fore ' t , by exchanging 
therefor lands or timber within the exterior boundaries of any 
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national forest situated within the State of New Mexico or the 
State of Arizona. 

On April 22, 1926 : 
, H. R. 9341. An act making appropriations for the Executive 
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com
missions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, 
and for other purposes ; 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 

Senate bills of the following titles were taken from the 
Spe::tker's table and referred to their appropriate committees 
as indicated below: 

S. 750. An act to amend paragraph (18) of section 1 of the 
interstate commerce act, as amended; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1400. An act to prortde for the appointment of an addi
tional judge of the District Court of the United States for the 
Western District of New York; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

S. 2348. An act for the relief of Nick Masonicb ; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

S. 2620. An act for the relief of certain newspapers for 
advertising serrices rendered the Public Health Service of the 
Treasury Department; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 2657. An act to amend section 217, as amended, of the act 
entitled "An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws 
of the United States," approved March 4, 1909; to the Commit
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

S. 2716. An act to provide for the collection of fees from 
royalties on production of minerals from leased Indian lands; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 3284. An act to amend a portion of section 1h of an act 
entitled "An act for making further and more effectual pro
vision for the national defense, and for other purposes," ap
proved June 3, 1916, as amended by the act of June 4, 1920; 
to the Committee on .Military Affaii's. 

S. 3560. An act to authorize the granting of leave to ex
service men and women to attend the annual convention of the 
American Legion in Paris, France, in 1927 ;· to the Committ~e on 
the Ci vii Service. 

S. 3732. An act making appropriations for the Hill~rest and 
Black Canyon units of the Boise reclamation project, Idaho ; 
to the _Committee on Immigration and Reclamation. 

ALIEN PROPERTY 

1\lr. BACON. M.r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the REcoRD by inserting in the REC0RD a 
letter from my colleague the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
MILLs] on the subject of German alien property. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD by printing 
a letter of his colleague 1\Ir. MILLs in relation to alien property. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Reserving the right to object, that 
letter was addressed to the New York Herald-Tribune, was it 
not? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. GARNER of Texas. This morning's issue contains an 

editorial in reply to the letter. Will the gentleman put them in 
side by side? 

Mr. BACON. I do not care to include that in my request. 
:Mr. GAR~TER of Texas. It seems to me that that would be 

only fair play. 
Mr. BACON. Probably the gentleiD:an will put that in later. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from New York? 
There was no objection. 
.Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted me, I 

insert herewith a letter of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. MILLs] addressed to the editor of the Herald-Tribune 
of New York: 

WASHINGTON, April 20, 19Z6. 
The EDITOR Oll' TH11l IIERALD-TRIBUNlll, 

!25 Wut Fortieth Street, New York Oity, N. Y. 
DEAR SIR : Under date of April 19 the Herald-Tribune in a leading 

editorial urges the Congress to confiscate the German property held 
by the Allen Property Custodian and to apply that property to the 
payment of American citizens having claims against the German 
Government. 

It is impossible for me to believe that the Herald-Tribune's conclu
sions are based on a thorough understanding of the situation. Such 
a program could not be carried out without violating our solemn word 
and express provision of the tre.aty of Berlin, the Constitution of the 
United States, and our own traditional observance of sound inter
national practice and good public morals. 

Let me take up these questions in order : 

1. On February 8, 1917, at a time when Germans and Austrians 
were beginning to withdraw their bank deposits and other property, 
for fear of its seizure in the event of war, the Secretary of State 
issued a statement, with presidential sanction. It was as follows : 

"It having been reported to ·him that there is anxiety in some 
quarters on the part of persons ·residing in this country who are the 
subjects of foreign states lest their bank deposits or other property 
should be seized in the event of war between the United States and 
a foreign nation, the President authorizes the statement that all 
such fears are entirely unfounded. The Government of the United 
States will in no circumstances take advantage of a state of war to 
take possession of property to which international understandings 
and the recognized law of the land give it no just claim or title. It 
will scrupulously respect all private rights alike of its own citizens 
and of the subjects of foreign states." 

SA"Y:S IT WOULD BREAK WORD 

At that time there was still ample opportunity to withdraw much 
of this property, and much of it remained in this country, relying 
on the solemn pledge of the American Government. ,.o confiscate it 
to-day would be to break our word and be gullty of a gross breach 
of faith. 

2. Section 5 of the treaty of Berlin,- repeating the provisions of the 
joint resolution of July 2, 1921, provides that the property " shall be 
retained by the United States of America and no disposition thereof 
made • • • until such time as the Imperial German Government 
shall have made suitable provisi<Jn for the satisfaction of all claims 
against said government of American citizens." It will be noted that 
the speclfl.c provision bare authorizes the United States Government 
to hold the property until Germany has made provision for the settle
ment of American claims, and, as I will show below, it is very cleax 
that this is in complete harmony with the understanding and inten
tions of the American Government, as shown by the entire history 
of this case. 

It is true that section 2 of the same treaty gives to the United 
States the rights that it would have enjoyed had it signed the treaty 
of Versailles and that these rights include authority to confiscate the 
property; but read in connection with section 5, it seems reasonably 
certain that what the United States did under the terms of the 
treaty of Berlin was to retain the right to confiscate, while specifi
cally pledging itself not to exercise that right but merely to hold 
the property. In any event, your advice could not be followed with
out totally disregarding the provisions of the joint resolution of ·July 
2, 1921, and of section 5 of the treaty of Berlin. 

3. The alien property can not be confiscated to-day without violat
ing the provisions of the Constitution of the United States. 

NO INTENT TO CONFISCATE 

The property in question was seized under the so-called trading 
with the enemy act of October 6, 1917, which provided that the Alien 
Property Custodian should seize and hold the said property as a com
mon-law trustee, and the provisions of which, as well as the debate 
in the Congress at the time, make it entirely clear that there was no 
intent to confiscate the property, but only to sequester it durJng the 
war period. 

The joint resolution of July 2, 1921, terminating the state of war 
with Germany, and the treaty of Berlin, above referred to, whatever 
rights they may have conferred on the United States as to future 
action, make it entirely clear that at the time the war formally ended 
and we resumed peaceful relations with Germany the United States 
Government had not confiscated the property. T~s view is com
pletely confirmed by the action of our Government in enacting the 
Winslow Act in 1923, under the terms of which property up to the 
value of $10,000 was returned to the enemy aliens, and what is even 
more important, which provided that the Alien Property Custodian is 
directed to pay to the person entitled thereto the income from the 
seized estates up to $10,000 a year. 

In other words, if the Alien Property Custodian is in -possessi(,n of a · 
bouse in New York City belonging to a ~rman national yielding net 
rents of $10,000 a year. he Is to-day paying over those rents to the Ger
man. Could there be more conclusive proof that under the law of the 
United States to-day the beneficial interest in ~hat property is vested iu 
the German citizen ? 

As Judge Learned Hand said in 1923 : " I take it that the United 
States was not looking for plunder, but to prevent enemies from holding 
property within its borders. Congress has not yet committed itself to 
confiscation of enemy property, and the rules of international law have 
been against It for two centuries." 

The Government of the United States, having failed to confiscate 
the property under its war powers, now that the war has been over for 
almost five years, is forbidden to do so by the Constitution of the United 
States. 

DECLARES COURT FORBIDS 

"The Supreme Court on numerous occasions has said that, after tha 
war period has passed and the period of peace has come, you can not 
exercise extraordinary war powers. · 
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"Since, therefore, we did not conftscate this JJroperty during the war, 
and since the war bas been ended for the last five years, we are forbid· 
den by Article V of the Constitution to take private property for public 
use without just compensation. 

"4. We can not confiscate this property without violating our own 
traditional observance of sound international practice and good public 
morals. Up to the signing of the treaty of Versailles the inviola
bUity of private property of en€my citizens was recognized by prac
tically eve1·y civilized nation. The principle was recognized as early 
as Magna Charta. The Herald-Tribune would have us revert to a 
practice which was regarded as too harsh by the rough barons who 
extorted the great charter from King John. 

"As late as 1918 the English House of . Lords reiterated the time
honored doctrine that 'it is not the law of this country that the 
property of enemy subjects is confiscated. Until the restoration of 
peace the enemy can, of course, make no claim to have it delivered up 
to him, but when peace is restored he is considered as entitled to 
his property with any fruits it may have borne in the meanwhile.' 

" Our own record bas been consistent and sound. The principle was 
recognized in the Jay Treaty of 1794-, and in 1802 we actually paid to 
Great Britain some $3,000,000 to make good acts of confiscation 
against British subjects practiced by some of the States in the Revolu
tionary War." 

QUOTES ALEXANDER HAMILTON 

Alexander Hamqton said: "No pow~rs of language at my com
mand can express the abhorrence I feel at the idea of violating the 
propt>rty of individuals which, in an authorized intercourse in time 
of peace, has been confided to the faith o:t our Government and laws, 
on nccount of controversy between nation and nation. In my vie'Y, 
every moral and every political sense unite to consign it to execra
tion." 

The principle was again recognized in our treaties with Prussia in 
1709 and of 1828. 

In United States v. Percheman (32 U. S. 51), decided in 1833, John 
Marshall, in declaring that this modern usage o:t nat1ons had become 
law, said : "The modern usage of nations which had become law 
would be violated ; that sense of justice and right which is acknowl
edged and felt by the whole civilized world would be outraged, tf 
private propertY should be confiscated and private rights annulled." 

Since the day we became a nation to the present day, I don't know 
of an 1n tance of the United States violating a practice which seE>ms 
to me b:1scd upon every consideration of honor and respect for those 
moral principles which should guide the conduct of nations as well 
as individuals. I believe that upon second thought the Herald-Tribune 
will agree with me that the time bas not come to mar this record 
and to destroy llo· fine a tradition. 

Very truly yours, 
OGDEN L. MILLS. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A mes~age from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its derks, 

announced that the: Senate had passed -the following order: 
Orclet·ed, That the Secretary notify the House of Representatives that 

the Senate is now organized :tor the trial of articles of impeachment 
against George W. English, district judge of the United States for the 
eastern district o:t Illinois, and is ready to receive the managers on the 
part of the House. 

ADDRESS BY MR. JOHNSON OF WASHINGTON BEFORE DAUGHTERS OF 
THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, our colleague from Wash
ington [Mr. JoHNSO!'l"] was honored by delivering a patriotic 
addre before the Daughters of the American Revolution. I 
ask unanimous consent to have it printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD by prj.nting a 

'speech by the gentleman from Washington [l\Ir. JoHNSON]. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted me to 

extend my remarks by printing the speech deli\ered by our 
colleague, Hon. ALBKBT JoHNSON, of Washington, before the 
Thirty-fifth Continental Congress of the Daughters of the 
American Revolution, I print same as follows, to wit: 

The PRESIDENT GENERAL (Mrs. Anthony Wayne Cook). It is the 
privilege of the president general to present the Hon. ALBERT JoH~SON, 
of the State of Washington. 

Hon. ALBERT JoHNSoN. Madam President General and members of the 
Thirty-fifth Continental Congress. It was my great honor to appear 
before the congress of this great organization two years ago for a five
minute speech, in which I was able to announce that the House and Sen
ate were at that moment passing what is now known as the immigration 
restriction act of 1924. I bad the privilege of saying from this plat
form that I regarded that act as America's second Declaration of Inde
pendence. 

To-day I am able to announce to this great patriotic body that the 
committee of which I have the honor to be chairman has just reported 
to the House a bill to make more effective the deportation of criminal 
and defective aliens. [Applause.] I think this measure will pass both 
House and Senate. [Applau e.] 

Under the provision of this bill we propose to send out o:t the 
country, after proper examination with the pre ence of attorneys for 
the accused, alien criminaL, alien gunmen, alien dealers in habit
forming narcotic drugs, allen bootleggers [applause], and all others 
who persist in violating the laws of the United States after they have 
come here from other countries. [Applause.] 

If you will permit me, I think we will name this new bill, which I 
hope will soon be a law, the United States bou e-cleaning act. [Ap
plause.] 

My friends, I have always been interested tn the work of the Daugh
ters o:t the American Revolution toward true Americanization of those 
upstanding aliens who are among us. 

You will be interested to know that we have in process o:t prepara
tion a new naturalization act by which we hope to treat the well
me;."l.ning alien better and with mot·e sympathy and at the same time 
make more sure that those aliens who come into the rights of citizen
ship in the United States, including the ·right to vote in the varions 
States, shall read. write, and understand tl1e Elnglish language. [.~p

plause.] 
You bave no doubt heard statements which were the result of be~u·

ings by our committee that there are probably 1,000,000 aliens in the 
United States who can not prove that they are legally here. That 
statement immediately becomes exaggerated into a statement that there 
are 1,000,000 aliens in the United States who should be deported. My 
:friends, that is not the case. Those aliens who have come in in the 
past, prior to the new immigration law of July 1, 1924, and have been 
here three ydars in nearly all cases or five years in some cases, can 
not be deported on account of the statute of )imitations. 

We have in the United States about 7,000,000 aliens. Of these, about 
1,000,000 can not prove that they are legally here, and yet they are 
lawfully here owing to the limitations of the law. About 300,000 of 
that million came across the borders from Canada between the year& 
1906 and 1911, inclus~ve, at which time the law provided that they 
should have certificat~s of entry. The law did not pt·ovide the ma
chinery for such certificates except for those who came from across 
the waters. So all of those Canadians who came between those dates 
who now try to be naturalized can not produce the very evidence that 
the GoYernment requires to be produced. 

They should be relieved of that situation. It is my hope that we 
can pass an enactment which will allow those aliens in the United 
States-nearly all of them upstanding, upright aliens, Who have taken 
their places in society and are married and have cl).ildren-to pay a fine 
in lieu of the head tax which they did not pay, and hold the receipt 
therefor for three years, after which time they may apply for ·first 
papers toward the proce s or citizenship, which would take another 
five years. That would mean all such persons would have to have been 
in the United States a minimum time of 13 years before they could 
possibly become citizens. I think a plan like that will perfect the 
house cleaning and will do away with the feelings we sometimes ee 
of intolerance toward the alien and will do much for an era o:t good 
feeling ant! better understanding between all of the 117,000,000 people 
of the great United States. 

I thank you.· [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. May the Chair inquire whether the gentle
man from Texas desire to proceed now? There are three 
speeches in order thi morning. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. If it is desired, I ·will proceed now. 
The SPEAKER. rnder the order of the House the gentle

man from Texas [Mr. GARNKB] is recognized for 15 minutes. 
(Applause.] 

THE MILLS BILL 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, day before yesterday, so the papers report and informa
tion has come to me of a reliable character, there was helu in 
the Capitol a conference composed of the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives [Mr. LoNGWORTH], the majority leader [.Mr. 
TILSO. ) , the Secretary of the '.rreasury [.1\fr. Mellon), and 
Undersecretary of the Trea ury [Mr. Winston], and Mr. OanEN 
MILLs and tke Republican members of the Ways and Means 
Committee. The object, it appears, of that conference was to 
determine whether the statement I made conce1·ning the Mellon 
bill being a steal was correct or not. The Secretary of the 
Treasury called these distinguished men together to deter
mine, if he could, whether he had presented to the Congress of 
the United States a bill in which was contained a steal. Rather 
unique, rather unusual performance, I thought, that the author 
of the bill and the man who drew it could come before the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, the majority leader, 
and the Republicans of the Ways and Means Committee sol
emnly to determine whether or not he had suggested to the 



1926 CONGR.ESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE 8059 
Congress · of the United States legislation in which there was 
contained theft. Now, I take the floor this morning for the 
puq)ose of trying to relieve his mind and the mind of those 
gentlemen, because we also le&.rned that they were undeter
mined about it and could not determine whether there was in 
th at piece of legislation any theft, and we are going to have a 
meeting of the Ways and l\Ieans Committee next Monday morn
ing and have an investigation to determine whether the Sec
retary of the Treasury had suggested to Congress legislation in 
which there was contained theft. 

I want to illustrate what I mean by theft in that bill, and 
I think I can use something personal. I take Mr. llA WLEY, 
for instance, who is now acting as chairman of the Ways and 
l\Iean · Committee, and always a fair target. Take the gentle
man from New York [Mr. l\IILLs] and myself, and see if I 
can illu~trate to you gentlemen what I mean by theft in this 
bill. Mr. lli WLEY owes 1\Ir. MILLS a dollar and HAWLEY is 
busted and in the hands of a receiver, as the Secretary of the 
Trea. ·ury says Germany was broke and went into the hands 
of a receiver, Mr. Dawes being the receiver. The Dawes plan 
was worked out. Now HAWLEY is busted. He owes OGDEN 
l\IILLS a dollar. OGDEN MILLS wants the dollar, and I have got 
a dollar-let us see if I have [laughter]. Jake, you hold that 
dollar, and if any Republicans start to come around here you 
let out a holler. [Laughter and applause.] I have got a 
dollar and HAWLEY owes it to OGDEN MILLS. OGDEN MILLS 
wants the dollar, but he can not get it. The Hawley creditors 
have arranged for HAWLEY to pay to OGDEN MILLs 5 cents each 
year on that dollar. OGDEN MILLS says that does not suit him. 
He says he wants the money now. So he says, "GARNER, you 
pay that dollar; you have got it; llA WLEY has not got the 
dollar, and I need it." I ~ay that I do not want to pay the 
dollar. He says, "I know you have got the dollar and HAWLEY 
can pay you the dollar," so out with his guns and forces me 
to give it up. He takes it. I ask you, do you think that would 
be theft and robbery? 

l\Ir. BLANTON. Highway 'robbery. 
Mr. GARNER of Texas. Under every statute of the country 

that would be highway robbery. Let us see what the situa
tion is in this bill. No one claims-remember this· and I 
challenge a single man on the floor of the House to deny it
no one claims the American taxpayer owes for German damage 
to American citizens. Do you? 

Do you? Does anybody claim that? If he does, I want him 
to rise. Not a single man will contend for a moment that the 
American taxpayer owes the corporation in which the gentle
man from New York is a director a quarter of a million dollars 
by reason of German damages. Germany owes the corporation 
in which the gentleman from New York is a director in this 
instance in the place of HAWLEY ; owes the corporation in 
whlch the gentleman from New York is a director a quarter of 
a million dollars. Germany has not got the money. It can 
not pay the corporation in which .the gentleman from New York 
is a director but a thousand a year ; the corporation in which 
the gentleman from New York is a director says, "I will not 
stand for that. I want the money now, and I know that Uncle 
Sam has got it, and I am going to make him pay it "-not by 
the six-shooter route, but by statute put on the books of this 
country to make the taxpayers of this country pay the bill that 
is owing to him by Germany. 

Now, if that is not stealing by law, I do not know what it 
is. [Applause.] I never have attacked the equity of these 
claims, either the equity, the justice, or the legality of them. but 
I will do it before I get through. It is not necessary to attack 
them. It is not necessary for me to say that the judgment 
given in favor of the Standard Oil Co. for $12,000,000 to $15,-
000,000 is not a just judgment. It is sufficient for me to say 
I, as a taxpayer, do not owe it and you ought not to make me 
pay it. 

Yet, you are proposing in this bill to take from the taxpayer 
for the purpose of paying the Standard Oil Co. and the Sec
retary of the Treasury a debt that he does not owe. Germany 
owes that debt. When you do that you will legalize the theft 
from the American taxpayers and you can not get away from 
it. That is what I mean by " theft." It is theft, legal theft, 
when you take from the taxpayers of the United States $250,-
000,000 and pay it to Andy Mellon and Morgan and others for 
debts due to them by Germany. That is theft by an act of 
Congress. 

Oh, the Secretary of the Treasury and the President of the 
United States are very much concerned about constructive 
suggestions. 

They say that you ought not to criticize the administrative 
processes unless you have something constructive. It makes me 
think about what the two words mean according to the view
point of the person using them. Constructive legisl2!tiop., ~c-

cording to Secretary Mellon, is where he gets some b'Emefit out 
of it. [Applause.] Destructive legislation is where you pre
vent him from getting something out of the Treasury. [Ap
plause.] That is the difference between constructive and de
structive suggestions. 

But I have suggested a method and I want some gentleman 
to criticize it when I get through. I say that the German 
people who own this property in this country, which property 
is now controlled by the Alien Property Custodian, can be 
relieved by Germany herself if she sees proper to do so. 

1\Ir. OLIVER of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield there? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes. 
1\Ir. OLIVER of New York. Does the gentleman recall that 

the entire Democratic Party in 1923, under the leadership of 
Mr. RAYBURN, advocated the immediate return of that prope1·ty, 
as property held in trust for the benefit of German citizens? 

1\fr. GARNER of Tn:as. No. The gentleman from New 
York may think his vote is the entire Democratic Party. I 
have examined that record. It is not the entire Democratic 
Party, if you will pardon me for saying so. You will find it 
so· if you examine the RECORD. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes. 
?tir. RAYBURN. My colleague has not recommended, is not 

now -recommending, nor at any time advocated the confiscation 
of this property? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I know. This property is in our 
hands, and Germany bas agreed that we shall hold it until 
American claims are paid. That is correct. They now d-eny 
that, and deny that we have the right to liquidate it if we want to 
to pay these debts. 

l\Ir. OLIVER of New York. Did we not elect after the 
Berlin treaty to put our claims under the Dawes plan, and 
are we not bound by it now? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. No. The gentleman will pardon 
me. Congress has never taken any action on it at all; none 
whatever. 

Now, I propose this: If you want the Germans' property 
returned to them, as I · do, let us make arrangements to do it. 
Let Germany retain under the Dawes plan 45,000,000 marks, 
issue her bonds, with these marks to pay interest and create 
a sinking fund, and send them over here and we will deliver 
them to her nationals in settlement of their property. Does 
anybody object to that? 

Mr. OLIVER of New York. I do, for the purposes -of the 
record. 

Mr. GARNER . of Texas. Nobody ought to object to it, 
whether the gentleman does or not. But Secretary Mellon 
does not want to do that. He says in this morning's paper 
that he is afraid to do that, because he is afraid that the Ger
man bonds will depreciate in value and thereby you would be 
virtually confiscating this property. 

Let us see what the provisions of this bill are. The pro
visions of this bill are to take this same promise to pay for 
security to us upon the $250,000,000 bonds. 

l\Ir. STEVENSON. The American taxpayers. 
Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes. The German citizens who 

own this property can not afford to take the same security that 
we are obligated to take. The American taxpayer must take 
the chance, but it . would not do to have these German , aliens 
take the chance, because it would be confiscation. It is not 
confiscation to take my property and apply it on the debt that 
I do not owe, but it would be confiscation to remit to Germany 
the 45,000,000 marks that she has agreed to pay in security 
for bonds to be issued to pay for the property already taken. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman's suggestion is very much 

like the illustration be has made about the dollar of Mr. 
HAWLEY. You would take the property that belongs to these 
people. We are- only holding it in trust now. You would take 
it and afford to them a German credit. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. It is German property, and the 
German Government deeded it to us. You say Germany did 
not have the right to deed it to us. You say that Germany 
did not have the right under the Berlin treaty to deed this 
property to us in exchange for the damage she has done our 
citizens. But she did do it. Now, I am willing for Germany 
to settle with her nationals. These gentlemen are so much 
concerned about all these people who live in Germany at the 
present time and whose property we hold; they are suffering 
on account of the fact that we are liable to do them an in
justice, but they are not willing to take the same chances that 
American taxpayers are called upon to take when we issue 
bonds to tge extent of $250,000,000 and the only security there 
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is back of that t"sue Is the promise to pay $11,000,000 a year, 
which will not equal the interest on the $250,000,000. But 
aside from that, let us see to whom I am going to pay it; 
and, gentlemen, you know this bill would . n~t be here and 
this bill ne-rer would have been introduced If 1t had not been 
for the cbaracter of the people who are going to get the 
money. [Applause.] That is all there is to that. 

President Coolidge commended Mr. Mn..Ls very highly for 
his ethics. He aid it was wonderful on Mr. MILLs's part. 
When be found out that this bill involved the payment of a 
quarter of a million dollars to his firm, Mr. MILLs got up <'n 
the :floor of the House and said : 

Gentlemen, I did not know my firm had an award, and I give 
notice to you now that I will have no more to do with this bill 
either in the committee or in the House. 

A commendable thing and the President says it is a com
mendable thing, but it is different with the Secretary of the 
Treasury who owns four times as much as 0Gn~ MILLs ; it 
is all right for him to undertake to get his hands into the 
Treasury of the United States. [Applause.] 

I merely wanted to point out the way they are going to 
get this money and bow they were going to steal it so there 
would not be any more agonizing over it on the part of the 
leaders. That is the only thought I bad, Mr. Speaker. [Ap
plause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expired. 

Mr. TILSON. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
at this time the gentleman from Oregon [l\Ir. HAWLEY] may 
have 15 minutes. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Oregon may be 
permitted to proceed for 15 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the Hou~e, 

I wish to pre ent som·e facts regarding the measure under 
discussion for the consideration of the gentlemen of the House 
and of tbe counti·y. 

A subcommittee was appointed by the Committee on Ways 
and Means, of which I happened to be chairman-! was not 
there when the action was taken-and another subcommittee 
was appointed by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, of which the gentleman from lllichigan [Mr. 
MAPES] is chairman. The subcommittees consisted of 5 each, 
and we 10 persons held hearings over a J;>eriod of about eight 
days during which there was a record made. All members of 
this ~omrpittee had brought before it, so far tts I know, all the 
persons from whom testimony was desired, whether they were 
officials of the Government or private parties. At the con
clusion of the testimony the subcommittees reported to their 
respective committees. Then the natural course of events 
followed, namely, the consideration of the bill was begun. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER], who was quite 
an active member of our subcommittee, on the :floor of the 
House the day following-that is, April 16-made a statement 
from which I read : 

It is the most stupendous steal that has ever been suggested in 
American history. 

Now, that was about the bill we are di~cussing. 
It has four major provisions. One is to return the alien property 

now in the hands of the Alien Prope~;ty Custodian to German na
tionals. 

That is characterized as a stupendous steal. 
The second is to pay mixed claims. 

That is also stated to be a stupendous steal. 
The third is to _pay German nationals for damages that occurred by 

reason of our taking their property. 

That is another of his specifications· with reference to the 
" stupendous steal," and the fourth is for the issuance of 
$250,000,000 worth of bonds to meet the indebtedness, and that 
is the fourth indictment of the "stupendous steal." 

That question having been raised by a responsible gentleman 
in this House, a leader of one party in the House, a member of 
the subcommitte~ that heard the testimony, and a member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, which must pass upon the 
legislation, the question then was: What is the proper course 
to pursue in order to meet the proposition fairly and squarely 
and give the gentleman from Texas an opportunity to prove his 
charges and others interested the opportunity to reply? A con
ference was held by persons responsible for legislation in the 
country at this time, and it was decided that if questions were 
raised about the legitimacy of any legislation introduced or as 

to the honesty of intent and the facts in the case, the proper 
course to pursue--because all sound legislation is based upon 
adequate and reliable information and proper deductions made 
from that information-was to reopen the hearings and say to 
the gentleman from Texas and to any other person interested in 
getting information, "'Ve will call before the Committee ou 
'Vays and :Means any and all persons who may have informa
tion in order that we may prove to the country and to the Con
gress what the facts are," that the legislation is sound and ought 
to be passed, or it is not sound and ought not to be passed, since 
these charges of the gentleman from Texas were made after the 
bearings closed and cover questions not raised during the prog
ress of the hearing. 

But aside from that, I desire to discuss the legislation in 
brief. The l\Iixed Claims Commission provided for in that 
treaty was organized August 10, 1922, under the provisions of 
the Berlin treaty. Judge Edwin B. Parker, of Texas, was ap
pointed as umpire. C. P. Anderson was the American commis
sioner ; Doctor Kiesselbacb the German commissioner ; Robert 
W. Bonynge, a former Member of this House, the American 
agent; and Dr. Karl von Lewinski the German agent. 

The action of the l\lixed Claims Commission was one of the 
matters attacked by the gentleman from Texas ['Mr. GARNER] 
in the omnibus indictment which I read at the beginning. The 
limit of time for filing these claims was April, 1923. All claims 
went to the Secretary of · State and many had already been 
made before the Mixed Claims Commission was organized. 

At expiration of date of filing of claims there had been .pre
sented claims to the number of 12,416, aggregating in amount 
to 1,479,000,000; 1,290 claims were withdrawn, aggregating 
$142,608,000; 6,827 claims were dismissed, aggregating $482,-
743,000; 1,057 claims are pending, not acted on, amounting to 
$81,933,000; 2,172 awards were made to March 31, 1926, aggre
gating $134,096,000. 

There are still pending a number of claims, and Mr. Bonynge 
said before our committee that the total amount of awards 
would aggregate, with accrued interest, not over $190,000,000-
between $180,000,000 and $190,000,000. The accuracy of these 
findings has been called into question because it has been so 
stated . .... The statement that the bill is a stupendous steal has 
gone out to the country. From questions asked by Members 
of this House who heard the statement of the gentleman from 
1.'exas [Mr. GARNER], they think the whole bill is wrong and 
the findillgs are wrong, and the press of the country, unwlt· 
tingly in all probability, has spread this idea. 

It has been stated that the insurance companies and the 
shipping companies have no claims at all, and it has been 
stated by Members of this House that they ought not to have 
any awards at all because their so-called losses were based on 
risks taken by them when they insured vessels at advanced 
premiYms or when they accepted cargoes on the vessels at 
advanced rates. So these awards of the Mixed Claims Com
mission are called into question as being steals either against 
the United States or against Germany, any disclaimers to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question there? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. Is it not a fact that by far 

the largest creditor before the Mixed Claims Commission is 
the United States itself, with a claim for about $35,000,000? 

Mr. HA WI..EY. Sixty million dollars for los es. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. On behalf of the Shipping 

Board and the War Risk Insurance Bureau. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. I am informed that the amount for 

the former is ab.out $34,000,000 and for the latter is about 
$16,000,000. Yet these claims of our Government are called a 
" stupendous steal." 

l\Ir. JACOBSTEIN and Mr. LAGUARDIA rose. 
Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Were not the insurance company claims 

in the Alabama claim disallowed by the Congress? 
Mr. HAWLEY. I could not answer that offhand. 
Mr. JACOBSTEIN. That is the precedent. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Would the gentleman extend the same 

measure of damages to an inBurance company he would to a 
direct loser? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not go into the side issues now. The 
gentleman must appreciate that in 15 minutes I can only make 
a general statement. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. May I say in connection with 
the interruptiQn of the gentleman from New York that in the 
French spoliation claims the insurance claims we~·e allowed 
and allowed by a judgment of the Court of Claims of the 
United States. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Will the gentleman yield so that I may ask 
a 1·elevant question 1 



1926 CONGRESSIONAL -RECORD-HOUSE 8061 
Mr. HAWLEY. I yield to the· gentleman, although I can 

not yield too often, because I have only 15 minutes. 
Mr. RAYBURN. Is the gentleman in favor of the bill as 

submitted to the committee by the Treasury Department? 
Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman knows that question is hardly 

proper to submit to a Member who must sit on the committee 
that prepares the legislation. I have not gone through the bill 
with the idea of legislating on the matter yet, and I could not 
say in advance what a final conclusion might be. 

Mr. RAYBURN. I thought the gentleman took· the floor to 
defend the bill. 

Mr. IlA \VLEY. The gentleman will see for what purpose I 
took the floor if I may be allowed to proceed. 

The Government's claim, as already stated, amounts to about 
S60,000,000 exclusi"re of the occupation claims. The occupation 
claims are $255,000,000, and those claims have been paid by 
Germany. They were paid under the Versailles treaty to the 
Reparations Commi sion and the commission kept the money. 
The commission advised the United States to make a second 
claim and the United States did. That claim bas been paid 
once allead of the private American claims, and the Govern
ment llas the money or ought to have the money. It was paid 
to the agency which was to collect the money. Now the Gov
ernment is coming in a second time ahead of the American 
claims on the same debtor to have its claim paid twice. I 
would like for that thought to be retained. 

On April 1, 1926, the total awards, including interest to date 
$32,000,000 on private awards and approximately $15,000,000 
on Government awards, amoonted to $181,000,000. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield there for a 
question? Is the gentleman quite sure he is correct that the 
claims of the army of occupation have actually been paid and 
covered into the Treasury? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was so stated in the hearings, and I 
asked the Undersecretary whether that was the case and he 
said · it was. , 

Mr. WAI~.,.RIGHT. To whom were they paid? 
Mr. HAWLEY. To the Reparations Commission, I under

stand. 
l\lr. W A.Il\rw'RIGHT. The United States Government has 

not received it. 
1\lr. GARNER of Texas. Let it be understood that it was 

never reeeh·ed in the Treasury of the United States. 
l\lr. HAWLEY. I said that. 
1\Ir. GAR~'ER of Texas. And the taxpayers may not get any 

benefit out of it, because you might give it to somebody else 
like you propose to do under this bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, gentlemen, listen to this. Germany, 
if I am correctly informed, immedately after the close of the 
war returned the property of American nationals which she 
had taken. She at least kept the treaty we had with her prior 
to the time of the organization of the United States as a sepa
rate Government and did not regard that treaty as a scrap of 
paper. The total amount of property of alien Germans taken 
during the war was $578,735,000. 

It is advocated in this country now that we confiscate the 
property of German nationals seized during the war. 

The great paper, the New York Herald, of April 19 had aQ 
editorial advocating that, and it is being advocated elsewhere, 
and, I think, on this very floor in this Chamber. 

1\Ir. CROWTHER. If the gentleman will yield, the com
mis ion only allowed 12:1;2 per cent of the total claims sub
mitted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
1\fr. RAYBURN. The only advocate I heard in 1923 was 

from a prominent leader on the Republican side. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I think that is not germane to my discus

sion. No matter by whom it was made, it is a statement not 
confined to any one person. Under the Winslow Act we rec
ognized the right of the German aliens to this their property. 
We returned all the property of every person whose claim was 
less than $10,000. We returned $10,000 on every other claim. 
Since that date we have been accounting for interest- earned 
on the property and for rentals accruing on the property. We 
have recognized by law their right to their property. There is 
remaining in the Treasury to-day $183,890,000 in money paid 
into the Treasury by the Alien Property Custodian, and 
$90,7 40,000 property still in the hands of the Alien Property 
Custodian. There is yet to be settled for ships, radio stations, 
patents seized and yet undisposed of. and for the use of patents 
seized, and these claims are limited to not exceed $100,000,000, 
and probably will be settled for far less than $75,000,000. 

The total claims of the United States and her nationals 
against Germany is $505,000,000, and the totaL . property taken 
from alien Germans and still in our possession is less than 
$375,000,000. So if we are to retain the property so seized and 

use it to pay the claims of the United States and the American 
claimants, there will be $130,000,000 yet unsettled. 

The national honor is involved in this matter . . Before we 
were a country, before we were a nation, our people took the 
position that private property of private citizens on land was 
not subject to confiscation by the enemy in time of war. Since 
that day we have lived up to that honorable principle. Ger
many has kept her side of the bargain in this instance. It is 
true that Great Britain, France, and Italy confiscated the prop
erty of the German nationals within their boundaries, but we 
are not bound to follow a bad example. [Applause.] , 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\lr. HAWLEY. I ask for five minutes more. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HAWLEY. American citizens can not present their 

claims to foreign countries. They must be presented by our 
State Department. Their claims are collected by our Gov
ernment. They have no recourse in law. They can not sue a 
foreign country for the return of property even after an award 
has been made. They must depend on their Government for 
the collection of this money. 

You remember that was the rule in the French spoliation 
claims. France agreed as the result. of depredations on Ameri
can commerce to settle for losses suffered by our nationals. 
Part of this was paid in money to our Government and part of 
the payments were assumed by the United States in offset 
against claims presented by France. After about 100 years 
Congress paid a part that remained unpaid, totaling $3,910,000. 
President Taft, on December 6, 1910, said: 

I invite the attention of Congress to the great number of claims 
which, at the instance of Congress, have been considered by th£' Court 
of Claims in the matter of the French spoliation cases. 

There are pending now some $3,250,000 of unpaid claims. 
Sixty-nine reports have been made to Congress on these claims 
since they have been pending, 63 of which were favorable. Do 
you wish now the Government of the United States to collect 
this money for our American nationals, to put it in the Treas
ury, so that it can only. be taken out by appropriation by 
Congress? . 

1\Ir. BOX. What authority has the gentleman for saying that 
the money for the French spoliation claims, now pending and 
which have been pending for more than 100 years, was put in 
the Treasury of the United States? 

1\Ir. HAWLEY. Because that is ·the fact, as stated above. 
1\Ir. BOX. I wish the gentleman would point to some official 

record showing that fact. I challenge the statement. 
1\Ir. HAWLEY. The gentleman can satisfy himself. I was a 

member of the Claims Committee of this House for six years 
and I reported a bill for the payment of some of these claims' 
and we had the evidence before us. ' 

1\lr. BOX. I challenge the statement that there is a dollar 
in the Treasury of the United States paid by France for the 
French spoliation claims, to which the gentleman refers. The 
gentleman from Texas is a member of the Committee on Claims 
and has given considerable attention to the question. He risks 
his reputation, such as it is, on the correctness of the statement 
be makes now, denying that the United States collected money 
for these claimants and has withheld it from them. 

l\1r. HAWLEY. I have made investigation of these claims 
and think the statement above is a correct summary. The 
question is long and involved a.nd a complete statement would 
take a great deal more time than is at my disposal. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri. May I inquire-
Mr. HAWLEY. I regret I can not yield. I wish to complete 

the statement. Under the treaty of Berlin the Government of 
the United ,states received 100,000,000 gold marks a year, or 
which 45,000,000 is to be paid to the American claimants to settle 
these claims and 55,000,000 to the settlement of claims of the Gov
ernment of the United States. Under that treaty the property of 
German aliens still in the possession of the Government of the · 
United States shall be held as security for the payment of 
American claims. Now, if we devote 45,000,000 gold marks, 
$10,710,000 of our money, to the extinguishment of claims of 
American citizens, amounting to $190,000,000, it will be 80 years 
before they are paid, and we will hold the German property
at least it will not be all liquidated-for the same period of 80 
years. 

Now, if the Government of the United States-! am explain
ing the terms of the bill, not expressing an .opinion-pays the 
claims of American citizens out of the Treasury, and then 
collects from Germany, at the rate of 100,000,000 gold marks 
per year it · will collect from Germany untler this arrangement 
the total amount so paid American claimants in seven and a 
half years. 
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In our treaties with Prussia in 1785, 1797, and 1828 it was 
agreed that the property of merchants, shipowners, farmers, 
and some other specified classes should not be confiscated by 
an enemy in time of war. Our country has steadfastly con
tended for this principle and has led in the movements that 
culminated in exempting the property of alien enemies on 
land from confiscation. Now, to confiscate the property of 
alien Germans would be to turn back the clock of interna
tional progress a hundred years, and in the event of another 
war justify wholesale confiscations. Our country to-day is at 
the head of the world-the great outstanding advocate of the 
sacredness of treaties and the conservator of progress. 

The Constitution of the United States says that private 
property can not be taken except for public use and for a just 
recompense. It does not protect the property of citizens only, 
but all property of all persons under the flag. It seems that 
without question the United States Supreme Court would not 
uphold confiscation, especially since Congress has recognized 
the right of alien Germans by retm·ning all property where the 
value was less than $10,000, made payment to all others of 
$10,000, and has provided that there be paid to the owners to 
whom full restitution is not yet made the interest, rents, or 
other accruals on the prope1·ty still held. 

Is it a stupendous crime ..to uphold the honor of our country, 
its Constitution, and the solemn agreements made with other 
nations? . 

I will comment briefly on one other provision of the bill. 
There is not opportunity to present them all. 

Under the Berlin treaty the alien German property is, in 
substance to be held as secm·ity for the payment of Ameri
can cia~. The Government assumes the making of collec
tions from Germany ; that is, it assumes a trusteeship for the 
American claimants. If, as such trustee, it returns the alien 
property to its owners, it disposes of the property ~eld in 
trust as security for the payment of American claimants. 
Where a trustee disposes of property held in trust as security 
for the payment of claims, he becomes liable for the payment 
of ·such claims. 

'l,he bill propo es to carry out our treaty obligations by re
turnina the alien property, and that the United States recog
nize it~ trusteeship and assume responsibility for the American 
claims for which the property so returned was security. This 
is to avoid the alternative that the American claimants wait 
during a period of 80 years for the liquidation of their claims, 
and the alien Germans a like period for the full return of 
their property. And is not a delay of 80 years a practical 
confiscation of the American claimants and the German 
nationals? 

I thank the House for its indulgence. I thought that some 
outline of the provisions of a bill and the principles upon 
which it was drawn, against which the charge of a most stu
pendous steal bas been made, should be made. It is a great 
subject to attempt to discuss briefly. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again expired. 
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE NEXT SUNDAY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair designates the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. McLAUGHLIN] to preside on next Sunday at the 
memorial services on the life, character, and public services of 
the late Hon. ARTHUR B. WILLIAMS. 

WORLD WAR VETERANS LEGISLATION 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 

JoHNSON] is recognized for 15 minutes. 
1\Ir. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, before pro

ceeding with my remarks I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on the Veterans' Legislation, during the rest of the 
session, be permitted to meet while the House is in session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent for the rest of the session that the Commit
tee on Veterans' Legislation may be permitted to sit during the 
ses ion of the Hou e. Is there objection? 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
what legislation bas the gentleman's committee so important 
a to justify sitting during the sessions of the House, thereby 
keeping the Members off the floor? We need the members of all 
these committees on the floor during the sessions of the House 
in order to be sure of keeping a quorum during the rest of this 
session. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. This is not to be taken 
out of my time? 

Mr. TILSON. No. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I would be glad to reply 

to the gentleman. Personally, the chairman was not in favor 
of it, but was voted down by his committee, and he was in
structed to ask for that permission because there are two bills 
affecting guardianship matters before that committee. 

Mr. TILSON. If there is· some urgent matter pending the 
gentleman ought to be willing to state lt, but it seems to me, on 
general principles, we ought not to give committees the right 
to sit during the sessions of the House, thereby keeping Mem
bers off the floor. 

1\Ir. BUL,VINKLE. If the gentleman will permit, this is a 
matter, according to the chairman of the committee, of some 
legislation that ought to be passed at this session of Congress. 
Now, we are having these hearings as to this legislation. 

1\Ir. TILSON. Can not the committee hold its hearings in 
the morning like the other committees? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. No, sir; because a great many of the 
witnesses are being brought here. 

Mr. TILSON. Could not the gentleman limit his request 
to a single week? I do not think that any more committees 
ought to be given permission to sit during se ions of the 
House at this stage of the se sion. 

1\Ir. RANKIN. Does the gentleman object to having that 
permission for one week? 

Mr. TILSON. No. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I make the request for 

one week only. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 

unanimous consent that for a week the Committee on Veterans' 
Legislation be permitted to sit dm·ing the session of the 
House--

1\Ir. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Commencing to-morrow. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 'l,he 

Chair hears none. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Spea]{er, when the 

Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation was organized 
in 1924 it reported to this House and ecured the pas age of 
the veterans act of 1924 and its amendment of 1925 and on 
March 11 of this year reported to the House Hou e bill 10240, 
which would further amend the veterans act of 1924. . It 
would affect the lives and fortunes of approximately 30,000 dis
abled men in the United States. As originally agreed to by the 
committee, this bill would have carried approximately $42,000,-
000 per year. Because of the condition of the Treasury the 
committee reduced that amount, as carried by the bill, to 
$21,168,000 for the first year and $26,483,900 for the second 
year. Now the chairman of that committee and the committee 
recognized something of the condition of the Treasury. There 
have been reported to this House by committee reque ts for 
appropriations of approximately $350,000,000 when there is 
but $15,000,000, approximately, that can be expended this year 
if ·uffi.cient surplus is to be carried over for the year 1927. 
A so well called to the attention of the House by the gentle
man from Minnesota [Mr. NEWTON] at the time of the pas age 
of the tax bill, we would not be in this situation if the Hou e 
by its vote had not agreed to donate to the heirs of six great 
estates in the United States the sum of $85,000,000. We could 
have taken care of, without any difficulty, the oldiers of the 
Civil War, the Spanish War, and the oldiers of this war, the 
retirement legislation, and many other matters had it not been 
for the combination and agreement which was made in Con
gre s but not advocated by the President of the United States 
or by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

That was my reason for voting again t the conference report 
when it was brought before this Hou e, recognizing the fact 
that to-day we would meet this situation. If the bill had been 
sent back to the conferees and not agreed to and if that $85,-
000,000 donation had not been made to the heirs of these six 
great estates, we would be in shape to take care of the veterans 
of all wars and others who should be taken care of. 

But, :ur. Speaker, the reason I ro e to-day is to recall a 
promise, which the committee made to the House in 1924 and 
in 1925. I respectfully requested the minority leader of the 
House [l\fr. GARRETT of Tennessee] to be pre ent to·-day--

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. He was here a few seconds ago. 
Mr. J'OHl~SON of South Dakota. Fifteen minutes ago I re

quested a page to see if he were in the Chamber, so as to make 
sure he would be present. It was because I had made a cer
tain promi~e to him as minority leader, and a promi. e to the 
House, in conver ation between us on the floor of the Hou e, 
that when this next bill for the relief of disabled veterans of 
the World War came before the House we would throw that 
bill 'directly on the floor of the House for action under the 
rules of the House. 

This bill was reported on March 11, and since then it has 
been on the calendar, and a rule has beell reque. ted from the 
Rule Committee, but the chairman of our committee has been 
unable to get any action either from the Committee on Rules 
or from the House. If this situation continues a short time 
longer, then it will be apparent that the chairman of this 
Veterans' Committee will be requested to refer this bill back 
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to the Veterans' Committee to do violence to it in different 
ways, bring it to the House for action, and then bring it up 
under suspension of the rules, so that there would be no chance 
to amend it or to discuss it, and Members will be forced to 
vote for it or against it in that form. 

I was opposed to that procedure in 1924, was against it in 
1925, and I am opposed to it now, because it is time that this 
House decided itselr what it wanted to do with this legisla
tion affecting veterans. If this House has not sense enough 
and judgment enough to recognize the condition of the Treas
ury and pass a bill that we can pay for, people might say we 
would be justified in bringing it up under suspension of the 
rules. Of course, we know there are no demagogues here, and 
if there were a demagogue here he would try to load on this 
bill a great many things that ought not to go on it, things 
that would make it practically impossible for the President to 
sign it. In that case they ought to take the responsibility. 
But it is time the House itself took the responsibility of de
ciding what ought to be done. 

I would like to secure, if possible, some statement from the 
leaders, if there are any of them here, as to what is contem
plated, whether they expect me to bring it up under suspension 
of the rules, or what is to be done. 

.Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes; I yield to the gen

tleman from l\Iis issippi. 
Mr. RANKIN. Has the gentleman appeared before the Rules 

Committee and asked that this bill be brought out? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. The gentleman has re

quested a hearing before the Rules Committee and as yet has 
not secured it. 

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman tell us on what date 

this bill was reported out? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. It was reported out on 

March 11, 1926. 
Mr. CONNERY. And the gentleman has tried to get a hear

ing before the Rules Committee and has been unable to do so? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. He has not only tried, but 

he is trying again. 
Mr. CONNERY. It is over six weeks ago since the bill was 

reported in? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr . . CONNERY. They were willing to cut the surtaxes of 

the multimillionaires, but when you asked fifteen or twenty 
million dollars for .the disabled veterans they would not do it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I think it was a vote of 
thls House that gave those six great estates that donation. 
It was not the steering committee or the Committee on Rules, 
but the House. 

Mr. CONNERY. Does the gentleman think that the Treas
ury of the United States is in such condition that $21,000,000 
would bankrupt tbe country? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. No. Three hundred and 
fifty million dollars has been recommended to this House now, 
and the people behind those measures are pushing for a·ction. · 

Mr. RANKIN. Regardless of the conference report, under, 
the Mellon-Mills bill passed at the beginning of this Congress 
we would have had a deficit, would we not? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I would not say that, but 
I would say that we would ·have had $100,000,000 for expendi
ture on other thlngs if that action had not been taken. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman says he has a rule pend

ing for the consideration of this veterans' legislation. The 
members of the Committee on Rules have a great many in
quiries and requests with reference to t~is legislation. I am 
sure all of them have. I know I have. The gentleman has 
stated that he has endeavored to get a hearing for his rule. 
With whom did the gentleman take up that request? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. As the gentleman from 
Alabama well knows, as I served with him many years on the 
Committee on Rules, I wettt to the chairman and requested a 
hearing? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Did the gentleman take this up with the 
steering committee of the House? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. The gentleman has 
appeared before the steering committee advocating this legis-
lation. 

Mr.'" BANKHEAD. Then it would be proper and within the 
record to state that we can not secure action before the Rules 
Committee as to this legislation because they have not yet 
received instructions from the steerilig committee as a matter 
of party policy? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I do not think that would 
be a correct statement, but inasmuch as this House has given 
$85,000,000 to these six big estates I have tried to work out 
some scheme of using the little $15,000,000 that is left for dis
abled veterans. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Te:x:as. The gentleman from South Da
kota called attention to the fact that he invited the minority 
leader to be present and said later that he wanted to appeal 
to the leader of this House in behalf of this legislation. 'Vid he 
also invite the majority leader, who really leads the action of 
this House, to be present? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will say to the ~entre
man that a few moments ago the chairman of the Vet?rans' 
Committee was talking to the majority leader, but it seeillil 
there do not seem to be very many leaders present in the House 
at this time. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. If the gentleman really wants 
action, should he not have advised the real leader to be here 
and propound his inquiry to Wm rather than to try to lay the 
responsibility on the minority leader? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. The gentleman mistmder
stood me. The only reason I wanted the minority leader to be 
here was because I made him a promise two years ago, and I 
wanted to say to him that if this condition continued it would 
be necessary for me to break my promise. My object was to 
continue our conversation and understanding of 1924 and 1925, 
when the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] asked that 
this legislation be considered under the general rules of the 
House. I told him it would be, and I wanted to assure him I 
have not changed my attitude. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The gentleman served for a good 
many years on the Rules Committee, and he knows all the 
intricacies, bypaths, and highways of procedure in thls Bouse. 
He knows how, if he wants the bill gotten up, to get the bill up 
before the House. 'Vhy does not the gentleman go before the 
Rules Committee again, and why does he not go befo1·e the 
steering committee again, and why does not the gentleman now 
call on the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Tn.so~] to indi
cate what they propose to do about this legislation, rather than 
to put his appeal in the RECORD, where none of them will see it, 
and, if they do see it, where they will pay no heed to it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I think that is a ratller 
violent assumption ori the part of the gentleman from Texas, 
because I imagine the leaders of this House, or most of them, at 
least, go over the RECORD very carefully, and I think they will 
now realize fully the situation that this Veterans' Committee 
ls in and I rather anticipate that some decision will be arrived 
at in a short time . and that the steering committee and the 
Rules Committee will say what bills are to come before the 
House and what bills are not to come before the House. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. HASTINGS. Why does not the gentleman now ask 

unanimous consent for a day certain in the future for the 
consideration of the veterans' legislation so that the matter 
may be put up to the House and it can be shown who objects 
to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will say to the gentleman 
that the chairman of this committee, recognizing the rules of 
this House quite well and knowing that the majority leader 
and the minority leader are both absent from the floor, is not 
going to make such a request, but he will serve notice that if 
some action is not taken, he will seek recognition in the House 
to prefer such a request. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\!r. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman understand just what 

there is about legislation that would benefit the veterans that 
makes the chairman of the Rules Committee so prejudiced 
against it? The chairman of the Rules Committee has not 
voted out his resolution and I have had one there for a month 
and he will not give any action on it. Why is the chairman 
of the Rules Committee so prejudiced against veterans' legis
lation? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. My judgment Is, I will 
say to the gentleman-- . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from South Dakota has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. l\1r. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to proceed for two additional minutes in order 
to answer that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South 
Dakota asks unanimous consent to proceed for two additional 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will say to the gentle- Members of the House as to this bill, and · each one who 

man that I doubt if the chairman of the Rules . Committee is wants to send lt back wants to cut out the particular thing 
prejudiced again t that legislation, but he wants to go over he doe~ not agree with; and as I have discussed it on both 

-...thi question of how much money we have to spend, recogniz- side.s of the Hou e there will be first one man who wants to 
ing we ba-re only $15,000,000 when we ought to have $100,- cut out vocational training or another man who objects to the 
000,000, and after he has done that he will take action within misconduct and then another with respect to the medical corps 
a short time. [Applau e.] provision, each one having a different one, and if we met 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr~ Speaker and gentlemen of the House, the sum total of their objections there would not be anything 
I requested this time in order to impress upon the membership left of the bill. 
of the House, if I can, the perilous situation of any relief for Mr. BLA...~TON. Does the gentleman know of a single 
veterans at tllis se sion of Congress. I also wanted to conduct Democrat who is trying to mutilate this bill? 
an old-fashioned experience meeting if I could get the ma- .Mr. BROWNING. I have not bad any complaints from 
jority leader here and find out just what his attitude is since my side of the aisle, I will say to the gentleman, frankly ; 
the last question I asked him on April 6 last, when he said but, of course, I have not had any occasion to converse with 
that the matter was being given very careful consideration. those on the Republican side of the House. I wonder if the 

Now, may I a. k the chairman of the committee who it is that Members on the gentleman's side of the House who are ob
is demanding this bill go back to our committee for con- jecting to these features have read the hearings on this pro-
sideration? posed legislation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will say to the gentle- Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I would say to the 
man that that demand has not yet come, but that the delay gentleman, as the gentleman himself well knows, we had 
we are meeting in connection with this legi lation is certainly six or se-ren weeks of hearings and I question if anyone has 
the same thing we experienced in 1924 and 1925, and knowing read the hearings except those of us who went through them. 
that the Homse is going to adjourn within a short time, I Mr. BROWNING. If the Republican leaders are not willing 
know that is the procedure which will have to be taken or to risk the Democrats on this committee because we happen to 
there will not Le any legislation, and then we will have the be x-service men, except the gentlewoman from New Jersey 
bill con idered under suspension of the rules and no oppor-1 [Mrs. NORTO '],and if they are not willing to risk the judgment 
tunity to di..,cus it or consider it in the House. of the chairman of the committee, whom they have appointed, 

Mr. BUOWI:'I.'ING. Will the gentleman tell me whether there because he happens to be an ex-service man, I wonder if they 
are any members of the Republican steering committee pres- are not willing to trust the mature and the conservative judg
ent? ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LuCE], who 

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman from Kan as [Mr. approves this legislation and who has given it very thorough 
TINCHER] is pre ent. and considerate attention while it was being formed; or I won-

Mr. BLANTON. There is one in the chair, the main der if they are not willing to trust the very sound and consid-
generalissimo. erate and impartial judgment of the gentleman from New Jer-

lli. HUDSPETH. No; he is not. The gentleman from sey who sits next to Mr. LucE [Mr. PERKINS]; or I wonder if 
Kansas is also an important member of that committee. they are not willing to risk the fair judgment of the gentleman 

Mr. BROWNING. I do not want to be too insistent, but I from New York [Mr. SwEET], who has been very attentive in 
wonder whether the gentleman from Kansas will be good the consideration of this bill ; or I wonder if they are not will
enough to tell u what chance we have of getting action ing to tru t the fine and discriminating and sound judgment of 
through his committee for the early consideration of this vet- the gentlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. ROGERS] who sits 
erans' legislation? on this committee. [Applause.] None of these are ex-service 

Mr. TINCHER. The only time it was ever brought up when men. 
I was present it appeared to me the matter could be worked I do not know whom to talk to about this, because I can not 
out in the very near future. Quite lately I have been \ery find anyone who knows anything about why we can not get this 
bu. y on the Agricultural Committee, and I do not know bill considered. 
whether the steering committee met this morning or not. Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield? 
However, I think there is a chance for your legislation coming Mr. BROWNING. Yes; I yield. 
up. That wa my impression the only time I heard it dis- Mr. CONNERY. The gentleman remembers that when the 
cussed by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. JoHNSON]. so-called bonus bill or the adjusted compensation bill was up 

Mr. BROWNING. Now, of course, a bugaboo has been and was rushed through with 40 minutes of debate under sus
raised about this being an increase of appropriations. I want pension of the rules-the gentleman remembers at that time 
the House to distinctly understand that this is not an increase we received many telegrams from brokers in New York and 
of appropriation . For the fiscal year ending in 1926 the en- from big busine s concerns asking us to vote against that bill, 
tire appropriation carrying legislation and benefits for the because they favored everything for the disabled but nothing 
disabled vete1·ans amounted to $343,000,000; $38,000,000 of that for the able-bodied. Does the gentleman know of any member 
is for vocational training. . of the ~ommittee who ;has received any telegrams from New 

Under the present law a little over $4.000,000 will be used York asking that we do everything we can for the disabled 
for vocational training next year, and you will have a de- .now? 
crease of $34,000,000 there, and after the passage of this bill, Mr. BROWNING. If so, they have not let it be known. 
if the Hou e should accept it, there would be nothing like Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo-
the expen. e to the Government a the one they are bearing ment? 
this year for the Veterans' Bureau. If retrenchments are to Mr. BROWNING. I yield to the gentleman. 
be made I certainly do not think the Congress should make Mr. BLANTON. I will tell the gentleman how to locate ob-
tbem at the expense of tho e who made the greatest measure of jectors. If the gentleman will just ask unanimous consent now 
acrifice in their devotion to their country's cause. I do not that next Tuesday may be set apart for this veterans' legisla

belieye the Congress want the disabled man to understand tion, we can bring the matter to a showdown, and I hope the 
they are willing to do that, and I want some one who is gentleman will make that request. 
holding up the consideration of this bill to tell me what fea- Mr. BROWNING. Well, that is a very good suggestion. I 
ture of the bill he objects to. I would like for some one to do not like to take advantage of the majority leadet·, but I 
tell me what particular provision in this }}ill which the com- wonder if he left anyone here to represent him. 
mittee ha considered and has past:ed upon he objects to. Mr. BLANTON. 1re will locate where the objection comes 

.1\Ir. RANKIN. \Vill the gentleman yield? from. 
Mr. BROWNING. Ye . Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Speaker, I ask--
Mr. R.A1\TJriN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 

JoHNso~], the chairman of the committee, intimated that Mr. BROWNING. Yes. · 
there was pressure brought to have the bill referred back to 1\lr. UNDERHILL. I have no interest in this whatever, 
the committee to cut out certain phases. Possibly he could I know nothing about it; but if this is a threat, I am willing to 
tell you what reductions they want made, and who wants stand here and object to any change in the methods .of carrying 
them made. on the business of the House and will take full responsibility. 

Mr. BRO\VNING. May I ha"\"e the attention of the chair- l\Ir. BLANTON. Well, we have located one, and I would 
man of the committee? I understood from his tatement there put him on record. I would make the request and put him 
was pre sure being brought to send this bill back to the on record. 
committee for the purpo~e of mutilating it. May I ask him Mr. BROWNING. I am not criticizing any gentleman for 
what provision in this bill anyone is objecting to? his position, and of com;se, if objection is going to be made, 

1\lr. JOHNSO~ of South Dakota. I will say to the gentle- thet·e is no use of my .making the request, but there is a.n 
man there is not the greatest harm.ony among the different additional reason--
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b-ir. CONl\TERY. Will the gentleman yield to me to maka 

the request? 
Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. BROWNING. Yes. 
Mr. DENISON. In view of the fact the House gave the 

gentleman unanimous consent to address the House, does the 
gentleman think he ought to yield his time for a proceeding 
of this kind at this time? Does the gentleman think that 
would be keeping good faith with the rest of the House, who 
gave the gentleman this permission? 

l\lr. UNDERHILL. If my colleague wants to put me in an 
emharrassing position, I am perfectly willing. 

Mr. BROWNING. I did not intend to do that. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. If my colleague will per

mit, since the House was very fair in giving us both this 
unanimous consent, would it not be better if the gentleman 
from Tennessee and I served notice that on Monday we would 
request 1manimous consent that this bill be taken up if we 
could secure recognition for that purpose? 

l\lr. BULWI~KLE. Why wait until .Monday? Why not do 
it to-day? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. It is simply a matter of 
fairness in view of the courtesy that has been ·extended to 
both of us. 

Mr. BROWNING. To be frank with the House, I do not 
think we would be justified in saying that anyone who ob
jects to this procedure is opposed to the legislation, and it is 
certainly not my intention to put anybody in a bad light. 

l\1r. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield to me for the 
purpose of making the request? 

Mr. BROWNING. Yes: I yield. 
1\lr. BLANTON. l\1r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

on Tuesday after the reading of the Journal and the dispo
sition of bu'siness on the Speaker's table, veterans' legislation 
coming from the Veterans' Committee shall be in order. 

The SPEAKFJR pro tempore (Mr. DABROW). The present. 
occupant of the chair will ask the gentlema·n whether he has 
consulted with the majority leader? 

l\lr. BLANTON. I do not have to consult anybody in order 
to make a unanimous-consent request. 

Mr. BROWNING. I do not want to do anything that would 
be construed as a discourtesy. 

J)fr. BLANTON. I ask the Speaker to put the question
the gentleman from Tenne ·see has yielded to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will take the re
sponsibility and put the gentleman's request. Is there objec
tion to the request of the gentleman from Texas that on next 
Tuesday after the disposition of matters on the Speaker's 
table legislation from the Veterans' Committee may be in 
order? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state· it. . 
l\1r. LEHLBACH. Has not the Speaker a perfect right to 

decline to entertain a unanimous-consent request? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is 

true. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Has the Chair refused to entertain the 

request? 
Mr. BLANTON. No; the Chair has put it. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Reserving the right to object-- · 
Mr. BLANTON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman can not take me off the 

floor. 
Mr. BLANTON. Regular order takes the gentleman off the 

floor. 
1\fr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman is trying to intimidate 

the House, and I refused to be intimidated. 
l\1r. BROWNING. I hope the Members of the House will 

not let this prejudice the consideration of this measure. 
:Mr. MONTGOMERY. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman 

yield? 
1\fr. BROWNING. Yes. . 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. It is the purpose of the committee 

and every member of the committee to bring this up, so that 
the whole House can consider it like it considers other legis
lation. We believe it is the right way to consider this par
ticular measure. Is not that true? 

1\fr. BROWNING. I think it ought to be so considered. I 
think its dignity should command the attention of the House. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BROWNING. Yes. . 
Mr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman from Texas is indulg

ing in his usual tactics, but I want to say that my objection 
is based entirely on friendliness toward the bill, to aid the 
injured and the crippled, to those who haye se~ved the~ coun-

try. My objection is not in opposition to the bill, but in opposi
tion to the methods of the gentleman from Texas. 

l\1r. BLAl\TTON. The gentleman from 1\Iassachusetts re
minds me of the passage where Job says, " 0 Lord, deliver 
me from mine comforters." 

Mr. BROWNING. Now, Mr. Speaker; I decline to yield 
further. There is one reason why this legislation ought to 
have consideration. This is a general legislation bill from 
the World War Veterans' Committee. The condition has 
arisen whereby I think it is absolutely imperative that we 
correct evils existing in the Di trict of Columbia with regard 
to guardianship matters. A provision can be placed on this 
bill if we are given the chance to consider it that will remedy 
that situation. 

I want to sound a warning that a law that gives discre
tionary power to the director to take over guardianship of 
40,000 cases will not answer the purpose for which we are 
striving. Under the present arrangem2nt the Director of' the 
Veterans' Bureau has a right to stop the payment to the 
guardian in the cases of wards of his bureau in certain cases. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BROWNING. Yes. 
Mr. BULWINKLE. Is it not a fact that the Veterans' 

Bureau Commitee meets this afternoon at half past 2? 
Mr. BROWNING. I so understand it. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 

has expired. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that the gentleman may proceed for five minutes 
more. 

l\1r. DENISON. Reserving the right to object, will the 
gentleman occupy the five minutes or yield to some one else? 

Mr. BROWNING. I would rather have it . myself, though 
I do not want to be discourteous. 

Mr. DENISON. I will not object if the gentleman is going 
to take the time himself, but I will object if he is going to 
yield. 

Mr. BROWNING. I am not going to decline to- yield; if 
the gentleman wants to object he can do it. 

Mr. DENISON. I object. 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The gentleman from Illinois can 

not couple his objection with a-eondition. 
Mr. DENISON. I do not object to the gentleman speaking 

himself, but I did object to his yielding to others. 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The gentleman must make a 

straight objection and not couple it with a condition, accord
ing to the ruling of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the gentle
man from Wisconsin is recognized for 15 minutes. 

INDIAN .AFFAIRS 

1\Ir. FREAR. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, as 
I stated this morning when asking for time in which to speak, 
I was informed by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
Wn.LIAMBOi\'] several days ago that he desired the remarks 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 1\Ir. Burke, before the 
Indian Affairs Committee be inserted in the RECORD. Mr. Burke 
spoke the other day for nearly three hours without inter
ruption before .the committee and without objection from any 
member. He now desires to place his remarks in the RECORD. 
To that I have no objection, even though they reflect upon me 
in part. I do desire, however, to make a brief statement, and 
I told Judge WILLIAMSON, who asked to put the remarks in 
the REcoRD, that I would make a statement at this time in 
connection with the remarks he wanted to have inserted. 

I made objection to this Indian Bureau system and to the 
right of any bureau to pass upon proposed legislation. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. FREAR. I want to get along. Yes; briefly . 
lli. LEAVITT. Is it not true that the gentleman himself 

introduced one bill that was referred to the bureau, and it was 
ascertained that practically everything that was contained in 
it was the enactment of legislation in other laws which had 
been passed? 

Mr. FREAR. That was true; but that was a small private 
claim, and the only one I introduced. 

Mr. LEAVITT. l\-.,.ould not that illustrate the value of re
ferring bills to the bureau that is handling these matters 
through years of legislation for their comment as to its value 
and necessity? 

Mr. FREAR. I think it is very desirable to get any infor
mation at any time, but there is no necessity for so doing, nor 
do I think we should be infiuenced by their judgment. Now, I 
must get along. 

I made certain charges against the Indian Bureau, not 
individually but due to bureau management which I submit 
1s not in the interest of the Indians. I have made the charges 
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plain and distinct. It is a big problem, but there should be nn 
entire change in the sy tern, which I submit has outlived its 
usefulness. I pointed out very objectionable practices and I 
asked for an investigation. The Indian Commissioner has _ ap
peared and has made his long statement in response, and that 
stands for what it is worth. I am offering to present at this 
time what I believe is practically indisputable testimony forti
fying every statement I have made which I wish to present be
fore the committee that would have a hearing on this investi
gation. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FREAR. I will; certainly. 
Mr. LEAVITT. To which committee does the gentleman 

refer? 
Mr. FREAR. I am referring now to the Committee on Rules. 

But I wish to make this further statement at the outset: 
There was a resentful spirit shown by some of my colleagues 
on the committee who did not understand my purpose or what 
I intended and I desire briefly to make a statement of thP
position of myself in regard to the committee at this time. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield for a comment? 
Mr. FREAR. I will yield. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Of course, I can not speak for the gentle

man's colleagues on the Committee on Indian Afi'airs, but 
opposition to the gentleman's discussion at various times might 
very well not be based upon anything personal and I am sure 
it will not be. But I receh·ed a letter this morning-· -

Mr. FREAR. I have only a few minutes, and I desire to 
cover some matters, but I yield. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It will be very brief. I received a letter 
this morning from a public-spirited woman doing very good 
work among the Indians, who stated that a · very disastrous 
effect upon the situation in these reservations was being 
caused by certain speeches of the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
going so far as he did in his charges. It occurs to me very 
probably those who are interested in good administration might 
take some exceptions to the gentleman's discussion without 
being in any way personal. · · 

Mr. FREAR. I thank the gentleman for his statement. Let 
me say in response I have received literally hundreds of letters 
commending my efforts. I sent no speeches to these various 
reservations, but I have received a great many letters from 
State governors and others, some of whom are famllia.r with 
the facts in regard to the administration of the bureau, and 
they have commended-

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman has not sent any speeches, 
bow did they circulate on the reservations? 

Mr. FREAR. I will discuss that later. Others may have 
done so if they deemed the speeches had merit. 

We do not T;ant to do an unjust thing; we do not want to_ 
do any act that is unfair. The Indian judge bill, proposed by 
the Indian Bureau without permitting the Indian to have a 
right to a trial by jury, without permitting appeal-all those 
things I have tried to set forth in past speeches. I have 
denounced the Indian oil leasing bill as approved by the 
Indian Bureau. I have not charged any official with misuse 
of funds, or charged that anyone has taken any undue advan
tage, excepting where specific facts have been presented. 

Mr. LEAVITT. The gentleman from Wisconsin does not 
mean to give the impression that the Indian court bill has 
passed, does he? 

Mr. FREAn. No. Those were objections I have made to 
it in my speeches. The oil bill has not passed, either. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not care to go into details, because in the 
time allotted I can not do that, and I desire to yield to anyone 
who desires to inquire. I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks, and if that is given I will make a further 
request. I ask unanimous consent, 1\Ir. Speaker, to extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FREAR._ Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend in my remarks, about a couple of pages of the REc
onn, covering an analysis of the Indian judge bill and of the 
oil bill made by Mr. Collier, who is secretary of the Indian 
Defense Bureau. In the three-hour discussion by Mr. Burke 
before the committee, which was uninterrupted, Mr. Burke 
assailed Mr. Collier in a way that was unfair; at least, it 
ought to ha•e entitled him to an answer. Mr. Collier was re
fused by a tie vote permission to be heard. Now comes the 
right Of Mr. Collier to be heard in all fairness in the analyses 
of these two bills, which I ask unanimous consent to put in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. CRA:.1TON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob
ject, I have had some contact with the very difficult problem 
that confronts the Bureau of Indian Affairs. I do not hesl-

tate to say that in my judgment that bureau has never been 
headed by a man of more capacity and integrity and ability 
than Mr. Bm·ke. The difficulties of his position are h·e
mendously increased by the :flood of articles and charges that 
are made throughout the country by officers of alleged Indian 
associa tlons. · 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, this is not to be taken out of 
my time. 

1\Ir. CRAMTON. No. I am reserving the right to object. 
The gentleman made quite a statement in behalf of his re
que t, and I merely want to explain the reason for my objec
tion. Those statements when scattered through the country 
have a certain harmful effect, but if they are inserted in the 
records of Congress and are sponsored by a gentleman so dis
tinguished as the gentleman from Wisconsin and are then cir
culated throughout the country, they have a tremendously bad 
effect They injure administration. I have my own opjnion 
as to the value of a statement by Mr. Collier, and therefore I 
object. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I wiH say this, becau. e it is 
presented againRt a single objection: Mr. Collier represents 
the American Indian Defense Association. He has offered to 
place all their books before .Congress.. He, more than any
body else, helped to expose some of the bills I have opposed 
here. He has a clear understanding, in my judgment, of these 
bills. He was assailed by Mr. Burke during the three hours' 
speech and asked for the right to respond, but that right was 
not given to him. Under those circumstances I insist that in all 
fairness to a m_an who represents this great organization-that 
has some of the best men and women in the United States 
connected with it-that this man who has lived among the 
Indians, and who has no motive for misrepresenting condi
tions, should have the right to that small privilege. I trust 
the gentleman from ~!ichigan will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman ought not to continue his 
appeal. I do not alter my former opinion ; but since the gen
tleman presses the matter, I will ask the gentleman if thjs 
gentleman referred to does not make his living out of his job? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes he is the secretary. The entire expenses 
of his organization do not exceed $15,000. His own salary 
is contributed by four people, who pay his entire salary, accord
ing to a statement submitted to the committee. Anyone who 
is willing tfJ give his time, a man of his ability, to work of 
this kind, who has lived among the Indians, it seems to me 
ought to be heard after he has been assailed in -the manner 
I have described by the Commissioner of Indian Afi'alrs. That 
is all I ask, that he be given the opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. FREAR. Yes, certainly. 
Mr. LEAVITT. Does not the gentleman realize that his 

own resolution in regard to the situation is now pending be
fore the Committee on Rules, and that Mr. Collier can present 
his charges to that committee, and he is not barred from hav
ing his day in court? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes. But while statements of the Commis
sioner of Indian Afi'airs are being circulated-and he has a 
right without question to be heard-Mr. Collier has no way of 
answering, and he stands, as he believes, representative of 
this Indian defense organization in an unofficial way. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Is it not true that the gentleman himself, 
under an extension of remarks, speaking for 10 minutes, in
cluded at that time statements that included charges by Mr. 
Collier, and attacked the commissioner first? 

Mr. FREAR. I included a letter signed by Mr. Collier in the 
Navajo bridge case. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon
sin has expired. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con ent to 
proceed for one minute longer to answer the gentleman from 
Oklahoma. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Is it not a fact that some 12,000 

copies of these speeches have been circulated throughout the 
United States? 

Mr. FREAR. There are three speeches that I have made. 
and that number may have been circulated. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. And of that number how many did 
Mr. Collier send out? 

Mr. FREAR. I do not know, but undoubtedly he sent some 
of them. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield? 
M.r. FREAR. Yes. 
Mr. HASTINGS. Does not the gentleman tlililk. it is fair 

to sU!te that at the concluslon of Commissioner Burke's state-
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ment t'lle gentleman was given every opportunity to cross
examine him with reference to every detail contained in that 
statement and that the gentleman did not avail himself of that 
opportunity? 

Mr. FREAR. I did not want to refer to that, but I am 
glad the gentleman has opened the door. The commissioner 
spoke for nearly three hours, without interruption being per
mitted, and then without .the printed report before me-

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
bas expired. 

l\Ir. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may proceed for two additional minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from Wisconsin may proceed 
for two additional minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FREAR. At the conclusion of the three hours' statement 

I was asked to cross-examine the commissioner. I had no 
printed report before me as to what he had said, but I have 
now studied it and I am prepared to restate and furnish evi
dence in support of the charges. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Was that the reason the gentleman did not 
accept the invitation to cross-examine him? 

l\1r. FREAR. What was that? . 
Mr. HASTINGS. That the hearing had not been tran

scribed. 
Mr. FREAR. I wanted to find out what was material in his 

statement covering three hours. This is the first case in the 
experience of any Member of this House to my knowledge 
where he has sat through a statement of three hours, with the 
condition that there should be no interruption, and then be ex
pected to cross-examine the witness without knowing and 
having before him the record marl e. 

l\Ir. HASTINGS. Did the gentleman ask for an opportunity 
to cross-examine the commissioner after he had examined his 
statement? 

Mr. FREAR. No. I would rather make my own statement 
in the same way the commissioner made his. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Does the gentleman want to come before 
the committee now and make a general statement? 

Mr. FREAR. No; but I would be willing to go before the 
committee and make . a statement as to any of the facts and 
then have that statement given the same publicity as was 
given to the statement made by Commissioner Burke. 

1\lr. LEAVITT. Did the gentleman object to the procedure 
with regard to Commissioner Burke's statement, which was 
determined upon by the committee? 

1\lr. FREAR. I did not. I said that in all fairness he was 
entitled to make his statement. I believe that free discus
sion is always desirable. 

1\Ir. LEAVITT. Did not the gentleman have a stenographer 
present at the hearing? 

Mr. FREAR. I had a stenographer, but he was not a re
porter. 

1\lr. LEAVITT. The gentleman had a stenographer present 
taking notes, and the gentleman had the testimony long be
fore it was printed. 

Mr. FREAR. I have been informed that the organization 
represented by Mr. Collier has among its directors and respon
sible officials the following-named people, many of whom have 
written me personally indorsing my effort to secure an investi
gation. At this point in my remarks I submit their names, 
many are noted philanthropists : 

Dr. Haven Emerson, New York City (professor of public health 
administration, Columbia University) ; Irving Bacheller, New York 
City (novelist) ; Robert E. Ely (director of the town ball, New York 
City) ; Mrs. H. A. Atwood, Riverside, Calif. (chairman Indian welfare 
division, General Federation of "lomen's Clubs) ; William Allen White, 
Emporia, Kans. (editor) ; James Ford (professor, social ethics depart
ment, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.) ; Elizabeth Shepley Ser
geant, New York City (author and authority on Indians) ; Charles 
F. Lummis, Los Angeles, Calif. (author and authority on Indians) ; 
B.ev. E. P. Wheeler, Aurora, Ill. ( 40 years a missionary among the 
Indians) ; William Kent, Kentfield, Calif. (former Congressman) ; 
Dr. Aurelia H. Reinhardt (president Mills College, Calif.) ; Stewart 
Edward White, San Francisco, Calif. (author) ; Dr. Walter M. 
Dickie, Berkeley, Calif. (secretary California Board of Health) ; Dr. 
William Palmer Lucas (professor pediatrics, University of California) ; 
Edyth Tate Thompson, Fresno, Calif. (secretary California Tubercu-

. losis Association) ; Dr. John R. Haynes (regent, University of Call
fornla; member Los Angeles Public Service Commission) ; Dr. Henry 
J. Ullman (president American Legion, Santa Barbara, Calif.) ; Mrs. 
Mary Austin, Santa Fe (author) ; James W. Young, Chicago; Fred 
M. Stein, New York City ; Gertrude Bonnin, Washington (president 
National Association of American Indians); Jay B. Nash, Oakland, 

Calif.; Walter V. Woe,hlke, Ross, Cal~f.; Mrs. Frank A. Gibson, Los 
Angeles; Mary J. Workman, Los Angeles, Calif.; Rev. Father Robert 
Lucey, Los Angeles; and E. Raymond .Armsby, Burlingame, Calif. 

The national advisory board of the association includes Rev. 
John A. Ryan, D. D., George Haven Putman, Henry W. Taft, 
Adolph Lewisohn, Dr. John H. Finley, Dan C. Beard, George 
Foster Peabody, Right Rev. Monsignor J. P. Childwick, and 
the Right Rev. W. C. Manning. 

Mr. Speaker, responding to my demand for an investigation 
of the Indian Bureau, Commissioner Burke asked and, as 
stated, was accorded by the Indian Committee nearly three 
hours of uninterrupted speech devoted to an attempt to gloss 
over charges of maladministration which I have made of his bu
reau. His long statement I submit, on examination, confirms 
by confession and avoidance some of the most serious charges, 
while others are sustained by undisputed evidence. Without 
any personal feeling against Commissioner Burke or his 
assistants-the subject is of far greater importance than any 
individual consideration-! repeat that every material charge 
made by me against the Indian Bureau, or the Interior Depart
ment where responsibility is divided, bas been sustained by. 
unimpeachable evidence.· It is not bureau maladmini tration 
alone that is involved but the obligation of our Government to 
its helpless Indian wards to relieve them from archaic, auto
cratic, bureaucratic control and to prepare them for use of their 
property and for duties of that American citizenship which 
Congress has given to them after three-quarters of a century 
or Indian Bureau scandals. 

A Representative in Congress should guard against needless 
criticism or unjust criticism of other departments of govern
ment and also of his colleagues, but he should not be fearful 
of giving needed criticism of agencies responsible fo1 wrong 
conditions. 

THE INDIAN BUREAU'S EFFORT TO IXFLUENCE LEGISLATION 

In a recent speech I prote~ted against the influence of the 
Indian Bureau which assumes to pass upon everr bill that 
finds its way to this Chamber and against bureaucratic influ
ences on measures before this House. That protest was re
peated in a letter sent the chairman of the Indian Committee 
when noting that, according to the secretary of tlrat committee, 
of the first 35 bills reported to the House by the committee, 34, 
or all but one, had the written approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior, whose name is the stamp with which the Indian Bu
reau gives approval. The one bill of the 35 that escaped the 
bureau was introduced by the chairman of the Indian Com
mittee, but thereafter it was strenuously opposed by Indian 
Bureau officials before a Senate committee. 

During the same period I introduced several Indian welfare 
lJills, looking to the strengthening of Indian rights now pos
sessed by all other citizens, and an important bill to perfect 
titles to Indian reservation lands, all of which were turned 
thumbs down by the Indian Bureau. My complaint against the 
bureau was not personal but against an objectionable legisla
tive system we are prone to accept in committees from officious 
bureaucrats for fear if objection is made we submit ourselves 
and our colleagues to the inference we might be unable t-o with
stand improper influence. 

I have said and I repeat that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs is composed of able men as sincere and independent as 
any men in Congress. That they would not yield their views or 
legislative rights knowingly to any man or any bureau. I re
spect their honest judgment, which is as high as that of any 
other committee of the House with which I have served, and 
that covers four major committees and several lesser commit
tees. 

I do say of that committee or any other committee, if any 
bureau or department of Government presumes to place its 
approval or disapproval of measures pending before Congress, 
an unwarranted act is exercised that places on the bureau 
legislative responsibility which under the Constitution solely 
rests with Members. A record of 34 approvals out of 35 bills 
reported and many rejections among the balance of over 100 
bills before this committee is evidence of no lack of honest pur
pose to exercise every right of constitutional judgment by the 
committee but is a gross usurpation of legislative rights by the 
bureau. 

That is all I have intended to say at any time and in no 
way reflects on the committee. To say less would be to sur
render to bureaucratic' encroachment that now menaces Con
gress on every hand. I could amplify this brief statement 
which the Commissioner of Indian Affairs from out his limited 
breadth of understanding has termed an apology to the com
mittee, but the manifest purpose of the bureau to shift criti
cism from itself to the committee in no way affects my protest 
against the Indian Bureau and bureau methods. 
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CHARGES OF MALADMINISTnATIO~ ADMI'ITED BY COMMISSIONER BURKJ! 

At bis personal request the House Indian Affairs Committee 
on April 10 gave Commissioner Burke right to nearly three 
hours of uninterrupted talk in which to prove the charges of 
maladministration by the Indian Bureau made by me in 
speeches of February 4, March 4, and March 23 were incorrect 
and untrue as he alleged. As I stated at the outset, I will not 
willingly do injustice to the Indian Bureau or any official con
nected with it, but after a careful examination of the 42 
printed pages of Commissioner Burke's uninterrupted speech, 
I again charge-

First. That the Indian Bureau, without possible excuse, rec
ommended the confiscation of $100,000 of Navajo Indian funds, 
and I will her'e submit testimony that proves this fact beyond 
reasonable doubt. 

Second. The Indian Bureau has recommended other Indian 
reimbursement charges against the Navajos, Pueblos, and other 
Indian tribes, as stated in my speeches, as reprehensible and 
indefensible as the $100,000 Navajo item. 

Third. The Indian Bureau approved and helped manage a 
scandalous settlement of over $1,000,000 of the property of 
Jackson Barnett, a half-witted Indian, the terms of which were 
as reprehensible of an allotted Indian's property as other 
charges made as to trib~l property. This is evidenced through 
an admission of the facts by the deparbnent that I will present. 

Fourth. The Indian Bureau has practically exclusive control 
of $90,000,000 of money and securities ·and $1,650,000,000 of 
Indian property held in trust for what it terms 225,000 "in
competent" Indians. No right of court review or appeal from 
the bureau's arbitrary decisien is given to a single Indian. 

Fifth. The telegram by Governor Blaine, of Wisconsin, to 
President Coolidge was unqualifiedly true wherein he com
plained that a Wisconsin Indian charged with a misdemeanor 
was fastened with ball and chain in a foul, insanitary cell 
6 by 9 feet feet in size. Evidence of this fact here submitted 
is practically undisputed. 

Sixth. I again charge that a ball and chain were used for 
punishing an Indian on the Fort Peck Reservation, charged 
with a misdemeanor, and I submit convincing affidavits of that 
fact. 

Seventh. I submit evidence that Commissioner Burke by 
threats and intimidation endeavored to smother the facts la t 
cited, and I submit startling affidavits of the Indian Bureau's 
control and intimidation of Indian witnesses in Washington. 

Eighth. I repeat that the Indian Bureau ·has pos ession of 
an amazing report by the American Red Cross on Indian 
Bureau neglect and inefficiency affecting the health of Indian 
tribes, which has been smothered, and that Senators and ME:'m
bers who have asked to inspect the report have been refused 
that right. 

Ninth. The Indian Bureau has failed and neglected the 
health and care of Indians in Wisconsin, California, Arizona, 
and other States, as set forth in statements of reputable medi
cal witnesses and commissions, none of which were disputed 
in Commissioner Burke's·three-hour speech, excepting a refer
ence by him to the Pima Tribe, that, I submit, was incorrect. 

Tenth. The Indian Bureau has caused to be introduced bill 
H. R. 7826, that as prepared provides that all Indians on res
ervations may be tried by $10 a month "judges " and sen
tenced to six months in jail in addition to a $100 fine for 
disobeying rules or regulations of the bureau. No right to a 
jury trial, attorney, bail, or appeal guaranteed under the Con
stitution is afforded by that bill, which was opposed by every 
Indian tribe represented in Washington, excepting a white at
torney for some Indians in ~outh Dakota.. 

EleYenth. The Indian Bureau has approved a grossly unjust 
Indian oil leasing bill, affecting 22,000,000 acres of Indian res
ervations, and that while oil men and bureau officials urged its 
passage before House and Senate committees not one Indian 
representative of any tribe wa~ heard on the bill. 

Twelfth. The Indian Bureau under existing law and eustom 
has practically unlimited control of the person and property of 
240,000 Indians, excepting in case of 8 felonies, without right 
to jury court appeal or judicial review i,n determining matters 
of " competency " or other rights guaranteed to every other 
American citizen. · 

Th~rteenth. Serious complaints against the Indian Bureau 
lodged by Menominee Indians of Wisconsin, Blackfeet and Flat
head Indians of Montana, a~d Pueblo Indians of New Mexico, 
and of other tribes, have not been answered or referred to by 
CommissioE.er Burke in his nearly three hours of uninterrupted 
speech. 

I again ask that my resolution of investigation of-the Indian 
Bureau by Congre ... s be passed a,nd all facts disclosed in order 
that remedial legislation may be had and the Indians of 

America given a self-gupporting, self-respecting, and construc
tive program to ~t them for duties of citizenship, which citizen
ship. Congress has conferred on them by law. 

THE AMERICAN INDIAN DEFENSE ASSOCIATION . 

I will not aga..in recite the details of different complaints 
against the Indian Bureau set forth in the three speeches to 
which reference has been made and which Commissioner Burke 
sought to answer when making criticisms against myself and 
charges against John Collier, executive secretary, personallyp 
and against circulars distributed by the Indian Defense Asso
ciation. The speeches are definite i~ their charges, but a com
prehensive statement of Commissioner Burke's attitude on the 
different charges is disclosed from his three hours without 
interruption speech. So far as can be had, the charges, his 
own explanation or excuse, and the facts in each case are here 
offered to serve as a basis for an investigation of the Indian 
Bureau asked for by my resolution. 

First, let me relieve the Indian Defense Association and its 
secretary, John Collier, from responsibility for any statement 
ma'de by me at any time. Whatever information was received 
by me from this organization and its secretary I verified so 
far as possible, and am convinced that the statements so made 
to me. were substantially correct and that the Indian Bnreau 
was ignorant or inexcusably wrong in its own position. 

The Indian Defense Association and the various welfare 
associations need no defense against assaults from Commis
sioner Burke or any other official. Their efforts to protect 
and relieve the Indians throughout the country, I am con
vinced, are inspired solely from philanthropic motives and 
maintained through voluntary subscriptions. Due to this 
soUI·ce of support and publicity more than to any other agency 
in my judgment is the aroused sentiment against the $10 a 
month Indian judge bill and the equally objectionable Indian 
oil leasing bill that ha"\"'e been exposed and opposed in both 
House and Senate. For that they are entitled to the thanks 
of Congress. 

Commissioner Burke's course with Indian affairs hereafter 
discussed stands pilloried in public opinion because of this 
arrogance toward Indian welfare organizations that seek to 
protect and befriend the Indians. 

Of John Collier, executive secretary, I will only say that 
no man in my experience has possessed anything like the 
comprehensive grasp of Indian affairs and Indian legislation 
shown by Mr. Collier who has first knowledge from having 
lived among the Indians. His activities in their behalf are 
in striking comparison with those of seemingly complacent 
officials-Collier acts through the eyes of a crusader who sees 
the neglect, injustice, and oppression practiced by the Indian 
Bureau, while the Government's guardians of the Indians act 
with an eye primarily directed toward permanency of bureau
cracy. This is the language and judgment of many Senators 
and Members who are familiar with the personality and aims 
of Commissioner Burke, his bureau assistants, and of their 
predecessor in many cases. 

FABlJLOUS WEALTH CONTROLLED BY THE INDIAN BUREAU 

It should be kept in mind that due to pressUI·e exercised on 
Congress in 1924 all Indians were given full rights of Americ"an 
citizenship. That 70 .Years after the Indian Bureau took over 
the control of our Indian wards the Indian commissioner 
now has under his control over $90,000,000 in money and 
securities belonging to various Indians and $1,650,000,000 in 
property belonging to 225,000 Indians. 

That this money and this property is under the control of 
Commissioner Burke under the law; that the 225,000 Indians 
wherever allotments have been made are declared to be 
restricted or incompetent Indians and that they have no right 
to have their competency or ability to Cb.re for their own 
property determined by court proceedings but their property, 
like their person, is under the control of the Indian Bureau. 

Commissioner Burke appeared before the House Indian 
Affairs Committee on April 10, pursuant to his request that he 
be not interrupted, and, as stated, he spoke without interrup
tion, refusing efforts to challenge statements that would not 
stand analysis. 

Commissioner Burke first devoted severn! pages of the printed 
" hearing " to a brief paragraph in my speech of February 4 
relating to a reimbursable bridge charge he approved of $82,000 
against the Pueblos of Cochiti and San Juan. In that speech I 
stated the whole cost of these two bridges had been loaded onto 
the poverty-stricken Pueblos and that three-quarters of the 
travel over one bridge will be by white people and on the other 
the proportion of Indian travel will be less than one-tenth. 

Commissioner Burke admitted the whole cost of these bridges 
was charged against this poverty-stricken tribe, but attempted 
to show the chJl.rge was legitimate because Assistant Commis-
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sioner 1\!errit said so (p. 9). - Witnesses competent and ~ir.in
terested declare the charge against the Pueblos is indefensible ; 
that the Cochiti Indians number less than 400, and the San 
Juan Indians number only 450. The most serious charge made 
Is that former commissioners have successfully opposed the 
burdening of these el.i:remely poor Indians with such char;es. 
Commissioner Burke says ( p. 10), " those Indians are very 
poor,'' yet with littl-e land of value ~cross t?e river and with~ut 
con ·ent of the Indians, if I am nghtly informed, the enhre 
charge with his approval was J?ade against them for a bridge 
primarily for the use of white people. 

TIIE NAVAJO INOLA:-< $100,0 0 0 CO:-<FISCATION SCANDAL 
Not one defense, I submit, is offered for the confiscation of 

Na"rajo funds. 
On the $100,000 reimbur able item Commissioner Burke says: 
Secretary Work made a report that one-half of the cost be reimburs

able (p. 12, hearings ). 

This $100.000 charge was made by him without any knowled~e 
or consent on the part of the Indians, and Secretary Work, m 
recommending the charge of $100,000, of course speaka. for the 
Indian Bureau. The bureau never speaks officially rn such 
matters except through the department head. 

Commissioner Burke expresses his own views for its approval 
frankly when he says : 

I do not see myself where there can be any serious objection to mak
Ing appropriations that may seem to be desirable and in the inter~st 
of those Indians and relieve the States of Arizona and New l\It'xtco 
from some of the great e..-..:pense involved, in view of this great area that 
is not subject to taxation (p. 12, bearings). 

Then he suggests that Members generally should be blamed 
for permitting bills to go thro~gh unchalleng~ .if the bills a~e 
wrong. The obvious answer IS that CommiSSioner Burke IS 
the oouardian under the law for these Indians. He knew these 
Indi~ns were diseased and three generations behind other 
Indians according to 1\Ir. Meritt, of the bureau; that they 
only had a balance of $116,000 to their credit, and yet he says 
in effect that because these Indians do not pay taxes on their 
desert grazing lands that they should help build bridges to 
relieve the States within which their reservatiomt are located. 

I submit that is the general argument of others which he 
repeats as guardian of these diseased, uneducated, and back
ward Indians three generations behind their fellows. 

Now for the facts. Senator CAMERON, of Arizona, said in 
Senate debate: 

I think it would be an imposition on humanity for Congress to 
take out of $116,000, the little money that is now in the 'l'reasut'Y, 
half of the cost-$100,000-()f this bridge and charge it to the_ Indians -; 
it would be ridiculous. (RECORD, p. 4152, Feb. 15, 1926.) 

I presume I know that section of the country as well as almost 
anyone, having lived in northern Arizona some 43 years. I have had 
occasion to cross the Colorado River in that section hundreds of times. 
The Navajo Tribe of Indians do not use that section of the country. 
• • There is no reason why the Government should not at least 
pay hal! the expense o:t building this bridge instead of forcing these 
backward but honorable Indians to pay half the cost, and especially 
when they have never consented to it. 

Senator LExROOT. This bridge is primarily for the benefit of the 
public and not for the Indians, is it not? 

Senator CAMERON. Allsolutely. • • • I would feel like it was 
stealing from an infant i:t I were to be a party here in the Senate of 
the United States in this unjust attempt to charge half the cost of 
construction and maintenance of this bridge across the Colorado River 
out of the only money these Indians have, which amounts only to 
$116,000. • • • I say it is preposterous that the Government 
should undertake to do such a thing, (RECORD, Feb. 17, p. 4150.) 

The bill was held up in the Senate for over two weeks in an 
effort to have it stricken from the Interior appropriation bill. 
On a straight vote it would have been defeated, as it had no 
defenders, but in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill it was 
unmovable. 

ONE CORPORATIO::i HAS THE LOCAL liiOXOPOLY OF TOURIST TRAVEL 

On February 25 Senator CAMERON said in debate: 
I want to say to the Senate that I believe while that bridge would 

be a benefit to the State of Arizona, while it would be of benefit to the 
United States, it would be of especial benefit to the people who have 
the contract to take tourists around the rim and from the rim of the 
Grand Canyon National Park to Zion National Park on the north. It 
would be a benefit to a corporation. One corporation alone will have 
exclusive access and a complete monopoly. 

· This astounding-statement from a Senator of the State niost 
affected, who knows these Indians and location through a hun
dred visits, as he states, asserts that the !ecom.J!!endation o~ 

Secretary Work for the Indian Bureau is to give $100,000 of 
Navajo Indian money for a bridge when one tourist corporation
alone will have exclusive access and a complete monopoly, 
Why did Commissioner Burke recommend in 1924 through Sec
retary Work this infamous "steal" from an infant, to use the 
words of the Senator most familiar with the location? 

Again he says (RECORD, p, 4271): 
It bas been plainly proven here that the Navajo Indian Tribe has 

never, does not now, and never will derive any benefit from the Lee 
Ferry bridge. 

!hink of Commissioner Burke and Secretary Work's $100,000 
reimbursable charge. 

Now, listen to this distinguished Senator CAMERON, from the 
State most affected: 

Why does the Bureau of Indian Affairs get behind a proposition tn. 
rob these poor Indians-yes ; I call it highway robbery-and to take 
money out of the Treasury of the United States that has been deposited 
there for this poor Indian tribe? 

Have I said anything more pointed against the bureau than 
these strictures on the Indian Bureau by a distinguished Sen
ator? I desire to present indisputable evidence that would be 
submitted before an investigating committee if hearings can be 
had. Senator BRATTON, of New l\Iexico, is from a State greatly 
interested in this bridge, for the Navajo Indian Reservation is 
in both Arizona and New Mexico. 

On February 17 RECORD, page 4151 : 

Mr. BRATTON. I think that no one can justify a policy on the 
part of the Government in reaching into the tribal funds of these 
Indians and taking out the sum of $100,000 without their consent 
and over their protest. I have received from New Mexico, due to the 
fact that these Indians live partly in that State, many protests against 
this proposed action. I am informed that the Indians are universally 
opposed to it ; that they never consl"nted to it, but that against thelr 
desire and over their protest it is proposed to take from them $100,-
000 and to establish a policy whlch may lead in the future to taking 
from the Indians sums vastly greater than the amount in this case. 

Remember, this is from another dlstinguisped Senator, in a 
State that Commissioner Burke suggests may get taxes from the 
Indians by this reimbursable item. 

On page 13 of his remarkable speech in his own defense Mr. 
Burke said of this Navajo $100,000 '·highway robbery" that 
his "superintendent" wrote to him: 

Some time ago 1\Ir. Cbee Dodge, chair·man of the Navajo council, 
was here and asked me about the bridge; he expressed himselt as 
thinking it was all right. • • • That the Navajos of the western 
part of the reservation were receiving no benefit from the Gallup 
Ship rock highway, yet they would have to pay theit· share of tbe 
cost of building the read just tile same. 

In other words, becau e they were robbed by the Wghway 
charge a $100,000 bridge steal was all right. Queer logic, but 
it came from the local Indian agent, who is always expected to 
back up the bureau. 

WHAT CREE DODGE THOt'GHT AND SAID 

Here is what Chee Dodge actually said about that bridge: 
Mr. BRATTON. I desire to read into the RECORD part ot a letter writ

ten to me • • • signed by Commissioner Burke, which contains 
an excerpt from the proceedings of the tribal connclJ of these Indians on 
July 7 of last year-

J_ C- MORGA:-< (Walker translating). • • • when Congress appro. 
priates they would like to have Congress appropriate for the benefit ot 
the tribe. They do not want it for the benefit of some other people. 
They want it for the benefit of the Navajo people. • • • What we 
mean is that when Congress appropriates money Uke they did down 
here for the bridge at Lee Ferry they rlo not want that Congress appro
priate this money :for the bridges • • •. 

CREE DODGE (who is chief among them, finishing Walker's sentence 
for him). They object to the use of the tribal funds for such purpoge 
as the bridge at the ferry across the Colorado. 

Senator B.RATTON. We can not afford to continue this policy, which 
is bottomed not -upon jusfice, not upon equity, but upon an enforced 
program of inequity and iniquity toward the Indians (p. 418). 

Also, on page 4469, he says : 
The Commissioner of In<11an Affairs undertakes to follow that .by 

resorting to an extremely technical position, namely, saying that the 
matter was not formally befot·e the council • • •. To say that 
the Indians should resort to fine language _or legal phraseology in 
drawing up a formal resolution ls unthinkable. Their position is 
clearly recorded. 'J'hey (the Navajos) are opposed to these two bridg~s. 
They do not want to pay- for them. The money Ls theirs. They are
now citizens, and they want things that contribute to the elevation of 
~heir citizenship. 
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Senator BluTTo~ cllarges Commissioner Burke with splitting 
hairs. 

Senator CAMERON, in the same debate, page 4469: 
Let us not do something because we are white men and the poor 

Indians on the reservation are helpless, with no one here to rept·esent 
them, and the bureau that should be looking out for them and should 
be guarding the money they have in the Treasury recommending that 
this sum be taken from their tribal fund to construct o. bridge which 
they will not use. I say it is outrageous; it is dishonest, if I may go 
that far. 

No more bitter indictment of the Indian Bureau. its " super
intendent," its "iniquitous" policy, and of the $100,000 looting 
of Navajo funds could be framed than by these brief extracts 
from speeches by two of the honorable statesmen who repre
sent the States that Commissioner Burke says he seeks to aid. 

I could quote from a half dozen other witnesses, all honorable 
and well-informed, and all to the same effect. Senator JoNES 
of Washington in that debate said: 

Based on what I saw of the conditions there I do not believe that 
the Indians should pay $100,000 toward the construction of this bridge. 
I do not think they will use it very much from the lay of the country. 
I am satisfied it should not be taken from the Indians. 

Frederick S. Dellenbaugh accompani~d Major Powell on bis 
second trip down the Colorado River and has written several 
books about the river. He probably knows as mucb about the 
river and its surroundings as any man living. In a statement 
from this writer placed in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD by Sena

present Indian Commissioner; it has existed for years; but his 
opposition to any efforts to break this ironclad control sbould 
bring cond.emnation. I have cited his liberality in giving away 
Indian money for bridges. The same story accompanies many 
of the irrigation projects. Again, the commissioner is not re
sponsible for matters of long ago, where tragic tales of waste 
of Indian funds have been notorioUB, but responsibility is fixed 
when opposition to any degree of control by the Indians of 
their own pr9perty is to-day pressed by the Indian Bureau 
and Department of the Interior. I do not care to split hairs 
to determine the actual responSibility of the bureau compared 
with the department, because the difference between tweedle
dee and -tweedledum is of slight moment when great questions 
of constitutional rights and of common justice are involved. 

·what can the Indian do with his own property? Practically 
nothing. Let m·e again say the commissioner has $90,000,000 
in money and securities and $1,650,000,000 of Indian property 
according to his own report, which he administers. 

Indian b·ibal lands can not be leased or sold by him with
out the tribe's or congressional consent, nor can their funds 
be expended save by the consent of Congress. But when 
Navajo bridge items and irrigation, highway, and other laws 
are unknown to the Indians until recommended by the bureau 
and passed by Congress, it is of little value to the Indian. A 
protest is all be could make in any event. Indians who have 
been given their citzenshlp·, and that includes all Indians 
since 1924, are still kept in leading strings. The 225,000 " re
stricted" Indians, including those holding allotments, have no 
rights of property excepting in name. I do not wish to make tor CAMERON he says : 

. . . any statement not strictly within the facts. 
The Senators are perfectly willmg to build a bridge over. the Colo- Let us see what these facts disclose: The allotted lands can 

rado River at Lee Ferry • *. • providing the poor NavaJo lnd~ans 1 all be leased by the Indian Bureau without the consent of 
who llve near by and who will be benefited by the proposed bridge their Indian owners. These lands can be secretly leased, they 
abou~ as much as ~ey would be by one over the Hudson .(N. Y.), can be leased without comp·etition and sometimes without con-

. prov1ded the poor Navaj~s pay $100,000 of the cost. Two. sovereign sideration save the supposed improvement resulting from the 
States and the great Umted S~ates demand that the NavaJo Indl.ans white man's use of the land. 
shall pay half of a bridge which the Government s~ould have con- The land of a dead Indian allottee can be sold by the Indian 
structed at least a q~arter of a centu~y ago. .If this abs~dity can Bureau without the consent of the heirs. 
be matched anywhere m the world outside of Tibet, the wnter would The will of an allotted Indian has no validity until approved 
be glad to be informed. by the Indian Bureau, and the bureau can destroy the will 

Rev. Dirk Lay, missionary; Haven Emerson, M. D., pres!- without court review. 
dent; and John Collier, secretary, of the American Indian De- The Indian Bm·eau determines the heirs of an allottee and 
fense Association, the latter of whom lived with the Navajos, there is no court review. 
all presented unanswerable arguments appearing in my speech The allotted Indian can not hypothecate his property, which 
of February 4 against this vicious item. Senators, mission- is held or controlled by the Indian Bureau. 
aries, Indians, and others I have quoted all to the same effect, and The allotted Indian's contracts or leases are void until ap-
yet this $100,000 "steal" from the Navajos, to use tbe language proved by the Indian Bureau. 
of Senators, is defended by Commissioner Burke, the official The allotted Indian funds are in the bands of the Indian 
guardian under this administration of the Indians and of Indian Bureau and can be digpo ed of by the bureau without inter
property. ference by the Indian or reference to Congres , except where 

I have gone to some extent to picture this indefensible proposal special laws direct cash payments to be made. 
that is now the law, for others of like character are sure to fol- The allotted Indian can have no accounting from the bureau, 
low becau ·e of the peculiar sense, or lack of en e, of obligation his official guardian. 
on the part of tho e who as guardians have the sworn duty of The allotted Indian can not hire lawyers to represent his 
protecting the Indian . Not one leg is left to stand on, and by interests without the approval of the Indian Bureau. 
this token may other matters be judged. The allotted Indian can not be declared competent or able to 

No wr'l'~Ess EYER MORE FULLY DISCREDITED care for his own property or secm·e possession therefor without 
I submit no witne s was ever more thoroughly discredited the approval of the Indian Bureau. 

and impeached than Commissioner Burke in the Navajo case. I believe I have fairly stated the Indian's right , or rather 
In Senate debate he was squarely disputed by three Senators, lack of rights, that go with his new American citizenship. 
all familiar with the situation, and one of them declared the I do not charge that the Indian Bureau dissipates or mis
bm·eau's action was "highway robbery" of the Indians. To manages the funds of its wards. I do not know nor do I sug
the same effect were the tribal bearings related by Cbee gest improper use, unless specifically stated. 
Dodge, Navajo chief, and by writers intimately familiar with The fact that no court review or oversight is permitted in 
the surroundings, by missioilllries who have lived in that sec- any of the above ca es, save in a partial way in Oklahoma, but 
tion, and other reputable witnes es, who know whereof they that the Indian and his property are under exclu ~ive bureau 
speak, all were of one mind, whereas the commissioner de- control, even to the determination of " competency," is a mon
pends on a discredited Indian agent of his own depru.-tment, strous proposal not found elsewhere iJ1 the world. 
and he adoptS the agent'S vieWS as his OWn OD a matter that THE J'A.C'KBON BARN:&TT CASE OF MALADMINISTRATION 

confiscates $100,000 of the Navajo funds, to be paid toward a Digressing from the speech of Commissioner Burke in order 
white tourist automobile bridge, where local travel is controlled to make more <'lear the real issue of maladministration, not 
entirely by one corporation that, according to Senators, now alone by the Indian Bureau but also of Congress over Indian 
enjoys a complete monopoly. . property, I have before me a report where in 1925 charges were 

In the record here presented Commissioner Burke, to my filed against Commissioner Burke. How specifically, I do not 
mind, is an unimportant figure in the problem which rests attempt to say, but I understand the House Committee on In
rather with a discredited system of Indian control by the dian Affairs milde some examination into the charges. Tbey 
Indian Bureau, of its officials who hang together, whatever relate to a half-wit Indian named Jackson Barnett, a million
the. facts may be in any case, in order to maintain this Indian aire Creek Indian in his dotage, who was " kidnaped " by 
bureaucracy. Therein lies the responsibility and the ineffi- a woman of bad reputation. Her record is contained in the 
ciency or worse disclosed by the Indian Bureau head. inspector's report of about a dozen pages of closely typed manu-

THE INDIAN BUREAU'S IRO~ HAND COYXROL SCript made by the Jndian BureaU'S inspector. Jt WOUld be 
It should be understood that the Indian Bm·eau under ex- impossible to picture a more immoral character or more de ign

isting law has practically complete control of the person and ing influence exerted over a weak old man than by this case. 
property of the Indians. This is not an indictment of the .According to the Indian Bureau illspector, Barnett was kid-
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napecl. a.nd without previous ~cquaip.tance with t~e woman, 
when under the influence of hquor forced upon hiiD by the 
woman, they were married. I quote from the inspector's report: 

Police officers who saw Jackson Barnett soon after his arrival in 
Coffeyville (day of marriage) state that he (Barnett) had a doped 
appearance, and a newspaper reporter named Fitzgerald adnsed me 
that Jack on (Barnett) told him the woman had given him whisky en 
route to Coffeyvill~ to his home. 

Pages of the report in the Indian Office are given over to 
details of the " kidnaping " and of the unspeakable record of 
the woman who married Barnett, as stated. I am not . quoting 
any of these loathsome details, but they then p~t the bureau i? 
pos ession of all the alleged facts connected w1th the half-w1t 
Barnett' marriage. 

In a letter before me under date of March 11, 1925, it is 
recited that ., ackson Barnett is a full-blood Creek Indian " now 
about 73 years of age, unable to read or write, but speaks the 
Engli h language to some extent." 

At best his mental capacity is lim~ted, and this coupled with his 
lack of education naturally places him in that class of Indians 
usually referred to as incompetent. 

The letter then sets forth Barnett's oil properties and roy
alties invested in Liberty bonds of considerably over $1,000,000. 

During the early part of 1920 Anna Laura Lowe, a white woman, 
and Jackson Barnett were married, he then being some 68 years of age. 
An unsuccessful effort appears to have been made to upset this marital 
relationship. * • During the fall of 1922 Mrs. Barnett, accom
panied by Jackson, visited this city. * • It was urged that 
unless some disposition was made of Jackson's estate during his life
time, or at least a part of it, endless and expensive litigation would 
result after his death bY the presentation of spurious claims of rela
tionship sponsored by designing and unscrupulous claimants. 

Now, listen to this remarkable proposition that wa carried 
out by the commis~ioner, according to the letter before me: 

HERE WAS THE APPROYE.D .DfVISIO~ OF $1,100,000 

A plan was finally evolved under which, through .a written reQuest 
signed by Barnett, he was permitted to donate $1,100,000 of his re
stricted funds then in the form of United States Liberty bonds in the 

gress. .A. subcommittee of the House Committee on Indian 
Affairs considered charges against the Commissioner of In
dian .Affairs. The report of that committee and the dissent
ing views on the alleged misconduct of Commissioner Burke 
should be investigated together with all the facts surrounding 
this remarkable transaction, which I ha'fe only briefly pre
sented but based on a letter written by the department or 
Indian Bureau that certainly gives the most favorable con~ 
struction possible to the acts of CoDIIDis ioner Burke. 

Having in mind the gift by Commissioner Burke of $550,000 
of Barnett's Liberty bonds to the Baptist Missionary Society, it 
is interesting to note that that organization finds nothing to 
criticize in the affairs of the commissioner. I quote from tlle 
commissioner's report of 1922, page 22 : 

That the board of managers of the Baptist Home MissioMry So
ciety, having a somewhat intimate knowledge of the Indian condition'i 
• * desires to assure the Secretary of the Interior of its continued 
and growing confidence in the administration of Indian matters through 
the <:;ommissioner of Indian Affairs • * •. The board mo~t em
phatically disavows all sympathy with criticism of the Indian adminis
tration, which originate * * * with those who e unjust exploita
tion of Indians is thwarted by the Indian Office. * • • 

Here is the latest chapter called to my attention. It is a 
·washington dispatch of day before yesterday and relates some 
of the details of the notorious Barnett case, to which I have 
referred. Three hundred and fifty thousand dollars given th~ 
wife is bE>yond recovery, but suit bas been begun to recover the 
balance of the $550,000 allotment to her and her daughter ap
proved by eommissioner Burke : 
SARGE.:-IT ACTS TO HOLD $200,000 FOR Hn>IAN-ATTORXEY GENERAL WOULD 

KEEP BOXDS OF_ .JACKSON BARXETT, 75, FROM HIS ALLEGED WIFE 

(Special to the New York Times) 
WASHINGTON, April 21.-Attorney General John G. Sargent, through 

Assistant Attorney General George P. Barse, started another action 
to-day in the equity courts to save a trust fund consisting of $200,000 
in Liberty bonds for their owner, Jackson Barnett, 75-year-old Creek 
Indian, of Okmulgee County, Okla., who was declared insane in 1912. 

This fund is part of the $1,100,000 in Liberty bonds belonging to 
Barnett, of which his guardian, Elmer S. Bailey, lost control by the 
thumb-print signature of Barnett on an order requesting the Secretary 

following manner : of the Interior to surrender it. 
(a) Five hundred and fifty thousand dollars to the American Baptist Of the total lot of bonds •550,000 went into the possession of Anna 

Home Mission Society. Laura Lowe, alleged wife of Barnett, and the remainder into tht> cus-
(b) Five hundred and fifty thousand dollars to his wife, Anna Laura tody of the .American Baptist Home Mission Society, according to the 

}.;arnett. · petition filed by the Attorney General, in which he asks permission to 
Under the terms of these donations, which were approved by this intervene. 

department on February 1, 1923, the $550,000 in Liberty bonds so The intervention is sought in a suit filed by Mr. Bailey to protect the 
donated to the Baptist Home Mission Society were deposited in trust trust fund of $~00,000 in bonds against the claims of the allege4 wife 
with the Equitable Trust Co. of New York City under an agreement of Barnett and her daughter, Maxine Sturgiss. The $200,000 fund is 
pursuant to which the income therefrom up to $20,000 a year should now in the .vaults o! the Riggs National Bank, of this city, under a 
be paid to the superintendent of the Five Civilized Tribes of Mus- trust agreement. 
kogee * • • for the use and benefit of Jackson Barnett during The Attorney General stated that Anna Laura Lowe took Barnett 
the remainder of his natural life. from his home in Oklahoma in February, 1920, and then to Coffey-

Thereafter to the Baptist society for support of schools named ville, Kans., and went through a purported marriage ceremony with 
therein. Barnett, notwithstanding his mental incompetency and almost total 

Of the $550,000 donated to Anna Laura Barnett, $350,000 became ignorance. 
her outright property, the remainder of $200,000 in Liberty bonds Afterwards she engaged Harold McGugin, a Coffeyville lawyer, to 
* * income therefrom of $7,500 to go annually to Jackson negotiate with the Secretary of the Interior to acquire from Barnett's 
Barnett during remainder of his natural life, thereafter. to Anna estate the $1,100,000 in bonds. 
Laura Barnett (wife) and Maxine Sturgess, a daughter of Mrs. Bar- The $200,000 in bonds in the Riggs National Bank are part of the 
nett by a former husband. Owing to legal complications which $550,000 which the Government says got into possession of Anna Laura 
shortly resulted, none of the interest has been paid. Lowe. 

As to the disposition made by Mrs. Barnett of the funds ($350,000) IF MR. BURKE HAI> THE WISDOM OF SOLOMON 

turned ~ver to her from Jackson's estate (Jackson still living) I am Again I repeat that I am not seeking personally to indict 
not advised. I Mr. Burke in this or any other matter. I am seeking to expose 

The above extracts from a long 9-page letter are of more the startling situation wherein the Indian Commissioner with 
than pas. ing importance, because the letter is addressed to $90,000,000 of Indian moneys and securi\ies and 1,650.000 000 
"The Pre. ident, The White House," and is signed by "Hubert of Indian property under his control has no court scrutiny nor 
Work, Secretary of the Interior." right of the owners of this property to inquire into its manage~ 

The facts contained in the letter necessarily were furnished mentor disposition. If Mr. Burke had the wisdom of Solomon 
by Commis ioner Burke, who as Indian Commissioner with and the virtue of all the apostles combined, few people would 
full knowledge of the report in his office entitled " Inspection consent to place their properties entirely in his hands, and yet 
report, kidnapping of Jack 0:1 Barnett, Anna Laura Lowe" the property of 225,000 restricted or incompetent Indians is 
proceeded to divide up the halfwit's property, which is under now held by him without right to court review of his manage
the bureau's control. Court proceeding brought by Jackson ment or mismanagement, excepting where specific law may be 
Barnett or other parties in interest against the church so- invoked. After the impeachment of his testimony and motives 
ciety, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, et al., apart from in- in the $100,000 Navajo Indian charge and the Barnett case, 
terests of claimed heirs, have revealed this trfl_nsaction sought as presented by himself with his own admissions, I submit that 
to be set aside by the courts. in wisdom he does not measure up with the examples in history 

This brief recital of an amazing case of bureau control I have named. 
and division of an Indian halfwit's property is only one chap- In the Navajo $100,000 charge and others of like character 
ter of an effort by bills pending to take away from the Okla- it was a misuse of tribal funds by Congress with the approval 
homa courts certain jurisdiction conferred on them by Con~ of the Indian Bureau. With the Barnett case and others of 

LXVII-508 
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like- character it i~ a mi:u~e of allotted Indians funds by the 
.bureau where no inspection or court review is pos ible under 
exi~t1ng law. Can I make the sihultion plainer? 

THE B3.LL-A:\D-CUAL-; CASES 

Returning to the nearly three hours' refusal-to-be-inter
rupted speech of Commh;sioner Burke in defense of his bureau, 
I come next to the "ball-anu-rhain" methods pursued at 
some of the Indian agencie with approval of the Indian 
Bureau. Let me repeat, the mistreatment of Indians by ln
dinn agents is only a minor cause of complaint. I charge that 
the Indian Bureau with its spokesman, Commissioner Burke, 
not only co-vers up, but approves such mistreatment of In~ians, 
and in that connection I shall give an unimpeachable witness 
of Commissioner Burke's judgment on the subject. 

Take first the Wiscon in case. Governor Blaine, of Wis
consin, sent to President Coolidge the following telegram : 

MADISO~, Wrs., Feb1·ua1·y 15, 1926. 

President CAr~VIl'i COOLIDGE, 
Washington, D. C.: 

RE'sponsible woman, whose word I believe, reports that Paul Moore, 
an Indian. charged with a misdemeanor, was found on January 26 at 
Lac du Flambeau (Wis.) Agency jail, in a cell 6 by 8 feet, with 
clogged toilet: and with ball and chain fastened to ankk In same 
jail were incarcerated Indian women. This condition is abhol'l'ent 
to the dictates of decency and our vaunted civilization. This is the 
tyranny of the Dark Ag~s and the practice of the degenerate dominate 
to terrorize the Indian who needs help more than a jail. In the name 
of humanity, I beg that that sort of thing cease. 

JoH~ J. BLAL'<E, Go-r;ernor. 

In hi ; defense and excuse of such action .l'\lr. Burke says 
( p. 26 of the hearings) : · 

Paul Moore, together with two other Indians, took three Indian 
girls of the Lac du Flambeau Reservations and spent three nights 
with them. One girl is now in a delicate condition and alleges Paul 
l\loore is responsible therefol'. lie was apprehended, together with 
tbe others, and they confe sed their guilt. Moore was sentenced by 
the court of Indian offense;; and was ~ssigned to the potato farm 
and set to digging potatoes. He escaped and was later returned, 
when a ball and chain \Yere placed on him. He again escaped and 
bas not yet been returned. 

1\lr. Burke admits the ball-and-chain punishment. 
No judge or jury would accept the other statements of Mr. 

Burke unsupported by proof. No one will condone the offense, 
if true. although 1\Ir. Burke in his speech assumes that anyone 
obje-ctii1g to Spanish Inqui ition punishment does so because 
of sympathy for the offender. Any attorney would inquire, Is 
it true that l\loore and his associates were with the women; 
if so,. what evidence is to be had that Moore was responsible 
for subsequent conditions, and what proof was bad and what 
was the influence u~ed, if so, to secure any plea of guilty which 
is alleged-but nothing furnished to confirm that statement. 
This is not to excuse in any degree any offense, if an offense 
was committed, but to get some facts in a case where letters 
to Senator LA FoLLETTE heretofore inserted in the RECORD state 
that Moore was brought before Superintendent Hammitt of the 
agency; that an Indian named Sawgetchwaygbezis, posing 
a.o;; a judge, was present, who could not read or write or talk 
English. He certainly would be forgiven for mi pelling his 
own name. That Hammitt prepared and read Moore's sentence 
to six months' imprisonment in the agency jail. All this 
appears in the letter found in RECORD of .March 4. 

COM~riSSIO:XER BURKE APPROVES BALL AXD CHAI:"i CSE BY HIS AGE~TS 

Assuming that all the facts were as claimed by Commis
sioner Burke, I submit his own statement (p. 27 of the hear
ings) : 

I say I have no sympathy for Paul Moore, and I think he ought 
to be in chains for not the time of the sentence of the Indian court 
but for a much longer period. 

Commissioner Burke approves the ball-and-chain treatment, 
which is undenied, but be would have it continued for a much 
longer period than six months. No one knows just what his 
judgment would determine for ball-and-chain treatment, but 
that is his standard set for Indian agents throughout the 
country. The commis ioner approves ball-and-chain penalties 
and unlimited sentences by his agents who write the findings 
of the $10 a month courts. 

I am trying to get before you a correct understanding or 
the official at the head of the Indian Bureau, who has been 
impeached by overwhelming testimony and shown to be with
out knowledge of .:he Navajo Indian $100,000 case where he 
depends on and iWlOr!'e his agent's .statement of Chee Dodge's 
views. In like manner in secret he 1s charged with having 

parceled out o-ver a half million dollars to a woman of un
salory reputation compared with whom roung l\1oore may be 
a model of propriety, and in the ball-and-chain case he not 
onlr approTes six months' punishment with chain but thinks 
it not long enough. An effort to confuse the alleged offen e 
with character of puni hment is shown without comment. 

A Reverend l\1r. Murray at the agency, who pre ... umably may 
be under many obligations to the local agent, also is quoted by 
Commissioner· Burke in support of his agent. .Murray writes 
( p. 27, hearings) : 

I know l\Ir. Hammitt to be a clean, pure-minded, and fair-minded 
executive-, always kind and polite to all, including lawbreakers who 
come before him from time to time. 

Not before the Indian judge, you will note, but before 
Hammitt. I make no comment on this whitewash letter 
whether written from a pail of hypocrisy or ignorance that 
attempts to justify the ball-and-chain czar of the Lac du 
Flambeau (Wis.) agency. 

The following affidavits from those who acquainted them
selves with the facts are sufficient to gi1e a fair understanding 
of Hammitt and his " kind and polite " methods. They are 
sent me without suggestion on my part as to any particular 
matters to be covered. Only a brief statement of facts was 
asked. These facts sworn to by witnesses are as follows: 

THE LAC DU FLAMBEAU BALL-AXD-CH.\IX CASE 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, 

County of Ashland: 
Cecelia S. Rabideaux, being first duly swot·n, on oath deposes and 

says: ! am now 24 years of age and reside in the village of Odanah, 
within the Bad River Reservation. in Ashland County, Wis. On the 
21st day of January, 1926, I was informed that my brother, Paul 
Moore, had been seized by the Indian police of said village, and, to
gether with Maggie Crowe, who I asked to go with me, called on said 
police at the office of the Government farmer in said village and there 
asked to be advised as to what the warrant read for the arrest or Paul 
Moore. One Bawdee Marksman, who at times acts as a police, saiu, 
" It is not neces ary that we have a warrant." I then asked, " How 
is that? " Bawuee Mark man then in substance ful'ther stated : 
"The Indian agent at Lac du Flambeau wrote to the Indian agent at 
Ashland. Mr. P. S. Everest, anu that be in turn wrote to the Govern
ment farmPr, Mr. A. L. Doan, who directed us to take Paul Moore the 
fil'st time we saw him.'' 

Paul Moore was put in jail at Odanah and there kept until the nrxt 
morning, JRDuary 22, when he was taken to L~c du Flambeau, so 
then formed, by one Albert Snow, an Indian police for the Lac du 
Flambeau Reservation agency. I aslted Maggie Crowe to accowpany 
me to Lac du Flambeau. We boarded the train therefor 'l'uesday 
morning, January 26, 1926, arl'iving at the said agency at 12 o'clock 
noon. We entered the agency office, and I introduced myselt to the 
superintendent, Mr. Hemmltt, with saying that I was Paul Moore's 
sister from Odanah, and was there to see Paul, and also asked as to 
what he intended to do with him. He stated that he intPnded to keep 
biro there and tbat we would find him in the jail or in the dining room 
of tbe school, as he did not know where tbey would feed him. We 
then went out to the jail and there found Paul Moot·e in one of the 
cells therein, the size of which v;as about 6 by 8 feet. The same 
contained two bunks. and also in one corner thereof was a clogged 
toilet, from which came a stench tbat filled the room. Fastened to 
Paul Moore's ankle was a ball and chain. 

In the same room, but outside of cells, were three men and a woman, 
nll Indians, whose names we tbel'e learned were William Roy, Harry 
King, Charles Boneosh, and Mrs. Boneosb, who were all served with 
lunch soon after we were there by children of the school. I was in
formed by Mrs. Boneosh that, by reason or an arrest previous to toe 
one for which they were then there, slle and her husband were sen
tenced by Superintendent Hl:'mmltt to pay a fine of $75 each; that that 
was all the money they bad, and her husband banded it to said super
intendent for her release, and be served time, along with several other 
prisoners, in work of repair about the said agency. 

CECELIA S. RABIDEA(IX. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me tbis 30th day of March, A. D. 
1926. 

Mrs. Ra.bideaux I am informed i chairman of the local 
League of Women Voters of my State. 

0. A. PEARSO~, 
Notary Pttblio, Ashland County, Wis 

(My commission expiL·es September 2, 1928.) 

ANOTHER AFFIDAVIT ON THE WISCONSIN BALL·Al\0-CHAl~ AGE~CY 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, 
County of Ashland, ss: 

Maggie Crowe, being first duly sworn, on oatil deposes and says I 
am of part Chippewa {udian blood, now 29 years of age, and reside tn 
the village of Odanah, Wis. 
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I was on the 21st day of January, 1926, with Mrs. Cecelia S. Rabi

deaux when she called on the police of said village at the Government 
farmer's office in Odanah, and heard her ask to be informed as to 
what the warrant read for the arrest of Paul Moore. The police said 
that they had no warrant, that the Indian agent of Lac du Flambeau 
had written to the Indian agent at Ashland, Mr. P. S. Everest, and 
that he in turn had written to Mr. A. L. Doan, the farmer, who 
directed them, the police, to take Paul Moore as soon as they saw him. 

Paul Moore was locked up on this 21st day of January in jail at 
Odanah, and on the following morning taken to the depot handcuffed 
and put onto the southbound 6.50 a. m. Northwestern train in charge 
of one Albert Snow, an Indian police from the Lac du Flambeau Indian 
Reservation. 

I accompanied ~Irs. Cecelia S. Rabideaux, January 26, 1926, to the 
Lac du Flambeau Indian Agency on a .visit to her brother, Paul Moore, 
who we found in a cell within the agency jail. The air therein was 
very offensive, and on Mrs. Rabideaux's inquiry as to what smelled so, 
Paul Moore remarked that it was the toilet in the corner ot the cell 
he was in, and showed us that it would not flush. This cell was about 
6 by 8 feet and had two bunks therein, and to Mr. Moore's ankle was 
fastened a ball and chain. Outside of the cells in the . same room was 
four other Indian prisoners, whose names we learned were William Roy, 
Harry King, Charles Boneosh, and Mrs. Boneosh. The woman told us 
that she and her husband had been, before this sentence for which they 
were now there, each fined $75, that being all the money they had. 
Her husband handed it to the said Lac du Flambeau Indian agent for 
her release and he served time in labor about the agency premises 
along with o.tbers, for which he got no pay. 

MAGGIE CROWE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of March, A. D. 
. 1926. 

0. A. PEARSON, 

J.~otary Pttblic, ABhland County, Wis. 

(My commission expires September 2, 1928.) 

COJ\"""FISCATES CLOTHES AND LEAVES BALL-AND-cHAIN ORNAMENTS 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, Couttty of Ashland, ss: 
Mrs. Mary Moore, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says, 

I am a mixed-blood Chippewa Indian, now 46 years of age, residing 
in the village of Odanah, Wis., and the mother of 11 living children, 
1 of them being Paul Moore, now 26 years of age. 

On the 21st day of January, 1926, my son, Paul Moore, was arrested 
without warrant by the Indian police of this village and held in jail 
in said village until the following morning when he was delivered by 
them, handcuffed, at the depot of the Northwestern Railway to one 
Albert Snow, who, I was there told, was an Indian police of the Lac 
du Fl~beau Indian Reservation, and who took with him aboard the 
south bound 6.50 train, Paul Moore. 

I was informed by Paul Moore that he was first detained by the 
superintendent of the Lac du Flambeau Indian School and Agency in a 
jail at such agency, for five days after the 27th day of October la~t. 

and at which time he was made to take off his clothes, the same of 
which the superintendent of said agency took in charge and furnished 
old clothes for him· to put on. 

I am now indirectly advised that since the 22d day of January, 
1926, the superintendent of the Lac du Flambeau School and Agency 
has sold Paul Moore's clothes, the same of which was an overcoat 
purchased in said October last at a cost of $45 and a suit bought 
about a month before at a cost of $35, together worth $80. 

MARY MOORE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of March, A. D. 
1926. 

C. A. PEARSON, 

Notary Public, Ashland County, Wis. 

(My commission expires September 2, 1928.) 

THE I)."DIAN AGENT SELLS liiOORE'S CLOTHES, WITH A BALL AND CHAIN 

FOR SECURITY 

STATE OF WISCO:SSI)I, 

County of Ashland, ss: 
Charles La Casse, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says : 

I am now 20 rears of age, and a member of the Lac du Flambeau 
Band of Chippewa Indians, on the Lac du Flambeau Reservation, in 
Vilas County of said State, where I have resided about all my life, except 
for the time of my attendance at the Tomah School, in this State, and 
at the Mount Pleasant School, in the State of Michigan, until the 
ev-ening of January 22, 1926. 

With th~ view of asking the ~uperintendent in charge of the Lac du 
Flambeau Indian Agency, Mr. J. S. Hemmitt, for an allowance out of 
my trust fund, though having been at a former request denied I was 
11t the said agency otll.ce to again make such a request through the 
~o-called cbi~f of pollee, a Mr . . William Matttgosb, on the 22d day of 
January, i926. While there and before Mr. Mattigosh could speak 

for me he was given charge of one Paul Moore, who he conducted to 
the jail of said agency. I followed him there and into the jail and 
saw Mr. Mattigosh place said Paul Moore in one of the cells therein 
and also saw him fasten a ball and chain to Paul Moore's ankle. Mr. 
Mattigosb then closed the door of the cell in which was the said Paul 
Moore and locked it, as be did also the outer door of said jail after we 
bad come out. 

We then went into the agency office. I there heard the superintend
ent of the said agency say to the clerk thereof, a Mr. W. H. Shawnee; 
that they would sell Paul Moore's clothes. I was soon thereafter 
given a . check on a bank of Wisconsin Rapids, Wis., for $15, and then 
asked by said superintendent to buy Paul Moore's clothes. This I 
declined to do ; but I understand that they were sold to 1\fr. Mattigosb, 
who offered $12 for them, an overcoat and a full suit, which I think 
from my examination of them must be worth at least $40. 

CHARLES LA CASSE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of March, A. D. 
1926. 

0. A.. PEARSON, 

Notary Pttblic, A.shl.atut Oounty, Wis. 
(My commission expires September 2, 1928.) 

Four affidavits from responsible Indian witnesses ha\e been 
submitted. . 

1\!r. Burke, on his own statement, approves such conditions 
and such treatment of Indians. I do not know whether Ham
mitt took or stole Moore's clothing in a moment's aberration 
when the religious influence of Reverend Murray was quiescent 
or how much he got for Moore's clothes, but the significant fact 
is noted that when the trail got hot and Hammitt became un
certain of results Moore was allowed to escape from his cage 
minus his clothes but carrying his ball-and-chain ornaments 
a way as a souvenir of the place and of his " kind and polite " 
jailer. 

This is a case from my own State. I do not know whether 
Moore committed any offense, neither does Mr. ·Burke. With
out attorney, jury, or right to any bail or appeal, he was kid
naped without papers and brought back 70 miles, where a ball 
and chain was placed on him while locked up in a foul-smelling 
cell. Then he "escaped," ball and chain and all excepting 
$75 in good clothes kept by Hammitt. These facts seem undis
puted; yet the most serious part of the whole outrageous 
travesty on justice is that Commissioner Burke approves such 
ball-and-chain treatment by his agents. 

THE FORT PECK BALL-AND-CHAIN CASE 

I now come to another ball-and-chain case that, to my mind, 
is more significant and serious than the Wisconsin Moore case. 

At a dinner given at the Lafayette Hotel, this city, before 
150 diners, two Indians from the Fort Peck Reser\ation ex

. hibited handcuffs and chains which they both stated to the 
guests had been used on their reservation for punishment of 
prisoners. 

On page 28 of the hearings Commissioner ~urke said-
We have investigated the case. In the first place, we have no in

formation or knowledge as to where they (the Indian speakers) got 
possession of the chains that have been exhibited and were exhibited, 
I think, at a dinner held here recently, but here is a statement from 
the superinten9ent (this is another kind and polite agent), answering 
a letter we wrote him-concerning the matter. He writes under date of 
March 25, 1926 : 

" I do not know where these gentlemen got the chains that they 
claim to have. It is possible that they were taken from the agency 
jail, but I doubt that very much * • •. As to the statement that 
they were used in shackling Benjamin Kills Thunder while be was im· 
prisoned at the agency jail, this is a bold lie, and Rufas Ricker and 
Meade Steel knew they were lying when they made the statement. 

• He escaped from the jail once and the officers had a difficult 
time capturing him. He should have been put in chains, as he has 
caused us a good deal of trouble. However, be nor anyone else was 
ever shackled by me or anyone connected with the agency sinc_e my 
administration." 

The charge against Benjamin Kills Thunder was for a mis
demeanor and during the agent's administration. Then Com· 
missioner Burke submitted what purported to be a court docket 
which is corroborative of the ball-and-chain dates and the 
prisoner named. I~ says: 

Be it remembered that on this 14th day of August, 1924, personally 
appeared before me J. M. Larson, who tiled written complaint against 
the defendant, Benjamin Kills Thunder, charging him with having 
committed the crime of disturbing the peace. 

He was arrested and ordered by th,.e court to be imprisoned in the 
county jail of Roosevelt for a period of 60 days and pay a fine of $15. 
Done in open court this 14th day of August, 1924. John 0. Hanson,· 
justice of .peace. . 
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Here follows the sworn statement of facts affecting the ball

and-chain treatment that Commissioner Burke said was denied 
by the superintendent. Both witnesses in letter to me con
tained in speech of March 4 gave full details of the case. From 
the affidavits Commissioner Burke and his assistant owe an 
humble apology to Congress if the facts related about his office 
are a stated. 

Brief extracts from the letter in speech of March 4 are 
here set forth. The shackles and chains exhibited in Wash
ington were taken from the Fort Peck Reservation on Janu
ary 20, 1926 : 

WasHINGTO~, D. C., March ~, 1926. 
Bon. JAMES A. FREAR, 

Committee on Indian Affairs, 
Ho1tse Office Building, Washington, D. 0. 

Sm: We desire to call your attention, as an exhibit bearing on H. R. 
7826 and H. R. 9315, the shackles and chains taken from the police 
office in the same building as the Indian reservation jail at Fort Peck, 
1\lont., January 20, 1926. 

We desire to state this is not a typical shackle and chain, because 
there is no heavy iron ball attached to it and no lock for chaining the 
Indian to the wood or stone wall of "his prison. 

This apparatus was purchased with money voted by Congress for 
support and civilization of the Fort reck Indians. We do not know 
whether this particular expenditure came out of our own money or tax 
IDQney. Very likely it came out or our own money. 

• • • • • 
We desire to add this fact: All kinds of labor known to be per

formed around a reservation ; sometimes the labor is needed by the 
agency and sometimes it is needed for the convenience of an Indian 
Bureau employee, and we Indians are captured and sentenced in this 
arbitrary way and put to work, sometimes for the Indian Bureau, 
out more often foL· the Indian Bureau employees. We want to ask you 
whether this is not plain slavery. · 

We want to point out to you that it is no use just to defeat the 
Indian Bureau bill H. R. 7826, because o! these things they are doing 
now, but Indians must bl' set free from this kind of brutal treatment 
and Iaveq, and we want Congress to set us free by giving us rights 
in a real court. 

If the Indian Bureau or any other persons disputes the above state
me>nts, we desire that they shall confront us, and we will support 
statements, multiply examples, and we will proceed under oath and fur
nish any nN>d<'d corroboration. 

Very tl'ulr yom·s, 
l\IEADE STEELE, 

RL'FUS RICKER, Sr. 

Here -follows a remarkable story of drastic efforts by high 
Indian Bureau officials to intimidate and frighten witnesses 
whose offense consisted in revealing the treatment accorded 
Indians at 11,ort Peck (Mont.) Agency. "Thunder's case isn't 
the only one " : 
M l!. BCRKE A:-i'D !\Ill. MERITT PCNlSH THOSE WHO 11 FIGHT THE BCREAU , 

This affidavit is executed in Washington, D. C., April 9, 1926, 
because two days ag_o, April 7, I was takPn into Commissioner Burke's 
office by Mr. :Meritt. 

They told me that they bad found out the statement about Benjamin 
Kills Thunder was not true. 

I make th«:> following affidavit: 
" I hav~ known Benjamin Kills Thunder a long time and what I 

stated in a letter to Representative FREAn March 4 is common knowl
edge at the Fort Peck Reservation. It was about September, 1923, 
that Benjamin Kills Thunder was in the jail at Fort reck Reserva
tion. B enjamin Kills Thunder sent a note to me asking me to come 
to see him. He asked me to talk to the superintendent and ask the 
superintendent to take the chains off his legs. Benjamin told me he 
had left the reservation without permission and came to Fort Totten 
Reservation ln North Dakota to see his relatives, and when be came 
back the policeman and the superintendent arrested him. Benjamin 
tol<l me that be was tried before the reservation judge for leaving 
the reservation without' a pass and was then sentenced to jail, and 
I think the term was 60 . days. 

"Then I went and talked to the supet·intendent, Mr. James B. 
Kitch. Mr. Kitch said to me, 'Now, Ricker, you go and talk to that 
young man and tell him to behave. Give him a good talking to.' 
Mt·. Kitch said also, 'You know, Mr. Ricker, if I Jet this boy go by 
without punishment, thr>n other Indians will go off the reservation 
without a permit and they may get in trouble and I will have to 
bear the blame.' " 

Mr. Kitch did not refer to any other charge against Benjamin 
Kills 'l'bunder. 

Then I went and talked to Kills Thunder and said I have sons like you 
and I want you to take my advice like you were my own son. And 
I said be good and do good. I did not know ot any bad conduct, 
but I talked to him about the kind of bad conduct other young men 
are guilty of sometimes and talked with him just like he was my 

own son and said, You know it is a very bad thing for you to be 
here with chains on your legs. 

Benjamin Kills Thunder was very anxious to know what they were 
going to do to him, and I said if he would take the superintendent's 
advice and take my advice that Mr. Kitch had told me he would 
take the chains off his legs. So Benjamin agreed to take my advice, 
and then the policeman came while we were talking and they took 
Benjamin over to the blacksmith shop. I did not go into the black
smith shop but went on toward the store, but they took the chains 
off in the blacksmith shop and then they turned him loose. 

I testify that when I talked with Mr. Kitch and with the boy th(;re 
was no reference to any other offense except going off the reservation 
without a permit, and there was talk about the case, and nobody ever 
spoke of any offense except that. 

I still have in my possession. the note that Benjamin sent to me. 
I have it here in Washington. 

There is no doubt in my mind that the facts are the way I nave 
told them. 

Of course Benjamin Kills ThundeL·'s case isn't the only one. All tile 
Indians know they must have a permit and will be punished if they go 
off the reservation without one. This has been the case for·a L"reat 
many years, and it is the case to-day. · ·. 

l\Ir. Burke told me at this interview two days ago that if thll Intliaus 
fight the bureau then they can't get any legislation; they can't get any 
of thel.t: bills through. Other Indians who are here tell me he has told 
them the same thing. I know that when I make thls affidavit I am 
bringing more trouble on me, but I must tell the truth . 

I am a man or 58 and am a Presbyterian missionary at home and an 
elder in my church, and this i not my first trip to Washington, but It 
Is the toughest time I have ever had. I am hurting myself. When the 
five-year program was begun and the Indian general council was called 
I was elected the first president by the tribe. I am down here on the 
authority of the tribe and on a petition signed by more than 300 indi
vidual members of the tribe. But the Indian Bureau wlll not recogaize 
me as a delegate and will not pay any of my expenses from the tribal 
fund. All the bureau will do is to lend me money which bas to be 
paid out of my individual property. It would be so easy for me if I 
would deny the truth and submit to the Indian Bureau in everything, 
out I am a man and I am a Christian, and I must be as truthful as 
I can. 

RcFuS R£CKEn, Sr. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of .April, 1926. 

MAnY V. JGDGE, Notary Public. 
(My commission expires April 15, 1930.) 
Witness: 

J DSON KI:-i'G, 

.lN EX-SERVICE MAN .A~D HIS WIFFJ PROMISED LOTS OF FlGHTDIG 

WASHlNGTON, D. c., April 9, 1926. 
I, Meade Steele, wish to make the following statement: 
I believe that the Indian Bureau is going .to make charges against 

me, but I can't find out what these charges are going to be. I testify 
that the Indian Bureau took my wife into a hotel and attempted to 
get her to make statements against me. 

I am an ex-service man. I volunteered and went through the whole 
war in Europe, and I have an honorable discharge. My tribe, who 
know me well, have sent me to Washington to represent them. The 
Indian Bureau will not recognize their right to do this, and they will 
not allow my expenses to l>e paid out of the tribe's money, but my 
father-in-law is helping me out and other relatives, so that I am able 
to stay here. 

How can I down here in Washington fight against charges against 
my personal character which the Indian Bureau has got up with all 
its machinery? And what have these charges got to do with my 
work here, since my people officially sent me here? I call this black
mail, and I ask whether it is fair play for a great Government bureau 
to hound me with personal charges, which I can't meet in Washington, 
and to persecute my wife because I am here for work which my tribe 
bas ordered me to do which the Indian Bureau doesn't want me to do. 
Mr. Burke said to me: "As long as you fight this bureau, you 
will get all the fighting you want." But I ask whether I should 
ha,·e to fight against slander and whether my wife has to be perse
cuted and evil charges against my character dragged together. I 
don't fight the Indian Bureau officers by trying to get evil stuff about 
their private lives, and I don't think that is the way public fighting 
ought to be done. 

I have General Pershing's statement to me, which says: " With a 
consecrated devotion to duty you have loyally served your country.'' 
Now, I must serve my own tl'ibe, no matter what kind of hell they 
make for me. 

MEADE STFJELE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me thi~ 9th day of .Apl'il, 1926. 
[SEAL.] MABY JUDGE, 11Totar'JI PubHc. 
(My commission expires .~pril 15, 1!)30.) 
\Vitness: 

JUDSON KlNG, 
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MENTAL AND PHYSICAL MANACLES AND CHAINS 

1\Ianacles and chains are not alone made from steel forged to 
control the bodily movements of Indil!ns who are charged with 
misdemeanors by Indian agents. Man~cles and chains, financial 
and terrorizing, are fastened onto Indians by the ·heads of the 
Indian Bureau, based on · these two amazing affidavits. 

Steele, a soldier over in France, one of 17,000 American In
dian veterans, committed the heinous offense of telling me his 
story and at a public dinner of displaying handcuffs and chains 
that were on a prisoner at the Fort Peck Reservation. How 
many other cases occur, we may judge, but this case of Ben
jamin Kills Thunder is beyond controversy. Chained up be
cause· of a "misdemeanor," according to the Indian agent's 
. "court record." Chained up because the Indian had left the 
reservation without the agent's per~ission, says Ricker and 
Steele. Here steps in the guardian at;1gel Of the Indians in the 
form of Commissio11er of Indian Affairs, who, it is alleged, tries 
through Steele's wife to force him to ·change his story. Refus
ing to pay Steele any funds as the representative of his tribe 
duly selected, yet left without money and dependent upon his 
relatives; Steele refuses to be browbeaten by the commissioner, 
who tells him he can not afford to fight the bureau. And the 
soldier who enligted for his country's defense, for he could not 
be drafted, a soldier with an honorable record, was threatened 
through his wife and personally threatened with being stranded 
2,500 miles from home unless he recanted. That is his story 
under oath that gives color to Indian Bureau methods stronger 
than any steel ball and chains out on the reservation. Ball 
and chains in Washington, fastened by the heads of the Indian 
Bureau, within 2 miles of the Capitol and of the Congress that 
declared all Incli&.ns to be American citizens. Chained up by 
his" guardians," who threate~d him with loss of needed. finan
cial aid unless he changed his testimony given to a Member of 
Congress when seeking to "I"elieve the Indian people of unjust 
per ecution. That should be shouted from the housetops. 

Not content with trying to scare Steele into submission the 
Indian Bureau officials brought their manacles and chains to 
bear on Ricker. What was his offense? Here in the city of 
Washington he sought to bring to the attention of Congress 
the cruel methods at the Fort Peck agency that manacled In
dians who were absent from the agency without leave. Who 
would you believe? This highly respected Christian Indian, a 
chieftain of his tribe, highly honored by his people. a man of 
character who had no possible improper motive for manufac
turi)lg a story or bringing to Washington the chains used in 
1\Iontana for the punishment of p1·isoners. He is corroborated 
by the local Indian agent's record of the arrest of the same 
-prisoner at the time stated by Ricker in 1924, and on a " mis
demeanor." 

Like the Indian agent among the Navajos who sent back the 
~hady Chee Dodge story, and like the agent at Lac du Flambeau, 
who posed as a " kind and polite " saint, a Fort Peck Indian 
named "Whit Wright" sends back a story, and the Indian 
Bureau, with true bureaucratic methods, goes the local agent 
one better in the use of the big stick. 

Mr. Burke offered a letter in this case signed by Whit Wright 
(p. 29, hearings), wherein Whit Wright says he has investi
gated charges by Ricker and Steele as to ball and chain and 
asserts a man named Muskrat says it is false if charged 
whil'e Musla·at was acting as "judge." Fort Peck Indians 
told me Whit Wright's standing would be found in the report 
of the Indian Bureau for 1895. I quote from page 195 of 
that report-

Orime.-The half-breed Whit Wright was trled by the United 
States court in Helena for the murder of a telegraph. operator here 
(Fort Peck Agency, Mont.) last August and sentenced to 10 years 
confinement and is liable to have bls sentence reduced instead of 
being bung as he richly deserved. • • • I am very desirous of 
having him hung on the reservation on the very spot where be com
mitted his crime as an object lesson to the rest of the tribe. 

W. A. SPROULE, 

Oaptai~, Eighth Oavalt-y, Acting Agent. 

Apparently Captain Sproule's " desires " never materialized 
because Whit Wright now appears as a character witness 
for the Indian Bureau. 

WHEN THE BUREAU CHIEJ'S PUT ON THE SCREWS 

That is enough to challenge attention even of Congress, but 
what can be said of bureau officials who get Ricker, a chief
tain ainong his own people, and here try to force him to change 
his testimony. What of a bureau that is trying to conceal the 
true facts by threatening those who " fight the bureau " when 
giving the facts to Members of Congress? The bureau tried to 
trighten Ricker into the riHe of an ingrate with his own people 
through threats carried out that no money would be given him 

• 

from the tribal fund to pay his expenses as a representative 
of the tribe sent here du1y elected by them. The bureau holds 
the purse strings, right or wrong, with no court of appeal. It 
is a case that justifies the abolition by Congress of this czarlike 
bureau autocracy. 

Manacles and chains are welded on the wrists and ankles of 
Indians by Indian agents, but it is the bureau that conh·ols 
their persons and their property; that throws the fear of bu
reau vengeance into their souls all over the country if they dare 
oppose the bureau. Here I have presented facts that can not 
be ignored. 

I have literally scores of complaints of bureau oppression 
and here in the city of Washington, within the shadow of the 
_9apitol, we ha\e cases sworn to under oath that cry out for 
an investigation by Congress, which I have asked for by my 
resolution. 

DISEASE, DEATHS, .A~D STARVATION OF INDUNS ALLEGED 

Commissioner Burke made light of disease, deaths, and 
starvation among the Indians. The evidence of neglect is O\er
whelming. I will not repeat all the facts contained in my 
speech of March 4 that are set forth definitely and certainly. 
If we are true to our obligation to care for the Indians we 
must know the facts. The Indian Defense Association has 
set forth conditions affecting the Pimas, the Pueblos, the 
Navajos, and other tr_ibes that should be investigated by Con
gress. In the case of the Pimas it is alleged that deaths among 
the tribe are fiV"e times as great as among their white neigh
bors. 

Senator JoHNSO~ and Representative SWING were refused 
access to the Red Cross report on Indian disease, to which I 
called attention in my speech. Let me again quote the letter 
of one who has seen the report, a doctor who says it dis
closes an abhorrent state of affairs which the Indian Bureau 
withholds from Congress by the rule that might makes right. 
Commissioner Burke did not answer this letter in his three
hour speech. He did not i·efer to it. He did not say why he 
refused to permit Representatives or Senators to examine 
these important records in his bureau. That is the autocracy 
which controls the Indians by its influence on legislation and 
exercises its power over Congress. What answer to this letter 
which the commissioner ignored in his three-hour speech? 

NEW YORK CITY, March 23, 1926. 
Hon. JAMES A. l;'nE.ut, 

Ho-use Office B-uildi-ng, Wa~hington, D. 0 .• 
DEAR SIR : I add.ress you as a member of the Indian Affairs Com

mittee of the House and with a knowledge of your constructive wishes 
in Indian matters. 
Ma~ I call your attention to a matter in which I believe your 

interest might result in inestimable benefit to the Indians? 
The Red Cross in 1923 made at its own expense a very comprehen

sive study of Indian health conditions, at the request of Mr. Burke, 
the Indian Commissioner. The nurse who made this was one of the 
most intelligent and best-trained public-health worke1·s· that I have 
met. The report was delivered to the Indian Commissioner when 
completed, and has been suppressed by him absolutely. 

It was my good fortune to see a copy of this report and to go over 
it in detail with the investigation; therefore I know of what I am 
speaking. Commissioner Burke has refused to divulge the contents of 
this report even after being formally requested to do so by Senator 
JOHNSON and Representative SwP.JG, of California. The bead of tbe 
R.ed Cross feels lliat he can not issue the report independently under 
these circumstances. 

The report has been suppressed because it went in frankness and 
detail far beyond anything stated in my communication to Science. It 
revealed concretely and descriptively tbe unanswerable conditions of 
neglect and abuse and ignorance in Government service tbat would 
shock the whole medical profession and the humanitarian world of the 
United States if they were made known. 

A considerable sum of money contributed by the American citizens 
to the Red Cross permitted the study which was made in the interest 
of humanity and rellef from suffering and ill health, and yet there 
is Qnly one way, so far as we can see, by which the Indian Bureau can 
be compelled to yield up this valuable piece of work carried out by tbe 
Red Cross as a public service, and that is to have the Indian A.tl'airs 
Committees of Congress or the proposed special joint committee de
mand tbe report and publish it. 

Sincerely yours, 
HAVEN EMERSON, M. D., 

President Indian, Defense .4-ssociation, 
Professor Public Health Administmtion, 

Col-umbia Un·iverstty, New York CUy. 

Let me say that I understand Doctor Emerson is not only 
highly regarded as the former health chief of New York City 
but he has been of great help to the Indians of America. His 
statement that neither Senators nor Members of Congress can 
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pry loose information from Commissio~er Burke makes .any 
statement by l\lr. Burke in defense of his own bureau of little 
value. I have submitted a resolution asking that the bureau be 
investigated. That resolution of investigation would bring light 
on the management of tl:lis ossified uranch of governmental 
bureaucracy. 

I do not intend to repeat many charges of neglect of Indians 
who are suffering from disease. Some of these were cited in 
m:r .. peech of March 4, but when the bureau refuses to permit 
inspection of the Red Cross Indian report a ~tateme~t of con
ditions reported in my own State and California 1s proper 
to indicate the necessity for investigation by Congress based 
on the following reports. 

Dr. C. A. Harper, State health officer of "\'Visconsin, with 
whom I have been personally acquainted for over 20 years, a 
man who possesses the confidence of the people of that State 
and a medical officer of high authority, says regarding the 
Indian tribes in Wisconsin : 

'l'be reservations are filled with the most prevalent contagious and 
Infectious diseases; that they at·e infecting the white communities, and 
that the laws are such that the State health officers are not allowed to 
do anything about it. 

It should be stated that Wisconsin is one of the few States 
that has recently taken up medical assistance for the Indian 
tribes, and last year it devoted $16,000 of State funds for im
mediate medical.aid for the 11,000 Indians of our State. 

I do not belieYe a stronger statement can be found than that 
put forth by Drs. Allen F. Gillihan and Alma B. Schafer, rep
resenting the California State board, who were appointed by 
the uovernor to make a survey of the conditions of the Indians 
of C~lifornia. In a report covering over 80 pages, complete and 
definite in character throughout, this California commission 
concluded by saying that-

The conclusions which have been arrived at wlll be found to be 
almost identical with those arrived at by other investigators. Recom
mendations which were offered will be found to. dllfer from those of the 
experts in so far only as the expressions of the general practitioner 
differ from those of a .specialist. 

The commission concludes: 
As the result of two months' sojourn and field study among the 

IndiAns of northeastern California, the following conclusions have been 
reached: 

1. That the Ill treatm•nt of the Indians (of Calitornia) during the 
past 70 years bas resulted in reducing the population from over 
100,000 to about 17,300 (which 1s the figure just obtained from the 
1920 census report). 

2. That the Indians are now living a band-to-mouth existence: 
a. In houses not fit to live in. 
b. Upon land that is useless. 
c. Without water. 
3. That they are not receiving an education worthy of the name. 
4. That a great deal of sickness exists among them, and they are 

receiving absolutely no care. 
5. That they are not receiving any advice, assistance, or encourage

ment in their business dealings with the outside world or in the per
sonal side of their lives or in the lives and health of their families. 

Heretofore statements have been submitted regarding inex
cusable neglect of education by the Indian Bureau in specific 
cases. 

I have received many communications from various States 
emphasizing the widespread character of diseases among the 
Indians of various tribes and the incapacity and lack of e:frort 
of the present bureau system to arrest the march of disease, 
or to save the Indians from its ravages. 

Manifestly it would be unfair to charge any bureau or any 
officials with sole responsibility for these conditions, but when 
it clearly appears from the record that Indians sadly in need 
of medical help are neglected by the bureau, and their prop
erty, as in the case of the Navajos, Pueblos, and Yumas and 
other tribes, is being used for tourist bridges for white pleas
ure seekers and for equally unwarranted diversion of their 
funds in irrigation schemes and highways for the benefit largely 
of white population, then the necessity for abolishing existing 
Indian control is apparent. 

The commissioner ignored the very grave charge of abuses 
at Taos and Zuni Pueblos. Is this an admission of the charges, 
and if so, are they to him unimportant? 

INDIAN HJ:ALTH APPROPRIATIONS 

The Indian Bureau propaganda service has been advertising 
great increases in the medical and health service for Indians. 
Considering that the numuer of Indians suffering from infec
tious trachoma, which leads to blindness, is 70,000, according to 

Indian Bureau figures (the ratio of infected cases to the num
ber examined having been established in California, Arizona, 
and New Mexico), such an increase surely is needed. What 
we find really happening behind this cloud of propaganda: 

Beginning page 391 of the hearings of the House Appropria
tions Committee on the appropriation bill of 1927, we find the 
Indian Bureau, through Assistant Commissioner Meritt, re
questing not an increase but a reduction in the appropriation 
for relieving distress and preventing disease among Indians. 
The net reduction asked is $15,000. The amount asked for all 
medical, dental, and special nursing services, as well as the 
supervisory salaries, totals $83,260 for 1927, exactly the same 
amount as Congress actually granted for 1925-26. That amount 
of money is requested for diagnostic, preventive, medical, sur
gical, dental, and ophthalmic and nursing treatment of 350,000 
Indians distributed aver an area of 100,000 square miles. 

Assistant Commissioner Meritt states, ·with modesty, on 
page 396: 

The reduction for 1927 will not permit any considerable expansion of 
the present work. 

Such are the facts. Yet the whole country has been led to 
believe by a falsifying propaganda that the Indian Bureau has 
enormously expanded and is proposing still further to expand 
its facilities for diagnosis and treatment of Indian disease and 
for preventive work and health education among the Indians. 
What about the 70,000 cases of trachoma? The Indian Bureau 
claims that preliminary operations have been . performed on 
8,455 cases, yet this trachoma record is the Indian Bureau's 
best record when dealing with any phase of Indian disease. 

THE CHARGES IG~ORED 

At this point let me say that I do not intend to repeat many 
complaints received by me against the Indian Bureau, some of 
which have been set forth in prior speeches but which were 
not referred to by Commissioner Burke in his lengthy speech 
before the committee. Other complaints sent me of serious 
character were not mentioned in my speeches of March 4 and 
March 23. They are proper subjects for consideration by an 
investigating committee, although I am not assuming they are 
without two sides to every controversy. Commissioner Burke 
failed to answer these charges. They were set forth definitely 
by the Menomonie Indians of my own State; by the Pueblos 
of New Mexico; by the Flatheads, Blackfeet, and others of 
Montana; by the Klamath tribes and others; all ignored or 
briefly referred to in Commissioner Burke's speech. 

In justice to the Indian Bureau, the commissioner should 
invite an investigation rather than depend upon a speech in 
justification or defense of the charges I have submitted. It 
will be noted that practically all of these charges I have se't 
forth are independent of any action by the American Indian 
Defense Association. That society's work more than any other 
agency has been useful and active in trying to secure the 
defeat of two objectionable bills, one relating to Indian courts, 
and the other to the Indian oil leasing bill. 

THE INDIAN BUREAU'S tt COURT, BILL 

Neither of these bills will again be discussed at length. The 
Indian Bureau's court bill H. R. 7826, which I am informed 
was handed by bureau officials to a member of the Indian 
Affairs Committee for introduction, was considered in my 
speech of l\Iarch 4. 

Briefly, the bill seeks to perpetuate the notorious Indian 
courts and give them a legal status which the bureau has never 
before attempted to do. 

As stated by Indian Commissioner Burke, the Secretary of 
the Interior now makes rules and regulations that may be as 
drastic and sweeping as the laws of the l\!edes and Persians. 
He makes law, a function that Congress and State legislatures 
usually perform. 

Commissioner Burke appoints the local Indian agents, some 
of whom are known by records of past scandals, while others 
are like the agent among the Navajos, who gave his version of 
Chee Dodge's thoughts, or the saintly agent at Lac du Flam
beau, who was polite and kind to his ball and chain prisoners, 
or the Fort Peek agent, who never saw the chains that tripped 
him up. 

Commissioner Burke's Indian agents appoint $10 a month 
judgt>s, whose " court records" they or the agents keep, and 
when Indian culprits infringe on the Burke rules and re~ula
tlons hereafter to be promulgated by him, then the jail or 
work pile, with ball and chain in some cases. 

From H. R. 7826, the bureau bill, again I quote! 
SEc. 2. The reservation courts of Indian offenses shall have jurisdic

tion. under rules and regulations. prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Interiort over offenses committed by -Indtllns on In.dian reservations for 

• 

, 
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which no punishment fs provided by Federal law: Provided, That any 
one sentence of said courts shall not exceed six months' imprisonment 
()r a fine of $100, or both. 

The re ervatio;n court provided in the bureau bill is the $10 
a month "judge " appointed by the local Indian agent. 

No process is needed to arrest. Moore was kidnaped at hi'3 
own home, 70 miles distant, according to the affidavits, and 
brought back to the reserv-ation before a $10 a month "judge," 
who could not speak, read, or write the English language. The 
agent did it for him. No jury is permitted for the accused, 
who e constitutional right under the sixth amendment is ig
nored. No provision for compulsory process for obtaining wit
nesses in his favor or to have the assistance of counsel for his 
defense, as provided by the same constitutional amendment, is 
to be found in the law asked for. No right to bail or to an 
appeal is afforded the Indian, yet all these are constitutional 
rights guaranteed to every American citizen. 

The Fort Peck and Lac du Flambeau "courts" are typical of 
what will be found on Indian reservations generally if H. R. 
7826 is passed and the laws, rules, and regulations expounded 
by Ccmmissioner Burke for the government of 240,000 Indian 
wards of our Government will be the code of crimes for the 
$10 a month "judges." Rights of citizenship, rights of lib
erty, rights of property, rights to a fair trial by jury with 
attorney, excepting in eight Federal court offenses have been 
denied the Indian since the Indian Bureau was established. 
This practice is to be legalized. 

Now, Congress, after a century or more of illegal proces:Iure, 
is asked by the Indian Bureau to hand down a law, unconstitu
tional and unprecedented in this or any other country, that will 
give some color for the practice of fastening mental and physi
cal handcuffs everlastingly on the ~ndian wards of the Gov-
ernment. -

lNDlANS PRACTICALLY UNANIMOUS AGAINST THE BUllE-AU COURT LAW 

Every Indian tribe represented in Washington protested at 
the healing on this bill, with the single exception of some Sioux 
Indians from South Dakota, the home of Commissioner Burke. 
A white attorney approved by Commissioner Burke, w~o has a 
claim again t the Government of $200,000,000, said he was 
authorized to speak for the bill by the Sioux from South Da
kota. Letters from other Sioux Indians have been received 
protesting against the bill, that repudiates or refuses to the In
dians constitutional rights given every other American citizen. 

To show the methods of Indian Bureau opposition that de
pended entirely on one white attorney under obligations to 
Mr. Burke, I submit extracts from a letter received by me from 
Carlos Gallineaux, secretary of the Rosebud General Council, 
-which Attorney Case pretended to represent. Under date April 
20, 1926, Mr. Gallineaux writes me as secretary of the Rosebud 
General Council : 

WOOD, S. DAK., 211>1-U 20, 1926. 

Hon. JAMES A. FREAR, 
House of Represtmtatit:es, Washington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN: I have the honor to call your attention to 
the H. R. bill 7826, introduced by Congressman LEAVITT on the 16th 
of January, 1926, to extend the civil and criminal laws of the United 
States to Indians, and for other purposes. 

I was a member of the Rosetrod Sioux delegation from South Da
kota that appeared on two different occasions in the hearings held on 
this bill in February, 1926. We had our attorney with us on one 
occasion. Maj. Ralph H. Case, of Washington, D. C., was the attorn~>.y 

who represented us on one bearing. At that time we were not in favor 
of the bill as it was introduced originally. We offered several amend-

- ·ments to the bill, but I do not know if they were recorded. However, 
the original bill did not have our approval. • • • 

We are with yon in nmr fight for the rights of the Indians and 
hope tbnt I could have a chance to appear as a witness for you Qn 
tribal expense. 

Yery respe.ctfully, 
CARLOS GALLINEAUL 

As if to show the unmitigated fraud perpetrated on this In-
,dian tribe by Attorney Case, who pretended to represent the 
Sioux Indians, I ·quote further a long protest sent to me signed 
by 47 adult Indians from White River, S. Dak., Rosebud Indian 
Reservation, which says : 

. WHITE RITER, S. DAK., Ap1·iZ 9, 1926. 
We, the undersigned, are Rosebud Sioux Indians and bona fide resi

dents of the Little White River district on the Rosebud Indian Reserva
tion, do her·eby unanimously oppose . the passage of the H. R. 7826, known 
as Leavitt bill, because the effects of this resolution will cause a detri
mental change to the progre s of our race. At the same time we are 
-unanimo'usly in favor of tbe passage of H. R. 9315, known as the-Frear 
bill, ' beca'bse we know that tbe effects of tbis resolution will improve 
the progress of our race. Thereby the declaration of Congress that 

Indians are citizens of the United States will be fulfilled and justified. 
Heretofore we had the name of citizens of the United States, but have 
no constitutional rights. 

I assumed Case spoke with some authority for the Indian 
Bureau and Sioux Indians when favoring the passage of H. R. 
7826. It is needless to say I haTe in no way suggested these 
or communications received from the Sioux Indians protesting 
against the Indian Bureau $10 a month Dark Ages Indian judge 
bills. The letters show conclusively Indian Bureau methods of 
procedure before Congress. -

I leave this measure- without further discussion as an expres
sion of the feelings toward these Indian wards of the Govern
ment thus evidenced by the present Indian bureau. No further 
discussion will be offered here of a proposal covered more 
fully in my speech of 1\Iarch 4. The proposition is abhorrent 
to every sense of justice and right. 

THE VICIO'GS DlDIAN OIL LEASING BILL 

On March 23 I gave an extended review of the vicious Inrlian 
oil leasing bill approved by the Indian Bureau. It will not 
be necessary to repeat statements regarding the bill nor to 
analyze in detail all the statements made by Commissioner 
Burke on this bill that appear in his 42-printed-page speech 
before the Indian Committee. 

As to the points of difference between Secretary -of the In
terior Work and Indian Commissioner Burke on their dis
agreement regarding the exact title possessed ·by the Indians of 
10 States to· 22,000,000 acres of Executive-order reservations, 
none other than the officials can speak. I have properly as
sumed that the act of one is the act of the other-; and as the 
charges are impersonal, any failure to protect the rights of the 
Indians were charges directed alike to the responsible officials 
whoever they may be. The share of responsibility is unim
portant. It is the lack of protection to which I InB.de that 
charge against the bureau. 

The oil leasing bill approved by Commissioner Burke, who 
appeared before the• House Committee, provided that 371h per 
cent of all oil royalties belonging to Indians in 22,000,000 acres 
of Ex:ecutive-order reservations should be paid to the State in 
which the land is located-in lieu of taxes. The oil companies 
were exempted from paying production taxes in the original 
bill. 'fhe average Indian oil tax rate on treaty reservation 
is about 3 per cent, or one-twelfth of the rate provided in 
H. R. 9133, which the commissioner approved. The commis
s~oner stated, I assume correctly, that he was only willing to 
approve 20 of the old Secretary Fall permits and two or three 
other claims that had strong equities, based on expenditures 
by oil operators. The House bill and the Senate bill, however, 
both propose to recognize any of the 475 oil-leasing applications 
filed during the Fall r~gime, which in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior he desires to reinstate. What is the 
Indian Bureau's attitude on the bill as amended I 

The effect of this latter provision, if 475 applications are 
reinstated, is to make some 300,000 acres of Indian lands 
subject to a 5 per cent royalty, or less than one-half royalty 
privileges given on treaty reservations, which have a minimum 
rate o{ 12lh per cent. The full number of applications, if re
instated, would cover over 1,000,000 acres of Indian reservation 
lands, based on action taken under Secretary Fall's illegal order. 

LAST YEAR'S OIL BILL IS RE:\fEMBERED 

An amendment in the· House bill's tax provision is noted. 
Last ses. ion the same situation arose and the House conferees 
tll~n adopted the Senate 37lh per cent in-lieu-of-tax provision. 
The facts briefly stated relate first to an order made on June 9, 
1922, by Albert B. Fall, then Secretary of the Interior, in which 
be declared that lands given to the Indians by Executive order 
are "owned by the United States" and subject to the public 
leasing act. Un~er the act of February 25, 1920, he received 
applications from oil prospectors that according to Commis
sioner Burke's testimony before the committee reached about 
475 in number covering, as stated, a possible total of over 
1,000,000 acres of Indian reservation. On May 27, 1924, .At
torney General Harlan F. Stone, at the request of the President 
and Secretary Work, rendered an exhaustive opinion with the 
conclusion that the leasing act of 1920 does not apply to 
Executive-order Indian reservations as ruled by Secretary Fall 
in 1922. 

The concluding paragraph of that opinion states that no 
difference exists in title between Indian treaty reservations and 
Executiv-e-order reservations. It says: 

~either the courts nor Congress have made any distinction aa to 
the character or extent of the Indian rights as between Executive-order 
reservations and reservations established by treaty or act of Congress. 
So that if tlie general leasing act applies to· one class there seems to 
be no ground for holding that it does not apply to others . • You are 
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therefore advised that the leasing act o( 1920 does . not apply to 
Executive-order Indian reservations. (Harlan F. Stone, Attorney 
General.) 

The full opinion with numerous citations is quoted in my 
speech of March 4. 

Commissioner Burke says be has always contended that the 
Indian rights on Executive-order reservations are practically 
the same as rights under treaty reservations, and he fur
nished in his speech of April 10 a letter to Secretary Work 
under date of March 31, 1923, a few days after his appointment 
as Secretary to that effect, quoting the act of Congress ap
proved February 8, 1887, that provides Indian allotments may 
be made on treaty, congressional, or Executive reservations, 
and asking that it be referred to the Solicitor for the Interior 
Department. His letter calls attention to the brief of the 
Indian Rights Association on the same subject. 

This association is entitled to much credit for urging 
responsible officials to act for the protection of . Indians as 
set forth in the testimony of Witness Brosius quoted in my 
speech of March 23. · 

Commissioner Burke in the oil-bill hearings said: 
The Attorney General has held that the general leasing law 

does not apply. It Is the opinion of a great lawyer, that is all. The 
United States Court in Utah bas held otherwise. The court of ap
peals • • • has certified It to the Supreme Court • • •. and 
we have here a very elaborate opinion by Secretary Fall in the Harri
son case in which be held that the general leasing law did apply. 

Commissioner Burke adds he thinks the general leasing law 
does not apply. 

Thereafter he said : 
This suit [Harrison's] is to be dismissed on the passage of this 

bill. That will be the end of the legislation. They surrender if we 
pass this bill. That bill h:ls been worked over for many weeks and 
It is here es a compromise in the situation. 

Commissioner Burke then recommend~d the allowance of 
22 claims but said 475 applications had been filed. He does 
not say bow an allowance of 22 claims would settle or satisfy 
about 450 other applicants. The question would still be open 
unless properly settled. There is one sure way to settle it, 
however. 

THE RIGHT WAY TO PROTECT THE INDIANS 

When Secretary Work assumed his duties in 1923 he ap
pointed a Commitee of One Hundred to make investigations 
and recommendations on Indian matters. The Committee of 
One Hundred passed unanimously the following resolution: 

We recommend that the Secretary of the Interior suspend all 
departmental proceedings touching the sale or lease of oil, gas, or 
minerals on or from Executive-order Indian reservations pending 
action by the Congress to vest the title of said reservations in the 
Indians occupying ·them. 

That should encourage the Secretary to offer curative legisla
tion. Acting pursuant to the same end in their report of 1924 
the Board of Indian Commissioners, appointed by the Presi
dent, reported, page 10: 

We would respectfully suggest that a bill be introduced In Congress 
providing for securing to the Indian occupants titles to the lands 
included in Executive-order reservations so as to make Executive-order 
reservations identical in character with reservations estabUshed by 
treaties or by congressional enactment. This is one of the recom
mendations made by the advisory council on Indian aJfairs. 

No action appears to have come from the Secretary of the 
Interior, to whom both communications were addressed, or from 
the Indian Commissioner, who represents more particularly the 
Indians now holding 22,000,000 acres of Executive-order reser
vations. 

Because of that fact I introduced H. R. 10199 on March 10, 
which provided: 

That with respe-ct to all Executive-order reservations or wi.tbdrawals 
for Indians the vested rights of Indians shall be hereafter recognized as 
being in all respects identical with the vested rights of Indians . on res
ervaticrns created by treaty. 

S:e:c. 2. That from and after June 9, 1922, changes in boundaries of 
Executive-Qrder reservations shall be subject to the exclusive control of 
Congress in all respects identical with existing law applicable to 
changes of boundaries of reservations created by treaty. 

This hill was prepared to carry out the opinion of tile Attor
ney General, which declared the Indian reservation titles were 
all the same. :My bill also carried out the recommendation of 
the Committee of One Hundred referred to. The bill also 
carried out the above recommendation of the Board of Indian 
Commissioners. The bill sought to protect the rights of Indians. 

THE DEPARTMENT AND BUREAU REFUSED TO .APPROVE PRO'fECTION FOR THE 
INDIANS 

When in the usual com·se of Indian Committee procedure the 
bill was submitted to the Secretary of the Interior a · report was 
received by the coiillilittee, whether dictated by the Interior 
Department or Indian Bureau is uncertain, but it was signed 
by Secretary Work, to the effect that the bill's passage was not 
recommended because the matter is in litigation. 

The refusal of the Department of the Interior to permit the 
bill validating the Executive-order reservation titles to have 
a favorable recommendation speaks for itself. 

It is recognized that large oil interests are here protesting 
against anything lhat clouds the title of the applicants under 
the Fall order. The Secretary of the Interior also has a dual 
responsibility to p.rivate parties, to the · GoYernment, and to 
the Indians; but if so, lie should be relieved from a supervi
sion of Indian affairs if Indians' rights are of secondary con
sideration. 

I have tried briefly to set out the refusal of the Secretary of 
the Interior to a~d in perfecting title to Executive-order res
ervations in the Indians. Yet it is significant that Commis
sioner Burke, for the alleged purpose of perfecting title, bow
ever futile, seeks to pass the Indian oil leasing bill to secure 
a settlement of suits that challenge Indian titles. 

Do the Indian Commissioner and Secretary of the Interior 
Work work harmoniously? If so, how can the Hayden bill, 
which, according to Commissioner Burke, is to "settle" mat
ters, be acceptable to the Secretary of the Interior, while my 
own bill for the same purpose, but more definite1 is objec
tionable to him? One is illogical and of no avail for the pur
pose ostensibly sought, yet it gets the Secretary's 0. K. The 
other bill is clear and unequivocal to make certain all reserva
tion Indian rights, yet it is rejected. 

This is the objectionable Indian oil leasing bill more fully 
referred to in speeches of March 4 and 1\!urch 23. It indicates 
a willingness on _the part of the official guardians of Indians 
to refuse to assert Indian rights or claims. When it is remem
bered the oil leasing bill was reported without the testimony 
of a single Indian of all the thousands interested, it is. only 
an index of other treatment to which I have referred, although 
this bill, involving untold millions of dollars of Indian oil 
leases, is one of the most important bills affecting Indian rights 
ever placed before Congress. 

WHAT THE OIL HEARINGS SHOW 

l\!r. Burke gave a large portion of his address to vehement 
statements repudiating criticisms of the oil leasing bill and the 
bureau's attitude on that bill. An analysis of the bill here
after covers the subject and answers :Mr. Burke fully. I 
do not care to split hairs, but repeat charges of Indian Bureau 
approval of a vicious Indian oil bill that would ha Ye defrauded 
them if passed in its original form approved by the bureau. 

First. The Indian Bureau or responsible department has been 
shown to be opposed to any curative legislation as to Indian 
titles that are claimed by oil men to be in controversy. It 
refused to have introduced any bill for that purpose as recom
mended, and disapproved my own bill introduced for the same 
purpose, as stated. 

Second. The commi~sioner claims the oil bill as introduced 
taxes all producers. On the contrary, in Commissioner Burke's 
presence (p. 43, hearings), from the introducer of the bill: 

Mr. HAYDEX. Under the terms of this bill the State will only receive 
37lh per cent of the 12¥.1 per cent royalty; so that the State may not 
receive as much as it would fr·om a tax on the total production. 
• • • As statc:d In the conference report last rear, the amendment 
to the original text of the bill substitutes a definite share in the 
bonuses, rentals, nnd royalties from the oil, gas, coal, etc., for the right 
to tax the production of minerals gra.nted to the State by the House 
amendment. • • • 

Mr. FREAR. I did not understand that you took the tax all out or 
the Indians. Why should you not take it from the man who receives 
the benefit of the l'il? 

l\fr. HAYDEX. The answer made last year was that when the producer 
makes his bid on the lease he knows what the tu will be, and he bids 
higher for the lease. • • • 

Mr. FREAR. • • • In view of what bas been said by Mr. IIA.YDE~. 
would it be as satisfactory to you, providing an agreement could be 
had that the Executive-order reservation (22,000,000 acres covered by 
the oil leasing bill) be placed on a parity with the treaty reservation 
so that the State could tax the oil received ft·om the wells? 

Commissioner BURKE. You are raising a question that I can not 
answer except to keep faith by saying that this bill is a result of 
compromise. • • • 
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Practically every witness and "lnembe-r of the committee th'en 

pre ent took the position that the State could not tax oil 
production on Indian lands without special legislation there
for. That bill without any such special legislation provided 
was then i_-eceiving the appr.oval of the Indian Bureau. 

Third. The Indian Bureau, through its commissioner who 
te.'tifLed, approved the passage of the on bill that took 37¥.! per 
cent of all Indian oil royalties in lieu of taxes, or twelve times 
the average ta~ on treaty reservations. 

Fourth. The Indian Bureau brought a white witness over 
2,000 miles to say to the Senate committee that members of 
an Indian tribe would consent. to give 50 per cent o~ their 
oil royalties, if necessary, to the State in lieu of taxes. 

Fifth. The Indian Bureau has not protested before the In
dian Committee that reported the HC'use oil leasing bill, against 
its allowance by amendment of upward of 475 claims in the 
di cretion of the Secretary of the Interior that would give only 
5 per cent royalty on possibly 300,000 acres of Indian oil lands. 
The e matters were discussed more fully in other speeches 
and are not reiterated for that reason. 

The failure of the Indian Bureau can not be overlooked for 
not attempting to secure consent to the b~ll or attendance of 
at least one Indian from some of the many Indian tribes living 
in 10 States wherein the 22,000 000 acres of Executive-order 
lands affected by the bill were looted. 

The charges made against the official guardian of the Indians 
that he approved an oil bill which discriminated unjustly against 
the Indians co\ering untold millions, can not reasonably be 
qtlestioned, based on the hearings and the bill as introduced. 
- In this connection I am advised by one who claims to have 
examined the record, that about 30 days after securing his oll 
permit from Secretary Fall, Harrison, in whose name the In
dian title suit is now pending, assigned his oil rights to the 
Midwest Oil Co., a subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co. That 
fjle Standard Oil Co. in this case, and probably many others of 
the 475 · cases affecting over 1,000,000 acres of Indian oil lands, 
is the real party in interest. An investigation would disclose 
the facts. 

THE RECORD CALLS FOR A. CONGRESSIOSAL INVESTIGATION . 

Ev:idence that invites a thorough investigation of the present 
archaic handling of the Indian problem has been presented. 
Facts submitted and others of like character are offered for 
the use of the proposed committee of investigation: 

A half dozen witnesses of unimpeachable character have 
placed their emphatic condemnation of the Navajo bridge trav
esty recommended by the Indian Bureau. The importance of 
this case lies in the fact that a new policy occurs in recom
mendations for reimbursement from Indian funds for projects 
of little if any use to the Indians without their consent. With
out knowledge of this misuse of their funds the Indians were 
and are defenseless . . 

In like manner, the Jackson Barnett case that was a plain 
unwarranted mismanagement and misuse of an individual 
Indian's property amounting to over $1,000,000, discloses the 
helplessness of Indian heirs when the Indian Bureau can re
fuse to recognize any relatives or descendants, but gives away 
Indian property even of a half wit to any person or any society 
of its choice without restriction. No court proceeding ordi
narily can intervene to prevent this control under existing law. 

The Wisconsin Indian ball-and-chain case is of especial im
portance because with full knowledge of the punishment in
flicted the Indian Commissioner declares it should have been 
more severe. Four affidavits are practically undisputed as to 
the facts of this inhuman treatment. Fort Peck's ball-and-chain 
case is of the same general character according to the com
munication appearing in my speech of 1\Ia.rch 4. The efforts of 
Commissioner Burke and Assistant Commissioner Meritt .to 
smother the facts is more reprenensible than the illegal· pun
ishment so far as humane intelligent administration of Indian 
affairs is involved. These efforts are set forth in affidavits 
here submitted. 

No excuse and no explanation has been offered or can be 
offered for the neglect of health conditions among the Indians 
set forth in my speech of March 4 and briefly referred to in 
evidence submitted with these remarks. It is not the Indian 
Bureau alone that is responsible, but Congress with knowledge 
of the facts now permits this inhuman treatment and mis
treatment to exist in our land. 

The Indian $10 a month judge bill, based on illegal existing 
practice, is a travesty on justice that would never be allowed to 
exist or control in any other country however ignorant or auto
cratic. I saw criminal trials in several courts 1n Russia where 
judges trying misdemeanors gave as careful consideration to the 
facts as in the average court of similar jurisdiction in other 
countries visited, and right of appeal was given to defendants; 

but these ·Indian "courts" are hereafter to maintain ·by criminal 
procedure the rules and regulations announced from time to 
time by the Indian Bureau or Department. No rights what
ever are given to the defendant, and yet we have vested him or 
her with American citizenship accompanied by constitutional 
rights that are brazenly ignored under existing practice and also 
by the proposed bureau law. 

Ball-and-chain treatment is of comparatively slight impor
tance when in force on occasional reservations compared with 
a drastic un-American criminal procedure proposed by the 
bureau with which to fasten its everlasting control on every 
Indian on. every reservation in the land who fails to surrender 
himself and his property to this new agency dictatorship with-
out legal supervision. · 

The Indian oil leasing bill has been recited at some length 
in the different speeches in an effort to prevent gross injustice 
being - imposed on many thousands of Indians owning the 
22,000,000 acres of Executive-order lands. If the guardians 
of the Indians will consent to such bills and give to them their 
approval, what chance of securing justice is had by the Indians 
or Indian tribes when practically all of the control of Indian 
property is carried on without publicity and without knowledge 
on the part of the owner of its use or misuse? 

U~IQUE CONTROL OF PROPERTY FOUND L"' NO OTHER COUNTRY 

Where in all history will be found efforts to control by legis
lation the property of thousands of wards when not one of 
these is called as a witness to appear or testify in his own be
half on the oil leasing bill? Yet thousands of Indians declared • 
"incompetent," I am informed, are graduates of schools or of 
universities and po_ssess a good understanding of business. All 
these thousands under the orders of the Indian Bureau may be 
continued to the end of their days as "incompetent" to manage 
their own property and no court can aid them under existing 
law. 

I can not permit to go unchallenged the assault on the Am~r: 
ican Defense Association by Commissioner Burke and his 
bureau associates: I have met some of these officials ·and offi
cers of different welfare organizations interested in fhe In
dians. They are earnest, conscientious people who have no 
ends to serve ·excepting to relieve the Indians and prote-Ct 
them from the evils of bureaucratic control which, in the 
words of Representative KELLY, of Pennsylvania, appears to be 
the sole end of the Indian Bureau's Indian control. 

Secretary Collier is a man of exceptional ability, whose nomi~ 
nal compensation, according to my understanding of its amount, 
is pitiable compared with the work he does for his association. 
In fact, the total receipts and expenditures of his organization 
for general work hardly exceed a Congressman's salary. These 
facts he tried to state to the committee, which would not hear 
them after Commissioner Burke's speech. His efforts to defeat 
the Indian judge bill and Indian oil leasing bill entitle him to 
the gratitude of every Indian and of every American who be
lieves in a square deal. Secretary Collier does not question the 
desirability of a just oil leasing bill and one has beep. intro
duced by myself that deals fairly with both Indians and oil 
prospectors. 

In like manner Mr. Collier appeared before the Judiciary 
Committee urging a jurisdictional bill introduced by myself 
that gives to Indians the same legal rights accorded other citi
zens subject to differing conditions on Indian reservations, and 
also gives to defendants the precious right of appeal, ignored in 
the Indian Bureau bill. Federal and State laws and not 
Indian Bureau rules and regulations are provided as the stand
ard of government of Indians by that bill and for such viola
tions alone are puni hments to be imposed. 

To Doctor Emerson; Secretary Collier; Mrs. Atwood, whose 
expenses in the latter case are paid by a relative ; and to hun
dreds of other sincere workers in the cause of Indian welfare 
the country owes a debt of gratitude for their efforts to pre
vent a worse national scandal than now exists in our mis
management of our Indian wards and their property. 

I am not seeking any victim to punish for the mistreatment 
of the Indians, but I would be untrue to my duty as a :Member 
of this House if I failed to acquaint you with the facts here 
presented. If I am able to call attention to our dismal failure 
in administering the affairs of the American Indians, now 
American citizens, and if I can help place before the Indians a 
hope of better opportunities to equip themselves for citizenship, 
the effort will have been worth while. Recommendations by 
Francis Leupp, Sells, and other former commissioners that I 
have studied point out methods for raising the standards of 
Indians, and .I am sure that a careful study by disinterested 
students of the subject will speeqily suggest a constructive pro
gram which should at once be . undertaken for the fulfillment 
of our duty and responsiblllties to the Indians. 
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Practically every Senator and Member who has expres ed 
himself to me as to the aims and purposes of the Indian Bureau 
finds no hope of improvement in that direction, because, as 
stated repeatedly, any bureau that seeks to perpetuate bureau
cratic conti·ol has a singleness of pm~pose toward that selfish 
end. 

After 70 years of such Indian control I submit the end is not 
in sight for centuries to come if we continue the present hope
less, aimless policy. Every other race has been able within a 
brief period t() become fitted for duties of citizenship. It is 
prepo terous that .American Indians can not become equally 
competent to perform their part if given opportunity. 

For this reason I ha'\"e set forth facts that demand on be
half of the Indians an investigation by the American Congress. 
From that investigation is reasonably certain to come not 
alone condemnation of pre ent practices that are indefensible 
in our treatment of the Indians but constructive plans that will 
relieve us from frequent Indian BuTeau scandals. Of far 
more importance, such plans should give to 240.000 Indians, now 
nominallv on the road to full control of their property and of 
full citi~enship, a practical hope of early emancipation from 
the mental and physical ball-and-chain treatment with which 
we have hampered their progress for a half century. 
J:'{ .1:'\SWER TO MR. Bl::RKE'S SPEECH ON THE PUBS AND THE llWlAN 

OlirLEASl~G SCAND~L 

I de~ire to di cuss briefly this matter, to which Commissioner 
Burke ga'\"e so much attention. 

Commissioner Burke, on April 10. addressing the House In
dian Affairs Committee, violently attacked the American In
dian Defen ·e As ·ociation (Inc.) for making the Pima and oil
lea,·ing charges. The a socia tion requested to be heard in 
teply, as I have stated. The General Federation of Women's 
Club.:, through 1\Irs. H. A. Atwood, its Indian welfare chairman, 
and l\Irs. Kate Trenholm Abrams, its legislative vice chairman, 
joined in the demand that a hearing be granted, because the 
fed("ration's Indian welfare chairman had made charges sub
stantially identical with those which Commissioner Burke de
nounced as falsehoods. 

~'he Indian Affairs Committee refused both organizations, and 
c'os("d the hearing with no witness heard save Commissioner 
Burke. Therefore Commi ·sioner Burke's denials appear un
criticized in the printed record of hearings. 

On this account I desire further, based on information in my 
hanru·, to give additional data on Indian Bureau oppression of 
Indians, Indian Bureau, mishandling of Indian property, Indian 
Durenu neglect of Indian disease, Indian Bureau suppression 
of puhlic documents, Indian Blueau campaign of defamation 
against the Indians, and the record of Commi~ioner Bmke. 

. THE DEATHS OF THE PUIAS 

The Pima case is definite, and it has been made much of in 
Commi~·sioner Burke's speet:h in the hearings. 

A telegram from Re'V. Dr. Dirk Lay, now and for 16 years 
past a Presbyterian missionary among the Pimas, is as follows : 

CASA GRANDE, Amz., April 12, 19~6.-My statements made before Sen
ate subcommittee are absolutely true, and we can easily prove them, and 
my narrative about delay in construing law, Senate 966, is true. Mer
itt told me that con~itions pertaining b white lands must be met 
before construction work on Coolidge Dam could be started, and on 
February 15 the bill was referred to the Solicitor of the Interior De
partment for an opinion, or nearly two years after the bill became a 
law. Louis C. Hill, builder of the Roosevelt Dam, and Fred A. Noetzli, 
one of tne leading engineers and the greatest authority on arch dams 
tn the world, deemed inadequate. Page 408 House hearings on Inte
riot• Department appropriation bill, the statement regarding houses is 
made. There are not 75 homes with wooden floors. This can also 
be easily proved by check of reservation. Indications are that reports 
for this year will show larger death rate than last year. 

DmK LAY. 

Doctor Lay's statement that-
there are not 75 homes with wooden floors-

refers to a claim by Assistant Commissioner Meritt which 
appears on page 408, House Appropriations Committee hearings 
for the fiscal year 1927, where the statei'lent is made that-
1,020 familit-s have permanent homes with wooden floors. 

The ReYerend Doctor Lay's death chart did not suddenly ap
pear week before last. That chart, on a larger scale and with a 
complete statement of the Pima case, was displayed at a forum 
meeting attended by Indian Bureau personnel, among others, 
March 8 last, at which I was present. Doctor Lay was many 
~eeks in this city after his allegations had been ·made public, 
and it would have been fitting for the Indiaa Bureau to chal
lenge the man who has fought this Pima fight, and not when he 
was 2,000 miles away. The proof is all on record. 

Commissioner Burke's denial, based on an unpro1ed allega
tion about statistical negle-cts in 1924, and stated to haYe been 
corrected through statistical assiduity in 1925, is unresponsive. 
In 1921 the Bureau of Indian Affairs allotted a certain number 
of living Indians. Presumabll' it did not allot dead Indians. 
If it did, then fraud by the bureau is manifest. It is Sena tor 
AsHURST, I understand, not Mrs. Atwood, of the General Fed
eration of Women's Clubs, nor Doctor Lay, who presented on 
March 11, this year, to the Senate Appropriations Committee 
the following statement : 

In 1921 the Government allotted 4,890 Pima Indians; 1,106 of these 
have since died. 

The death chart, whose publication appears to have shocked 
the commissioner and the Indian Bureau, deals with one sec
tion of the Pima land, and it is again a chart of the Indians 
allotted in 1921 and the Indians dead before January 1, 1926. 
This means a Pima death rate of 59 per thou and, compared 
with the white death rate of 12 per thousand. 

It will be evident that to allege a delinquency of census in 
1924, as corrected by a more careful census in 192G, does not 
touch the allegations of Senator AsHURST and Doctor Lay. I 
believe these facts will be sustained by the files of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs and the files of the present superintendent 
of the Pima Indians, Ur. Faris, admittedly one of the ablest 
and most exact men in the burean service. I call your atten
tion, especially, to the la t sentence of Doctor Lay's telegram, 
which, if accurate, warrants in itself the in'\"estigation I have 
asked. 

Commissioner Burke does not claim that this devastating 
mortality was cau..., ed by epidemic disease and not, as alleged, 
by slow starvation and heartbreak. He can not allege it with 
any support from bureau records or records of the Arizona 
Board of Health or any other record, I am informed the report 
of the Red Cross on Indian diseases and neglect, which was 
suppressed by the Indian Bureau, fully reveals the startling 
mortality among the Pima Indians. 

THE ('HARGill OF INDIA!'I! STARVATION 

Of cour~e, Commissioner Burke knows something about the 
subject of starvation. He is aware that people who die of 
starvation do not simply vanish into eternity through the lack 
of yesterday morning's meal. Commissioner Bul'ke knows that 
chronic nndernourishment, by destroying organic resi tance, 
leads to death through a myriad of infections and organic col
lapses which a nouri.'hed body is immune against. I do not 
contend he would willfully neglect these starving Indians. I 
would be failing in my duty as a legislator if I failed to give 
the facts. 

The history of California's Indians presents, I am informed 
a imilar condition, accepted by ethnologists as having largely 
caused the 4lppalling destruction of California Indian lif€ dur
ing the period of Indian Bureau guardianship. And by that 
we may understand that hopelessness and heartbreak, added t..> 
slow starvation, can kill Pima Indians and has killed them 
and is killing them as well as in California. 

PROOF OF THE DELAYS LS SUBMITTED 

As to the nature of the delays among the Pimas, Congress 
voted five and one-half millions of dollars in the pring of 192-!: 
to put water on the Pima lands. That authorizing act was 
pa. sed in 1924. Four hundred and fifty thousand dollars be
came a'\"ailable for expenditure March 4, 1925. During that 
whole preceding session of Congress-the ·hort ession of 1924--
25-the Indian Bureau knew that the appropriation was certain 
to be forthcoming. These facts I learned from personal con· 
versations with Reverend Doctor Lay, the Pima missionary 
when he was in Washington. ' 

Now, one year passed after the appropriation became avail
able and not a bucket of concr·ete was poured. That is the fact 
of delay as to the date when the charge affecting the Pima:-~ 
was publicly voiced in Washington. What had happened in 
the interim? 

The Indian Bureau failed, I am informed, to obtain from 
the Interior Department's solicitor a construction of the law. 
Some clerk in the office caused Mr. l\Ieritt to get an impre sion 
that nothing could be done until contracts had been negotiated 
with white users of the surplus water, and that would take 11 
long, long time. What date finally did the Interior Depart~ 
ment solicitor obtain from the Indian Office the act and a re
quest for its construction? I am informed February, 1926. 
If the statement is challenged and the testimony of the Rev· 
erend Doctor Lay is deemed insufficient, I refer to the Repub
lican Senator from Arizona or the Department of the Interior 
solicitor. 

The solicitor took - less than a week to render his opilllon 
when asked for it. As a matter of fact, no question of con
struction was really involved. 
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EXGlXEERI~G DELAYS 

There is no ·criticism, I am informed, of the engineering staff 
of the Indian Bureau or Department of the Interior. It is 
competent, it is on the job, ready to start the Pima work, for 
nearly a year gone by. 

The two consultants named in Doctor Lay's telegram passed 
on the plans of the bureau's engineers. Concerning them and 
their work the record is found in the hearings of the Subcom
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate. That these men are 
eminent engineers none has questioned. That they were dis
interested none has questioned. But the Secretary of the Inte
rior decided that they worked too cheap; they were only paid 
$20 a day, giving their services partly as a labor of pity and 
a ervice to their country. Hence the added delay, due to the 
Secretary of the InteriOJ~'s insistence that a bill should be 
pas ed February, 1926, authorizing higher payments to consult
ing engineers, whose consultation proceeds henceforward. 

Corrimissioner Burke stated that the Secretary of the Inte
rior would have been " censured " to have allowed construc
tion to proceed on the basis of his own engineers' plans plus 
the reports of these two eminent consultants. Then Secretary 
Work should have moved the 1924-25 session of Congress to 
obtain the authority which tbus tardily he has obtained to pay 
larger sums for consultants. The situation was fearful then 
as now. It was fearful a year ago as it is now. Construction 
was impending then as now. 

CHARGES ARE PROVED 

I understand tbese are the facts ; and on their basis, taken 
separately and together, the first charge made is repeated. 

The Pima Indians lost their water through negligence. They 
have died through J;"ecent yea1·s at a sensational and terrible 
rate from slow starvation and hopelessness. Congress w~ not 
derelict; it acted generou.'3ly. The Indian Bureau was derelict. 

Nowhere, to my knowledge, has anyone charged that the 
Indian Bureau is seeking to delay operations while the areas 
of land owned by dead Pimas multiply until they constitute 
most of all the Pima lands, while the Pimas die. Nowhere 
has it been charged that the Indian Bureau is seeking to cause 
white interests to inherit the land of an exterminated Pima 
tribe. Such will be the effect, however, of indefinitely con
tinued delays, nor is there in the past record of the bureau any 
as urance against indefinite further delay. 'But no sinister 
motive need be ascribed. 

THE OIL-LEASING SCAXDAL 

I have charged that Commissioner Burke indorsed and 
urged the pa sage of H. R. 9133 and S. 3159. That thes~ bills 
as indorsed have the following effect: (1) To deprive the 
Executive-order Indians of 377fz per cent of their oil revenue, 
giving it to the States; (2) to exempt the oil companies from 
the production tax; (3) to provide a congressional declaration 
against the Indian claim of vested rights in 22,500,000 acres, 
two-thirds of the undivided reservation area. 

The commis ioner denounced these charges. Demonstra
tion is contained in the printed House and Senate oil hearings. 

Page 87, Senate hearings, it appears: 
Mr. COLLIER. The Government must extend to the State the privi

lege of taxation before the State can act. 
Senator BRATTON. There can be no donbt as to that. 
Mr. CoLLIER. So that if the measure should stand as it is now, no 

matter what the change of wording Jn section 2, your producer would 
be tax exempt; whether the words "in lieu of taxation" were left 
in or taken out it would not affect the status of the producer. 

In the House hearings quoted on page 77, Senate hearings: 
Mr. HAYDEN. The Supreme Court has passed on the taxation ques

tion specifically and directly in the Oklahoma case, that a State can 
not levy a tax on oil from Indian lanilil without the consent of the 
United States. ~ 

These extracts are supplementary to those I have hereto
fore inserted in my remarks. 

The bills which 1\Ir. Burke indorsed gave no consent to the 
States to tax the oil companies; the amendment striking out 
"in lieu of the taxes" in no wise affected the situation ; Com
mis ioner Burke's denial in this regard is refuted by the rec
ord taken as a whole and in its details. None disputed the 
facts through either the Senate or Hou~e hearings. 

The implied congressional d'edaration against Indian vested 
right is fa.r more serious. On April 10, before the House com
mittee Commissioner Burke argu·ed in effect as follows: " The 
final ~ourt decision may go against the Indians. Therefore 
we must take what we can get." And the bill which he bad 
recommended was one which assumed a decision by the Su
preme Court completely ad•erse to the Indians, and then on 
the basi!3 of that p1·esumption took 37lh per cent of their roy-

alty a way from them, while exempting the oil producers from 
taxes. All this ignoring Attorney General Stone's opinion in 
reversing Secretary Fall. And more fundamentally wrong 
was and is the destruction of Indian vested rights. This .is 
exhaustively presented in the Senate hearings, and it was 
proved that the destruction would affect not only oil royalty 
rights but all natural resources, soil values, and even the 
right of occupancy. 

This matter is of first importance, because these bills, im
proved in some particulars, have been made decisively worse 
in others, and one haS been reported to the House and the 
other is being pushed hard in the Senate, and if enacted they 
will be a serious blow at Indian rights. 

Secretary Work's Committee of One Hundred on Indian 
Affairs recommended that Congress should validate the Indian 
title to execute reservations or vest that title in the Indians; 
the Board of Indian Commissioners sim.ilal'ly recommended ; bills 
carrying out the e recommendations have been introduced in 
the Senate and in the House; the Indian Bureau bas promptly 
reported adversely on them. These matters I have discu ·sed 
elsewhere in detail with recommendations which were ignored. 

COMMISSIONER BURKE'S UNIQU.III OIL COMPROMISE 

The commissioner's plea states that he was forced .on behalf 
of the Indians to " compromise." His " compromise " was as 
follows: He indorsed a bill which assumed in advance the most 
adverse possible decision by the higher courts against the 
Indians, a decision which would not be forthcoming according 
to the opinion of former Attorney General Stone, now on the 
Supreme Court bench. 

Having thus presumed defeat for the Indians and the 
Government, the commissioner then proceeded to indorse a 
bill predicated on that defeat which has not taken place-a 
bill which bas the objectionable qualities of the bill which he 
indorsed. Not for the Indians and not with Congress did 
Commissioner Burke compromise. I intend to convey no im
plication whatever as to whether be compromised or with 
whom, but he recommended a measure more profoundly de
structive to Indian rights than any which has been before Con
gress in these score of years so far as I can learn. 

That bill is now before Congress. 
I have charged that in promoting this oil bill, of dominating 

importance to 85,000 Indians in 10 States, the Indian Bureau 
has neither· acquainted these tribes with the facts, nor enabled 
them to come to Washington, nor even secured written ex
pression from them. Yet they are the parties of first interest. 
Their property, their tenure, their community existence ls at 
stake. This oil bill, hugely menacing to the Navajo and Hopi 
Tribes, remains unindorsed by any of their tribal councils. 

When the National Council of American Indians wrote to 
the Navajo tribal council, transmitting a statement of facts 
about the oil bills and asking what that council really was 
indorsing, its letter promptly arrived at the desk of Com
missioner Burke and no reply ever came from the Navajos. 

Meantime the Pueblos, three-fifths of whose land is Executive
order reservation, have registered their corporate tribal pro
tests by letter and wire, so I am informed by communications 
I have received. 

I have many communications from otbel'S more _ familiar 
with actual conditions than myself, but, as stated at the out
set, I have endeavored to verify every material statement, 
and I submit that the facts set forth entitle Congress to an in
vestigation in order to determine what cour e should be pur
sued and what legislation adopted looking toward the advance
ment of our new American citizens who are not given rights 
of citizenship to which they are entitled. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wis
consin has again expired. 

1\!r. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes in order to answer what the gentle
man from Wisconsin has said . 

The SPEAKER. The ge~tleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there ob
jection? 

l\fr. UNDERHILL. 1\lr. Speaker, I think I should object in 
deference and justice to the Members who have matters on 
the Private Calendar. To-day was set aside especially for the 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, and, therefore, 
I do not think we should extend time indefinitely on other 
subjects. On last Saturday the Private Calendar was sup
posed to have a day; for two hours they went on with some 
other subjects ; to-day we are supposed to consider bills on thE; 
Private Calendar, and it seems to me that after an hour and 
three-quarters spent in discussing other · matters . we should 
begin to proceed wlth ~usiness on t}?.e Private Calendar~ 
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I object. 
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CONFERENCE REPORTS ON BRIDGE BILLS 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I call up conference reports 
on H. R. 8771, to extend the time for commencing and complet
ing the construction of a bridge across Detroit River within 
or near the city limits of Detroit, Mich. ; H. R. 8908, granting 
the consent of Congress to George Washington-Wakefield Me
morial Bridge, a corporation, to construct a bridge across the 
Potomac River; H. R. 8190, authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Colorado River near Blythe, Calif.; H. R. 
8918, granting the consent of Congre~s for the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Louisiana, 
l\Io. ; H. R. 8950, granting the consent of Congress to the State 
of Minnesota to construct a bridge across the Minnesota River 
at or near Shakopee, 1\Iinn., and H. R. 9688, granting the con
Rent of Congress for the construction, maintenance, and opera· 
tion of a bridge across Sandusky Bay at or near Baybridge, 
Ohio. These conference reports represent an agreement be
tween the two Houses with reference to the forms of bridge 
bills and I do not think it necessary to take up the time of the 
House to read them. So I ask unanimous consent that they 
be considered as read and be approved. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent that these conference reports, all relating to 
bridges anft _being formal in their nature, be considered to
gether. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRAl\lTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
which I have no idea of doing, I have noticed that four or 
five of these bills have been in considerable controversy be
tween the House and Senate, and I take it these are the con
ference reports. Most of us have not been in the habit of 
following these bridge bills, having the impression that certain 
definite forms were followed and that certain rules apply. If 
that is true, how does it happen that the House and Senate 
should be in vigorous disagreement as to a number of these 
bills, because if the committee is not following some definite 
form and applying certain rules the House wants to know it, 
and we will have to watch these bills a little more. 

Mr. DENISON. I will state to the gentleman from Michigan 
that there was a very marked difference in views between 
the committee of the Senate and the committee of the House 
with reference to certain policies, and those differences in views 
made conferences necessary on these bills. The result of the 
conferences has been that an agreement has been arrived at 
between the two Houses as to the forms of these bills, and the 
agreements are now embodied in these conference reports. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman in a word indicate to 
the House the nature of the new policy adopted for our in
formation? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes; I will be glad to do that. 
The policy pertains entirely to the construction of toll 

bridges. We have provided in bills now that there shall be a 
right of recapture . of privately constructed toll bridges in 
favor of the States or political subdivisions of the States in 
which or adjoining which the bridges are located, under a 
limited measure of compensation. 

The House committee insisted that If we give a State or a 
city or other municipality this right of recapture of a privately 
owned toll bridge, under the limited measure of damages 
specified in the bill, when the State or the city amortizes the 
amount which it pays for the bridge, it then ought to make it a 
free bridge. 

The Senate committee had a different view. They contended 
that when the State or the city takes over a bridge by con· 
demnation, the State or the city ought to have the right to 
operate it as a toll bridge indefinitely, and after they had re
covered from the tolls the amount they paid for the bridge, 
they ought to have the right to continue the tolls and use them 
for other purposes, thereby collecting a permanent tax from 
the traveling public to be used for other municipal purposes. 
The House committee was not willing to agree with this view 
and, finally, after conferences, the Senate has in the main ac
cepted our view; now when the cities or other municipali
ties of the States take advantage of thi~ privilege which we are 
giving them to recapture privately owned toll bridges, and 
after they have amortized the cost to them, they must then 
make theni free or substantially so. 

That has been the principal difference in view, and it has 
finally been adjusted, and we have embodied the agreement in 
the conference reports, and I do not think conferences will 
hereafter be necessary on any of these bills, because we have 
reached an agreement as to policy. 

I am hoping within the next few days to ask unanimous con
sent to address the House for 20 or 30 minutes on the subject 
of bridges and I will then insert in the RECORD--

. 
1\fr. GARNER of Texas. And your committee will probably 

get out a form of bill to meet the requirements of the con
ference report you have agreed upon? 

1\Ir. DENISON. If I can get the consent of the House within 
the next few days--

1\lr. ARENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Illinois? 
l\1r. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object 

just to make this comment, since I brought this matter up. I 
think the gentleman and his fellow conferees are entitled to 
congratulations upon having protected the public interest as 
they have. [Applause.] 

1\fr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I FRS going to say that I 
intend to insert in the RECORD with my remarks, if I can get 
the consent of the House to do so in the next few days, the 
forms of the various kinds of bridge bills that have been agreed 
upon by the committees of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the conference reports 

will be considered as having been read and agreed to. 
There was no objection. 

PENSIONS 
.Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11446) 

granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers 
and sailors of the Civil 'Var and certain widows and depend
ent children of soldiers and sailors of said. war, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The. SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani

mous consent that this bill be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, a.nd the Clerk will report the bill. 

The .Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 

is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws-

The name of Eliza J. Bogle, widow of Joseph S. Bogle, late of 
Company H, One hundred and sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Lockwood, widow of Edgar N. Lockwood, 
late of Company A, Sl.xth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and 
Company D, First Regiment Michigan Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, 
and p\y her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary H. Robbins, widow of Hiram L. Robbins, late or 
Company G, Ninety-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Lucy H. Woolard, widow of Washington W. Woolard, 
late of Company H, Twenty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month· in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. · 

The name of Harriet L. Messenger, widow of John Messenger, late 
of Company B, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Earl Kelley, helpless and dependent son of Jerome 
Kelley, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Frances Server, helpless and dependent daughter of 
William H. Server, late of Company G, Eighty-second Regiment In
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month through a legally appointed guardian on a separate voucher. 

The name of Margaret Hayes, widow of George W. Hayes,· late of 
Company G, Thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Margaret Tucker, widow of William J. Tucker, late 
of Company A, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Emma Schaumburger, widow of Henry Schaumburger, 
late unassigned, Seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Ileavy Ar· 
tillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month tn lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary H. Briggs, widow of William R. Briggs, late of 
Company I, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, nnd Com· 
pany I, First Regiment New York Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay hl'r a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Lizzie H. Elliott, widow of John A. Elliott, late of 
Company B, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
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pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu ot that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Hannah O'Brien, widow of Cornellus O'Brien. late of 
Company I, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 

The name of Sadie E. Oliver, widow of William F. Oliver, late of 
Company B, Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

Tbc name of Ella F. George, widow of A. Morrison George, late of 
Company E, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Laura w_ Pratt, helpless and dependent daughter of 
Barney F_ Pratt, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Vermont 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
through a legally appointed guardian. 

The name of Mal'y L_ Stewart, widow of Frederick T. Stewart, late 
of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Vermont Militia Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

'l'be name of Sarah L. Adams, widow of George W. Adams, late of 
Company D, Sixteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her· a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Anna Williamson, widow of Essie Williamson, I:ite of 
Company G, One hundred and sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

'fhe name of Emily J_ Farrar, widow of Wilkinson Farrar, late of 
Company A, Sixty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
recei'dng. 

The name of Louesa Butcher, widow of William Butcher, late of Com
pany I, Sixth Regiment ~fichigan Volunteer Cavalry, and One hundred 
and first Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary E. Hurl, widow of Nicholas Harl, late of Com
pany F, Twenty-seyenth Regiment- United States Colored Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month i~ lieu 
of that she is now receiving. · 

The name of Annie E. Lamb, · widow of Silas Lamb, late of Com
pany A, Sixth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Cava1ry, and 
pay her a. pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary Brownfield, widow of Thomas Brownfield, late of 
Company A, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Eliza O'Neil, widow of Henry O'N~l, late of Company 
F, Seventh Regiment, and Company A, Eleventh Regiment, Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 
• The name of Elizabeth Pringle, helpless and dependent daughter of 
AleJ.:ander G_ Pringle, late of Company D, Third Regiment Potomac 
Horne Brigade, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Loucretla C. Robinson, widow of George W. Robinson, 
late of Company A., Second Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elisabeth Rossell, widow of James Rossell, late of 
Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah E. Zion, widow of John H. Zinn, late of Com
pany F, Seventeenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Sarah C. Young, widow of Martin L. Young, late of 
Company C, Eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary A_ Stroup, widow of SamGel Stroup, late of Collll
pany E, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment F'c-nnsylvanla Volun
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary A. Bowser, widow of Daniel L_ Bowser, late of 
Company K, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol:mteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Jieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Emma J. Smith, widow of George Smith, late of Com
pany E, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Veteran Infantry, and 
Company I, One hundred and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company B, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

'l'he name of Sophia J. Long, widow of Arnon Long, late of Com
pany I, Twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, and Company 

I, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Pronslonal Co.valry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name .of Susanna Imler, widow of John R Imler, late of Com
pany C, Eighty-second Regiment PennsylYania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 pe1· monfn in heu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Henrietta Downing, widow of Cl!arl<:'s Downing, late of 
Company .A, Eighth Regiment Illinois Voluntee~ CaYalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu o~ that she is now 
receiYing. 

Tl)e name of Martha K. Patterson, widow of Henry B. Patterson, 
late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment Ohio 
Natlona1 Guard Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month ill lieu of that she is now receiviJ1g. 

The name of Hannah U. Barker, widow of James H. Barker, late of 
Company "B, Seventy-fourth Regiment New York Yt:Iunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary A. Stowell, widow of John C. Stowell, late of 
Company II, One hundred a11d twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Iruantry, and Twenty-eighth Company, Second Battalion Veteran Re
serve Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Fannie S. Bush, widow of Edwb H. Bush, late of 
E Battalion, Twelfth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Emma R. Hamilton, widow of Ste!'hen K. Hamilton, 
alias Stephen Kerrigan, late of Company C, Thirty--;ixth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving_ 

The name of Susannah G. Newcomb, widow of Jeremiah ·Newcomb, 
late of Company I, Second Regiment Conne:!tic'lt Volunteer Heavy · 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month tn lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Emma J. Childs, widow of Royal S. Childs, late of 
Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company H, First Regiment New York Volunteer I.ight Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. · · 

The name of Louisa R. Webber, widow of Allen Webber, late of Com
pany K, Twenty-second Regiment Maine Volunb·er Infantry, and Third 
Battery Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, and par her a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Emma L. Davis, widow of Ge'>r~P W. Davis, late of 
Twelfth unassigned company, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Nellie M. Withee, widow of Ezra Withee, jr., late of 
Company E, Third Regiment California Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she ts now 
receiving. 

The name of Joanna Simpson, widow of Joseph Simpson, late of 
Company A, Eightieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Elizabeth Hutchison, widow of Richard Hutchison, late 
of Company A, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment United States 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The name of Nancy A. Ginn, widow of Alexander D. Ginn, late of 
Company I, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re
ceiving. 
~he name of Mary M. Walker, widow of John Walker, late of Com

pany K, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan
try, and pay het· a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Belgard, widow of Ellger Belgard, late of 
Company A, One hundred and fifty-fin;t Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Lucinda Lunt, widow of Henry W. Lunt, late of Com
pany F, Seventy-third Regiment, and Company F, Forty-fourth Regi
ment, illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month. 

The name of Louise Mowers, widow of John Mowers, late of Com
pany C, Twenty-second Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Cornelia Kenfield, widow of Wesley Kenfield, late of 
Company G, One hundred and fourth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she Is now receiving. 

The name of Eliza A. Spraker, former widow of Will~am H. Daniels, 
late of ~mpany G, Twenty-second Regiment New York Volunteer .cav
alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Charlotte Tyndall, widow of .John W. Tyndall, late 
landsman, United States NavJ, Civil War, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month. 
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The name of Rosie Adams, widow of John Adams, late of Company 

K One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer lnfnn
tr~·. and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Josephine Dodson, widow of John Dodson, late of Com
puny B, Sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Betsy A. Cranker, widow of John r. Cranker, late of 
Company H, One hundred and eighty-fifth Regiment New York Volun
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month ln 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Lillie Hamby, widow of William Hamby, late of Com
pany C, Seventeenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of 30 per month. 

The name of Maria J. Burnham, widow of Harry Burnham, late of 
Company A, Fourteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company B, Second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Anna M. Crosby, helpless and dependent daughter of 
Wallace Crosby, late of Company G, One .hundred and first Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

The name of Nancy M. Moore, widow of Otis Moore, late of Com
pany D, Fifty-second Regiment Massachusetts Militia Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Angie M. Reed, widow of Henry C. Reed, late of Com
pany C, Forty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts State Militia Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Mary J. Welch, widow of Philip W. Welch, late of Com
pany C, One hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Robert Zink, late of Company C, Eighteenth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month. 

The name of Laura A. Martin, widow of Joseph C. Martin, late of 
~mpany A, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Com
pany B, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Clara J. Cunningham, widow of David W. Cunningham, 
late of Company G, Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Jennie E. Baker, widow of William M. Baker, late of 
Company K, Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month ln lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah C. Childers, widow of Commodore P. Childers, 
late of Company L, Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Cunningham, former widow of Merit Cunning
ham, late of Company H, Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah E. Dragoo, widow of George N. Dragoo, late of 
Fourth Independent Company, Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Lltha C. Silvers, widow of Cornelius Silvers, late of 
Company G, Seventeenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

'l'he name of Donia C. Eakins, widow of James A. Eakins, late of 
Company C, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Sarah E. Sunderland, widow of Francis M. Sunderland, 
late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and Company D, Fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month ln lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Henrietta Reed, widow of Orville S. Reed, late of Signal 
Corps, United States Volunteers, Civil War, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of John M. Christy, helpless and dependent son of John A. 
Christy, late of Company K, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy 
.Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Elizabeth Miller, widow of David D. Miller, late of 
Company G, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Gates, helpless and dependent daughter of 
Martin Gates, late of Company H, lfifty-eighth Regiment Indiana Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her ' a pension ·at the rate of $20 per month 
through a legally appointed guardian. 

The name of Kate Rhea, former widow of Eli Howell, late of Com
pany D, Forty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary J. Tullis, widow of Seth C. Tullis, late of Com
pany C, Sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a penRion 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Talitha J. Steward, widow of Eugene H. Steward, late 
of Company E, Sixty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the t·ate of $50 per month in lieu of that she ls 
now receiving. 

The name of Martha McGonagle, widow of Robert McGonagle, late 
of Company I; Ninety-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month, through a legally 
appointed guardian, in lieu of that she is now recei>ing. 

The name of Avarllla C. Culler, widow of Abraham Culler, late of 
Company M, '.rhlrd Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of• that she is now re
ceiving. 

The name of Clara J. Crozier, widow of William Crozier, late of Com
pany F, One hundred and forty-second Regiment, and Company E. One 
hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Silas A. Weaver, late of Company L, First Regiment 
New York Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month. 

The name of Ellen .A. Baker, widow of William H. Baker, late of 
Company C, One hundred and forty-second Regiment New York Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Exby, now Slerer, former widow of Thomas 
Exby, late of Company A, Seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Betsy F. Ballou, widow of Irving W. Bn.llou, late of 
Company D, Twenty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate o:f $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Ettie H. French, widow of John H. French, late of 
Company D, One hundred and se>enteenth Regiment New York Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she Is now receiving. 

The name of Eliza M. Inman, widow ·of William M. Inman, late o:f 
Company C, Ninety-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mariah E .. Smith, widow of David B. Smith, late of 
Company A, Tenth Regiment, and Company K, Twenty-ninth Regi
ment, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate o:f 
$30 per month. 

The name of Alice G. Guyer, widow of John P. Guyer, alias JohQ 
P. Guire, late of Company H, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment 
Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The name of Martha A. Turner, widow of Joseph H. Turner, late of 
Company H, Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Ueu of tha.t she is 
now receiving. 

The name o:f America Williamson, widow of Zachariah T. William
son, late of Company K, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

The name of Mary E. Hollingsworth, widow of Wllliam A. Hol
lingsworth, late of Company E, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the t·ate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Martha E. Schooler, widow of Job Schooler, late of 
Company C, Twenty-third Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she ls 
now receiving. 

The name of Jolm H. Milstead, late of Captain William B. 1\Iilstead's 
Company G, Fifty-first Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and Captain 
Lee Henry's Company G, Fifty-first Regiment, Enrolled Missouri MUitia, 
and pay him a pension at the rate o! $50 per month. 

'l'he name of Sarah J. Arbuckle, widow of George W. Arbuckle, late 
o:f Company H, 'l'blrd Regiment, and Company L, Seventh Regiment, 
Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving . 

The name of Mary Powell, widow o! John L. Powell, late of Com
pany I, Fourth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she lis 
now receiv,!.ng. 

The name of Elizabeth A. Richards, widow of Reuben R. Richards, 
late of Twelfth Independent Battery, New York Volunteer Light Artil
lery, a!ld pay her a pension at the rat'e of $50 per month In lieu of that 
she ls now receiving. 
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The name of Eliza Rammond, widow of Charles Hammond late of 

Company B, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 'and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
l'ecelving. 

The name of Marion L. Ros , widow of John D. Ross, late of Com
pany II, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infant ry, ·and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of t hat she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary L. Taylor, former widow of Isaac N. Morton, late 
of Company A, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pen ion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Mary J. Harcourt, widow of Robert Harcourt, late of 
Company . K, Forty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension ·at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

'L'he name of Julia Farrell, widow of P e- ter Farrell, late first-class 
boy, l'nited States Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of &50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

'l'he name of Elizabeth G. Snyder, widow of William Snyder, late of 
Company F, Twenty-fifth Regiment New Jet·sey Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay l.Jer a pension at the rate of ~50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 
· Tbe name of .Amnnda M. Finney, former widow of Theodore F. Tom
kins, late of Company G, One hundred and ninety-second R<>giment 
P<>nnsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that she Is n<lw receiving. 

The name of Mary A. Helm, widow of Zachariah S. Helm, late of 
Company E, Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Amelia C. Keck, ·widow of Jacob S. Keck, late of Com- . 
pany I, One hun<lred and forty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Anna Pruden, widow of Sanmel .A. Pruden, late of 
Company I, Twenty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay hE>r a pension at the rate of $30 per month. · 

The name of Jennie B. Slayton, widow of Walter C. Slayton, late of 
Company G, One hundrffi and eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volun
teer Infantry, and Forty-second Company, Second Battalion, Veteran 
Re erve Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

'.rbe name of Amelia A. Collins, widow of Henry C. Collins, late of 
Company E, Thirty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of ~Iartba C. Honsbet·ger, widow of Isaiah Hunsberger, 
late of Company A, One hundred and fo•Jrth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eva Christia Loth, widow of Joseph Loth, late of Com
pany I, Twen ty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of 50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Mary J. Rickard, widow of Zina S. Rickard, late of 
Company B, One hundred and ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pen ion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. 

The name of :Mary E. Whitmore, widow of John J. Whitmore, late 
of Company I , Seventy-second Regiment Ohio Volunteet· Infan try, an() 
pay her a pension at the ra te of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Maria E. Witter, widow of Jonathan Witter, late of 
Company H, One hundred and first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
Is now receiving. 

The name of _Ellen E. Godfrey, widow of John T. Godfrey, late of 
Company D, Sixth Regiment Massachusetts Militia Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a. pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is I!OW receiving. 

'I'he name of Callie Wagner, widow. of Theodore M. Wagner, late of 
Company C, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Joseph M. Christy, helpless and dependent son of John 
A. Christy, late of Company K, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy 
.Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per mon-th. 

The name of John Quinn, helpless and dependent son of John Quinn, 
late of Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and. 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month through a higally 
appointed guardian. 
~ The name of Martha J. Forsythe, widow of John Forsythe, late of 

C_omp:iny D, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy· Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving: Prov·ided, That in the event of the death of Margaret 

.Ann Forsythe, helpless and dependent daughter of said Martha J. and 
John Forsythe, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and 
determine: And provided- fut·ther, That in the event of the death of 
Martha J. Forsythe the name of said Margaret Ann Forsythe shall be 
placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date 
of death of said Martha J. Forsythe. 

The name of Sarah F. Kanouse, widow of David M. Kanouse, late of 
Company F, Thil'ty-sirth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she Is 
now receiving. 

'rhe name of Louisa Ward, helpless and dependent daughter of 
Thomas .A. Ward, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Tennf'ssee 
Yolunteer Cavalry, and pay bet a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
through a legally appointed guardian. 

The name of Sam Meador, helpless and dependent son of Pleasant 
H. Meador, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment, and Company E, 
Twenty-third Regiment, Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Louisa Kemp, widow of Loren Kemp, late of Company 
B. ~irst Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re~eiv
lng. 

The name of Leonora D. Mullen, widow of <korge F. Mullen, late of 
Company E, Forty-first Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Annie Goodwin, widow .of Wilson Goodwin, late of 
Company C, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Phebey T. Miller, widow of William H. Miller·, late of 
Company C, Second Battalion Ohio National Guard Cavalry, anu pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

'l'he name of Emily V. Buskirk, widow of Marshall D. Buskirk, late 
of Company I, Fir-st Regiment Wisconsin ,Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

Tbe name of Margaret .A. Warner, widow of William H. Warner late 
musician, ·:blrty-eig-htb Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pensiOn at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Henry W. Key, helpless and dependent son of Tbeophilus 
Key, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

'!'he na~e of Ophelia Shoemaker, widow of John T. Shoemaker, late 
of Compan! ·M, Eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pensiOn at the rate of $50 per month in Ueu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Delia M. Hall, widow of Charles H. Hall, late of Com
panies I and F, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her ft pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Sarah A. Eby, widow of Samuel P. Eby, late of Com
pa.ny K, T~entieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a penswn at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Jennie Benjamin, widow of Watson K. Benjamin late 
of Comp~ny A, Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers' and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. ' 

The name_ of Ann Ryan, widow of Timothy Ryan, late. of Company 
D, Twenty-.etgbth Regiment Ma sachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pensiOn at the rate of_$50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. . 

The name of Maria Dalton, widow of William L. Dalton, late of 
Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now re~eiving. 

The name o! 1\Iary M. Janes, widow of John E. Janes, late of Com
pany_ B, Eighty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pensiOn at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Matilda Miller, widow of Benjamin C. Miller, late of 
Company H, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew Caldwell, late of Company D, Seventy-second 
Regiment Missouri Enrolled Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month. 

The name of Elizabeth L. Henson, widow of Charles L. Henson, late 
of Company C, Ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she. is now 
receiving. 

The name of Lucy Wolfington, widow o! John B. Wolfington, alias 
John B. Hall,)ate of .CoJPpany ..II, Twenty-fourth Regiment New Y.ork 
Volunt~er Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $56 per month 
in lien of that she is now l'ece1ving. . 
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The name of 'Marilla Matthews, widow of Eugene Matthew~, late o_f The name of Nancy E. Dillon; wldow J o-r Ezekiel · Dlllon, late of 
Co~panr A, Thirty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and G~mpany G, First Regiment -Potomac Home Brigade, ·Maryland ·Volun-
pay her a pension _at the rate of $30 per month. teer Cavalry, and- pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Sat:ah Ann Turner, widow of Thomas Turner, late of The name of A~tle Noles, widow of John T. Noles, late of Company 
Company E, One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania F, Seventy-seventh· Regiment Ohio Volunteer lnfant{y; and pa:y her a 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. The name of Albert 0. Tucker, late of Company K, Eleventh Regi-

The name of Mary J. Shranger, widow of Garret B. Sbranger, late of ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, First Regiment 
company A, };'orty-fifth Regiment, and Company G, One hundred and Maine Sharpshooters, and pay him a pension · at the rate of $50 per 
fifth Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infa.ntry, and pay her a pension month. 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. The name of Mary H. Appleton, widow of Charles F. Appleton, late 

'Ihe name of Margaret J. McKean, widow of John B. McKean, late of of Company B, Thirtieth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
Company I, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Infantry, and pay and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 pt!r inonth in lieu of that 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in l_ieu of that she is now she is now receiving. 
receiving. The name of Sarah J. Somerlott, widow of Andrew Somerlott, 

The name of Ella J. Hunsbarger, widow of David Hunsbarger, late late of Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
of Company H, One hundred and tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- and pay her a pension at the mte of $50 per month in lieu of that 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 1 she is DOW receiving. 
lieu of that she Js now receiving. 1 The name of Louisa Semmel, widow of Charles Semmel, late of 

The name of Abigail A. Butler, widow of Joseph B. Butler, late of 1 Company D, One hundred and eighth Regiment New York Vqlunteer 
Company G, Twenty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 1 Infantry, and unassigned detachment, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay 
and pay ·her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that I her a p('nslon at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
she is now receivJ:ng. receiving. 

The name of Cornelia J. Lester, widow of Cassius Lester, late of I The name of Edna M. Brownell, helpless and dependPnt daughter 
Company G, One hundred and fourth Regiment New York Volunteer of Kingsley Brownell, late of Company C, Twenty-first Regiment New 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 

The name of Viola Holmes, widow of Alfred Holmes, late of Com- month. 
pany K, One hundred and seventy-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer The name of Eliza J. Johnson, widow of hletit C. Johnson, late ot 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. Company A, Ninety-second Regiment Illtnofs Volunteer Infantry, and 

The name of Cora R. Burton, widow of Hiram S. Burton, late of I pay her a pension at the r~te of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
Company B, Seventy-second Regiment, and Company H, Thirty-third is now receiving. 
Regiment, Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 'l'he name of Mary A. Crow, widow of Samu~l B. Crow, late _ of 
rate ot $30 per month. Company F., Ninetieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 

The. name of Laura A. Anderson, widow of John L. Anderson, late a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment Missouri Home Guards, and pay receiving. 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. The name of Mandane Wright, wld~w of James S. Wright, Jab> of 

The name of Sedate C. Cooley, widow of Milo W. Cooley, late of 
1 

Company K, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
Company G, Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and a pension at the rate of 'GO per month In lieu of that she is now 
pay her a pension. at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she ls i' receiving. 
now receiving. 'l'he name of Melissa Vorhees. widow .ot William Vorhees, late of 

The name of Amelia Weber, widow of Frederick Weber, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
Company C, Second Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Maryland Vol· her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. receiving. 

The name of Maggie Neidig, helpless and dependent daughter of The name of Maria J. Pierct>, widow of Robert Pierce, late of 
Valentine Neidig, late of Company K, Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol· I Company C, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. I her a pension at the rate of $;)0 per month in lieu of that she Is now 

The name of Lovina E. Willoughby, widow of Levi P. Wllloughby, receiving. . . 
late of Company F, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio The name of Mary H. Bell, widow of David Bell, late of Company 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per K, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment Ohlo National Guard Infantry, 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. I and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 

The name of Alice Mansfield, widow of Joel H. Mansfield, late of I she is now receiving. 
Company F, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and The name of .\..nnie M. Todd, widow of James T. Todd, late ot 
landsman, United States Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pension at Company G, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
the rate of $30 per month. I Infantry, and puy her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 

The name of Myra C. Ilawley, widow of Truman M. Hawley, late of that she is now receiving. 
of Company C, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay I The name of Elizabeth Moore, helpless aml dependent daughter of 
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now James A. Moore, late of Company C, Forty-third Regiment Missouri 
receiving. ,.olunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 

The name of Georgie A. Fifield, widow of Charles H. Fifield, late of month through a legally appointed guardian. 
Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 'l'he name of Emma M. Tallentl.re, widow of John R. Tallentire, 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now· late of Company E, Sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
receiving. pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 

The name of Hannah Dyslln, widow of Ezra Dyslln, late of Com- now receiving. 
pnny K, First Regiment New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and The name of Lucinda A. Gregg, wtdow of .Arthur C. GrE.>gg, late of 
Company G, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay Company B, Twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infnntry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of ~hat she is now her a pension at the rate of $50 per month tn Ueu of that she is now 
r.eceiving. receiving. 

Tbe name of Malvina Jenkins, widow of Henry Jenkins, late of The 'name of Susan J. Waite, widow of Benjamin F. Waite, late of 
Company K, One hundr.ed and ninth Regiment United States Colored Company I, One lmndred and sixty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. of that she is now receiving. 

'l'he name of Mariah Feagley, widow of Mark W. Feagley, late of The name of Thomas Colburn, late of Capt. Adam Flesher's Com-
Compa.ny C, Sixty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, · and pay pany A, Forty-first Regiment Enrolled Missouri Mllltla, and pay him a 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now pension at the rate of $50 per month. 
receiving. The name of Harriet A. IIoffer, widow of George Hoffer, late of 

The name of Ellen Hughes, widow of Patrick Hughes, alias Patrick Company C, Eighty-fourth Regiment, and Company H, Fifty-seventh 
K~agan, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
Infantry, and Company F, Thirty-fifth R.egiment Wisconsin Volunteer the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate o.f $30 per month. The name of Mary E. Hervey, widow of Henry W. B. Hervey, late 

The name of Deborah E. Bowling, widow of Nicholas Bowling, late of Company E, 'Iwo hundred and fifteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol
of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
Dow receiving. The name of Harriet Johnson, widow of John Johnson, late of Com-

The name of Amelia A. Keith, widow of Mathias Keith, late of pa-ny G, ·Ninth Regiment New ;Tilrsey . Volunteer lpfantry, and pay, 
Company D, Eighth Regiment lllinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 pel' month in lieu of that she is ·now 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. receivin~. 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD--ROUSE 8087 
The name 6f Sarah·E: Roebrrck; widow of Lawrenc-e R. Roebuck,- late 

quartermaster's l'mployee, Civil War, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $50.])er month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The .name of Emma J. Shade, widow of Simon Shade, late of Captain 
Wightm~'s company-, One hundred and twelfth ·Regiment Ohio Volun
teer Infantry, and Compan)" G, Sixty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

.The name of Lizzie C. Castelo, widow of Calvin B. Castelo, late of 
Company D, Fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry; and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving .. 

The name of Flora Odell, widow. of Andrew J. Odell, late of Com
pany F, Fourth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Granville Tobey, late of Capt~ Mills Dawson's Com
pany D, First Battalion Provisional · Enrolled -Missouri Mi:ttia, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month . . 

The name of Mary A. Smith, widow of Thomas .R. Smith, late of 
Company H, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate. of $30 per month. · 

The name of Sarepta Rich,a,rds, . w_idow of .Clark _ S. Ricllards, late_ of 
Capt. James Reid's Company E, Fifth Regiment EnroJied Missouri 
Militia (CoL Thomas J. C. Fagg), and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month. 

The ·name ~f :Ma;y ' Garlip.ghouse,- widow of Aurelius D. Garling
house, late of Company I, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment 
Indiana Voluntear Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in Ue•1 of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Jennie Hunter, widow of Hl'nry R. Hunter, late of 
Cpmpany E, One hu~d~ed and eighty-fourth Regiment New York Volun
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving . 

. The name of Emma A. Wright, -widow. of Benjamin Wright, late of 
CQmpany K, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pensi:>n at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

. The name of. Margaret J. £aker, former widow of Irvin D. Baker, 
late of Company I, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Lydia A. McGrew, widow of James F. McGrew, late of 
Company A, Forty-third Regimpnt . Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and· pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving . 

. The name of Weston G. Sabins, helpless and dependent son of 
Philander G.· Sabins, late of Company .A, Second Regiment Massachu
setts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

'The name of Emily F. Smith, former widow of David F. Byhlmyer, 
late of Company K, Thirty-fifth Regiment OhiO Volunteer Infantry, and 
unassigned Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Melissa B. Roberts, widow· of Albert H. Roberts, late 
of Company C, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volun· 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 1n 
lieu of that she is now receiving.' 

The name of Marcelia· S. ·Brodt, widow of James W. Brodt, late of 
Company B, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

'l'be name of C. Jennie Congleton, widow of Wilber ·E. Congleton, late 
of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artil
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now recei~g. · · 

The name of Martha J. McGonagle, widow of John McGonagle, late 
of Company K, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment, and Company C, 
Sixty-second Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receivhig. 

The name of Marla Tway, widow of Williamson T. Tway, _late of 
Company G, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer . ~fan try, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month through _ a legally 
appointed guardian. 

The name of Ella Buchanan, widow of Clinton C. Buchanan, late of 
Company A, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Inf~ntry, and . pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Jane Ayre, widow of Peter .Ayre, aiias Peter Eyre, late 
landsman, United States Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per nwnth. 

pay her a penSion af th~ rate crt $50 p·er month fu · lieu -of"that-slte is 
now receiVfug. · - · · - ' ' 

The name of Harriette A. Boyd, widow of Johh L. Boyd,- late of 
Nield's Independent Battery, Delaware Light Artillery, and pay her a 
pension at the rate' of $30-per inontti. - . . 

The name of Catherine' Rutherford, widow of David Rutherford, late 
of Company B, One hundred o.nd forty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at -the · rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name .of Amanda ·Lowry, helpless and. dependent daughter of 
John K. Lowry, late of Company F, Forty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volun
teer Infantry, and pay her a .pension . at the rate of $20 per month. 
' The name of Melissa E. Gaines, former widow of Ransom M. Ray
mond, late of Company A, Eighth' Regiment Missouri State Militia 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. · 

The mime of ~iary Jane Worthington, widow of Thomas E. Worth
ington, late of Company B, Twentieth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Theodosia D. Whitaker, widow of Edward W. 'Whitaker, 
late of ·company ·c, Second Regiment New ·York Volunteer Cavalry, and 
lieutenant colonel, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Cavalry, and 
brevet brigadier general, Volunteers, and pay her a pensio.n at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Alice E. Miller, widow of Henry J. Miller, late of Com
pany D, Sixth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 ~!'r month. 

The n'anie ol Mary· E .. Masterson, widow of james F. Masterson, late 
~f Company H, One hundxed and fifty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay hl'r a penRlon at .the ' rate of $3o· per month. 

The n'ame ·of Sarah E: Reed, widow of James Reed, f:tlias Gustavus 
E,. Reed, late of CoJ?pan·y ID, ,Sixty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volun
teer Infantry, and pa'y hl'r a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Catharine Fielding, widow of John H. Fielding, late of 
Company E, Tenth Regiment New jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is· now 
receiving. . . . . . . . -

The name of Elizabeth Penland, widow of Joseph S. Pen!and, late of 
Company A, Ele~enth Regiment .Tennesse~ Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a' pension at the "rate of $30 per month. ' 

The name of Margaret C. Ebbert, widow of William N. Ebbert, late 
of 'company G, Fourteenth Re~ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay. her a ,pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
ls now receiving. _ 

The name of Anne M. Luman, . ~idow of Theodore Lum·an, ' late first 
lieutenant and adjutant, Second Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Mary
land V~lunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at . the rate of $50 per 
month In lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elmina C. Standley, former widow of William P. Stand
ley, hite of Company H, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, 
'and pay her a pension at the rate o! $50 per month in lieu · of that s~e 
is now receiving. · 

The name. of Mary M. Sams, widow of Francis M. Sams, late adju
tant, Fil·st Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah A. Noxon, widow of Remon Noxon, late of Com
pany E, One hundxed and eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Jennie E. Wynn, widow of William H. Wynn, late of 
Company L, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

_The name of Mary E. Garrett, widow of Frank B. Garrett, late adju
tant, First Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Fannie S. Nuss, widow of Henry F. Nuss, late of Com
pany F, First Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. -

The ·name of Clarissa Bard, widow of Austin T. Bard, late of Com- · 
pany F, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Adalaide Belleau, widow of Abraham Belleau, late of 
Company A, -{)ne hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volun
teer Infantry, and Company E, Twentieth Regiment Veteran Reserve 
Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The · name of Florence Crowell, widow of Martin Crowell, late of 
Company H, Sixty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
~w~~~~ . . ' 

The name of Emeline Reed, widow of Charles F. Reed, late second 
lieuten1inf, Second Battery, Iowa Volunteer Light Artiller~. ·and- P!!-Y 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of .that she is now • The name of Emily Roof, widow of Abram Roof, late of Company 

M, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her 
Radt, late of a pension at the rate o~ $50 per mo.nth in lieu of that she is now 
Infantry, and r~cei!_ing! . ·-

receiving. '· 
The natne of Emiiia Radt, wido~ of Frederick . W. 

Company G, Eighty-second Regiment nrf'nots Volunteer 
:.. . . . . . . 
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The name of Uary C. Witherby, widow of James L. Witherby, late of 

Company E, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Nancy I. Hankins, widow of Benjamin F. H. Hankins, 
late of Company C, Sixty-eighth Regiment, and Company E, One hun
dred and ninety-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 p~r month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of ~annie Kirby, former widow of Richard S. Draper, 
late of Company D, First Regiment New York Volunteer Marine Artil
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Ann M. Heckaman, widow of George W. Heckaman, 
late of Company I, Eighty-seventh · Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Lydia Lau, widow of John K. Lau, late of Company 
D, One hundred and sixty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Catharine Hoffman, widow of Peter B. Hoffman, late 
of Company I, Eighth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Sarah J. Laucks, widow <lf Benjamin Laucks, late of 
Company E, One hundred and sixty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Drafted MUitia Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Lowe, widow of George W. l..owe, late of 
Company G, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer In
fantry, and Company F, One "hundred and ninetieth Regiment Penn
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of ·Jennie E. Derby, widow of George Derby, jr., late of 
Company F, Second Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Nancy M. Chapman, widow of Austin J. Chapman, 
late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Claudia B. Tribble, widow of Alfred Tribble, late of 
Company E, Seventh Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month ln lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Nona Buck, helpless and dependent daughter of Evan 
Buck, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
f'avalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Cornelia A. Dowell, widow of John Dowell, late ordi
nary seaman, United States Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Bettie E. Garner, widow of !ell B. Garner, alias Isam 
B. Garner, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Curtis C. Kirgan, helple s and dependent son of Alfred 
D. Kirgan, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Maggie Kinart, widow of Samuel Kinart, late of Com
pany H, Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 a month. 

The name of Mary Jane Howells, helpless and dependent daughter 
of Robert D. Howells, late of Company C, One hundred and seventy
ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Eveline Mooney, widow of Jacob C. Mooney, late of 
Company C, First Battalion, Fourteenth Regiment United States Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Delila Golden, helpless and dependent daughter of 
Jacob Golden, late of Company K, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Vol
unteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
through a legally appointed guardian. 

The name of Samantha A. Coffey, widow of George H. Coffey, lnte of 
Company C, Third Regiment United States Vo-lunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Libbie B. Sanders, widow of Harvey J. Sanders, late of 
Company H, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artil
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Robert Lewis, late acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, Civil War, and pay him a pensio-n at the rate of $50 per 
month ln lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Rosabelle Wade, widow of Myron C. Wade, late of 
Company F, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and. pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

'l'he name of .Anna Jesmer, former widow of Aar6n Mandigo, late of 
Company M, Eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and 

pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month ln lieu of that she 1M 
now receiving. 

The name of Rilda A. Redding, widow of Ritchard M. Redding, late 
of Company E, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Vo-lunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Sarah A. Eckstein, widow of George Eckstein, late of 
Company H, Eighty-second Regiment Illinois Vo!Wlteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Etta Burns, widow of Dennis Burns, late of Company 
I, One hundred and ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving: Pro-vided, That in the event of the death of .Allie 
Burns, helpless and dependent daughter of said Ettl\ and Dennis Burn , 
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And 
provided further, That in the event of the death of Etta Burns. the 
name of said Allie Burns shall be placed on the p-:>nsion roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension l.lws, at the rate of 
$20 pe1· month from and after the date of deatb of said Etta Burns. 

.The name of Mary E. Pearson, widow of Ira A. Pearson, late of 
Company I, Thirty-third Regiment Io-wa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
ller a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Nancy Wright, widow of Rufus Wright, late of Company 
G, Seventh Regiment Tennessee .Mounted Volunteer Infantry, an•l pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Lou Ogden, wido-w of Wyatt Ogd<>n, late of Comp:my G, 
Sixty-fifth Regiment United States Colored V3lunt~er Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Almira Henderson, widow of William T. Henderson, 
late of Company G, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate o-f $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Mary C. Whitlock, widow of Alexan<l~r Whitlock, late of 
Company G, One hundred and first Regiment Illinois Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Melvina F()Ster, widow of Decatur Foster, late of Com
pany K, One hundred and forty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of · George D. Helwig, late of unassigned company, Fifty
second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate o-f $50 per month. 

The name of Lillian L. Near, helpless and dependent daughter of 
Benjamin C. Near, late of Company H, Ninety-follrth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month through a legally appointed guardian. 

The name of Lucia Clark, widow of David H. Clark, late of Com
pany K, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, 
Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

'l'he name of Katie J. Jerolmon, widow of Robert W. Jerolmon, late 
of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

' The name of Carrie R. Royster, widow of Robert D. Royster, lat of 
Company K, Sixteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at th~ rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Cyntha A. Shafer, widow of Henry Shafer, - late of 
Company B, One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Rachel A. Boyer, widow of Esta Boyer, late of Com
pany D, Third Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of l\Iary Rogers, widow of Patrick Rogers, late of Company 
G, Ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay bet· 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. · 

The name of Maud Works, widow of Wright Works, late of Corupauy 
B, Sixtieth Regiment New York Volunte<'r Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Lucinda J. Gibson, widow of William K. Gibson, late of 
Company B, Seventh Regiment Provisional Missouri Enrolled Militia, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The nam·e of Jemima Fritcher, widow of Simon V. Fritcher, alias 
Simon Fritcher, late of Company C, Fiftieth Regiment New York Vol
unteer Engineers, 1l.lld pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Laura B. Garland, helpless and dependent daughter of 
Thomas Garland, late of Company C, Fifty-eighth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month through a legally appoin.Jed guardian. ' ' 

The name of Nancy C. George, widow of Claibourn 1\I. George, late 
of Company D, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Inf&ntry, and pay 
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her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiYing. 

The name of Lucretia Burton, widow of Esquire D. Burton, late of 
Company K. Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and Com
pany D, Battalion of United Sta-tes Engineers, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

'l'he name of Lucina McGhee, widow of Marion McGhee, late of 
Company K, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Hannah J. Bradford, now Blake, former widow of 
Charles Bradford, late of Company D, Thirtieth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, any pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Caroline Dawson, widow of Alexander Dawson, late of 
Company D, Ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Christenie R. Henthorn, widow of Richard L. Henthorn, 
late of Company F, One hundred and eightieth Regiment Ohio Volun
teer Infantry, and par her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Marlin L. Rankin, helpless and dependent son of Thomas 
B. Rankin, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment West Virginia Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Anastasia Carroll, widow of John Carroll, late of Com
pany D, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary E. Baldwin, widow of Charles H. Baldwin, late of 
Company D, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Albert Garrett, helpless and dependent son of David 
Garrett, alias David Gard, late of Company F, Eighty-third Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month through a legally appointed guardian. 

The name of Emma Dally, widow of William R. Dally, late of Com
pany I, Twentieth Regiment, and Company F, Thirty-fifth Regiment, 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

The name of Frances M. Bartlett, widow of Benjamin F. Bartlett, 
late of Company B, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Leah Senft, widow of Franklin Senft, late of Company 
K, Two hundredth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Addie F. Holihan, former widow of James W. Ross, late 
of Company H, Eighth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Dora B. Ervin, helpless . and dependent daughter of 
Clinton Ervin, late of Company B, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month. 

The name of Roseannah Jackson, widow of Martin W. Jackson, late 
of Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving, 

The name of Ellen Lanham, former widow of Burrell Earles, late of 
Company F, Forty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

'fhe name of Frances Kenney, widow of Abraham Kenney, late of 
Company F, Twenty-ninth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Emeline Phinney, widow of George Phinney, late of 
Company H, Twenty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. · 

The name of Rosina Hesse, widow of Lewis Hesse, late of Company 
A, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, 

The name of Clara Fisher, widow of Jacob W. Fisher, late of Com
pany D, Fifteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

'l'he name of Jennie M. Kloos, widow of Henry Kloos, late of Com
pany E, Tenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Emily G. Lee, widow of Newel F. Lee, late of Company 
E, Sixtieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Bridget Lyng, former widow of Luke Burke, late of 
Company E, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of mat she is 
aow receiving. 

The name of Annie P. Winnaugle, widow of William F. Wlnnaugle, 
late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Mary J. Hudson, widow of David Hudson, late musician, 
band, Fourth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per .month. 

The name of Emma L. Hardendorlf, former widow of Charles A. 
Gates, late of Company E, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Nancy J. Baldwin, widow of John Baldwin, late of 
Company C, Eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Leora E. Wallace, former widow of William H. Wal
lace, late of Companies C and E. Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Emma E. Hill, widow of Seth Hill, late of Company 
B, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Etta L. Wheeler, helpless and dependent daughter of 
Ferdinand A. Wheeler, late of Company C, Eighty-sixth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month. 

The name of Nancy H. Berry, widow of William S. Berry, jr., late 
of Company H, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Mary _E. Everitt, widow of John H. Everitt, late of 
Company F, First Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, Thirteenth Mary
land Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Annie M. Stains, widow of George H. Stains, late of 
Company C, Fifty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Orin Ih·ewster, helpless and dependent son of Joel T. 
Brewster, late of Company G, Fourteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month, 
through a legally appointed guardian, in lieu of that he is now re
ceiving. 

The name of Abbigail Himes, widow of Peter A. Himes, late of Com
pany G, One hundred and sixty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted 
Militia Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Nancy J. Hicklin, former widow of Jonathan Hicklin, 
late of Company K, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of tba.t 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah E. Edwards, widow of Robert Taylor Edwards, 
late of Company D, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Imliana Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary J. Lyon, widow of Charles Lyon, late of Com
pany D, One hundred and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Hannah Cook, widow of William M. Cook, late of Com
pany F, First Regiment Rhode lsland Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Elsie J. Robinson, widow of Thomas J. Robinson, late 
of Company H, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Edwin Fears, helpless and dependent son of Sylvester 
J. Fears, late of Company A, Sixty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
through a legally appointed guardian. 

The name of Mary E. Morris, widow of Martin V. Morris, alias John 
C. Brooks, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

'.rhe name of Ada Laxson, widow of James W. Laxson, late of Com
pany A, Sixteenth Regiment, and Company I, Twelfth Regiment, Ken
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per. 
month. 

The name of Annie E. Grissom, former widow of William Davidson, 
late of Company !!', Twelfth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantq, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receivfug. 

The name of Helen L. Milmine, helpless and dependent daughter ot 
Luke -Milmine, late of Company C, Thirty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volun
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 
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The name of Jennte A. 1\foore, widow of Madison M. Moore, late of 

Twelfth Independent Battery Ohio Volunteer Light .Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at tl::e rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Soohia Bouchard, widow of Matthew Bouchard, late of 
Company B, Thirty-first Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay bet· a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving : Prodded., That in the event of the death of Frederick 
Bouchard, helplPss and dependent son of said Sophia and Matthew 
Bouchard, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter
mine: Ancl providet:L turt11er, That in the event of the death of Sophia 
Bouchard the name of said Frederick Boucha~:d shall be placed on the 
pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death 
of saitl Sophia Bouchard. 

'l'he name of Frances Ransom, "'idow of Daniel T. Ransom, late of 
Company L, Twelfth Regiment Mi souri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Hart, former widow of David Garver, late of 
Company H·, Forty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

TJ1e name of Catherine Spicer, widow of .Asher Spicer, late of Com
pany D, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer lnfantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Wimam H. Brown, late of Capt. J. T. Musselman's 
Company I, First Regiment Capitol Guard Kentucky Volunteers, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The name of Bernerd Rogers, late of Company C, First Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and .Ahl's IndePendent Battery, Dela
ware Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month. 

The name of Annie 1\f. Hewitt, widow of George P. Hewitt, late of 
Company I, :b"'orty-thud Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
Third Independent Battery New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of John A. Maples, alias John Maples, late of Capt. James 
C. Thomson's company, Stoddard and Dunklin Counties, Volunteer 
Militia of Missouri, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month. 

The name uf Sarah Ill. McQueen, former widow of Oel Morrill, late of 
Company B, 'l'welfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 pe~: month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

'l'he name of Delia J. McKeon, widow of Philip McKeon, late of Com
pany B, Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $;;0 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

'l'he name of Susan L. Dean, widow of Otis B. Dean, late of Company 
I, Forty-second Regiment Massachusetts Militia Infantry; and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Florence C. Woods, widow of Henry Woods, late of 
Company H, Twenty-filth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Jnfantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary E. Perkins, widow of Jacob D. Perkins, jr., alias 
Jacob Perkey, jr., lat~ of Company B, Eighty-fifth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of .Anna Kre s, helpless and dependent daughter of 
Nickolaus Kress, late of Company B, Forty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen ion at the rate of $20 per month 
through a legally appointed guardian in lieu of that she is now receiv
ing. 

The name of Emma E. Chase, widow of .Augustus L. Chase, late 
landsman, United States NaYy, Civil War, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary C. Sutton, helpless and dependent daughter o·t 
.Andrew Sutton, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment Tennessee Volun
teer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Rebecca Miller, widow of Ezra Miller, late of Company 
E, One hundred and fifty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted Militia 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate o! $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

'The name of Sidney Morgan, widow of William M. Morgan, late of 
Company B, One hundred and ninety- econd Regiment Pennsylvania 
Vohmteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate o! $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Jennie E. Benedict, widow of Oscar Benedict, late of 
Company M, First Regiment New York Volunteer Light .Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. • 

The name of Elizabeth E. Switzer, widow of John Switzer, late of 
Company A, Seventeenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, aild pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
rece1ving. 

The name of Florence J. Glover, widow of John G. Glover, late of 
Company L, Fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 pel' month. 

The name of Lucinda .A. Mo her, widow of Warren Mosher, late of 
Company H, Fir t Regiment Mlssi.s •jppi Marine Brigade Volunteer In
fantry, and pay bet a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receidng: Prodded, That in the event of the death 
of Hat'liet Mosher, helple:s and dependent daughter of said Lucinda .A. 
and Warren Mosher, the additional pension herein granted shall cease 
and determine: And p1·ovided further, That in the event of the death 
of Lucinda .A. Mosher the name of said Harriet Mosher shall be placed 
on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of tha 
pen ion law , at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of 
death of said Lucinda A. Mosher. 

The n&me of Matilda A. Jackson, widow of Lockhal't F. Jackson, 
late of Company I, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of .Anna. M. Mucho, widow of William F. Mucho, late or 
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Louise Barber Snow, widow of Edward Snow, late of 
Company I, Ninety-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that slle is 
now receivin~. 

The name of .Almira Tulley, former widow of James .A. Spear, late 
of Company B, Seventy-fourth Regiment Indiana Volul'fteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is r..ow receiving. 

The name of Ann Lawler, widow of Roderick Lawler, late of Com
pany D, Thirty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pensiQn 9.t the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Martha. A. Smith, widow of Frederick 1\I. Smith, late of 
Company K, Thirty-ninth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Cynthia J. Case, widow of Francis M. Case, late of 
Company K, Seventy-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay h~r a pension .at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now recei vtng. 

The name of Mary ~1. Norton, widow of Joseph N. Norton, late or 
C~mpany K, Ninth Reginlent New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiv~g. 

The name of Louisa J. Flowers, widow of Thomas B. Flowers, late 
of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Julia L. Stretch, widow of John C. Stretch, late of 
Company I, Eighty-second R~giment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a p€'nsion at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Martha Wilson, widow of Henry Wilson, late of Com
pany D, Eleventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay h~ a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving: P1·ovided, That in the event of the death of Harvey M. 
Wilson, belpless and dependent son of said Martha and Henry Wilson, 
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: .And 
provided further~ That in the event of the death of Martha Wilson the 
name of said Harvey l\1. Wilson shall be placed on the pension roll, 
subject to the p1·ovision and limitations of the pension laws, at the 
rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said Martha 
Wilson. 

The name of Mary E. Woodward, widow of Milton Woodward, late 
of Company E, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment United States 
Colored Volunteet Infantry, and Company I, Thirteenth Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pen
sion at the rate ot' $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Margaret E. Giles, widow of Jacob Giles, late of Com
pany D, Two tundred and ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at ~he rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Margaret McWhinney, helples& and dependent daughter 
of Hamilton McWhinney, late of Company C. One hundred and thirty
ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen
sion at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Ida M. Snell, widow of George L. Snell, late of Com
panies K and L, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per m?nth in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Mary .Ann Clark, widow of Benjamin Clnrk, late ot 
Company H, Seventy-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunt<'er Infantry, 
and pay her a pf'nsion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Ann E. Reamet·, widow of Jolm Reamer, late of Com
paey F, First Regiment .Kew York Volunteer Engineers, and pay her 
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a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Maria L. Peirce, widow of Samuel T. Peirce, late of 
Company D, Twelfth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Clara M. Willey, widow of John W. Willey, late of 
Company K, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Frances C. Owen, widow of Zachariah W. Owen, late 
of Company C. Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pen ion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiYing. 

The name of Hattie H. Hill, former widow of Albert B. Abernethy, 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $SO per month in lieu of that 
she is now recetving. • 

The name of Marion L. Holvenstot, widow of William E. Holvenstot, 
latE' of Company B, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her ·a pen. ion at the rate of $50 per month in 1ieu of that she 
is now receinng: Prodded, That in the event of the death of Nina 
Holvens tot, helpless and dependent daughter of said Marion L. and 
William E. Holvenst.ot, the additional pension herein granted shall 
cease and determine: And prodded fu1·ther, That in the event of the 
death of Marion L. Holvenstot the name of said Nina Holvenstot 
shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limi
tations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and 
after the date of death of said Marion L. Holvenstot. 

The name of Mary Burdick, widow of Lewis B. Burdick, late of 
Company K, One hundredth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pen ·ion at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Anna L. Shannon, widow of Robert M. Shannon, late 
of Company M, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artil
lery, and Company A, Fourth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and 
pay ~er a pension at the rate of $:50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

'l'he name of Elizabeth Clarke, widow of Livingston Clarke, late of 
Companies G and D, Twenty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Cav
alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

Tbe name of Isabella Ross, widow of Thomas Ross, late of Company 
E, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Infantry, and Company C, 
Thil'd Regiment l"nited States Volunteer Artillery, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Jennie Burt, helpless and dependent daughter of 
James Burt, late of Company A, Fortieth Regiment Wisconsin Volun
te{'r Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Laura E. Waddle, widow of John Waddle, late of 
Company D, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a IJE.'nsion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Anna Weishar, widow of ·Jacob Weishar, late of Com
pany D, Twenty-sE.'cond Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of 1\Iatilda Long, widow of Henry A. Long, late of Com
pany F, One hundred and fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
ln(antl·y, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Celia A. Woodward, widow of John N. Woodward, 
late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Sarah S. Blair, widow of Hiram G. Blair, late of 
Compauy E, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now. receiving. 

The name of Emily Robinson, widow of Rumsey Robinson, late of 
Company B, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment United States Colored 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $u0 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Bertha A. Pyne, widow of David B. Pyne, alias David 
B. and William B. Wood, late of Company B, Third Regiment Mis
souri Volunteer Infantry, and Company H, Fifty-first Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah l\1. McDonnall, helpless and dependent daughter 
of Francis McDonnall, late of Company F, Third Regiment Pennsyl
vania Yolunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month. 

The name of Grace D. Shepherd, widow of Meredith E. Shepherd, 
late of Company I, First Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri 

-Militia, and pay her a pen ion at the rate o-f $:>0 pPr montb in lieu 
ot tha t she is now receiving, 

The -name of Nannie E. White, widow of George F. White, late of 
Company I, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Peter Breen, helpless and dependent son of Terrence 
Breen, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment Massachusetts Volun
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henrietta Cromwell, widow of Arthur Cromwell, late 
of Company A, Twenty-second Regimtnt United States Colored Volun
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mollie M. Corya, widow of William T. Corya, late of 
Company D, Fifty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Emily R. Gray, widow of Elsey Gray, l~te of Company 
C, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah C. Smith, widow of David R. Smith, late ot' 
Company D, Eleventh Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now r~ceiving. 

The name of Lucy E. Horton, widow of Seymour C. Borton, late of 
Company E, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment New York Volun
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah E. Shuster, widow of Isaac Shuster, late of 
Company A, Seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Isabella Caffey, widow of John M. Caffey, late of Com· 
pany E, One hundred and seventy-fourth R.egiment Pennsylvania 
Drafted Militia Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary James, widow of George James, late of Company 
B, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay hE.'r a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Hulda Brubaker, widow of David Brubaker, late of 
Company ll"", Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer lnfanh·y, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she ls now 
receiving. 

The name of Nancy E. Dietz, widow of William Dietz, late of Com
pany D, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Parelee Moore, widow of Jesse Moore, late of Com· 
pany I, Thirty-second Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and ·:pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Caroline Stuckenberg, widow of Augustus Stucken
berg, late of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien 
of that she is now recei>ing. 

The name of' Elizabeth Renfrow, widow of .Martin V. Renfrow, late 
of Company B, Sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and· pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Martha J. Groves, widow of David Groves, late of Com
pany H, One hundred and sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now t·eceinng. 

The name of Calsina Gilman, widow of James W. Gilman, late of 
Company A, Twenty-fifth Regiment, and Company B, Fiftieth Regiment, 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

The name of Julia A. Harvey, widow of George L. Harvey, late of 
Company D, '.rhirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu o! that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Emily D. Daniels, widow of Lemuel Daniels, late of 
Company G, Ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rat~ of $50 per month in lieu of that she is uow 
receiving. 

The name ot Adaline .Alexander, widow of James M. Alexander, late 
of Company F, Twelfth R-egiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Sarah E. Alexander, widow of Francis 1\1. Alexander, 
late of Company A, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Hattie E. Greene, widow of Samuel R. Greene, late of 
Company ·c, First Regiment Rhode !~land Volunteet· Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 
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The name of Nancy Bassett, widow of Perris Bassett. late of Com

pany I, Thirty-seventh. Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she Is now 
receiving. 

The name of Sophia Foland, widow of Isaac P. Foland, late of Com
pany E, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving: Prot'ided, That in the event of the death of Mary D. Foland, 
helpless and dependent daughter of said Sophia and Isaac P. Foland, 
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine : Ana 
prodded further, That in the event of the death of Sophia Foland, the 
name of said Mary D. Foland shall be placed on the pension roll, sub
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate 
of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said Sophia 
Foland. 

The name of Howard L. Rader, helpless and dependent son of James 
Rader, late of Company l,, Two hundred and second Regiment Penn
sylvania Volunteet· Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

The name of Anna Hamilton, widow of Baxter Hamilton, late of 
Company C, Two hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Althea Marsh, widow of Willard P. Marsh, late of Com
panies C and E, 'l'bird Regiment Wiscon in Volunteer Cavalry, an'd pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Sarah J. Campbell, widow of Charles S. Campbell, alias 
Charle S. Sproul, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment Michigan Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Nanny Nathan, widow of Morris G. Nathan, late of 
Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of .$50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 
· The name of Sarah Ann Scott, widow of Thomas Scott, late of Com

. pany E, Ninety-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Mary Morgan, widow of James Morgan, late of Com
pany C, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The niUile of Susan McColgin, widow of Willlam W. McColgin, late of 
Company C, Fifty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lieu of that she is now 
re·~elvlng. 

The name of Martha Rose. widow of John Rose, late of Company L, 
Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that sh~ is now receiving. 

This bill is a substitute for the following House bills referred 
to said committee: 
H. R. 546. Eliza J. Bogle. H. R. 1332. Elizabeth Hutchison. 
H. R. 560. Elizabeth Lockwood. H. R. 1349. Nancy A. Ginn. 
H. R. 569. Mary H. Robbiils. H. R. 1367. Mary M. Walker. 
H. R. 575. Lucy H. Woolard. H. R. 1381. Elizabeth Belgard. 
H. R. 579. Harriet L. Messenger. H. R. 1385. Lucinda ' Lunt. 
H. R. 627. Earl Kelley. H. R. 1423. Louise Mowers. 
H. R. 628. Frances Server. H. R. 1430. Cornelia Kenfield. 
H. R. 634. Margaret Hayl:'s. H. R. 1437. Eliza A. Spraker. 
H. R. 664. Margaret '.rucker. H. R. 1457. Charlotte Tyndall. 
H. R. 665. Emma Schaumburger. H. R. 1468. Rosie Adams. 
H. R. 608. Mary H. Briggs. H. R. 1494 .• Tosephine Dodson. 
H. R. 712. Lizzie H. Elliott. H. R. 1529. Betsy A. Cranker. 
H. R. 756. Hannah O'Brien. H. R. 1577. Lillie Hamby. 
II. R. 824. Sadie E. Oliver. H. R. 1584. Marla J. Burnham. 
H. R. 826 . Ella F. George. H. R. 1606. Anna M. Crosby. 
H. R. 864. Laura W. Pratt. H. R. 1636. Nancy M. Moore. 
H. R. 866. Mary L. Stewart. H. R. 1638. Angie M. Reed. 
H. R. 869. Sarah L. Adams. H. R. 1709. Mary J. Welch. 
H. R. 916. Anna Williamson. H. R. 1725. Robert Zlnk. 
H. R. 938. Emily J. Fan-ar. H. R. 1755. Laura A. Martin. 
H. R. 954. Louesa Butcher. H. R. 1778. Clara J. Cunningham. 
H. R. 976. Mary E. Harl. H. R. 1782. Jennie E. Baker. 
H. R. 981. Annie E. Lamb. H. R. 1786. Sarah C. Childers. 
H. R. 997. Mary Brownfield. H. R. 1787. Mary FJ. Cunningham. 
H. R. 1012. Eliza 0' Neil. H R 1788 Sarah E Dragoo 
H. R. 1014. Elizabeth Pringle. · · · · · 
H. R. 1018. Loucretia C. Robinson. H. R. 1802· Litha C. Silvers. 
H R 1019 Eli beth Ro II 

H. R. 1812. Donia C. Eakins. 
. . . sa sse · H. R. 1825. Sarah E. Sunderland. 

H. R. 1029. Sarah E. Zinn. H. R. 1882. Henrietta Reed. 
H. R. 1032. Sarah C. Young. H. R. 187~ .. Jol:tn M. Christy. »: ~: {8~!: ~!?'Y f: ~~~~~~- H. R. 1885. Elizabeth Miller. 

1 3 H. R. 1889. Mary E. Gates. 
H. R. 0 5. Emma J. Smith. H. R. 1979. Kate Rhea. 
H. R. 1036. Sophia J. Long. H. R. 2014. Mary J. Tullis. 
H. R. 1038. Susanna Imler. H. R. 2019. Talitha J. Steward. »: ~: i~~~: ~~~~~~-D:3~~!~:on. H. R. 2023. Martha McGonagle (in-
H. R.1H2. Hannah M. Barker. H. R. 2038. A:~~~ C. Culler. 
H. R. 1150. Mary A. Stowell. H R 2092 Cl J c i 
H. R. 1200. Fannie S. Bush. · · · ara · roz er. 
H. R. 1203. Emma R. Hamilton. . H. R. 2094. Silas A. Weaver. 
H. R. 1204. Susannah G. Newcomb. H. R. 2112. Ellen A. Baker. 
H. R. 1263. Emma J. Childs. H. R. 2148. Elizabeth Exby, now 
H. R. 1288. Louisa R. Webber. Sierer. 
H. R. 1291. Emma L. Davis. H. R. 21u3. Betsy F. Ballou. 
H. R. 1296. Nellie M. Withee. H. R. 2219. Ettie H. French. 
H. R. 1326. Joanna Simpson. H. R. 2241. Eliza M. Inman. 

H. R. 2289. Mariah E. Smith. 
H. R. 2309. Alice G. GuyP.r. 
H. R. 2340. Martha A. Turnet·. 
H. R. 2377. America Williamson. 
H. R. 2400. Mary E. IIo.Jlingswortb. 
ll. R. 2401. Martha E. Schooler. 
H. R. 2406. John H. Milstead. 
II. R. 2409. Sarah J. Arbuckle. 
H. R. 2415. Mary Powell. 
H. R. ¥425. Elizaheth A. Richards. 
11. R. 2432. Eliza £Iammond. 
H. R. 2446. Marion L. Ross. 
H. R. 2447. Mary .L. Taylor. 
H. R. 2455. Mary J. Harcourt. 
H. R. 2459 . .Julia Farrell. 
H. R. 24-74. Elizabeth G. Snyder. 
H. R. 2476. Amanda M. Finney. 
H. R. 2512. Mary A. Helm. 
H. R. 2513. Amelia C. Keck. 
H. R. 2517. Anna Pruden. 
H. R. 2523. Jennie B. Slayton. 
H. R. 2556. •Amelia A. Collins. 
H. R. 2559. l1artha C. Hunsberger. 
H. R. 2614. Eva Christina Loth. 
H. R. 2621. Mary J. Rickard. 
H. R. 2629. Mary E. Whitmore. 
H. R. 2630. Maria E. Witter. 
H. R. 2661. Ellen E. Godfrey. 
H. R. 2672. Callie Wagner. 
H. R. 2692. Joseph M. Christy. 
H. R. 2693. John Quinn. 
H. R. 2778. Martha J. Forsythe. 
H. R. 2783. Sarah F. Kanouse. 
H. R. 2844. Louisa Ward. 
H. R. 2861. Sam Meador. 
H. R. 2923. Louisa Kemp. 
H. R. 2940. Leonora D. Mullen. 
H. R. 2!f.!5. Annie Goodwin. 
H. n. !?988. Phebey T. Miller. 
H. R. 2999. Emily V. BuEkirk. 
H. R. 3027. Margaret A. Warner. 
H. R. 3028. Henry W. Key. 
H. R. 3046. Ophelia Shoemaker 
IT. U. 3065. Delia M. Hall. • 
H. R. 3101. Sarah A. Eby. 
H. R. 3144. Jennie Benjamin • 
H. R. 3145. Ann Ryan. 
H. R. 3154. l\laria Dalton. 
H. R. 3198. Mary l\1. Jones. 
H. R. 319!1. Matilda Miller. 
H. R. 3255. Andrew Caldwell. 
H. R. 3300. Elizabeth L. Henson. 
H. R. 3426. Lucy Wolfington. 
H. R. 3460. Marilla Matthews. 
H. ll. 3467. Sarah Ann Turner 
H. R. 3470. Mary J. Shrnnger. · 
H. R. 3471. Margaret J. McKean. 
H. R. 3505. Ella J. Hunsbarger. 
H. R. 3519. Abigail A. Butler. 
H. R. 3527 Cornelia J. Lester. 
H. R. 3556. Viola Holmes. 
H. R. 3574. Cora R. Burton. 
H. 'R. 3579. I.aura A. Anderson. 
H. R. 3678. Sedate C. Cooley. 
H. R. 3695. Amelia Webl:'r. 
H. R. 4147. ~1aggie Neidig. 
H. R. 4149. Lovina E. Willoughby. 
H. R. 4Hi0. Alice Mansfield. 
H. R. 4Hi5. Myra C. Hawley. 
H. R. 4181. Georgie .A. Fifield. 
H. R. 4207. Hannah Dyslin. 
H. R. 4264. Malvina Jenkins. 
H. R. 4298. Mariah Feagley. 
H. R. 4318. Ellen Hughes. 
H. R. 4330. Deborah E. Bowling. 
H. R. 4346. Amelia A. Keith. 
H. R. 4348. Nancy E. Dillon. 
H. R. 4379. Artie Noles. 
H. R. 4384. Albert 0. Tucker. 
H. R. 4398. Mary H. Appleton. 
H. R. 4-616. Sarah J. Somerlott. 
H. R. 4624. Louisa Semmel. 
H. R. 4629. Edna M. Brownell. 
H. R. 4.687. Eliza J. J obnson. 
H. R. 4707. Mary A. Crow. 
H. R. 4709. :Uandane Wright. 
H. R. 4710. Melis1:1a Vorhees. 
H. R. 4712. Marla J. Pierce. 
H. R. 4713. :Mary H. BelL 
H. R. 4851. Annie :M. Todd. 
H. R. 4880. Elizabeth Moore. 
H. R. 4904 . Emma M. Tallentlre. 
H. R. 4907. Lucinda A. Gregg. 
H. R. 494ft Susan J. Waite. 
H. R. 4981. Thomas Colburn. 
H. R. 4!)!19. Harriet A. Hoffer. 
H. R. 5052. Mary E. Hervey. 
H. R. 5053. Harriet Johnson. -
H. R. 5065. Sarah E. Roebuck. 
H. R. 5067. Emma J. Shade. 
H. R. 5097. I.Jzz.ie C. Castelo. 
H. R. {)106. Flora Odell. 
H. R. 5109. Granville Tobey~ 
H. R. 5113. Mary .A. Smith. 
H. R. 5114. Sarepta Richards. 
H. R. 5137. Mary Garlinghouse. 
H. R. 5160. Jennie Hunter. 
H. R. 5162. Emma A. Wright. 
H. R. 5166. Margaret J. Baker. 
H. R. 5175. Lydia A. McGrew. 
H. R. 5281. Weston G. Sabins. 
H. R. 5311. Emily F. Smith. 
H. R. 5325. Melissa B. Roberts. 
H. R. 5326. Marcelia S. Brodt. 
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IT. R. 5328. C. Jennie Congleton. 
H. R. 5424. Martha J. McGonagle. 
11. R. 5426. Maria Tway. 
H. R. 5428. Ella Buchanan. 
H. R. 5450. Jane Ayre. 
H. R. 5476. Emeline Reed. 
H. R. 5479. Emilia Radt. 
H. R. 54 2. Harriette A. Boyd. 
H. R. 5500. Catherine Rutherford, 
H. R. 5523. Amanda Lowry. 
H. R. 5534. Melissa E. Gaines. 
H. R. 5537. Mary Jane Worthington. · 
H. R. 5538. Theodosia D. Whitaker. 
II. R. 5562. Alice E. Miller. 
H. R. 5625. Mary E. Masterson. 
H. R. 5654. Sarah E. Reed. 
H. R. 5745. C:~tharine Fielding. 
H. R. 5'i90. Elizabeth Penland. 
IT. R. 5801. Margaret C. Ebbert. 
H. R. 580·7. Anne M. Luman. 
H. R. 5910. Elmina C. Standley. 
H. R. 5916. Mary M. Sam.s. 
H. R. 5!119. Sarah A. Noxon. 
H. R. 6019. Jennie E. Wynn. 
H. R. 6032. Mary E. Garrett. 
H. R. 6036. Fannie S. Nuss. 
H. R. 6150. Clarissa Bard. 
H. R. 615:l. Adalaide Belleau. 
H. R. 6209. Florence Crowell. 
H. R. 6221. Emily Roof. 
H. R. 6222. Mary C. Witherby, 
H. R. 6224. Nancy I. Hankins. 
H. R. 6263. Nannie Kirby. 
H. R. 6288. Ann M. Heckaman 
H. R. 6299. Lydia Lau. • 
H. R. 6307. Catharine Hoffman. 
H. R. 6310. Sarah J. Laucks. 
H. R. 6311. Elizabeth Lowe. 
H. R. 6328. Jennie E. Derby. 
H. R. 6416. Nancy M. Chapman. 
H. R. 6436. Claudia B. Tribble 
H. R. 6453. Nona Buck. · 
H. R. 6617. Cornelia A. Dowell. 
H. R. 6623. Bettie F.. Garner. 
H. R. 6660. Curtis C. Kirgan. 
H. R. 6675. Maggie Kinart. 
H. R. 6S41. Mary Jane Howells. 
H. R. 6869. Eveline Mooney. 
H. R. 6882. Delila Golden. 
H. R. 6926. Samantha A. Coffey, 
H. R. 6928. Llbbie B. Sanders. 
H. R. 7000. Robert Lewis. 
H. R. 7002. Rosabelle Wade. 
H. R. 7046. Anna Jesmer. 
H. R. 7130. Rilda A. Redding. 
H. R. 7131. &'l.rah A. Eckstein. 
H. R. 7235. Etta Burns. . 
H. R. 7237. Mary E. Pearson. 
H. R. 7230. Nancy Wright. 
H. R. 7332. Lou Ogden. 
H. R. 7341. Mary C. Whitlock. 
H. R. 7406. Melvina Fostl:'l._ 
ll. R. 7411. George D: Helwig. 
H. R. 7422. Lillian L. Near. 
H. R. 7 431. Lucia Clark. 
H. R. 7442. Katie J." Jerolmon. 
H. R. 7500. Carrie R. Royster. 
H. R. 7511. Cyntha A. Shafer. 
H. R. 7531. Rachel A. Boyer. 
H. R. 7546. Mary Rogers. 
H. R. 7553. Maud Works. 
H. R. 7639. Lucinda J. Gibson. 
H. R. 7699. Jemima Fritcher. 
H. R. 7718. Laura B. Garland. 
H. R. 7731. Nancy C. George. 
H. R. 77G9. Lucretia Burton. 
H. R. 7782. Lucina McGhee. 
H. R. 7802. Hannah J. Bl'adford, 

now Blake. 
H. R. 7880. Caroline Dawson. 
H. R. 7925. Christenie R. Henthorn. 
H. R. 7926. Marlin L. Rankin. 
H. R. 7931. Anastasia CaL'Toll. 
H. R. 7990. Mary E. Baldwin. 
H. R. 8053. Albert Garrett. 
H. R. 8092. Emma Dally. 
H. R. 8172. Frances M. Bartlett. 
H. R. 8238. Leah Senft. 
H. R. 8277. Addie F. Holihan. 
H. R. 8280. Dora B. Ervin. 
H. R. 8281. Roseannah Jackson. 
H. R. 8298. Ellen Lanham. 
II. R. 8299. Frances Kenney. 
H. R. 8330. Emeline Phinney. 
H. R. 8340. Ro ·ina Hesse. 
H. R. 8370. Clara Fi her. 
H. R. 8440. Jennie M. ·Kloos. 
H. R. 8499. Emily G. Lee. 
H. R. 8500. Bridget Lyng. 
H. R. 8544 . .Annie P. Winnaugle. 
H. R. 8547. Mary J. Hudson. 
H. R. 8604. Emma L. Hardendor1f. 
H. R. 8621. Nancy J. Baldwin. 
H. R. 8626. Leora E. Wallace. 
H. R. 8678. Emma E. II1ll. 
H. R. 86 2. Etta L. Whl:'eler. 
H. R. 8700. Nancy H. Berry. 
H. R. 8729. Mary E. Everitt. 
H. R. 8780. Annie M. Stains. 
H. R. 8782. Orin Brew ter. 
H. R. 8792. AbbigaU Himes. 
H. R. 8811. Nancy J. Hicklin. • 
H. R. 8813. Sarah E. Edwards. 
H. R. 8840. Mary J. Lyon. 
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H. R. 8843. Hannah Coole H. R. 9974. Frances C. Owen. 
H. R. ~ 1>7. Elsie J. Robinson. H. R. 9977. Hattie H. Hill. 
H. R. 8 '71. Edwin Fears. H. R. 9992. Marion L. llolvenstot. 
H. R. 8880. Mary E. Morris. H. R. 10015. Mary Burdick. 
H. R. 9014. Ada Laxson. H. R. 10016. Anna L. Shannon. 
H. R. 9027. Annie E. Grissom. H. R. 10032. Elizabeth Clarke. 
U. R. !)066. Helen L. Milmine. II. R. 10036. Isabella Ross. 
II. R. 90 7. Jennie A. Moore. H. R. 100-!5. Jennie Burt. 
H. R. 9143 .• , ophia Bouchard. H. R. 100G3. Laura E. Waddle. 
H. R. 9146. France Ransom. H. R. 10074. Anna Weishar. 
H. R. 9149. Elizabeth Hart. H. R. 10102. Matilda Long. 
H. R. 9153. Catherine Spicer. H. R. 10110. Celia A. Woodward. 
H. R. 9243. William H. Brown. H. R. 10114. Sarah S. Blair. 
H. R. 9281. Bernerd Rogers. H. R. 10150. Emily Robinson. 
H. R. 9:!01 . .Annie M. Hewitt. H. R. l 0153. BNtha A. Pyne. 
H. R. !);;3:>. John A. Maple , alias a. R. 10163. Sarah :\1. McDonnall. 

John Maples. H. R. 10175. Grace D. Shepherd. 
H. R. !)354. Sarah E. l\f('Queen. H. R. 10182. Nannie E. White. 
H. R. 9359. Delia J. McKeown. B. R. 10189. Peter Breen. 
H. R. 9361. Susan L. Dean. II. R. 10214. Henrietta Cromwell. 
H. R. !1365. Florence C. Woods. H. R. 10218. Mollie M. Corya. 
H. R. 9378. Mary E. Perkins. II. R. 10231. Emily R. Gray. 
H. R. 9385. Anna Kress. II. R. 10255. Sarah C. Smith. 
II. R. 9401. Emma E. Chase. H. R. 10~56. Lucy E. Horton. 
H. R. 9403. Mary C. ~utton. H. R. 10-57. Sarah E. Shuster. 
H. R. 9403. Rebecca Miller. H. R. 10282. Isabella Caffey. 
R. R. 9406. Sydney Morgan. H. R. 10283. 1\Iary James. 
H. R. 0411. .Jennie E. Benedict. H. R. 10287. Hulda Brubaker. 
H. R. H423. Elizabeth E. Switzer. H. R. 10326. Nancy E. Dietz. 
H. H. 9523. Florence J. Glover. H. R. 10340. Parelee Moore. 
H. R. 9326. Lucindn A. Mo ·her. H. R. 10372. Caroline Stuckeuberg. 
H. H. 9:l40. Matilda A. Jackson. H. R. 10401. EI.izabeth Renfrow. 
H. R. 9548. Anna M. Mucho. H. R. 10449. Martha J. Groves. 
B. R. ~680. Louise Barber Snow. H. R. 104:77. Calsina Gilman. 
H. R. 9705. Almira Tulley. H. R. 10517. Julia .A. Harvey. 
H. R. !H11. Ann Lawler. H. R.10524. Emily D. Daniels. 
H. R. 9732. Martha A. Smith. H. R. 10535. Adaline Alexander. 
H. R. 9139. Cynthia J. Case. H. R. 10536. Sarah E. Alexander. 
H. H. 9736. Mary M. Norton. H. R. 10;)55. Rattle E, Greene. 
H. R. 9767. Louisa J. };'lowers. H. R. 10566. Nancy BasRett. 
H. R. 9794. Julia L. Stretch. H. R. 10653. Sophia Foland. 
II. R. 9799. Martha Wilson. H. R. 10671. Howard L. Rad~>r. 
II. R. 9 02. Mary E. Woodward. H. R. 10678. Anna Hamilton. 
H. R. 9837. Margaret E. Giles. H. R. 10705. Althea Marsh. 
II. R. 9847. Margaret McWhinney. H. R. 10743. Sarah J. Campbell. 
II. R. 98 6. Ida M. Snell. H. R. 1075 . :Kaney Nathan. 
II. R. 9891. Mary Ann Clark. H. R. 10 40. Sarah Ann Scott. 
H. R. 9!:109. Ann E. Reamer. H. R 10910. Mary Mor~an. 
H. R. 9922. Maria L. Peirce. H. R. 11005. Susan l\lcColgin. 
H. R. 9953. Clara M. Willey. H. R. 11032. Martha Ro ·e. 

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

On motion of Mr. FULLER, a motion to reconsider the "Vote by 
whi<:h the bill ·was passed was laid on the table. 

PERMISSIOX TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. BERGER. l\Ir. Speaker, I a"k unanimous consent to 
addre8s the House for 30 minutes out of order next Monday 
morning right after the reading of the Journal and the dispo· 
sition of matters on the Speaker's table. I have the consent 
of the leader of the Republican Party and of the Democratic 
Party. 

1\Ir. BEGG. l\Ir. Speaker, reserVing the right to object, did 
the gentleman consult the chairman of the Committee on the 
DLtrict of Columbia? :Monday is District day, and I do not 
think we ought to give it away unle ·s the gentleman from 
.Maryland [Mr. ZIHLMAN] is present. If the c.hairman of the 
Dil'trirt Committee has no objection--

Mr. BERGER. I have not seen the gentleman. 
l\Ir. BEGG. Does not the gentleman think he ought to see 

him? 
1\Ir. BLANTON. l\Ir. Speaker, if the gentleman will make it 

for some day other than :\londay, I ·ball not object; but Mon
day is District day, and the District Committee will probably 
have but one other day, and it certainly ought to have next 
Monday. 

1\lr. BERGER. How about Tuesday? 
l\lr. BLANTOX. I shall not object to that. 
Mr. BERGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I make the same request 

as to next Tuesday. 
'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wh;consin asks unani

mous consent that on Tuesday, after the reading of the Journal 
and the disposition of matters on the Speaker' · desk, he may 
be permitted to address the House for 30 minutes. Is there 
objection? 

l\lL'. HOLADAY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
may I inquire the subject of the gentleman's remarks? 

l\Ir. BERGER. I have introduced half a dozen bills, and I 
ha"Ve not had a chance to explain them. I want to explain my 
bills which I have introduced; that is all. 

Mr. HOLADAY. On what particular subjects? 
Mr. BERGER. Oh, on all kinds of subjects pertaining to 

our platform and our program. 
Mr. BLANTON. Sociali. m mainly. 
Mr. BERGER. No; not socialism mainly, but on all kinds 

of subjects. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speak~r, I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

L~CRE.ASE OF PEXSIONS 

Mr. FULLER. 1\Ir. Speaker, I call up the bill S. 1609, an 
act to .increase the pensions of those who lost limbs or have 
been totally disabled in the same, or become totally blind, in 
the military or naval service of the U:nited States, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the 
bill S. 1609 and asks unanimous consent that it be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the "Whole. Is there objec
tion? 

1\Ir. CRAMTON.' Reserving the right to object, will the 
gentleman state whether the Senate bas passed any of our 
pension bills. I understand they have an embargo over there. 

l\lr. FULLER. As to this bill there ought to be no objec
tion--

1\Ir. CRAl\ITO~. The gentleman does not propose to pass a 
Jot of Senate omnibus bills until action is taken on our bills, 
does he? 

l\lr. FULLER. No ; I do not. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the approval of this act all 

persons now on the pension roll, and all persons hereafter granted a 
pension, who, while in the military or naval service of the United 
States and in line of duty, shall have lost one hand or one foot, or ha,·e 
bet>n totally disabled in the same, shall recein~ a pension at the rate of 
$65 per month; that all persons who in like manner shall have lost an 
arm at or at any point above the elbow, or a leg at or at any point 
above the knee, or have been totally disabled in the same, shall receive 
a p<>nsion at the rate of $15 per month; that all persons who in like 
manner shall have }(•St one hand or one foot and in addition thereto 
shall have lost a portion of the other hand or foot shall receive a pen
sion at the rate of $85 a month; that a.ll persons who in like manner 
shall have lost on~ hand and one foot or shall have been totally disabled 
in the same shall receive a pension at the rate of $100 per month; and 
that all per ons lVho in like manner shall have lost both at·ms or both 
legs or have been totally disabled in the same, ot· shall have lost the 
sight of both eyes, shall receive a pen~ion at the rate of $125 per 
month. 

The SPEA.KER. The question is on the third reading of 
the bill. 

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

On motion of l\1r. FuLLER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was pa~sed was laid on the table. 

THE PRIVATE C.ALEXD.AR 

The SPEAKER. l'he Clerk will report the first bill on the 
Private Calendar. 

l\Ir. U!I."DERHILL. 1\lr. Speaker, I mo"Ve that the bills on 
the Pri"Vate Calendar unobjected to be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
l\lr. UNDERHILL. And that we begin where we left off. 
l\Ir. JEFFERS. l\lr. Speaker, there were one or two bills 

last Saturday passed o"Ver without prejudice. I was out of 
town on important business, and I ask unanimous consent that 
we take up the fifth bill on the calendar (H. R. 965), for the 
relief of C. B. Wells. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani· 
mons consent to take up the bill, Calendar No. 98. 

l\lr. CNDERHILL. I shall not object to this, but I shall to 
any other request. 

Mr. DOYLE. 1\lr. Speaker, the first bill on the calendar is 
(H. R. 4140) for the relief of John Hammill. I ask unani
mous consent that it be withdrawn and referred bark to the 
Committee on Claims. 

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

C. B. WELLS 

The :first .business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
965) for the relief of C. B. Wells. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 

and directed to pay, out of any money in the .TreasurY. not . ot!J,et·wi~e 
appropriated, to C. B. Wells, of Anniston, Ala., the sum of $132.89, 
iogether with interest ·thereon at the rate of G per cent per annum. 

•• ! • 
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from October 30, 1919, until the date of payment. Such sum of 
$132.89 represents the amount of overpayment to the United States 
made by the said C. B. Wells on October 30, 1919, through an error 
in the estimate of the weight of steel purchai!ed by him from the 
United States. 

With the followina co~ttee amendment: 
Strike out the last seven words in line 6, and all of lines 7 and 8. 

' In line 9 strike out the first word and substitute the words "on 
account." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

C. P. KITCHEN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 2209) for the relief of C. P. Kitchen. 

· The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BEEDY. Re erving the right to object, I want to say 

to the gentleman from Texas that I will not object to the bill 
if he will acce1)t an amendment reducing the amount from 
$1,500 to $1,000. If the gentleman wants me to take the time, 
I will explain why I make that request. 

Ur. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman let me say a few words 
in connection with the claim? 

Mr. BEEDY. Very well, there are a lot of bills to be con
sidered here-! want to give everybody a chance. 

Mr. BRIGGS. If the gentleman could see a photograph of 
the gash cut in this man's back, from the neck down the back, 
and know the period of time be wa~ incapacitated and the 
testimony of the surgeon of the State medical college, I am 
quite sure the gentleman would not ask for that because it 
ought to be increased instead of diminished. 

Mr. BEEDY. The gentleman and I will not have any con
troversy about that, but this $1,500 claim is said to have been 
computed on the ba .. Js of average earning capacity which is 
put at $30 a week. Page 14 of the report ·bows that this man 
earned in July and August, $24.45; in September, $125; in 
October, $81.55, a total in five month'3 of $231. How you get 
an average of $30 a week I do not see. It is $17 a week, if you 
are generous and do not consider that for som& time he did not 
earn anything. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I will say that this man is a laborer. He 
has 10 children, and he earns 48 cents an hour. That data was 
put in to give some indication of what he was making, but the 
testimony shows that on the average he received $25 to $30 
a week year in and .year out 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BEEDY. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman ought to state to the House 

that the committee bas cut this claim down from $5,000 to 
$1 500 and when you speak of earning capacity there is a 
bill o~ the calendar that seeks to pay a little child $5,000 that 
had no earning capacity at all. 

l\Ir. BEEDY. That bill has been withdrawn. 
M.r. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman I want to be gen

erous, and we should proceed here with some degree of care. 
As ume that the claimant could have earned $25 a week for 
three or four months. Let us say he was laid up for eight 
months · and that would be $100 a month, or $800 for eight 
months.' Say we add $200 more to be generous, and I will say 
to the gentleman that in a court of law, if this case were to 
be tried, I doubt very much in the first place that a court 
would find any legal liability, and in the second place I doubt 
whether $1,000 damage would be awarded. I do think that 
$1,500 is excessive, and I think $5,000 is all out of reason. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Let me offer this testimony on page 4, third 
paragraph. This was written October 19, 1925. The man was 
injured in February, 1925. That is eight months, and this is 
what the surgeon says in regard to it. 

It is my opinion that this man's injury was such tha.t he is still 
considerably disabled as a result of it, the disability being only par
tial at this time, he being able to do light work and work that does 
not cause an excessive amount of exertion. His partial disability 
will probably continue getting less for the next six: months. Even
tually he should not be . eriously handicapped from manual labor as 
the result ..of his wounds. Of course a scar to this extent will con
tinue to cause some stiffness in his comfort for probably a year or 
more. 

Mr. BEEDY. If the gen~leman will permit me also to read 
from page 12 : 

The wound did not need any dressing after the third and fourth 
week in the month of May. 

' 1\Ir. U~DERHILL. - :\!r. Speaker, the committee -arriveu at 
this amount after due consideration not based entirely upon 
the length of the time the man was found incapacitated from 
his WOI'k, but because the report showed that he was incapaci
tated for some time thereafter, and his earning capacity would 
be reduced. If the gentleman could ee the photograph of the 
terrible wound he ha in his back he would wonder how he 
could perform any laboriou. work at all. Consequently, as a 
matter of equity, not as a matter of law, we tried to cover this 
man just as he would be covered if he had been a Government 
employee. That is the only explanation the committee cares 
to offer. 

:Mr. BEEDY. I think I made it clear here that I wanted 
to be generous and do the equitable thing, and I call the atten
tion of the House to the report, page 14, which the gentleman 
from Texas read from, fourth line from the la t, "his partial 
disability will probably continue, getting le s, for the next 
six months." 

l\Ir. BRIGGS. I say that he was injured February 5, 1925, 
and in October when . the testimony was given, that would be 
six months, which would have brought it to April of this year, 
so it would be 14 months--

Mr. BEEDY. I would give hin1 full pay for six months at 
$100 a month, and that is more than the evidence shows he 
\\"OUld have made, and then I would add a couple of hun<lred 
dollars as a bonus. 

l\!r. BRIGGS. No; this man has had an immense amount 
of pain and suffering. He has 10 little children who are de
pendent upon him for support and he has been subject to the 
care of the United Charities. .All of the e things are in con
nection with the injury and in addition to the fact he is not 
now equal to doing manual labor such as he is fitted to do, 
keeps him incapacitated to that extent now. I hope the gen
tleman will not object. 

Mr . . BEEDY. I wish the gentleman would consider, if be 
does not now. that there. is in the first place the question of 
legality here, · and I want to waive that. I think there is a 
question as to the legality of, but I want to be generous with 
him, and I say I will not object if the gentleman will accept an 
amendment reducing the claim to $1,000 from $1,500. . 

1\lr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Ought not the gentleman 
to come before the House and offer that amendment? 

Mr. BEEDY. Certainly. . 
Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman divide that difference and 

·make it $1,250? 
Mr. BEEDY. I will not take up the time of the House to 

dicker on that, but I will make it $1,200. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 

the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk 
will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise app1·opriated, the sum of $5,000 to C. T. Kitchen, 
of Galveston, Tex., in full settlement ot all clatms against the Govern
ment of the United States for serious injuries inflicted upon him by a 
Government ah·plane operated by an · officer or aviator of the United 
States Army on or about February 25, 1925, in Galveston County, Tex:., 
while such officer or aviator was engaged in the operation of such air
plane in line of duty. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 
Line 5, page 1, strike out $5,000 and insert $1,500. 

Mr. ~EEDY. I move to amend by striking out 1,500 and 
inserting $1,200. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out $1,500 and insert $1,200. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend
ment to the committee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the committee 
amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the commit
tee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engro sed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and pa sed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pa ed 
was laid on the table. 
REPLY OF HON. CHARLES H. BURKE, COMMISSIO~ER OF Th"DIA..~ 

AFFAIRS, TO CONGRESSMAN JAMES A. FREAR 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the statement made by Bon. Charles H. Burke, Commis· 
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stoner of the Bureau of Indian· Affairs, before the Committee 
on Indian Affairs a few days ago, relative to Indian matters, 
and also a very brief statement made by Congressman HAYDEN 
be inserted in the RECORD as a part of my extension of remarks. 
1' may state that I talked with the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. FREAR], to whom in part l\Ir. Burke replied, and it ls 
~atlsfactory to him to have Mr. Burke's statement inserted in 
the RECORD. 

l\lr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, will the gen· 
tleman yield? 

l\Ir. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I gathered from the re· 

marks of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] that Mr. 
Burke's testimony given before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs covered three hours, and it has already been printed. 
Wby again print it in the RECORD? 

Ur. WILLI~ISON. There are at least four speeches by 
Mr. FREAR in regard to this matter, and I think it is only fair 
to Mr. Burke, the Commissioner of the Indian Bureau, that his 
statement should go into the RECORD. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN' of Michigan. It seems to me it is an 
unnecessary expense and a loading up of the RECORD. It is 
already in· print, a speech of three hours. I do not think it is 
reasonable, although I ' do not know enough about it to enter a!l 
objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
1\lr. BLANTON. Reserving the' right to object, Mr. Speaker, 

this three-hour speech was delivered before the gentleman's 
committee? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And it is printed as a committee hearing, 

and Mr. Burke could have a hundred thousand copies reprinted 
by paying the actual cost if he wants under the rules of the 
House. What is the .use of putting it in the RECORD? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. We would like to have it given the 
same publicity and the same circulation as is given to the 
statement of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR]. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman heard Mr. FREAR this morn· 
ing and .be ought to be fair with Mr. FREAn.. He asked that the 
statement of Mr. Collier should go ·in, and his requ-est was 
denied. · 
· Mr. WILL~ISON. I did not object. Mr. Collier, however, 
is not a representative of the Government. A number of ·Mr. 
Collier's letters have already been inserted in the REcoRD by 
Mr. FREAR. Mr. Burke commented on these and other matters 
sent out by Mr. Collier. 

Mr. BLANTON. His action was attacked by . Mr. Burke, as 
I understand. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. No. Mr. Collier attacked Mr. 
Burke, and Mr. Burke defended himself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLANTON. I shall not object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, a number of speeches have 

been· made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] in 
this House attacking the Bm·eau of Indian Affairs, in the 
course of which he challenged the commissioner, Ron. Charles 
H. Burke, at its head to refute the charges made by him. 

As a result of this challenge the commissioner advised the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of Representatives 
that, if as many as three members of such committee desired 
him to do so, he would be glad to appear before that committee 
and make a detailed reply to the charges preferred. The com· 
mittee voted to hear Mr. Burke during the consideration of 
H. R. 8823. 

While the length of Mr. FREAR's speeches as extended in the 
RECORD made it impossible for the commissioner to cover every 
matter referred to by the gentleman from Wisconsin, his state
ment is sufficiently comprehensive to cover most of the charges 
made. I may state that it is the consensus of opinion of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs that Mr. Burke's statement should 
be inserted in the RECORD, so that the same people who may 
have read Mr. FREAR's speeches will have an opportunity to 
read the commissioner's reply. 

Under leave granted by the House I am, therefore, appending 
hereto a letter dated April 1, 1926, and the statement made by 
Commissioner Burke before the Indian Affairs Committee on 
April 10 and 14, 1926 : 
STATEMENT OF HON. CHARLES H. BURKE, COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN 

AFFAIRS 
Mr. BunKE. Mr. Ctairman and gentlemen of the committee, possibly 

some membE.>rs of the committee have not read the letter of Aptil 1, 
wh1ch .the chairman tas suggested be · incorpo:t"at~ in this record; arid 1 
want to read it for their information. " · · 

Hon. ScOTT LE.iviTT, . 

DEPARTMENT OF THE l.:oiTERIOR, 
OFFICE . OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

Washington, April 1, 19t6. 

· Chainnan... Committee on Indian Affairs, 
House of RepresentativeB. 

MY DEAR MR. LEAVITT: In the remarks of my friend, the Hon. Mr. 
FREAR, of Wisconsin, appearing in the CoNGRESSIOl'lAI. RECORD of March 
26, 1926, referring to remarks made on a former occasion and appear
ing in the RECORD of March 5, 1926, Mr. FREAR stated : 

"I would not willingly do Mr. Burke any injustice, but he should 
come out in the open i! any of these statements are incorrect and 
plead his case before the public; or, better, before a committee of the 
House or Senate, where the record will be made." 

As I do not consider what Mr. FREAR has stated constitutes an in
dictment, 1 do not feel called upon to " plead " my case before the public 
or elsewhere. .I am, howenr, ready and willing to appear before your 
committee at any time to answer his charges and to answer any ques
tions that any member of the committee may wish to ask me. 1n view 
of the misinformation, misleading and untrue statements made by Mr. 
FREAR, if there are as many as three member.s of your committee who 
feel that they would like me to .answ.er them, it is my d~sire and nope · 
that the committee will fix a time and afford me all' opportunity t-o .do 
so, the time to be agreeable to Mr. FREAR in order that he may be 
present. 

Respectfully, 
CHARLES H. BURKE, Com.missiot,er. 

Mr. BURKE. By way of explanation I will say that the reas~n I 
predicated my request by stating if there were as many as three mem
bers that would like me,. to make a statement, that I would be v~ry 
glad to do so, was because I did not . believ_e that any member of this 
committee who had served even one term in Congress would . be misl~d 
by the statements contained in the speeches of ?!Ir. FREAR, knowing 
that there are members of the committee who are serving in this Con
gress who have not. served heretofore, and thinking, possibly, they 
might have read the speeches and felt that there were statements that 
they would like to hear me re$pond to; that the committee treated my 
request by exten4ing to ~ the c9m:te§y of coming before the commit· 
tee and making a statement, I wish to express my appreciation and 
thl!nks. In, what I am going to say I shall endeavor to avoid indulging 
in any personal reflections. I have no quarrel . with my friend and 
former colleague over this or any other matter, b~t I do feei that 
members of this committee and M.embers of the Congress, and tho 
public, perhaps, ought to have a statement from the commissioner with 
reference to the things that have appeared from time to time in a 
series of his speeches or extended remarks appearing in the CmmBES· 
SIQNAL RECORD. 

I want at t~ outset to exonerate Mr. FREAR from having possibly 
made some misleading statements and statements that are inaccu
rate and, perhaps, not true, because i_t is very apparent that he has 
made no study of the subject; that he is speakirig without any knowl
edge acquired by research, but he has taken his information from an 
organization in which he apparently seems to have entire confidence, 
and then, such stat~ments as he may have picked up from mixed 
bloods or other Indians and accepted as true, without any regard to 
what the official reports of Congress may .disclose . or what the fl.les of 
the Department of the Interior and Bureau of Indian A.ft'airs may 
contain relative to statistics and other h:i!ormation, but he accepts 
statements that come to him recklessly without questioning the 
authority or the reliability of the source from which the information 
comes. 

In hJs remarks on March 5 he repeatedly states that he bases 
much of what he says upon intormation from the association ll:nown 
as the American Indian Defense Association. This is an organiza
tion that has moved in here recently, represented by a man by the 
name of John Collier. He has. opened an -office and he has been very 
activ-e in furnishing to Congress and · to the press propaganda, issuing 
from time to _time pamphlets and cireulars ' most of which I have liere 
and is nia1nthlning a press bureau, and, apparently, hls relations with 
the gentleman from Wisconsin are rather close, apparently quite 
intimate, and Mr. FaEA.R has acCE.>P.ted the statements that Mr. Collier 
has made, as being reliable. 

In this spl!ech of March 5, I just want to quote a few extracts, 
page. 3327 of the RECORD, as follows : 

" I have had placed before me statements prepared by the American 
Indian Defense Association." 

Also a letter of February 2, 1926, from John Collier, executive 
secretary Indian Defense Association, and in the REcono of March 5-

" Haven Emerson, president of the American Indian Defense Asso· 
elation, placed in print on the desks of Members a specific statement." 

And on page 5036 of the REcORD of the same date-
.. John Collier, executive secretary of the same organization, says." 
And on page 5044, referring to a statement .aJfecting H. R.. 9133-

. ·~ 1t coqtes from the American Indian Defense Assoeiation." . ' 
And on page 5037- . - ·. 
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" I nm informed by responsible m-embers of the Indian Defense Asso
ciation." 

And in the RECORD of March 26, page 6117, letter to Mr. FREAR, 
dated March 24, 1!}26, signed · by John Collier, exedhtive secretary 
American Indian Defense Association. 

On page 3328 of the Co~GRES"SIOm.L RECORD : 
" 'l'he Indian Defense Association, that is interested solely on behalf 

of the Indians of the country but not financially nor politically as may 
be the case with other interests, has submitted to me, through its 
secretary, a statement." 

His statements, I may say to the committee, in his speech clearly 
indicate that he ~ot the information either from John Collier or from 
tile propaganda that he bas been circulating. I have no quarrel with 
John Collier or tile Indian Defense Association. .Apparently it is an 
organization that is operating as much for the advantage of Mr. Collier 
himsel! as for any other purpose. It is with me like any other lobbying 
organization or representative, and I do not think that from such a 
source a11y Member of Congress ought to accept propaganda that it 
circulates, at least without inquiry or without ascertainment whether 
or not that information is reliable. 

I mention Mr. Collier maintaining a press bureau, and I would not 
mention this, but my friend in his remarks the other day made some 
comment because the letter that I wrote the chairman on April 1 ap
peared in a newspaper out in his district in Wisconsin. If that letter 
got into any newspaper, Mr. Chairman, it did not come from me. If 
it got out to the press it was taken from this committee and given to 
the press. I had nothing whatsoever to do with it. I am not main
taining any press bureau, and I do not need any. The speech of my 
friend from Wisconsin on March 5 was put out in advance with a 
press release, which I saw and you may have seen. Some of the pub
licity that went out contained a fine cut of the gentleman, and I am 
sure that made a good impression on the public, because he has a fine 
face, and it is headed : •• Indian Bureau charged with gross thefts. 
FREAR urges inquiry into 'notorious scandals' 1n handling tribal at· 
fairs," and then an article following along the line of the headlines. 

Mr. FREAR. I understand you prefer not to be interrupted. 
Mr. BuRKE. Yes. 'l'he first matter that I will mention ts a state

ment made by Mr.· FREAR in his speech of February 5, and it has to do 
with some bridges that were built across the Rio Grande at Cochiti 
and San Juan pueblos in New Mexico. I will read from the Rxcoan ot 
February 5, 1926, page 3329, as follows : 

"A recent example : Congress in 1923 appropriated $82,000 for the 
whole cost of two bridges across the Rio Grande in New Mexico. The 
entire sum was made a reimbursable charge against the Pueblos of 
Cochiti and San Juan. 

" In the instance of Cochiti it could be said that the Indians would 
use the bridge about one-fourth as much as the whites on the west 
bank of the river. In the case of San Juan it could be said that the 
Indians would use the bridge perhaps one-tenth as mucll as the whites 
on the west bank. But the whole chlll'ge was pfied on these Pueblo 
Tribes, which incidentally are extremely poor. 

" Ltke nearly all schemes of this kind, the above Cochiti and San 
Juan hridge schemes, including the reimbursable. features, came from 
the Indian Office." 

Now, on March 5, at page 5037, be practically reiterates the same 
statement. 

Now, let us l1ave the facts. I was in New Me:rico s<>me time 
before this legislation was enacted. I had a hearing or conference 
with some of the Indians from these two pueblos. They represented 
to me the conditions that obtained there with reference to their in· 
ability to get across the river in high water; that their ' pueblo was 
on one side of the river, their lands were upon the other, and that 
they would have to go 12 miles at times to cross the river, and they 
were very solicitous that the Government provide bridges for them. 
The Indian Welfare Associati<>n, I think it is, o! New Mexico urged 
me to become interested in the proposition. The superintendent of 
the northern Pueblos took it up with me, and be said that there was a 
very urgent demand, and that it was a hardship upon these Indians 
to be situated as they were. He said further if the Government 
would provide these bridges it would in a measure restore the con· 
fidence of those two pueblos in the Government which bad been some· 
what discredited by the activities of Mr. John Collier a short time 
before that. Then Mr. Vaux, president of the board of Indian com
missioners, appealed to me, setting forth the necessity and the justice, 
etc., in this proposition. That was the information that I had as to 
the necessity for these two bridges being built. 

Mr . .MORROW. Your Indian Office did not recommend relmbursables 
at all. 

Mr. BURKE. I will come to that. Let us see what we did. Remem
ber that Mr. FREAR evidently bas a great deal of information that we 
did not have, for he says that where one Indian used those bridges 
there would be four white persons, or something to that effect. I did 
not get that information. In our estimates we incorporated an item 
which was sent to the Bureau of the Budget and transmitted with 
the estimates as a gratuity, and I want to read it, the original item 
for bridges at Cochiti and San Juan pueblos, as carried in the esti
mate sent to Congress 1n December, 1923, as follows: 

" Gratuity: For the constrrrction of steel bridges across the Rio 
Grande within the Cochiti and San Juan pueblo Indian grants, New 
Mexico, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, $82,200." 

In the hearings before the subcommittee, Assistant Commissioner 
Meritt state.d (House hearings on Interior appropriation bill for 1925, 
p. 384, December 22, 1923 ) , in support of this item as follows: 

" Mr. MERITT. The pueblo of Cochiti, N. Mex., is located on both 
sides of the Rio Grande, being practically cut in two by the river. 
Many years ago a small wooden bridge was built by a mining or 
lumber company across the river about a mile above the pueblo ; bui 
this bridg~ was destroyed by high water, and the Indians must now 
ford the river in order to get across, which they can not do during 
high water, and must travel south about 12 miles to the bridge at 
San l<,elipe and then back up the other side. This is very inconvenient, 
as the homes of the Indians are on ~:me side of the river and their 
cultivated land on the other side. • 

" These Indians have no funds to their credit, and these bridges 
are very necessary for the benefit of those Indians. They live on 
one side of the river and the lands are on the other, and it is almost 
impossible for them to get along without this bridge. It has been 
urged Yery strongly by the superintendents of the Pueblo Reservation, 
and the white people who are interested in the Indians are urging 
it very strongly. 

"Mr. CRAMTON. You say they have to go about 12 miles south to 
the bridge at San Juan Pueblo? 

"Mr. MERI'l'T. Yes, sir. Nothing we could do would be of greater 
benefit to the Intlians than the construction of this brldge. 

Then Mr. CARTJCR, a very distinguished Member of the House of 
Representatives, with a service of 20 years, at one time the honored 
chairman of this great committee, and of Indian blood, and so no 
one is going to question his good faith as a friend of the Indians, said : 

"Mr. Meritt, you realize that that is a character of 'appropriation 
that has never been made by Congress. 

"Mr. MERITT. We realize it is a little bit out ot the ordinary, but the 
need is so great we feel justified in asking for the appropriation." 

The House .Appropriations Committee did not include the item Jn 
the appropriation bill when it was reported, and it was not in the bill 
when it passed the House. I went before the Senate committee when 
they were holding their hearings on the appropriation bill, and I will 
read to you what was stated there, on February 5, 1924, referring to 
the estimate for the Cochiti and San Juan Bridges, page 106, Senate 
hearings on Interior appropriation bill for 1925; in answer to a ques· 
tion: 

"Commissioner BURKE. Yes, sir; • within the Cochiti and San Juan 
Pueblo Indian grants, New Mexico, under the direction of the Secre
tary of the Interior, $82,200.' It was estimated for, and those Indians 
are very poor, and they have been clamoring for these bridges. They 
have land on both sides of the river, and at one time there was a tern· 
porary wooden bridge there which has since been destroyed and is 
gone; and now, during much of the year, they have to travel 12 miles 
to get across the river. That is at Cochiti, and the San Juan condi· 
tions are very similar. There are the Pueblo Indians that you have 
heard so much about.'' 

We had been hearing a great deal about them at that time. 
"Senator SMOOT. Why should not that amount be reimb.ursable? 
" Commissioner BURKE. Because there is not anything to reimburse 

lt from. 
" Senator SMOO'l'. That is a pretty good reason. 
" Commissioner BURKE. It would not mean anything if you put it in, 

It is a gratuity. Everything that has been done for the Pueblos has 
been a gratuity. 

"Senator SMOOT. Why can they not get along without it? 
"Commissioner BURKE. It is one of the things that have been urged 

very assiduously by the friends of the Pueblos and by the Pueblos 
themselves." 

Some time later, the bill was reported in executive session, and In 
the bill was the item for the construction of these bridges with the 
word in parenthesis in the last line (reimbursable), and it went 
through in conference and became law. 

There are the fac ts, M!'. Chairman, as to the statements made 
about the Cochiti and San Juan Bridges, and I commend to my 
friend what be said in one of his speeches: 

" It is possible that inaccuracies have occurred where many charges 
were made, bnt if any statement 1s iucorrect I will be willing publicly 
to correct the same." 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the next item I want to discuss is tbe Lees 
Ferry Bridge across the Colorado River; and I am not going to read 
everything that Mr. FREAR stated, because it would weary the com
mittee, but I have excerpts from his speech that are copied literally. 
On February 5, page 3327 of the RECORD, he says : 

" I have had placed before me statements prepared by the American 
Indian Defense .Association which riddle every attempt to jootlfy this 
bridge by the Work statement submitted." 

That refers to Secretary of the Interior Work, head of the depart
ment charged with responsibility !or making report in such matters. 
But the Indian Defense Association have more information, appar-
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t>ntly, and what they ~ay is accepted by the gentleman without ques· 
tion. Then bE: goes on to say it is not for the goou of the Indians: 

" The bridge is not for tile Indians, never was for them, and is a 
palpable frauu in its attempt to seize their funds under that guise. 
Dut there is far more than the $100,000 involved, and the question 
should come sf]uarely before Congress to determine what hlfluence 
persuaded the Bureau of Indian Alrairs to consent to this contribution 
and who is the party responsible for that consent and what relation, 
if any, does be have to those in Arizona who have been insistent upon 
this contribution from the Navajo Tribe. This is a subject that can 
not be overlooked when fixing official responsibility for misleading 
Congress. 

" Ordinarily the Indian Office seeks to protect Indian tribes, and 
Government officials constantly declare this to be their prime pw·pose 
in managing the affairs of the Indians. No official can defend this 
proposition." 

Then on March 5, page 5033, he reiterates the whole thing and says 
that it did pass in the last Congress and it was " slipped through in 
some way. I submit it could not very well be slipped through at this 
time." 

I pt·esume that is because the Indian Defense Association is on the 
grouml and the gentleman frcm Wisconsin is now a member of this 
<:owmittee; I do not know. Then be goes on and makes these charges, 
page 5035 of the RECORD. Of course, the Indian Bureau is responsible 
for this from his standpoint, and he continues: 

"I charge, first, that the Indian Rureau, under the direction of 
Commissioner Burke and Assistant Commissioner Meritt, has approved 
and supported bills that have looted the treasury of the Navajo 
Indians." 

They did not have any treasury at all just a short time ago, so 
we could not loot it ; that is a sure thing. Then he puts in items 
that he charges us with being responsible for, and me particularly, 
aggregating over $i71,000. About the only answer I can make to 
that statement is this, Mr. Chairman, that over $500,000 of that 
nmount was appropriated before I was Commissioner of Indian Alfairs, 
and it was all appropriated while the distinguished gentleman from 
Wisconsin was a Member of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FREAB. You do not want an interruption there? 
Mr. BUBKE. No, sir; I do not. Possibly I ought to be censurt>d 

for two-thirds of this amount that was appropriated when I was not 
here, and then because some more was appropriated since I was com
missioner, I suppose I have to be held responsible. Gentlemen of 
the committee, for more than 15 years it has been the policy of Con
gress to make appropriations for certain purposes in an Indian 
reservation reimbursable, and as Mr. CARTER said, that to do what 
was being urged, to appropriate money as a gratuity for building 
bridges, would be something that had never been done. The Bureau 
of Indian All'airs bas never been urging reimbursable appropriations. 
That comes from Congress, and it is a policy, I say, that has been so 
recognized that it has not been departed from except in the case of 
Cochiti and San Juan, since lts adoption. 

Now, let me give just a little history with reference to Lees Ferry 
Bridge. I find that the matter was initiatoo February 19, 1921. 
I was not Commissioner of Indian Allairs ; I was not in Washington : 
I did not know anything about it, and so I certainly can not be 
responsible for what happened at the time it was initiated. 

On January 15, 1924, or rather after the act authorizing the in
vestigation, and repot·t was made, and it was made by the engineer 
of the War Department, report was made that this bl'idge was 
desirable, that it would be a benefit to the Indians as well as other 
people, and the Secretary made a report recommending that one-half 
of the cost be reimbursable. This policy of reimbursables was 
adopted because in the Osages a rich oil field was discovered to show 
the production, will say that since 1915, some $177,000,000 have 
been received from oil royalties from on and gas leases. Does any
body here think that if at some time before 1915 some improvements 
had been made that was a benefit to the property of these Indians, 
and for their use and convenience, that it would have been a hard· 
ship after they got $177,000,000 from oil royalties, to pay back to the 
Government what improvements may have cost. 

The Navajos, when these appropriations were made reimbursable for 
different purposes, I presume it was hardly contemplated that they 
ever would have any great sum of money, and in that event if an 
elfort was made to recoup and reimburse the Government for any 
moneys that had been expended and it was going to do an injustice 
to the Indians, the reimbursable law could be taken. up and repealed 
and let them go free. Tbat is probably what would have happened. 
It now transpires that there is a wonderful prospect of a great develop· 
ment of oil and gas in that great area, and remember that the original 
reservation created by treaty only contained 3,000,000 acres of land, 
and that by proclamation and Executive withdrawals, the area now 
that is occupied by these Indians constitutes thirteen million and some 
thousands of acres of land. '.rhat is the present area of the NavaJo 
Reservation. 

I do not see myself where there can be any serio118 objection to 
ma.king appropriations that may seem to be desirable and in the interest 

of those Indians and relieve the States of Arizona and New Mexico 
from some of the great expense involved in view of tllis great area 
that is not subject to taxation, but I am not advocating the reim· 
bursable proposition, I am simply presenting it to you as it ap· 
pears. 

The bill that authorizes this to be done-the building of. the Lees 
Fet·ry Bridge-authorized the appropriation. was passed in 1925, and 
it was discussed in the House of Representatives. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin was a Member of the House. It seems to have been 
well understood what it was. Mr. CARTER, when the matter was first 
under discussion on the floor of the House said (p. 3512, Co:-~GP.ES· 

SIONAL RECORD, Feb. 19, 1921) : 
"The amount taken from the Treasury ought to be reimbursable." 
Nobody questions Mr. CARTER being a friend of tbe Indian. On 

January 21, 1925, when this matter was up (p. 2232, Co~GRESSIO:-JAL 

RECORD), Mr. Snyder said, answering, I think, a question of Mr. ELAN· 
TON, of Texas: 

" I would like to answer the gentleman in this way : This is a 
bridge which is thoroughly needed by both Indians and white men. 

"Mr. BLANTO~. By both Indians and white men? 
"Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 
" Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask some questions. The gentleman says 

this bridge is needed for both the white men and the Indians and 
there are only 800 Inillans involved. We are proposing to take · the 
money out of. the Treasury. Let it be Indian money or public money, 
it does ntJt make any difference, because all the Indian money was at one 
time public money which came out of the general funds of the Treasury. 

" Mr. SNYDER. Of course, the gentleman overlooked one part in this 
respect and that is this money is reimbursable. 

" Mr. BLANTON. Oh, yes ; I know that may be so. 
"Mr. S:-~YDER. The Indians undoubtedly within a short number of 

years on account of the discovery of oil and minerals will have suf· 
ficient money with which to reimburse the Government." 

Then Mr. Snyder said: 
"But the gentleman overlooked the fact that the State pays one 

half the value of the bridge and the Indians eventually will pay the 
other halt." -

The bill came up on Calendat· Wt>dnesday when the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was called. The bill was referred on January 22, 1925, 
to the Commerce Committee of the Senate, and ~m January 23, 1925, 
this reference was changed to the Indian Affairs Comm.ittee of the 
Senate. On February 14, 1925, tbe bill was reported to the Senate 
and on February 18, 1925, page 4061 of the permanent CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of that date, this bill was called up by Senator CAMERON and 
passed without debate. The bill was approved by the President on 
February 26, 1925, and became Public Act No. 482 of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress. 

The matter had consideration by the Congress, and then we had 
nothing else to do when this Congress convened except in the estimates 
to report all ite~s that had been authorized by Congress, and so in 
the annual estimates this matter was submitted, and, as I understand, 
included in the appropriation bill and is now law. 

There has been some discussion as to the attitude of the Indians 
toward this appropriation. The superintendent of the jurisdiction 
where Mr. Chee Dodge lives writes, onder date of March 3, 1926 : 

"Within recent dates there have appeared unfavorable comments on 
the item for the bridge at Lees Ferry in the general deficiency bill. 
In this connection I have to advise that none of the Navajos ot this 
jurisdiction have commented unfavorably to me on this proposed Item. 
Some time ago Mr. Chee Dodge, chairman of the Navajo CouncU, 
was here and asked me nbout the bridge ; he expressed himself. as 
thinking it was all right. Mr. Dodge stated that while it would not 
be of direct benefit to the Navajos living in this part of the country, 
it no doubt would be of benefit to those living in tbe western part of 
the Navajo district. He particularly stated that it would give those 
Navajos a chance to go out into the upper country; possibly open 
up additional grazing lands ; that they could go out there and get rams 
for their herds; and could obtain work up there. That the Navajos 
of the western part of the reservations were receiving no benefit from 
the Gallup-Shiprock highway, yet they would have to pay their share 
of the cost of building the road just the same. 

"I asked Mr. Dodge if it would . be all right with him 1l I communi· 
cated his views to you, and he said 'Yes.'" 

I do not think I will -take up any more of your time in dlscussin~ 
th~t item. 

The next subject that I want to discuss is a statement made by 
Mr. FREAB in a number of his speeches, and it is very apparent that 
be bases it upon propaganda that bas been circulated by Mr. Collier. 
It has reference to the bill.J:o extend the oil leasing law to Executive· 
o.~:der Indian reservations. He did not know, I am sure, t!lat for 
four years, nearly, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the l.mreau 
have been doing everything that it was humanly possible to do to 
bring about legislation so that the Executive-ordei' Indian reservations 
could be leased under the same law that applies to so-called treaty 
reservations, and always _ wit.b the view of getting all of the proceeds 
from royalties, as is customary in treaty reset·vations, ·paid into the 
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Treasury of the United States, to the credit of tbe tribe occupying the 
reservation, to be available for what? For the administration, civiliza
tion, education, etc., of the Indians. He did not know that under the 
law which applies to so-called treaty reservations that there is not a 
word with reference to the proceeds. That it bas been a matter 
dealt with entirely by the Congress, just as has been the case when 
timber is authorized to be sold on a treaty reservation or on an 
Executive-order reservation, or there are any other moneys eoming 
from the reservations, Congress, in its wisdom, bas said how they should 
be disposed of, and so, if you bad nothing but the law that applies 
to so-called treaty reservations, so far as the proceeds are concerned, 
it would require Congress to say what disposition should be made of 
them. I do not believe-and I say this in all kindness-! do not 
think the gentleman knows what a treaty reservation is. 

Mr. FREAR. I have understood this fully, what the gentleman states; 
I am put into an erroneous position and I do not think the gentleman 
willingly does it. 

Mr. BURKE. What is a treaty reservation? We have certain res
ervations, the Osages and the Five Tribes, and there may be a few 
others, where the Government in a treaty has ceded to the Indians 
the title to their land subject to its not being alienated or disposed of 
except with the consent of Congress, and they have title to it abso
lutely, and in these cases it has always been the policy to put into the 
Treasury the moneys that are received from any pu~ose to be paid 
out to the Indians, and in some instances used for their administration 
and support where they baY'C consented to it. That is one kind of a 
treaty reservation. Another treaty reservation is just such a reserva
tion as the so-called Navajo reservation, and all under heaven there 
is in the treaty is that the Government permits the Indians to have 
the use and occupancy of that area, and does not say anything about 
the title. It is entirely \Vithin the power of Congress to make any 
disposition it may see fit of such a reservation, except the courts wlll 
not permit them to do it without some consideration. That is one 
kind of treaty reservation, and I think many people do not under
stand the difference between a treaty reservation where the Indian 
owns the land and where they only ha.-e a right to use and occupy it. 

Let us see. On March 5 Mr. FREAR said : 
" There is pending to-day before our Indian Committee-and the 

Commissioner of Indjan Affairs bas appeared before us in its support
a blll that, as I said the other day in answer to a question in the House 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLA~TON], proposes to allow 95 
per cent of all the oil that is produced on upward of 1,000,000 acres 
of Indian lands to go scot-free of taxation, so far as oil producers are 
concerned. The Indian who gets 5 per cent royalty will pay out of 
that 5 per cent royalty under this bill approved by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs 371h per cent, or more than one-third of the Indian's 
share, which will go to PJlY taxes not only for the Indian but for 
the producer, who gets 95 per cent of the total oil output. The 
Indian is to pay all oil taxes on 22,000,000 acres of Indian reserva
tions .by the Indian Bureau's bill. There is no dispute, I believe, as to 
that. 

" Think of that proposition." 
Then, on page 5038 of the RECORD, he says: 
"The Executive-order reservation bill granting a huge Christmas 

present to a waiting army of oil speculators is not the only oil present 
given by Commissioner Burke and his aids from Indian funds to oil 
exploiters, if I correctly understand the law." 

And, further on page 5042 : 
" Some oil exploiter depending upon the order of Secretary Fall 

throwing open to oil exploitation Executive-order Indian lands has 
brought suit to have his oil rights given preference over the Indian 
rights as to such Indian lands. 

" This suit, after a hazardous career on appeal, Is now on the Su
preme Court docket, not to be reached for two years. 

"In the meantime, Commissioner Burke appeared before the Com
mittee on Indian Affairs of the House and urged the passage of hi.s 
oi1 leasing bill leasing 37th per cent taken from the Indians for oll 
producers' taxes, so that the oil suit appealed to the Supreme Court 
'may be dismissed,' which he assured the committee would then occur.'' 

If I have an excerpt, it mlght be proper for me to insert it here, 
because I want to relieve my friend from Arizona from any anxiety 
in case he is laboring under any. I have a statement here of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin in which he exonerates the gentleman from 
Arizona for introducing his bill and puts the responsibility on the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. I know that he would be glad to have that 
brought to his attention so that it may not involve him in any way 
that might be emuarrassing. This is from page f5044, CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of March 5 : 

"It is taken for granted that the measures here discussed, Hke 
so many other Indian bills, are the product of the Indian Bureau, which 
has indorsed H. R. 9133, and that the congressional sponsors tll'e not 
prime movers or intentionally parties to the sought-for confiscation." 

M1·. Chairman, I said that for four years I have been doing every
thing that I could do to get legislation that would permit Executive
order lands to be developed, and I think they ought to be, and after 
the decision of Secretary Fall, which was an opinion prepared in the 

law division of the Interior Department wherein it was held that the 
generru leasing law of 1920 applied to Executive-order Indian reser
vations, I do not need to say that we were very much disappointed 
with that holding and did everything we could in protest of it, and a. 
few months after Secretary Fall retired, the present Secreta1·y came 
in, and one of the first things that I did after be came in was to bring 
to his attention the decision in the so-called Harrison ca e, telling him 
what I thought about it, and requested that it be submitted to the 
new solicitor of the department with a view, possibly, to getting a 
rescission of the decision of Secreta-ry Fall. Secretary Work came 
into office on March 4, and on March 31, in my feeble way, with the 
assistance of others in the bureau, I submitted to him a brief in the 
form of a letter, copy of which I have here, wherein I discussed this 
whole proposition, and I find that on April 18 he referred it to the 
solicitor, as suggested. I will ask, for· the information of the com
mittee, so that it may be available, that at the conclusion of m-; 
remarks, thls may be appended, so that any person who wishes to 
know what my position was and what the position of the Indian 
Bureau wa.s at · that time on the question can ascertain by reading 
that letter. 

Mr. HASTD<OB. What year? 
Mr. BunKE. 1923. Secretary Work came in on March 4. 1923. The 

matter drifted along, and I want to say here, because I do not think 
I would be doing justice to a very worthy organization If I did 
not mention it, that during this entire controversy I had the very 
hearty support and cooperation of the Indian Rights Association, of 
Philadelphia, of which Mr. Brosius is the local representative. He 
was in every way possible aiding us in trying to find some way by 
which we could avoid having Exeeutive-order In-dian re ervations 
leased under the general leasing law that did not wvc to Indians any 
part whatsoever of royalties. So it drifted along and finally, in the 
following winter-and the Indian Rights Association are entitled to a. 
great deal of credit for what was a!'complished-the Secretary of tho 
Interior and the President simultaneously, it transpired, asked tho 
Department of Justice for a decision with respect to whether or not 
the general leasing law applied to Executive-order Indian reserva
tions, and everything then was suspended and there were no more 
permits issued-there had not been for many months-and In May, 
1924, the Department of Justice held that the general leasing lnw 
did not apply to Executive-order Indian reservations. but did not 
il&Y anything about title of the land, but that if the law had intended 
to include Executive-order Indian reservations it would have said so. 

In the last Congress we were trying to get legislation to get all the 
proceeds for the Indians, and I did not consent during the last Con
gres , although the gentleman from Wisc~nsin says I did, to any ;{7Jh 
per cent. The matter was suggested, but I said that under no cir.::um
stances would we consent to any such proposition, unle. s the 37th wns 
going to be used for the benefit of the Indians. The bill passed both 
Houses, got into conference, and without givlng away any secrets, 
beeause I do not suppose that my friend who is so earnest in trying to 
get this legislation, cares anything about It now, the Indian Rights 
Association, with the knowledge of the Commissioner of Indian Affair , 
had something to do with a point of order that was made that defeated 
the bill in the last Congress, and it failed to become a law, a point of 
order made by Mr. Dalllnger, then a member of the committee. 

Mr. HAYDEN. You also told me that the President would certainly 
veto the bill, were it to pass, if be followed your advice. 

Mr. BURKE. I do not want to be quoted as to saying anything of 
what the President would do. What happened? The gentleman from 
Wisconsin as usual, uninformed, not intentionally, relying upon llis 
friends who furnish him information, mak~s the statement that after 
this decision was rendered this oil exploiter, I think be calls him, 
brought suit and went into the courts. That is not true. I will tell 
you what happened. The Department of Justice brought suit agn i_nst 
this man Harrison, who was operating on an Executive-order re erva
tJon under permit, to eject him and went into the United States Di~tr lct 
Court of the State of Utah and made Mr. Harrison party defenol&ut. 
The case was _tried in that court, and that court decided that 1 he !l:t'n
eral leasing law did apply to Executive-order Indian reservations. In 
other words, he sustained the opinion of Secretary Fall, and in:ulc
diately the Government appealed the case, and it went to the clL·cult 
court of appeals for that district, appeal by the Government. When the 
case was presented and considered by that court, the justices, be~il?vi!lg 
it apparently to be a very close question, side stepped and certified it to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, where it is now pending. 

Now, if the decision of the United States District Court of Ut:tn ue 
sustained by the Supreme Court of the United States, as it bas already 
been dignified b:y: the decision of the district court :md pa sed up ll.t' ti.Jc 
circuit court of appeals, this is the situation we would have : Tha 
general leasing law would apply to Executive-order reservations. Mal 

no part of the proceeds from oll and gas leases would go to the Indiana 
directly or otherwise. Yes; but the gentleman says, Congt·esH could 
take care of that. True; but what about those vested rights tbat 
would have to be recognized of some several hundred appllcants who 
have made applications for permits, and then, again, the effect of that 
decision would be that 37th per cent of the proceeds under the general 
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leasing law would belong to States, and without any condition what· 
soever. 

How many of you Members of Congress from Western States, should 
the Supreme Court sustain that decision of the district court, would 
consent to the 37 per cent being taken away from your States, after 
the Supreme Court bud held that it belonged to the State? What 
chance would there be, gentlemen, of getting legislatton as to the 37¥.! 
per cent when that condition might obtain, and so we were confronted 
with quite a diffet·ent situation, and having had some little experience 
in legislation, and having Ih·ed some time, I was rather of the opinion 
that we bad better see if we could not reach some adjustment of this 
matlet· that would be a solution of it that would do full justice to 
Indians and be susceptible of enactment by Congress. 

So aftet· many, many conferences with different people who were 
interested, some Senators, some l\Iembers of the House, oil men-we 
even receive an oil man In our bureau cordially and treat him cour
teously-there was a sort of tentative understanding that as an initia· 
tl\'e of th~ matter, we tentatively agreed on two bills, one introduced 
by one of the Senators from New Mexico and the other introduced 
by the gentleman from Arizona, Mr. HAYDEN. There had not been 
any opposition from any source, as far as we knew, to this program, 
when thet·e appt>ared on the scene John Collter, representing the In· 
dian Defense Society. We did not know he was Interested; we did 
not · know he was e:oncerned about it, but he appeared here at the 
hearing on the bill; and let us see what he did. The matter was dls· 
cussed, and I will say before I mention this that section 3 of the bill 
which bad been tentatively ugreed upon recognized the permittees 
who had actually gotten a permlt, while Secretary Fall's order was in 
effect, and it only meant 20, all told. 

A representative of an oU company came in and talked with me 
and Secretary Edwards together and wanted to add an amendment 
and wanted us to recommend it, that would recognize, in additidb 
to the permittees, such applicants as had spent money for certain pur· 
poses. We took the position that we would not go any further; as 
far as we were concerned, it would have to be determined by Congress, 
and that we doubted very m.uch the wisdom of adding anything other 
than 20 permits, because It would open up the question of all these 
400 applications, many of whom might be speculators, and mostly per
son~ who had expended no money and really had no equity. When 
the bill was consJdered here, a gentleman by the name of Jones, and 
another by the name of Wallace, suggested to the committee adding 
an amt>ndment that would recognize such applicants as had expended 
money for the purposes stated, and Mr. Collier, after we got to that 
point, was Interrogated, and he said: • 

" In this Instance it would be the desire of everybody to give what
ever relief to those who really spend out money, and therefore I would 
strongly indorse the suggestion of the last speaker." 

That was to add to the 20 permittees a few applicants. 
Mr. FREAR. How many1 
Mr. BURKE. It does not matter how many. Continuing, Mr. Collier 

said: 
" Coming bllck now to section 1 which brings the control over the 

leasing of Executive-order lands practically under the general regula· 
tions that has to do with treaty reservations, that is the same. It is 
evidently. I have no suggestion to make about that." (House hear
Ings, p. 41.) 

And on page 51 : 
"Mr. FREAR. What is your attitude in regard to this blll1 
" 1\Ir. COLLIER. The bill is good. 
" Mr. FREAR. As to section 3? 
"Mr. CoLLIER. As to section 3, all my suggestions have been ac

cepted. 
"Mr. FREAR. You agree with the gentleman who spoke? 
" Mr. CoLLIER. Section 3 with the suggested amendments is abso

lutely good and in regard to section 2, you do not need ft." 
'!'hat is the one that proposes to dispose of royalties, 37:1h per cent 

to go to the State to be used, not by the State as it might see fit, but 
for constt·uction of roads in the reservations from which the royalties 
might come, or roa~ leading to t11e reservation, or the education of 
Indian children. That is quite a different proposition than giving 
the State 37~ per cent. And Mr. Collier continued: 

"Section 1, if the tax clause of the 1924 act w·ere inserted, would 
completely cover the tax production. 

" Mr. FREAR. Striking out section 21 
" Mr. COLLIER. You do not need section 2 1t the law of 1924 is en

acted for the Executive reservations." 
The act of 1924 : He says the first section of this bill makes appll· 

cable to Executtre-order Indian reservations the law that obtains to 
treaty reservations. The act of 1924, which is incorporated in the 
record, says "That unallotted land on Indian reservations "-that ap
plied to Executive-order reservations ; this law of 1924 applied to them 
as well as it does to treaty reservations, which would make it possible 
for the State or States where the lands were located to levy a produc
tion tax. I will insert this statute of 1924 with my remarks. 

The CHAIRMA~. Without objection it may be included. 
The statute referred to ( 43 Stat. 244) is as follows; 

[Public-No. 158-68th Congress) 

"An act (H. R. 6298) to authorize the leasing for oil and gas mining 
purposes of unallotted lands on Indian reservaUons alfected by the 
proviso to.section 3 of the act of February 28, 1891 

uBe it enacted, eto., That unallotted land on Indian reservations 
other than lands of the Five Civilized '.rribes and the Osage Reserva· 
tion subject to lease for :nining purposes for a period ot 10 years 
under the proviso to section 3 of the act of February 28, 1891 (26 
Stat. L. p. 795), may be leased at public auction by the Secretary of 
the Interior, with the consent of the council speaking for such Indians, 
for oil and gas mining purposes for a period of not to exceed 10 rears, 
and as much longer thereafter as oU or gas shall be found in paying 
quantities, and the terms of any existing oil and gas mining lease 
may in like manner be amended by extending the term thereof for as 
long as oil or gas shall be found in paying quantities: Provided, That 
the production of oil and gas and other minerals on such lands may 
be taxed by the State in which said lands are located in all respects 
the same as production on unrestricted lands, and the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to cause to be paid the 
tax so assessed against the royalty interests on said lands: Provided, 
1Lotoever, That such tax shall not become a lien or charge of any kind 
or character against the land or the property of the Indian owner. 

"Approved May 29, 1924." 
Mr. BURKE. Mr. FREAR would have you believe we were taking 

something from the Indians. We were trying to give the Indians 
something they did not have instead of taking from them. And sG 
we were going to have 62¥.. per cent royalties paid into the Treasm·y 
for their benefit, and we were going to use the 37% per cent indirectly 
for their benefit. I want to say to you that under the general leasing 
law, the law of 1920, if it was to operate on an Executive-order 
Indian reservation, and the Indians got aU of the proceeds, they 
would not receive as much as they will get from 62¥.1 per cent under 
the law that applies to treaty reservations. Why? Because under 
the general leasing law, 25 per cent of the area in an application, 
which may be as much as 640 acres, the applicant may have a lease, 
5 per cent royalty, and no bonus, and you take it in the Osage country, 
if the general leasing law had properly applied the Osage Indians 
would not have received one-half as much as they have receired 
under the law that makes it possible to sell the leases to the bighlst 
bidder, and that is .exactly what the law applying to treaty reserva· 
tions does. No leases are made at a royalty of less than 12~ per 
cent, and then a bonus is paid for the lease, and we have had 160 
acres of land in the Osage country where the bonus paid was 
$1,900,000, and the royalty was one-eighth unless the wells produced 
more than 100 barrels, and then It was one-sixth, and under the 
general leasing law of 1920 the royalty for the lease of that land 
might have been only 5 per cent. So I think you can see, gentle· 
men, that under this proposition the Indians are very fortunate it 
we can get the legislation enacted as proposed. 

I will go a little further. The gentleman has reiterated and re
peated, and so has his friend Collier, this statement, that because 
there was language in that bill that the 37:1h per cent was to be in 
lieu of taxes that we were proposing to e:Jempt from taxation all pro· 
duction, and, therefore, we were favoring the oil operators. He say11 
that he wants to be fair. 

On the lOth day of March, 1926, a letter was written to the chair
man of this committee and the chairman of the Senate committee, 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and the gentleman from Wisconsin 
was so advised by letter, that an amendment was suggested to clear 
the matter so that there could not be any possibility of any uncer· 
tainty about it. That amendment or one akin to lt has been, I 
understand, incorporated in the bill pending before the Senate com· 
mlttee on Indian Affairs. It is preposterous to suggest for a moment 
that we were concerned about exempting oil operators from · being 
taxed under the law of 1924, which would have become effective the 
moment section 1 of your bill became a law. 

Let us go a little further. When the gentleman made his speech 
on March 5, and before he made the speech, I presume, because the 
custom used to be when a Member had a bill that be wanted to intro· 
duce, when he came over to the House he went up to the basket 
and deposited it in the basket, and so I assume that the bill that I 
refer to, introduced on the 5th of March, was introduced before he 
made the speech, and there was a duplicate of that bill introduced by 
a Senator on March 3, two days before he made his speech, and both 
bills, in my opinion, were drafted by John Collier. 

Let us see about these bills. Mr. FREAR, in his speech on March 5, 
made the statement that the Bureau of Indian Atrairs was sup
porting the blll introduced by my friend from Arizona, which he 
said would validate 425 applications, and further on, when he ex· 
tended his remarks, he put into the record one of John Collier's 
statements which I hnve here, where Mr. CoWer made that state
ment. That was on March 5. That is the record. Now, let us 
see the bill, Mr. FREAR'S blll, H. R. 10053, and the companion bill 
is Senate 3431, of March 3, 1926. Let us see Mr. FREAR's bill Re
member, he says we are going to validate 425 applications, and yet 
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no one, not e>en Mr. FREAR, will say that section 3 of that bill did 
mot·e until it was amended than to recognize the 20 permits that 
ball actually issued under the Fall decision. Mr. FREAR's bill, sec
tion 2, recognizes the permits just as we did, and then what does 
he do? 

"And to any applicant for a permit who did not receive a permit, on 
condition that said permittee or applicant, or the party with whom 
he has contracted, has prior to"-

When? 
" Prior to April 1, 1926 "
This was the 5th of March-

" prior to Aprtl 1, 1926 "
Done what? 
" Done all the following things, to wit, expended money or labor in 

geologically surveying the lands covered by such application, nnd has 
built roads for the benefit of such lands, and has drilled or con· 
tributeu toward the drilling of geologic struc.ture upon which such 
wells a1·e located." 

I will be fair to the gentleman and say that be put 1n thiS~ proYiso: 
''Provided further, That the expenditure and operations here made 

a condition must have been commenced prior to May 27, 1924 "-
ann so the 425 applicants who had not spent a cent prior to May, 
1924, could go out there, spend some money for these purposes, and 
the applications would be validated, provided the money was expended 
before April 1 of this year. 

'l'bat ts the bill that the gentleman from Wisconsin offered on tlll8 
subject, and then he says that we proposed in section 3 of the bill of 
the gentleman from Arizona to validate those applications. 

I listened with much interest to his apology when this hearing 
opened, and I hope he may be given the fullest opportunity to explain 

. any of these matters. 
Mr. FREAR. It was not intended to be an apology; it was an ex-

planation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The commissioner will be allowed to go ahead and 

not be interfered with. He had no opportunity to question the gentle
man from Wisconsin on the floor when he made his speech, and it is 
fair that he should be allowed to make his now. 

Mr. BunKE. On March 5, page 5038 of the RECORD, Mr. FREAR said: 
•· .A. cloud of buzzards obscuring the sun may be likened in compari· 

son with the cloud of oil speculators, oil manipulators, and oil pro
moters who will surround Commissioner Burke and his assistants the 
moment the oil leasing bill is signed. No such opportunity in a proven 
oil field bas occurred for lo these many years and Lo, the poor Indian 
on the Navajo Reservation, with $771,000 reimbursement heretofore 
allowed by Commissioner Burke's bureau ''-

1 didn't know that I appropriated money, did you 1 
" One hundred and six thousand dollars just loaded on them for two 

new bridges, and 7,000 uneducated Navajo children with disease and 
distress on all sides may helplessly witness the doling out of plums to 
oil promoters while the Indians get 62% per cent of their 5 per cent 
royalty or 3 per cent net for their own oil share from about 425 oil 
speculators who hold Fall's permits for 1,000,000 acres of Navajo 
lands." 

And on March 26, page 6114, :llr. FREAR said: 
" Why does Commissioner Burke give away with a liberal band these 

royalties of the Indians while he does not whisper as to the tax that 
shall be collected from the oil exploiters of Indian lands? In either 
case his position seems as bad as that of Secretary Fall, and in somP. 
respects worse, because the Government could stand any amount of oil 
exploitation under Fall's original order, whereas Indian tribes, against 
whom Mr. Burke bas charged nearly $900,000 reimbursable payments in 
one tribe's case"-

More than halt of it before I was Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and all of it while the gentleman was a Member of the House. 
"are :sulfering from sickness, poverty, and neglect beyond the needs of 
any other tribes, accordlng to many witnesses." 

Then on February 5, 1926, page 3329 of the RECORD, and I have got 
to be brief, he says : 

"One of t.he darkest pages in the treatment by Congress and the 
Government of the Indian tribes and their funds is found in some 
of the worthless and hopeless irrigation projects loaded onto these 
people whereby funds of the· Indians have been dissipated, and they 
have been obliged by law to stand sponsors for proposals that would 
never appeal to any business man. Some of these proposals have 
been indorsed by tbe Bureau of Indian Affairs and serve as an example 
of what can be and is being done with the remaining funds and 
property belonging to some of the Indian tribes." 

And on March 5, page 5037, he says: 
"Many, many millions of dollars ha.ve been charged against the 

funds of Indian tribes as 'reimbursable • with the consent or con
nivance of the Indian Bureau, according to information I have received, 
that are unjust charges and can not be defended. Wasteful irriga
tion schemes, usually instigated by white people, are made reimburs
able in part or entirely out of Indian funds. Not all of them are 
useless, but many of little value can be pointed out from a glance 
at the hearings and costs, while helpless Indian tribes are made re-

sponsibie for projects approved by the Indian Bureau that no business 
man would approve nor any sane company guarantee from loss." 

Gentlemen, most of the irrigation projects, and those that have not 
been a success, were initiated mostly by Congress by one branch tacking 
on an amendment to an Indian appropriation bill and then agreeing to 
It in conference, and without any reference to the Interior Depart
ment or without •any suggestion from the Interior Depart~nt that 
such project would be desirable. And I want to say here--and no one 
has more respect for the Congress of the United States than I have, 
and I again say to this committee, I have as much respect for the 
House of Representatives as I have for any other legislative body in 
the world-that the legislation that bas resulted disastrously for In
dians has without exception been enacted without any approval of the 
Indian Office, many times over its protest, and without first referrin1 
it to the Interior Department. 

Take the Clapp Act, if you please, in Minnesota, that removed re
strictions of so-called mixed-blood Indians in the White Earth Reser
vation that resulted in their great estate being dissipated in a very 
short time, and making of many Indians mendicants who are coming 
before Congress in every session asking for per capita payments, clai~ 
ing unless they receive per capita payments there will be distress and 
suffering, starvation, etc. 

I might point to many other instances of where legislation was 
enacted that was unfortunate, but the Indian Bureau, the Department 
of the Interior, is not responsible. 

I have here copies o.f letters that were sent to the chail'men of the 
respective committees of the House and Senate on March 10, suggesting 
an amendment to clarify the tax matter, and copy of letter written by 
the Secretary of the Interior to Mr. FR»AR cal1ing his attention to it. 

The letters referred to are as follows : 

Hon. J A MilS A. FREAR, 
House of ~epresentatives, 

DEPARTMENT 011' THE I:STERIOR, 
Washington, March 10, 1926. 

MY DEAR MR. FREAR : Reference is again made to your letter of 
February 27, 1926, inclosing copy of H. R. 9133. 

I regard as fundamental the determination of the character and 
extent of the rights of Indians on Executive-order Indian reservations. 
Manifestly if the rights of Indians on Executive-order reservations are 
of such character and extent as lawfully to give to the Indians all 
the oil and gas in the e reservation lands, then the Indians are enti· 
tied to all of this gas and oil without any deduction or any division. 
Is this the present state of the applicable law? Do the Indians now 
possess without additional legislation such rights? For your informa
tion I advise you that I have requested the opinion of the Attorney 
General on the question of the character and extent of the rights now 
held by Indians on Executive-order Indian reservations. It appears 
that there is not accord and unanimity of opinion on the law of this 
subject. 

Some question bas been raised as to the scope or· meaning of the 
words " in lieu of taxes to the State " as used in section 2, line 2, page 
2, of the printed bill, H. R. 9133. As construed and understood by this 
department this language found 1n section 2 means that 37lf.a per cent 
of the proceeds from rentals, royalties, or bonuses of oil and gas leases 
upon lands within Executive-order Indian reservations or withdrawals 
shall be paid to the State, for designated purposes, in lieu of any and 
all taxes against the Indians, but does not include taxes against others. 
This being the meaning placed upon the language by the department in 
order to remove any doubt about this language now in the bill, I sug
gest and recommend that the words "in lieu of taxes," line 2, page 2, 
of printed bill, H. R. 9133, be eliminated, and that after the word 
"located," in line 3. page 2, the following language, followed by a 
comma, be inserted : " in lieu of any and all taxes against Indi:l.Ils to 
whose credit 62¥.! per cent shall be deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States as is in this section hereinafter pt·ovlded." 

I have made a supplemental report on H. R. 9133 to the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
recommending the amendment above set out, and I b('rein send to you 
a copy of this recommendation to the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs of the House of Representatives. 

Very truly yours, 
HUBERT WonK. 

MARCH 10, 1926. 
Ron. ScOTT LEAVITT, 

Ol:airman aommUtee on l11dian Affairs, 
House of Represe7Jtatives, 

MY DEAR Mn. LEAVITT: Responsive to your request of February 10, 
1926, under date of February 16, I submitted a report on H. R. 9133, 
entitled "A bill to authorize oil and gas mining leases upon unallotted 
lands within Executive-order Indian reservations." 

Some question has since be~n raised as to the scope of meaning ot 
the words "in lieu of taxes to the State,'' as used in section 2, line 
3, page 2, of this bill. As construed and under tootl by this dep:ut· 
ment, the l:l.Ilguage found in section 2 of this bill simply means that 
the 37lf.a per cent of the royalty therein referred to is to be paitl to 
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the State, for certnln dt>slgnated purposes, in lieu of any and all taxes 
against the Indians, but does not include taxes against the white men, 
lessees or otherwise. This being the true intent in this respect, in 
order to remove any further doubt about that feature of the bill, it 
is respectfully suggested that the words " in lieu of taxes " line 3, 
page 2. of the bill, be eliminated and alter the word "located," Fne 
3, page 2, the following be inserted, " in lieu of any and all taxes 
against the Indians to whose credit 62% per cent shall be deposited 
in the Treasury of the "'Gnited States as is in thjs st>ction hereinafter 
prodded." 

Very truly yours, 
HUBERT WORK. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin discusses the question· of incom
petents, and again I exonerate him. He accepted infot·mation fz·om 
those in whom he has utmost confidence. He did not seek, appar
ently, to infoi'm himself as a man of his ability and large experience 
as a legi ·lator would ordinarily do, and he goes on and discusses the 
que-stion of incompetents, and without reading too much, or pet·haps, 
not any of the statements that he makes, in effect he says that the 
Bureau of ~ndian Affairs makes 225,000 Indians incompetent, and 
they have not any appeal, can not go into any court, but they are 
just subject to the whim of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
They at·e citizens of the United States, but the Indian Bureau has 
made them incompetent. Gentlemen, you who are new on this com
mittee-! would not say it to these older members-what makes an 
Indian what we call incompetent is the law, not the Indian Bureau 
01• the · Interior Department at all. The law says that trust patent 
issues to an Inruan, with restrictions, for 25 years. 'l'he time may 
be extended or not extended, but until the time expires he can not 
alienate his land. I recognize that there might be ins tan-ces where 
possibly that might be an injustice, and up to 1906 the practice was 
in every Congress, and I want to give this to the gentleman because 
it affords him an opportunity to know how he can get an Inruan 
under restriction restored or have his estate turned over to him, 
because he probably doesn't know it. It was the practice in every 
Congress, and there were incorporated in Indian appropl'iation bills 
case of Indians by name, in which the Secretary of the Interior was 
authorized to issue to them a fee patent, and then they g()t their 
lands and were thereafter free. I had the honor of being a Member 
of the Rouse of Represt!ntatives, and chairman of this committee, 
and, living most of my life among the Indians and knowing a little 
something about conditions, it occurred to me that there ought to be 
a law by which an Indian who was in fact competent should not be 
required to go to Congress to get a law pa sed every time he might 
want the question of his restoration to rights determined, and I 
passed what is known as the Burke Act of 190G. 

Under that act an Indian who thinks he is competent can make an 
application, and if it appears to those who are responsible-the 
Department of the Interior happens to be responsible head under the 
law to protect the Indian in his estate-so in this law it was provided 
that when the Secretary of the Interior was satisfied an Inruan was 
capable and competent to manage his own affairs he could issue to him 
a fee patent for his land and he could do with it as he liked. It was 
not contemplated when that act was passed that any Secretary of the 
Interior would issue a patent to an Indian unless he made an applica
tion therefor, because -i:he question of the land being exempted from 
taxation for 25 years was a yestt>d right, and one that the allottee 
should not be divested of except with his consent, and I did not be
lieve it could be done, either, without his consent. But due to agita
tion 10 years ago, or a little more, on the part of persons who were 
misled like my friend from 'Visconsin, who aid that it was outrageous 
that Indians were being kept under restrictions and supenision that 
were just as competent as anybody, the result was that a competency 
commission was appointed, and it went out and made recommenda_
tions until several hundred fee patents were is ned in one reservation 
tJ 670 Indians where 170 would have been too many, with the result 
that in most of these in tances the allottees did not have anything 
after a few months, and we are affilcted to-dny, gentlemen, because 
of Indians of that type who are now living on the reservation, who 
have squandered the proceeds from the sale of their land, and are 
living off of those who are under restrictions, some of whom may get 
rations. The courts have held, and I think rightfully, that where an 
Indian did not ask for his patent or did not accept it willi.ngly that 
it did not pass the title, and we have been, through the Department of 
Justice, bringing many snits to recover back lands where patents in 
fee were issued under those circumstances. 

Now, any Indian who makes application for his patent In fee to 
the Department ot the Interior and fails to get it, can go to his 
Congressman, or, preferably, the able gentleman from Wisconsin, pre
sent his case, have a bill introduced, and Congress can pass a law 
that will free him and he can have his land, even though it has been 
said that you can not pass a bill in Congress affecting the Inruan unless 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs approves it. It would be possible, gcn
~lemen, there might be a Congress some time that might be independ-

ent, more free to act, more indifferent to the opioions of the bureaus 
and departments, and it that can not be done now, possibly it may be 
at another time. 

The gentleman confuses, as many do, the matter of citizenship with 
restrictions. True, Congress in 1924 passerl a law making all Indians 
citizens of the Cnited States. Two-thirds of them wt>re citizens befot·e 
that act passed. Under the old allotment act of 1887, if an Indian 
was allotted, and it was approved by the Secretary of the Interior, be 
was a citizen of the United States in every sense of the word. In my 
State we had many Indians, blanket Indians, who could not speak 
English, no education or experience, that took allotments under the 
1887 act and became citizens, but it did not have anything in the 
world to do with the Govemment supervising their affairs, and pro
tecting them in their property, and the Supreme Court has repPatedly 
passed on the question, and for the information of those who may not 
be informed, I will incorporate just a few rPferences to court decisions, 
one in the United States Supreme Court, United States t'. Nice ti41 
U. S. 598); Unlted States 11. Nobl<' (237 U. S. 79), and Tiger v. WPst
em Investment Co. (287 U. S. 286) ; also extract from the act of 
June 2, 1924, as follows : 

The act of Congress approved June 2, 1924 (43 Stats. 253), pro
vides: 

"That all noncitizen Indians born within the ten·ltorlal limits of 
the United States be, and they are hereby, declared to be citizens of 
the United States: Provided, That the granting of such citizenship 
shall not in any manner impair or otherwise affect the right of any 
Indian to tribal or other property." 

The Supreme Court of the United States in the case of United 
States v. Nice (241 U. S. 598) held: 

" Citizenship is not incompatible with tribal existence or continued 
guardianship, and so may be conferred without completely emancipat
ing the Indians or placing them beyond the reach of congressional 
regulations adopted for their protection. 

"The guardianship of the United States continues, notwithstanding 
the citizenship conferred upon Indian allottees. (United States v. 
Noble, 237 U. S. 79.) 

" Citizenship is not in itself an obstacle to the exercise by Congress 
of its power to enact laws for the benefit and protection of tribal 
Indians as a dependent people. (United States v. Sandoval, 231 
u.s. 48.) 

"Congress bas full power to legislate concerning tribal properly of 
Indians and the conferring of citizenship on individual Indians doet> 
not prevent Congress from continuing to deal with tribal lauds." 
(Tiger v. Western Investment Co., 287 U. S. 286.) 

There is no question about citizenship having anything to do with 
the authority of the Government in supervising and protecting what 
is known as the incompetent class of Indians. 

Now, I come to another question. Mr. FREAR, on page 5032, said in 
part as follows : 

"That bill (H. R. 782G) proposed to glve to what are called Indian 
judges, who get $10 per month each for their services, the power to 
impose a penalty of six months in jail or $100 fine-to imprison, with
out . any right of appeal, and with no right of tt·ial by jury, any Indian 
upon any reservation by reason of that proposed law." 

This statement is misleading. Under the regulations aud practice, 
Indians who are convicted in the Indian courts by Indian judges have 
a right to appeal from the decision of the Indjan judges to the superin
tendent, and if _ not satisfied with the decision of the superintendent 
m~y appeal to the Commissioner of Indian Affrurs. Anyone has a right 
of appeal trom any decision of the Commissioner of Indian A.ll'airs to 
the Secretary of the Interior. It will be seen, therefore, that an Indian 
has three appeals !rom the decision of the Indian courts. 

I will not discuss thi.s at length, because it would take too long, but 
I will say this, as one who has been most of his life among Indians 
and has had intimate knowledge of bow they live, that I do not know 
of any one thing that the real Indians of the country-! am not talk· 
ing about mhed bloods, patent-in-fee Indians, I am talking about 
full-blood Indians-if there is one thing that I think they take more 
pride in, it is their Indian court; and they deal fairly and justly, gen
tlemen, with those who are brought into that court. Since I have beE'n 
commissioner, a period of more than five years, I do not know of a 
single instance where an Indian has ever complained that the court 
in which he bad been pel!alized had done him an injustice. It is self
govern:uent; it Is something that they themselves control. I have been 
in the Indian court; "no one there but the Indian judges and the Indians 
who may be interested ; no official of the agency present. 

I have listened to the proceedings and observed how they deal out 
justice, and I want to say, gentlemen, that if I were guilty of some 
offense such as the Indian court has jurisdiction of I would much pre
fer to have it left to the Indian court than to a Federal or State court, 
because they are considerate, they are just, and they do not impose ordi
narily any penalties that would be con. idered excessive. But the gen
tleman from Wisconsin would seek to make the country believe, and 
the Congress, that there are outt·ages pPrpetrated by these Indian 
Judges that_ ough~ not to be tolerated in th-is advanced u'e of ciVi- I , • :. 
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Uzation, and he cites a case from his own State, and he puts in the j it is addressed I do not know, but be signs it, and he says somebody 
record a telegram from the chief executive of that State in which is bas written him and continues: 
recited the conditions that obtained at a jurisdiction there where an "The pages from the Co:-;GnESSIO:-;AL RECORD, however, brought no 
Indian was said to have been incarcerated and had shackles with ball fresh news to us, ns we have been reading all kinds of articles on 
and chain attached to him. conditions here, which have certainly amazed me, and there is no truth 

Let us see about this case. Incidentally, on March 26, he said: or foundation for them whatever. 
"1 will mention this case, I want to reply to it-that Mr. Burke's "Recently I received a letter from a lady who styled herself the 

bill." admiral of the ship of states"-
1 have a great many bills in Congress, more than when I was a She ought to have written John Collier-

Member of Congress ; but, continuing, he said, on March 26, page 6111 "in which she referred to the terrible atrocities reported to have 
of the RECORD : happened here. I am inclosing a copy of my answer to her queries, 

"That Mr. Burke's bill (H. R. 7826) further seeks to give color of which you are at liberty to use in any way you wish, and it will no 
law to the present infamous un-American practice under which Indians doubt take the place of any comments which you suggested I might 
have been chained and manacled by Indian agents and by their tool make." 
judges within the past 90 days in my own State, and yet Mr. Burke The Reverend Mr. Murray inclosed copy of letter to Mrs. Viola 
refuses to reply to letters of inquiry from Members of Congress on such Mallory Greene, care of National Ship of States, 2793 Wp.rren Avenue, 
cases." Chicago, Ill., in which he said in part as follows: 

Gentlemen, i1 I have ever neglected to answer a letter from a Mem- "For instance, I recently picked up a paper and read an account Qf 
ber of Congress since I have been commissioner, I am unconscious of supposPd conditions in . this reservation, every word of which was au 
it. It there is such a case, it is an exception. I do not know bow exaggerated falsehood from start to finish. 
it could have happened, and (doubt very much that it did happen; "I thank God from the bottom of my heart that I know both sides 
I would have to be shown, because those of you-there are a few of the question, and I know Mr. Hammitt"-
of you that occasionally come into the Indian Office, and I wish more the superintendent-
of you would come--will say, I think, that there is not any other " to be a clean, pure-mined, and fair-minded executive, always kind and 
bureau of the Government that is more prompt in replying to letters polite to all, including the lawbreakers who come before him from time 
than the Bureau of Indian Affairs. We endeavor to reply to them to time, and this very morning he has taken three men for a railroad 
just the moment that it is possible for us to do it when we have the ride, expenses paid, to a town 50 miles distant, where they will be 
information; we often have to send out to the field. charged with "moonshine" imbibing, which will mean that they will 

Let us see. This Indian was named Paul Moore. The telegram have free board and lodging for some time to come. 
from Gov. John J. Blaine, of Wisconsin, regarding Paul Moore's in- "The United States Indian school was ne>er in better or more able 
carceration, is quoted on page 5032 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, this hands than at present, and the several departments have never been 
session. more ably managed." 

March 5, page 5041 : Then the concluding paragraph of the letter reads as follows : 
MADISON, WIS., Febr·uarv 15, 19Z6. "When you take into consideration the 'big job' which the care an.I 

President CALVIN COOLIDGE, 
Waahington, D. C.: 

Responsible woman, whose work I believe, reports that Paul Moore, 
an Indian, charged with a misdemeanor, was found on January 26 
at Lac do Flambeau (Wis.) Agency jail, in a cell 6 by 8 feet, with 
clogged toilet, and with ball and chain fastened to ankle. In same 
jail were incarcerated Indian women. This condition Is abhorrent to 
the dictates of decency and our vaunted civilization. This is the 
tyranny of the Dark Ages and the practice of the degenerate dominant 
to terrorize the Indian who needs help more than a jail. In the name 
of humanity, I beg that that sort of thing cease. 

JOHN .T. BLAINE, Got'ernor. 

The facts in this case are as follows: Paul Moore, together with two 
Jther Indians, took three Indian girls of the Lac do Flambeau Res
trvation and spent three nights with them. One girl is now 1n a 
ilelicate condition and alleges that Paul Moore is responsible therefor. 
He was apprehended, together with the others, and they confessed 
their guilt. Moore was sentenced by the court of Indian offenses and 
was assigned to the potato farm and set to digging potatoes. He 
escapeo and was later returned, when a ball and chain were placed on 
him. He again escaped and has not yet been returned. 

Charges were also made that this jail was not in a habitable con
dition, and it Is stated that males were incarcerated with females, and 
regarding sanitary conditions, etc., that toilets were not worldng, 
and so we got a report on it, first, from the superintenuent, and then 
we had a supervisor go there to investigate it and make a report, 
furnished him with a copy of the telegram from the distinguished 
Governor of Wisconsin, and he advised us that the jail is a substantial 
brick building about 14 feet by 25 feet. with an 11-foot 2-lncb ceiling. 
The floors are cement, the walls are plastered, and the place is well 
lighted, airy, and dry. The men's compartment is about 15 feet by 
13 feet; bas two steel cells in which are two bunks of the modern type; 
mattresses, pillows, and blankets are furnished. The compartment 
for the women is 13 feet by 9 feet, \vith modern beds and without 
cells. It has two windows and i separated from the other part of 
the building by a solid concrete partition. There is no physical con
nection between the two sections of the jail. 

The superintendent had reported that the jail was in a sanitary 
condition, that the toilets were in working condition at that time, 
and that the compartments for men and women were separated by a 
concrete wall to the ceiling. 

The sympathies of Mr. FREAR are with this man who went upon 
that reservation and outraged au Indian girl and left her and now she 
is in a condition where they are appealing to the Government to come 
to her aid and take care of her. I say I have no sympathy for Paul 
Moore and I think he ought to be in chains for not the time of the 
senten~e of the Indian court but for a much longer period. Maybe the 
gentleman from Missouri does not agree with me. It is his privilege. 
My concern is not for Paul Moore, but for that Indian girl. 

IIere is a letter from the Rev. James B. Murray, Presbyterian mis
sionary at Lac du Flambeau, Wis., dated March 19, 1926. To whom 

oversight of this reservation, with its 800 Indians, and the school, with 
170 children to be taught and boarded and cared for night and day, 
with 25 employees, married and single, all under the direct guidance 
and supervision of M:r. Hammitt, you can readily understand why I am 
reluctant to listen to any idle gossip or lying stories when I know the 
true facts of the case." 

We have another case about which statements appeared in the 
record, a case on Fort Peck Reservation, Mont. Rufus Ricker and 
Meade Steele were here, and they are some of the witnesses who did 
not go home, and are still here. They made a statement that an 
Indian by the name of Benjamin Kills Thunder was arrested. Their 
statement is in one of Mr. FREAn's speeches. 

Mr. HASTINGS. What was the length of the sentence of the Indian 
court in the last case referred to, the Paul Moore case? 

Mr. BunKE. I do not remember whether it 11.ppears or not. 
Mr. K:\t;Tso:-; . What was the sentence? 
Mr. BunKE. I will put that in the record. Now, these Indians 

from Fort Peck. Reservation mAde a statement anti signed it ; no 
opportunity to examine them at all, they were not under oath. But 
they made a statement and there was much publicity given to it. I 
baye here a cut from a newspaper, which I will hand to the committee, 
headed : "FREAR cans on Congress to remove shackles from Indian 
wards of United States." And here is a picture of the Indians, 
Rickert and Steele, with the shackles that at·e mentioned, and in the 
RECORD of March 5, page 5045, in their letter addressed to ~Ir. FREAR 

is this paragr:tph : 
" The last time that Mr. Rufus Ricker, a member of the Fort Peck 

Indian delegation, happened to see a Fort Peck Indian in chains in 
the jail, the case was as follows : 

"It is about a year and a half ago and the name of the imprisoned 
indian was Benjamin Kills Thunder. Benjamin Kills Thunder com
mitted the ofl'ense of going olf the Fort Peck Reservation without a 
permit or passport from the Indian superintendent, to visit his rela
tives at Devils Lake Indian Reservation, N. Dak. 

"When Benjamin Kills Thunder returned to the Fort Peck Reserva
tion he wa:s seized and tried in the reservation court and sentenced 
to the reservation jail, where he was kept chained up. No other 
charge was alleged against him, etc." 

We have investigated the case. In the fir t place, we have no infor
mation or knowledge as to where they got possession of the chainR 
that have been exhibited and were exhibited, I think, at a dinner held 
here recently, but here is a statement from the superintendent answer
ing a letter we wrote him concerning the matter. He writes under date 
of March 25, 1926 : 

" I do not know where these gentlemen got the chains that they 
claim to have. It is possible that they were taken from the agency 
jail, but I doubt that very much. We have a numbet· of stay chains 
here that were used, I am told, many years ago in shackling Indians 
who were incorrigible." 

Gentlemen, 50 or 75 years ago, conditions were different than now. 
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"As to the statement that these were used in shackling Benjamin 

Kills Thwider while he was imprisoned at the agency jail, this is a 
bald lie, and Rufus Ricker and Meade Steele knew they were lying 
when they made that statement. Mr. Kills Thunder was imprisoned 
to th~ agency jail about that time, for illegal cohabitation with a 
Devils Lake, N. Dak., Indian woman. He escaped from the jail once 
and the officers had a difficult time capturing him. He should have 
been put in chains, as he has caused us a great deal of trouble. How
ever, he, nor anyone else, was ever shackled by me or anyone connected 
with the agency since my administration." 

Then we have a statement from an Indian who, I believe, has also 
been in Washington this winter and was here when this charge was 
made. He returned to the reservation and wrote back, under date 
of March 13, 1926, as follows: 

POPLABJ MONT., March J.J, 1926. 
Mr. E. B. MERITT, 

A.3sistant Commissioner of Indian A.tfair3, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: Tbis is to advise that I have investigated the charges 
made by Rufus Ricker and Meade Steele to the effect that Benjamin 
Kills Thunder was placed under ball and chain while in the custody 
of the Indian court at Poplar. 

Muskrat, who has been Indian judge here for the past four years, 
advises that the statement is absolutely false, if applied to any time 
since he was judge; that, in fact, no Indian was ever put under 
ball and chain since he was judge of the Indian court. 

I inclose herewith transcript of docket in justice of peace court 
in a case wherein Kills Thunder was defendant, and in which instance 
he seiTed the time in the county jail. This was, of course, a State 
case and not an Indian matter. 

Yours truly, 
WILLIAM WHITRIGHT. 

Then we are furnished with a certified copy of the docket entry 
of the justice's court for Roosevelt County, Mont., where this agency 
ls located, wherein it appears that this same Indian was arrested, 
brought into court, plead guilty, and was sentenced by the court 
to a term of 30 days in the county jail, and that this happened, I 
think, some time about August 14, 1924, and here is a copy of the 
docket enb·y substantiating what I have said, which I will incorpo
rate in the record, to show to you gentlemen that this Indian, Kills 
Thunder, for whom there has been so much sympathy exQressed, and 
who has been held up falsely as having been put in chainB and 
shackles, is not a very good citizen, and he about the time this 
occurred plead guilty in the State court. 

The docket entry referred to is as follows: 
JUSTICE'S DOCXET TRANSCRIPT 

(Page 11) 

State of Montana against Benjamin Kills Thunder. Case No. 793 

• PROCEEDINGS 

STATB OF MOiSTANA, 

County of Roosevelt: 
In justice's court before John 0. Hanson. Action for disturbing 

the peace. Issued August 14, 1924. Returnable forthwith. Returned 
August 14, 1924. 

(Complete transcript of docket below:) 

J. M. LAllSON, 

Ohief of PoUoe. 

Be it remembered, That on this 14th day of August, 1924, personally 
appeared b€fore u;te, J. M. Linson, who filed w.ritten complaint against 
the defendant, Benjamin Kills Thunder, charging him with having 
committed the crime of disturbing the peace. Warrant issued. 

On being brought into court on the 14th of August, 1924, by chief 
of police, J. M. Larson, the court advised the defendant as to his 
rights to counsel and having read the complaint to the defendant, to 
which he entered a plea of guilty. 

It was thereby ordered by the court that the defendant Benjamin 
Kills Thunder be Imprisoned 1n the county jail of Roosevelt, for a 
period of 60 days and pay a fine of $15. Failure to pay the fine, he 
to serve it out according to lnw. 

Done in open court this 14th day of August, 1924. 
JOHN 0. HANSON, 

Justice of Peace. 

I hereby swear that the above is a true copy of the above-entitled 
case, as it appears on the justice docket of Popular Township. 

JOHN 0. HA..~SON. 
On the question of money and property of the Indians, Mr. FREAR 

has had much to say of the $90,000,000 that he says the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs controls, and he also comments on the value of the 
Indian estate, said to be valued at $1,600,000,000. Then, as do 
those who are lndltferent as to what becomes of the estate of Indians 
~nd those who would not hesitate to defraud them, he falls in line e.nd 
proposes to abolish the Indian Bureau and turn the Indians loose 
because he says they are citizens and should be permitted to have 
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control of their property and do with it as they like. It is unneces
sary for me to say what a tragedy that would spell if such a thing 
were permitted. 

The Bureau of Indian Affairs does not control the estate of Indians. 
The Bureau of Indian Affail·s is under tile supervision of the Secretary 
of the Interior, a member of the President's Cabinet, and while it 
may be going outside a Httle, I want to say that we have at the head 
of that department to-day a man from the West, who is a great 
physician, big hearted, a man who has not only got red blood in bim 
but a great adminish·ator, and I want to say to you that there will 
not be anything happen while he is Secretary of the Interior that will 
do injustice to the Indians ; cvet·ything practically of importance 
that the Commissioner of Indian Alfairs does has to be pas ed upon 
and approved by the Secretary who by the law is charged with the 
responsibility, and yet these outside organizations and individuals 
who have no responsibility, by some people are taken and accepted 
as authority for matters alfecting the Indians and conditions that 
they say exist without any questions being asked. I will call atten
tion to these misstatements while it is before me. Mr. FREAR says on 
March 5, page 5039 : 

" Step one : Indian Commissioner Burke makes the rules and regu
lations ~at may be as drastic as the laws of the Medes and Pershms, 
and be is the king bee in this new bureaucratic oligarchy." 

It sounds like John Collier ; I will not say it is not the language of 
the gentleman. · 

Mr. FREAR. That was in reference to a bill, was it not? 
Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the Commissioner of 

Indian A11'airs does not make tht'l rules and reguh1.tions. They are 
made by the department and promulgated by the SecreJ:ary of the 
Interior. 

" Step two: Mr. Burke appoints the Indian agent. The record of 
some of these agents smells to heaven if one-third of the complaints 
received by me are trustworthy." 

Why did he put in "trustworthy "? Because he is in error; not 
intentionally. A man ought not to be responsible for what he does 
not know. _ 

The Commissioner of Indian Alfairs does not appoint superintendents. 
He does not make any appointments in the Indian Service; they are 
all made by the Secretary of the Interior. 

" Step three: :Mr. Burke's Indian agent appoints any other agent 
he desires "-

That does not need any answer. He does not appoint anybody except 
Indian judges and Indian police, and that is all, and yet he says : 
"possibly a humble tool, at $10 a month to try cases against Indians 
who infringe on rules hereafter to be made and enumerated by Mr. 
Burke. Then the jail or rock pile." 

Here are some other little matters of interest. Mr. FREAR, on March 
26, at page 6111 of the RECORD, said : 

"Recently a meeting of real friends of Indians was held at the Hotel 
Lafayette, this city, at which over 150 guests were at the dinner 
table. A Mr. Mike Rattigan sought to defend the Indian Bureau from 
criticisms; and as this is the first defense in the do-nothing, play-the
game bureau yet olfered, I quote from a letter of March 11 received 
by me, which gives this estimate of the outside, disinterested friend 
of the bureau. It says : 

" ' I also note that a Washington attorney by the name of M. A. 
Rattigan defended the Indian Bureau. Now, Mr. "Mike" A. Rattigan 
bears about the same relation to the oil and gas section of the min
eral division of the General Land Office as Mr. Gaston Means did to the 
Daugherty administration. About 90 per cent of his time 1s spent 
in the office of Big Chief McGee. A desk has been set apart for his 
benefit, and one would think that he was a part of the office ;· his cases 
are given priority over all other attorneys having oil and gas cases 
and appearing before the oil and gas section, and he has got the 
adjudication clerks 'buffaloed' and afraid of their shadow." 

"Again I am giving opportunity for the bureau to disclaim that Mr. 
Rattigan bas the same relation to the bureau that the celebrated wit
ness in the Daugherty case was charged to have to the Department of 
Justice." 

I nev~r saw Mike Rattigan, did not know him, and this was the 
first .time I ever beard of him, and there was no suggestion that he 
had any connection whatsoever with the Indian Bureau. The letter 
that Mr. FREAR said he received stated he--Rattigan-had a desk some.: 
where else in the Interior Department, and yet he wants the commis
sioner to answer whether or not he "has the same relation to the 
bureau that the celebrated witness in the Daugherty case was charged 
to have to the Department of Justice." 

I have here--I ought not to refer to it, as it requires no answer 
from me-on March 25, Mr. FREAR said, page 6109 of the RECORD, in 
answer to some question : 

- " MI:· FREAR. It can ; but let me say that every Member o:t the Houoe 
who presents a bill before the Indian committee has to have any bill 
he offers first sent to the Indian Bureau, and unless it is recommended 
for passage by the Indian Bureau he does not stand much chance of 
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getting it through Congress. If there is any member of the committee 
here, he can deny that. I believe the statement to be substantially 
true. 

• • • • • • • 
"Mr. GARNER of Texas. The gentleman makes a remarkable state-

ment, and I do not know whether he means it to be taken literally or 
not. Does the gentleman mean to say that the Indian Affairs Com
mittee declines to con~ider any bill that does not have the 0. K. of 
the Indian Bureau? 

" 1\Ir. FREAR. Practically so; that is, to recommend the bill." 
March 26, page 6116 : 
" Let me not say anything in crticlsm of any brother Member of 

Congt·ess. I know the influences nrged on every Member. When on the 
River and Harbor Committee, of which I would now be chairman if I 
had cared to remain-unless deposed by my colleagues, the honorable 
House leaders-! learned thn.t practically every member of that com
mittl'e then, if not now, was placed on the committee at the urgent 
request of a borne constituency which wanted some local waterway 
improvement. In order to get that improvement every member had to 
be 'cousidet·ate' with the projects of all other members, and when all 
members of the committee were cared for then a sufficient nnmber of 
other projects had to be added for other Members of the House also 
representing constituencies to put the pork barrel through the House." 

I do not know what application that bas to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and whether it is suggested that this is a committee that 
makes pork bnrrel appropriations. They do not make any appropria
tions; they are all made by the House. Mr. FREAR says further, page 
G11G, of the RECORD : 

"I will not say that members of the Indian committees are not free 
agents. Tfley are as able as the average major committee of the House, 
and the committee has some exceptionally valuable members measured 
by capability and experience." 

I am glad to know that some of you gentlemen have qualities that we 
can designate as being exceptionally valuable. 

Page 6116: 
"Yet no bill of importance, I assert, as I stated before, can be put 

through Congress unless it bas the 0. K. of the Indian Bureau and Is 
stamped with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. When a 
bill is. introduced and referred . to the committee, as stated at the 
outset, It automatically goes to the Indian Bureau to get its approval or 
disapproval. The bureau ls the czar of congressional bureaucratic sub
serviency. No Important bill for Indians bas any chance for passage 
until approved by the bureau." 

• • • • • • • 
" Every member of the committee must humble himself B.lld his case, 

however meritorious, before the Indian Bureau and woe be it to any 
member who steps far otr the Indian Bureau reservation. Unless 
'regular' in conduct his own Indian projects are subject to .the blue 
pencil of the autocrat of the bureau. Of 35 bills reported to date by 
the Indian Affairs Committee, only one failed to have the indorsement 
of the bureau and that bill has been held up for weeks in the Senate 
by the bureau. I do not need further to discuss the bureau's influence 
over the committee." 

Gentlemen, I am not going to comment on that. I did say in my 
letter that some of the statements made by Mr. FREAR are not only 
misleading, but I did say that some of them are untrue, and I think 
all of the foregoing statements are untrue. 

He makes the statement February 5, page 3330 of the RECORD, 
that-

" In the appropriation act of 1925 there is authorized an expendJ.
ture of $140,900 of Indian trust money exclusively for Indian Bureau 
salaries, this being additional allowance." 

This statement is clearly misleading. That is simply an allowance 
that bad to be made to pay the increase in salaries that you authorized 
when you passed the classification bilL It was necessary to ap
propriate the $140,000 in order to meet the increases. That is all 
there Is to that statement. 

Then there is another misstatement in the speech of March ~. 
page 5040 of the RECORD, in which he quotes an Indian named Hen
dricks, and be is still here, I think, from the Klamath Reservation, 
Oreg., as follows: 

"Hendricks is quoted by the press as saying that $17,000,000 worth 
of timber has been sold from the Klamath Reservation in Oregon. 
When be asked Commissioner Burke for a statement be was told the 
amount to his tribe's credit was only $243,000. When the chapter 
on oil based on Commissioner Burke's new proposal is written, wherein 
95 per cent of all the oil produced goes to the oil exploiter while the 
Indians of all the tribes pay 37lh per cent out of the remaining 
5 per cent, or more, with which to cover the oil explo.iter's taxes, then 
the Indians will find a real cause of action that compared with the 
Klamath Tribe's statement will smell to heaven." 

The facts are that up to December 31, 1921>, there has bee_n cred
ited to the tribal fund from the sale of timber $3,407,389; $400,000 of 
the amount bas been reimbursed to the United States for moneys 
appropriated for industrial purposes. There has been paid in .per 
capita payments in cash to the Klamath Indians during the last five 

years $1,450,834.98. The expenses of timber operations as well as 
administration and other expenses on the Klamath Reservation are 
paid from tribal funds. There is to the credit of the Klamath Indians 
at this time in the Treasury $400,800. 

The gentleman could have gotten the correct information by writ
ing or phoning down to the Indian Office, but as usual he accepts 
anyone who makes a statement, especially if he is of Indian blood, 
that it must be true or be would not make it. Indians are like any
body else. They are just as human as any other race of people, and 
they are no more reliable than people generally, and they are just as 
reliable, generally speaking, as are other people. 

On March 26 he said, page 611G of the RECORD: 
"When the bureau wants support, it calls in a board of antedilu

vian Indian commissioners, who travel around with Indian agents look
ing over the reservations. 

" These 'commissioners,' I am informed, serve without pay and 
haYe long been under the hypnotic spell (Jf the Indian Bureau. Not
withstanding a wealth of evidence of bureau neglect has disclosed fright
ful neglect of the Nation's wards, sickriess, blindness, and deaths of 
Indians almost beyond belief, these 'commissioners,' like some of the 
bureau ' missionaries,' suffer from bureau trachoma, that sees not the 
things that should be seen. They complain of the Indian's religious 
belief, without discovering he is chained and manacled by the agent 
and by the bureau. They pray for his soul but neglect his body before 
it is too late." 

I do not need to defend the Board of Indian Commissioners. The 
board is made up of men and one lady who are persons of high standing 
in the country, appointed by the President of the United States, who 
serve without pay and spend a great deal of time every year going into 
the Indian country, and they do not hesitate to criticize and make sug
gestions and are absolutely iltdependent of the Indian Bureau or tho 
Department of the Interior, and are answerable only to the President 
of the United States. In order that you ma.y know who the7 are I 
will give their names and places of residence, as follows: 

"'MEMBERS OB' BOARD Oll' INDIA..N COMMISSIONERS 

"George Vaux, jr., Bryn Mawr, Pa., chairman. 
" Warren K. Moorehead, Andover, Mass. 
" Samuel A. Eliot, Cambridge, Mass. 
"Frank Knox, Manchester, N. H. 
"Daniel Smiley, Mohonk Lake, N.Y. 
"Hugh L. Scott,· Princeton, N. J. 
"Clement S. Ucker, Savannah, Ga. 
" Flora Warren Seymour, Chicago, Ill. 
"John J. Sullivan, Philadelphia, Pa. 
"Malcolm McDowell, Washington, D. C., secretary." 
On March 26, page 6190 of the RliiCORD, the gentleman said: 
"An ex-governor is called in by a committee to say he knows 84,000 

Navajos are anxious to give 50 per cent of their oil royalties if the 
bureau thinks best. These and others of that kind of Indian friends 
are ready to defend the Indian Bureau's chains, manacles, and highwap 
robberies of its American citizen slaves now ruled and cowed by bureau 
$10-a-month 'judges.' I' 

This refers to H. A. Hagerman, of Santa Fe, N. Mex. Mr. Hager
man is a former governor of th·e State of New Mexico, a man of high 
character, and his reputation has never been assailed, so far as I 
know, a member of the Pueblo lands board engaged in solvlng the 
problems of the titles of the pueblos, and, incidentally, commissioner 
to the Navajos; be came here at the request of the department for 
the sole purpose of considering whether or not we ought to have 
further oil development in the Navajo Reservation by the making and 
sale of additional oil le~ses, and to discuss the details ; and while here 
he was calling, as I understand it, at the Senate upon his friend, Sena
tor BRATTON, who requested him to appear before the committee, 
which be did, and was interrogated with reference to tPls proposed 
leasing proposition on Executive-order reservatiobs, and did say that 
he had talked with Chee Dodge and some other members of the Navajo 
business committee, and they were entirely satisfied with the proposi
tion contained in the bill as tt was originally introduced, and that they 
would be satisfied if they only got 50 per cent. This is the way thilt 
distinguished, faithful, conscientious public official is characterized by 
my friend from Wisconsin. 

I bad some excerpts here. I do WB.llt to mention something that 
came in his extended remarks of April 6. He puts in some correspond
ence referring to the case of one Frank: Murray. The Murrays were 
here early in the winter and called on me with Senator LENROOT, and 
the man was paralyzed, just,able to totter, his old wife supporting him ; 
came in and appealed to me to know if I would not make a report that 
would enable the old gentleman to have some chance of getting relier 
that he claimed he was entitled to, because at one time be was re
moved from his reservation. And, gentlemen, not having very much 
sympathy for such Indians as Paul M~fe, at Lac do Flambeau, or such 
as Benjamin Kills Thunder, at Fort 'Peck, I have sympathy for a de
crepit, aged old man, whether he is an Indian, white, or whatever he 
is, and this case did appeal to me; and I said to Senator LENROOT that 
I would endeavor to make a report in the case that would, at least, 
I think, make- 1t possible for tt to be considered by Congress . without 
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prejudice that might aftacb tf there was an unfavorable report from 
the department or Bureau of the Budget. 

I wrote up a report and sent it upstairs and Assistant Secretary 
Edwards was not satisfied with the report and it was returned, and 
on March 6, the Senator wrote Mrs. Murray and said the commis

. sioner bad· advised him confidentially " that be bad written a report 
upon the bill for Frank, but his report had not met with the approval 
of the Secretary, who makes the report to Congress, and he was com
pelled to rewrite it in such a way as to secure the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior." 

If I had any conversation with Senator LENROOT, which I probably 
did, I did not refer to the Secretary of the Interior Department, but 
to the .Assistant Secretary, and toll~ him the circumstances, and yet 
~r. FREAR in his speech says, page 6969, COXGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
.Apt·U 6: 

"Here follows the usual self-serving declaration from the bureau, 
for it seems incredible that Secretary Work would take into his own 
hands a detail of this kind properly belonging to the Indian Bureau, 
although correspondence is ordinarly conducted through the department 
head." 

In other words, he wanted to discredit the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs in some way in this proposition, and says it is incredible that 
Secretary Work would do anything of the kind. In this same speech, 
and I am a little surprised that a man who would take exception to a 
letter from me to the chait·man of the Indian Committee getting into 
a newspaper in h.is district, · would cause to be printed in the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD a letter written to me on the same date he made 
the speech, and I read it in the RECORD an hour before I received the 
letter, indicating that the relations of the writer of that letter, who 
was Judson King, associated with John Collier, had written it and it 
appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in his extended remarks the 
day before I received it and the same day the letter was written, post
marked 6.30 p. m. that day, April 6. 

To clear that up, here is .a copy of Mr. Edwards's memorandum that 
came back with this bill, and he sent it to rue and said that I was at 
liberty to read it to the comnitttee so as to show that the commissioner 
was not justly subject to the in inuation that is implied in the remarks 
of the gentleman. 

The memorandum referred to is as follows: 
FEBRUARY 24, 1926. 

Memorandum for Commissioner Burke. 
The bill reported on provides for the payment to Frank Murray, a 

member of the Bad River Band of Chippewa Indians, of the sum of 
$3,000 to compensate him for injury to his business and property by 
reason of his "illegal removal. from said reservation on February 
11, 1909," I 

. It . will be noted ·that , he is being compensated for damages resulting 
to him for "his illegal removal" from the reservation. In the report 
coming from the Indian Office I find the following statements: 

"Murray and his wife conducted a hotel and restaurant within the 
reservation. Complaints were made that intoxicated persons were 
constantly congregating there, and that liquor was being sold to Indians 
and others. In 1907 Murray was indicted on the charge of intro
ducing whisky into Indian country in violation of the Jaw. He pleaded 
guilty and was sentenced, but sentence was suspended. Murray, with 
others, was removed from the reser-vation." 

It also appears from your report that on December 2, 1911, after his 
removal from the reservation he was permUted to reenter or return 
to the reservation. 

I have read your report with care and I can see no justification what
ever, if the facts are as alleged in the report, for a favorable report 
on this bill. It it be true that this man was indicted on the charge 
of introducing whisky in the Indian country, and he pleaded guilty and 
was removed, I assume for the good of the Indians, then there can 
be no basis in my opinion for the payment of these damages. At least 
a stronger showing should be made before this bill is favorably repor ted 
upon. While no direct favoP.able recommendation for the passage of 
this legislation is made in your report, you do say, "The department 
oft'ers no objection to its receiving consideration by the Congress." 
That is a half favorable report in my judgment, especially when lioked 
with the statement that "there is some merit in his contentions." 

Of course this bill must be reported on, but the facts alone should 
constitute the report without any recommendation. The report should 
be neutral-neutral as a glass of distilled water. 

The r~port is returned for changes along the lines here suggested. 
EDWARDS, 

Assistant Bee1·etary. 
. I caused the report to be rewritten as suggested by Mr. Edwards, 

making it neutral and not containing any recommendation. Later, 
he advised me that, under the policy of the department, it had been 
determined that in all reports referring to claims of this kind there 
would .have to be a definite recommendation a erefore he would 
be obliged to rewrite the .report, making a er'-"< recommendation, 
which was done, and the report was signed by the Secretary and sent 
to the chairman of the Committee on Claims. 

I will conclude ln a: moment. I would like to read for the iD.foi'mn
tion of the committee n telegram that came from Mr. Hagermau 
before he arrived here, as fol1ow3 : 

SANTA FE, N.MEx., March 4, 1!96. 
INDIAN Ol!TICE, 

Waahingt<Jn, D. 0.: 

Very satisfactory talks with Cbee Dodge and Dasline. Believe reim· 
bursable tribal fund and lease amendment matters can be satisfactorily 
settled with Indians if some reasonable adjustments are made by de
partment and Congress. Indians are perfectly satisfied with 62lf.a per 
cent royalties in Executive-order lands and anxious that matter be 
settled. Writing fully. 

HAGERMAN. 

I want to say to this committee that it is my opinion that what actu
ates the representative, Mr. Collier, of this so-called Indian defense 
society, are selfish motives, and that his campaign of propaganda is 
because be hopes to create a distrust on the part of the people that tile 
Department of the Interior and the Bureau of Indian Affairs are not 
safeguarding the interests oJ' the Indians and that they are being, to 
use the expression, robbed and outraged, and that the bureau is seeking 
in the interests of oil companies, at the expense of the Indians, to 
exempt them from taxation and other similar extravagant statements, 
all for the purpose of laying the foundation of going to the country, as 
frequently is done by others, and appealing for money that they may 
themselves enjoy the benefits thereof, and I hold in my hand, in con
firmation of what I have just stated, a document issued by this Indian 
defense society, headed: "The Indian crisis in Congress," and contain
ing false, untrue, and misleading statements, and if the receiver of 
these documents has any doubt .of the information it carries, they are, 
I pr1$ome, refe1·red to speeches of the distinguished gentleman from 
Wiseonsht, a member oi thls committee. I happen to know of an in
stance where Mr. Collier was endeavoring to interest a party by making 
his declarations of conditions about which he was complaining, and 
that the party later called on me, told of his conversation with Mr. 
Collier, who he stated had handed him a copy of the speech of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, dated March 5. 

In the appeal for funds is a statement appeali~g about the starving 
P"unas, misleading, because Dirk Lay, a missionary whom he quotes, 
in a hearing before the Senate Committee on Appropriations, made the 
statement that there is no actual starvation but not enough food, 
and yet they make representations to the etrect that those Indians 
are dying from starvation, due to the neglect of ·the Government to 
furnish them with water, when we are £>Xpediting in every way pos
sible the construction of the Coolidge Dam in order that we m~y 
supply water for them; and here is one of the statements: 

" .And also to-day Secretary Work has secured further delay on 
technical quibbles, while the Pima.s die." 

This dam is going to cost ·five and a half million dollars. Secretary 
Work is responsible for .its construction, and I say he is justified, 
and he could be censured for doing otherwise then, to see that the 
preliminaries and the details are properly aamined into, and the 
type of dam U! one that will prove what we want it to be, something 
that will last for all time, and I say to you, and Rev. Dirk Lay knew 
it, that the Secretary and everybody connected with the department 
is doing everything possible that is humanly possible to proceed 
speedily and to get appropriations sutl'icient to complete this dam at 
the earliest pos~ible date. 

Then Mr. Collier says in this circular at the end of it : 
"We are fighting a powerful combination of bureaucrats politicians 

exploiting interests, and newspaper silence bent on 'put&g over' th; 
most astounding wholesale program of loot and tyranny this century 
has known in Indian affairs. 

" 'Ibis is ·not an ordinary year-at all costs w~ must defeat the 
wholesale confiscation of reservation lands. 

" THE AMERICAN INDIAN DEFID<SE ASSOCIATION (INC.), 
" HAVEN EMERSON, M. D., President. 
"JOHN COLLIER_, Executive Secretary." 

'i'hen "Tear off and mail," etc. 
' .And the person who is deceived and misled and feels that they ought 
to contribute signs this blank : 

" Inclosed find check for $--- to help defeat the wholesale con
fiscation of Indian lands and to educate the people of this Nation to an 
enlightened Indian policy. Signed, etc. 

"To American Indian Defense Association, Robert Ingersoll Brown, 
treasurer, 67 Morton Street, New York, or 637 Munsey Building, 
Washington, D. C." 

· I did not know they bad a treasurer. I supposed the secretary han
dled the funds-:-637 Munsey Building is John Collier's address. If you 

"bapp-ea to have the names or know of any other suckers, fill out tliis 
blank, etc. Then follows the phrase: "Tell these friends they might 
help: Name; address; occupation." 

So John sends the propaganda to them, and I presume it results in 
an accumulation of a considerable fund, and Congress does not know 
anything about what becomes of it, who contributes to it, or what use 
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is made of it; and If there ts not a law, there ought to be a Jaw that 
would preclude people under false pretenses from using the mails to 
solicit money as is contemplated in this document. 

THill IN'DIAN CRISIS IN CONGRESS 

WHAT SIIALL WE CALL THIS, .A.NNIHILATION OF THE PIMA INDIANST-.A. 

SAMPLE OF INDIAN BUREAU GUARDIANSHIP 

The death rate among the Pima Indians of Arizona is appalling. An 
acute crisis exists. NQ accurate vital statistics of the tribe as a whole 
are available, but-

Recent investigations reported by Rev. Dr. Dirk Lay, for 16 years 
resident Presbyterian missionary on the Pima Reservation, show that in 
one township, which contains a third of the tribe, one-fourth of the 
Indians have died in the past four and one-~alt years. (See accom
panying map.) This means an annual death rate of 59 per thousand, 
as agalnst the average annual death rate among white people of 12 per 
thousand for Arizona and the whole United States. 

This frilauty · is not caused by a sudden epidemic, but· by slow star
vation over a period of years plus an acute condition of utter hope
lessness and heartbreak during the· past 18 months, due to the failure 
of the fndian Bureau to execute the. relief Congress ordered. 

'l'be Pimas are agr-icultural Indians,. dependent absolutely on the 
Gila Rtn~r to water their desert lands, which they- have· cultivated 
successfully for ages. 

The Pimas have a legal and moral right to the use of the river, but 
for the past 35 years, by a neglect tantamount to conspiracy, the 
Indinn Bureau •· guardian" has permitted the upstream white settlers 
gudually to usurp use of the Indian water until to-day the Pima.s are 
unable to suhsist on lands which had not only amply supported them 
but supplied a surplus for outside sale. 

In 192~ Congress otdered a storage dam built for the Pima.s-to be 
called the Coolidge Dam-to cost $5,500,000, in order speeifically to 
gi::ve relief to the suffering Pimas. 

On March 2{), - 1926, due to the criminal neglect of the Indian 
. Bureau, not a bucket of concrete bas been poured. 

And also to-day Secretary Work baa secured further delay on tech
nical quibbles while the Pimas die, and Assistant Indian Commissioner 
Edgar B. Meritt teljg Congress " there are no starving Indians on this 
reservation (Pima), and there are no starving Indians in the United 
States." 

The Pimas stood by the Union cause in the Civil War. It is a matter 
of official record that in 1863 they furnished the United States Gov
ernment 600,000 pounds of wheat on credit. They, never attacked the 
white pioneers; never shed a drop of white blood. AiJ.d this is how 
we treat them. 
AND WHAT IS THIS BUT ROBBERY AND OPPRilSSION OF ALL INDIANs-

DESTRUCTIVE INDIAN BUREAU STATESMANSHIP 

The Indian Bureau is gponsoring and attempting to jam througn this 
Congress a bill (H. "R. 9133) which would destroy any Indian title or 
claim to any vested right or interest in unallotted lands in Executive
order reservations. It affects 23,000,000 acres in 10 States, comprising 
two-thirds of the undivided lands remalning to American Indlans in 
the entire United States. 

If enacted, the Indians, by Executive order, can be hurtled from the 
homes like trespassers, and by another Executive order leases may be 
granted to oil, coal, timber, water-power, grazing-land, and other pro
moters. 

It is manifest that no Indian problem is comparable with the imme
diate necessity of defeating this attempt at wholesale dispossession. 
For two generations-and in some instances for centuries-the Indians 
have in good faith occupied these lands as theirs at the hands of the 
United States Government. 

A hard fight is imminent. The bureau, a powerful oil lobby, and 
Secretary Work are back of this effort to accomplish by law what 
Albert B. Fall, Work's predecessor, failed to do by departmental order. 

OIL INCOME TAX OF 37~ P!ill CENT 

The bureau also proposes in this bill that the Indians on such 
reservations be taxed 37¥..! per cent on all oil and gas royalties they may 
receive--which money is to be turned over to the States in which 
the reservations lie--and the white producers go scot-free of taxes, 
State or Federal. 

CONFISCATING CITIZENSHIP 

The Indian Bureau is further pressing hard for the enactment at 
this session of measures of a most oppressive character which con
tinue its despotic control of Indian life, deprive Indians of the equal 
protection of the laws, and make a ghastly farce of the law of 1924 
granting citizenship to Indians. 

By one of these (H. R. 7826) any reservation agent, or his devuties. 
including $10 a month "judges," may jail an Indian for six months 
without stated cause, warrant, or trial. By another (H. R. 8050) an 
Indian or any white person can be imprisoned one year and fined 
$1,000 for interfering with an employee of tb~ bureau, and can be 
fined $2,000 and imprisoned one year for attempting to " rescue or 
destroy any article or property" belonging to an Indian and seized 
by the bureau. 

CO:.-ISTRUCTIVE LAWS NEEDED 

As against such measures advocated by Commissioner Burke and 
Meritt the American Indian Defense Association is actively supporting 
bills introduced by fair-minded Congressmen and Senators which will -
protect the property of the Indians, grant them civil rights, religious 
liberty, and the protection of the courts consistent with their present 
status of American citizenship. These laws extend to them a fair op
portunity to exist, to develop their lives, and to assimilate white civil
ization in a natural fashion without being robbed, 'cowed, and mal
treated through the neglect or overt acts of their alleged guardian 
and " friend "-the Indian Bureau, and its 5,000 employees. These 
proposed laws are: 

{a) An act (H. R. 10053, S. 3431) establishing a method of leasing 
lntilan oil and gas lands, equitable to all concerned, providing equal 
taxation for white and red men. 

(b) . An act (H. R. 10199) vesting in the Indians a title to Encu
tlve-order reservations identical with their title to tre:rty reservations. 

(o) An act (H. R. 9315) establishing civil liberty for the Indians, 
bringing th~ under the State and Federal laws, safeguarding their 
tribal cultures, abolishing the Indian Bureau's power to jail them 
without trial, to yirtually enslave them for unspecified· offenses, and 
to domineer over their religious- life. 

(d) Two acts (H. R. 8823 and 9601) estab1ishing due process of 
law for Indians in matters of leasing their lands, making their wills, 
and determining their heirs. 

(c) Two acts tS. 3020, H. R. 8821, S. 3611) bringing the States of 
California and Wisconsin into action for the social welfare of Indians, 
as a precedent for bringing other States into similar action. 

TH:E BATTLJI IN WASHINGTON 

The American Indian Defense Association is bearing the brunt of 
the legislative battle at Washington to defeat the destructive program 
of the Indian Bureau and to enact constructive, enlightened legislation 
which will conserve the lives and property of Indians and redeem our 
promises to them. · 

We are fighting a powerful combination of bureaucrats, politicians, 
exploiting interests, and newspaper ·silence bent on " putting over" 
the most astounding wholesale program of loot and . tyranny this cen
turY- has known in Indiap a.trairs. 
. This ,is not an ordinary year-at all costs we ~ust defeat the whole-

sale confiscation of reservation lands. 
TH:E AMERICAN INDIAN DEF:ENSI!I AssociATION (INc.), 

HAVEN EMERSON, President. 
JoHN COLLIER, E:xeouUve 8ecr~tary. 

MARCH 23, 1926. 
TEAR OB'B' AND MAIL 

This i8 also my fight; BO-

Inclosed find ctreck for $-----
to help defeat the wholesale con
fiscation of Indian lands and to 
educate the people of this Nation 
to an enlightened Indian policy. 

Tell these friends they might help. 
Name Address Occupation 

(Signed)------------- 1. 
(Address)------------ 2. 

To American Indian Defense As
sociation, 

Robert Ingersoll Brown, Treas
urer, 

67 Morton St., New York, or 
637 Munsey Building, 

Washington, D. C. 

3. ----------------------------

What I have said is in rather a rambling way. It ls impossible 
to cover everything incorporated in the several speeches or extended 
remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin. I think I have covered 
some of the important statements that he has made, and if there are 
other things I have not covered and you have any doubt about them, 
yon can probably ascertain yourselves as to the truth of the statements. 

I thank the committee, and if .any members of the committee desire 
to interrogate me they may do so, and as far as it Is possible for me 
I will try to answer questions. 

WED~ESDAY, AprU 14, 1926. 
The CHATRMAN. The committee will be in order. I understand Mr. 

Burke wishes to make a brief statement of two or three minutes. If 
there is no objection, Commissioner Burke will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in what I said on Sat
urday I was endeavoring to confine my remarks to the statements made 
in the several speeches that appeared in the REcono, made by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR]. Incidentally, I presented a 
leaflet that was being circulated apparently for the purpose of soiJcit
ing funds by the Indian Defense Association, and in that circular there 
is a misleading statement with reference to the condition of the Pima 
Indians, and as I did not discuss it, I want to put in the RECORD one 
page from the bearings before the subcommittee of the Senate Appro
priations Committee on the Interior Department bill, held in March, 
and the portion that I refer to appears on March 11, 1926; I am not 
certain of the date; it begins on page 175 and goes over to page 176, 
If you would llke it to be read, I will read it. 

Mr. KNUTSON. If it ls not too long, I would like to have it read. 
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Mr. BUBKE. I will read lt-Mr. Meritt, Assistant Commissioner, was 

before the committee and was interrogated as follows: 

n DEATH RATE AMO:SG l!iDIANS 

" Senator HARRIS. I should like to ask just what the death rate 
among the Indians is now, compared with the white death rate. 

"Mr. MERITT. I have the data here, Mr. Chairman. The death rate 
among the Indians is not very much greater than among the whites. 
In recent yea..rs we have very materially reduced the death rate among 
the Indians. The Indians now are increasing in population at the 
rate of several thousand a year. I will get the exact figures and 
put them in the record for you. 

" Senator HARRIS. I! you please. 
"Senator SMOOT. You speak of the death rate as covering the whole 

country, not any particular section? 
"Mr. MERITT. Yes~ 
" Senator PHIPPS. But in answer to the Senator's question, Mr. 

Meritt is going to supply the information as to the Pima Indians. 
" Mr. MERITT. I thought your inquiry related to Indians throughout 

the United States. 
" Senator HARRIS. Yes; that is what I meant. 
"Mr. MERITT. I will put that in the record. 
" Senator PHIPPs. Did you not want it also as related to the Pima 

Indians separately? 
"Senator HARRIS. Yes; I should like to have that, because the state

ment made yesterday was rather alarming. 
"Mr. MERITT. I will put the information in the record." 
The information referred to was subsequently--furnished by Mr. Meritt 

as follows: 
u RE DIIATH RATE AMONG PIMA INDIANS 

" The apparently excessive death rate · among the Pima Indians 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1925, as shown· by the census 
report for that year is not real, but is due to the correction of former 
census rolls by the recent superintendent, Mr~ C. El. Faris. 

"When Mr. Faris took charge of Pima he found that former census 
reports were erroneous in that they had continued to carry a large 
number of Indians as living who··were really dead, some of them 
having died years ago. Realizing the importance of having accurate· 
rolls, he at once began the making of a corrected roll or census. By 
exhaustive inqttiry, whene~r and wherever opportunity offered, he 
secured data by which he was enabled to make a census roll that is 
much·nearer to being ·exact than any' previous roTI, though admittedly 
not entirely correct even now, but in doing so he ' bad to place the 
names of the dead Indians on the roll with· the appropriate notations 
as to the approximate dates of death. Accordingly the last census 
roll shows 420 Indians who ~died · prior to · June 30, 1924, but who 
wer.e carried . on that roll . as living at that date; 88 deaths are .re
ported from June 30, 1924, to June 30, 1925, but the exact date of a 
number of these deaths is not known, and it is quit_e . probable that 
a number of them occurred prior to the beginning of the census year. 

" The roll of June 30, 1925, also shows 182 additio-ns by births, of 
which 129 were born prior to June 30, 1924, but which had not been 
enrolled on the census of that date, leaving 53 bil·ths as having oc
curred during the census year ending June 30, 1925. 

"To recapitulate briefly, the census report of June 30,_ 1925,. drops 
approximately 508 from the roll by death, 420 which should have be·en 
dropped on the census for June 30, 1924, and reports 182 additions 
by birth, 129 which should have been repo.rted on the previous census. 
These figures indicate that there were 88 deaths during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1925, and that during the same period ·there were 53 
births; but as stated above, some of the deaths shown probabiy oc
curred during the previous year. The total census of living Indians 
as of June 30, 1925, is 4,515. 

"The death rate among Indians throughout the United States dur
ing the fiscal year 1925 was 24.84 per thousand, whUe ill 1913 the 
death rate among Indians was 32.24 per thousand." 

This hearing bas been held and this information was available at 
the time that the sheet I refer to was published, and the Rev. Dirk 
Lay was present at the hearings. I would like also to add in connec
tion with this Pima question as to their starving, etc., a clipping from 
the El Paso Herald on March 15, 1926, which is as follows : 

[From the Herald, El Paso, Tex., March Hi, 1926J 

PIUA Il\'l>IANS Dl GILA VALLEY ARE STARVING, DENIED--STORIES FROM 
WASHIXGTON TELL HARROWUG TALE OF PEOPLE 

"PHOENIX, ARIZ., March 15 (SP).-From Washington, in connection 
with efforts to secure early action on the San Carlos Dam appropriations, 
have come some stories evidently not intended for Southwestern con
sumption. They tell of starvation among the Pima people of the Gila 
Valley, and of a decrease of 25 per cent in population within the past 
four years. One touching tale is of how living infants have been 
buried with their emaciated dead mothers. The reason set forth for 
this deplorable condition was the lack of water for irrigation of the 
Indian farms, this water -drained from the GUa River by predatory 
white farmers upstream. 

"The fact that the white farmers have taken the low-stage waters 
almost entirely away from the Indians is not disputed. This is a 
condition that bas been known for about 30 years, and is the main 
reason for construction of the San Carlos Dam, under which the 
Pimas will be assured water for the cultivation of about 40,000 acres. 
But, according to the persons well informed .concerning the tribe, the 
lack of water simp'Jy has turned the Pimas toward other occupations 
than farming. 

.. LAUGH AT FAMDTE 

" Indians of high standing, including students at the Cook Bible 
School, laugh at the reports of famine on the reservation, stating that 
the Pimas are getting along very well, many of them employed on new 
reclamation and railroad work, looking forward to the time when an 
ample water supply shall be available for their little farms. It is 
declared that there is absolutely no destitution that would involve 
starvation. 

"The tribe, including a branch on a small reservation on Salt River, 
10 miles east of Phoepix, bas a membership of about 5,000. Save 
occasional relief for the aged, it never has drawn rations from the 
National Government, and it ever has been friendly to the whites and 
helpful in the warfare against the Apache." 

There is one further statement, Mr. Chairman, that I overlooked. 
In the speech of Mr. FRlllAR on March 5 he made this statement: "The 
Indians in some instances are dying rapidly, and in one State the 
number hRs decreased from 100,000 to 17,000, due to disease." 

This is a misleading stat~ment, and if there is any basis for it 
whatsoever it must be with reference to Indians . in California, . and 
must refer to the eal'ly period when it was generally_ understood that in 
the mad rnsh for gold there was more or less conflict between the 
whites and Indians, and, possibly, a great many India:ps were killed; 
! do not ~know, but in recent years there has been DO large decrease in 
the Indian population of California !rom any cause, and 1 therefore 
S!lY th,e statement. i~ misl,eading. In the same paragraph he made a 
statement that "the American Indian since the Bureau of Indian 
A.ffairs w~s established has decreased three-fourths in population by 
sickness and neglect." That is 11bsolutely · untrue, as statfstic8 show 

1 that t:he . Indian population has ~ncreased and is ~creas~g . . In . the 
m~].tter of giving to the Indian proper medical attention, the department 
is governed by. appropriations provided -by Congress. By reason of the 

I department's activity the appropriation for relief of distress SlDd 
! medical 'attention among the Indians ' bas been increased from $40,000 
in 1910 · to $700,000 annually at present. " · · 

Mr. HAYDEN. I intended to ask you some questions in regard to the 
starving Pimas, but I think you have covered the matter rather fully. 

• 1 can only add that I was born within 5 miles of the Pima Indian 
Reservation, and my first nurse was a Pima Indian woman. I have 
known those Indians all of my life, and I have no better friends than 
members of that tribe, and I am s·ure if they were in a starving con
dition they would not fail to let me know about it. I have not heard 

. anything from any Indian of the Pima Tribe or from anyone else 
authorized to speak for tbern that bears · out the statements that have 
been broadcasted of widespread starvation among them. 

Now, I want to ask you a question with respect to the Navajo In
dians, because it bas been presented to .this committee that they have 

:been greatly abused. Have you any record of the amount of money 
1 that has been appropriated by Congress in the way of gratuity appro-
priations for the benefit of the Navajo Indians? 

Mr. BU.RKE. We have. 
Mr. HAYDEN. What does that aggregate? 
Mr. BURKE. Approximately, in the last 15 years, something more 

than $10,000,000 has been appropriated for the Navajo Indians as 
gratuity appropriation, not reimbursable or charges to them in any 
manner whatsoever. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

OFFICE OF !~DIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March S1, 1928, 

DF..AR MR. SECRETARY : Attention is invited to the decision of former 
Secretary Fall -in the appeal of EJ. 1\f. Harrison from the decision of 
the General Land Office of January 14, 1922, in which his application 
for a prospecting permit under section 13 of the act of February 25, 
1920 ( 41 Stat. L. 437), for a tract of land in township 45 south, 
range 22 east, S. I. M., Utah, was r~jected. The application was 
rejected by the commissioner becau e the land was within a part of 
the Navajo Indian Reservation withdrawn from the public domain 
by Executive order of May 17, 1884. 

On June 9, 1922, the Secretary reversed the decision of the com
mis loner, basing his action on the ground that the act of February 
25, 1920, did not expressly exclude from the provisions thereof land 
within Indian reservations. Be speaks of the method by which In
dian reservations may be created and established, viz, by treaty, by 
legislative enactment, and by Executive order, and after discussing 
them holds that Indian reservations created by treaty or by legislative 
enactment are not subject to the provisions of the general leasing act 
but that Indian reservations created by Executive order are so subject. 
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As a reason for tbls holding, it is stated that the President by 
Elxecuti\""e order could convey no title to the land set apart !or the 
use of the Indians and that the United States can not be b<!ld to 
have reserved for Indian purposes the minerals beneath the snrface. 
Mention is made of the act of February 28, 1891 (26 Stat. 795), 
which provides for leasing of tmallotted lands on Indian reserva
tions "occupied by Indians who have bought and paid for the 'lame,'' 
and the Secretary conC'Iudes therefore that Congress having recognized 
the right of the Inuians on such reservations to the mineral re!lources, 
the general leasing act does not apply thereto. Apparently it is con
tended that the distinction between Executive order and other Indian 
re enations, so far as the minerals contained therein are concerned, is 
that Con~ress has rerognized by the act of February 28, 1891, the 
right of the Indians on treaty reservations to the mineral proceeds, 
whereas it has not so recognized the rights of Indians on Executive
orcler resel\a t ions. 

By section 26 of the act of June 30. 1919 ( 41 Stat. L. 3-31), the 
Secretary of the IntPrior was authorized and empowered to lease 
unallott('d land on any reservation within Arizona, New Mexico, and 
certnin other States for the purpose of mining valuable metalliferous 
minerals. It is provided therein that the lessee shall pay to the 
United States for the benefit of the Indians certain royalties and 
rentals therPin prescribed. 'fbe act applies to a number of reserva
tions created by Execnti\""e order and the right of the Indians oc
cupying such reservati(•us to the proceeds of the mining of metalliferous 
min('rals is thus clearly recognized by Congress. The act does not 
anthoriz(' the leasing of lands for any of the minerals covered by 
the general leasing act of February 25, 1920. 

As to the difference of Indian title to reservations created by treaty, 
legislative enactment, and Executive order, attention is invited to the 
following excerpt from the decision of the Supreme Court of tbe 
United States in re Wilson (140 U. S. 575) : 

"With respect to the first question, it may be observed that the 
White Mountain Indian Reservation was a legally constituted Indian 
re!'ler>ation. True, when the Territory of Arizona was organized, 
on February 24, 1863 (12 Stat. 664, ch. 56), there was no such 
reservation, ancl it was created in the fit·st instance by order of the 
President in 1871. Whatever doubts there might have been, if any, 
as to tbe validity of such Executive order, are put at rest by the act 
of Congt·ess of February 8, 1887 (24 Stat. 388, ch. 119, par. 1), the 
first clause of which is 'That in all cases where any tribe or band 
of Indians bas been or shall hereafter be located upon any reserva
tion created for their use, either by treaty stipulations or by virtue 
of an act of Congress or Executive order setting apart the same 
for their use, the President of the United States be, and he hereby 
is, authorized, whenever in his opinion any reservation, or any part 
thereof, of such Indians is advantageous for agricultural and grazing 
purposes, to cause said reservation, or any part thereof, to be sur· 
\""eyed, or resurveyed if necessary, and to allot the lands in said 
reseiTation in severalty to any Indian located thereon, in quantities, 
as follows : ' 

"The necessary effect of this legislative recognition was to confirm 
the Executive order and establish beyond challenge the Indian title 
t.o this reserYation." 

In his decision the Secretary referred, among others to the decision 
of the United States Supreme Court in the case of Spalding v. Chandler 
(1GO U. S. 394). Attention is invited to the following excerpts from 
the opinion of the court in that case: 

" It has been settled by repeated adjudications of this oourt that 
the fee of the lands in this country in the original occupation of 
the Indian tribes was from the time of the formation of this Go>ern
ment vested in the United States. The Indian title as against the 
United States was merely a title and right to the perpetual occupancy 
of the land with the privilege of using it in such mode as they saw 
fit until such right of occupation had been surrendered to the Govern
ment. When Indian reservations were created, either by treaty or 
Executive order, the Indians held the land by the same character of 
title, to wit, the right to possess and occupy the lands for tht> uses 
and purposes designated. 

• • • • • • • 
" The reservation thus created stood precisely in the same category 

ns other Indian reservations, whether established for general or 
limited use , and whether made by the direct authority .of Congress 
in the ratification of a treaty or indirectly through the medium of 'I 

duly authorized executive officer." 
From the foregoing quotations it would seem that the United States 

Supreme Court holds that the Indian title to Executive-order reserva
tions is the same as that to re ervations created by treaty or by act or 
Con <?reFs. 

But it is not only in the right to the proceeds of mineral develop
ment that Congress has recognized the Indian title to reservations both 
treaty and Executive order. Section 7 of the act of June 25, 1910 
( 36 Stat. 855-85 7), provides : 

"St.:c. 7. 'l'hnt the mature living and dead and down timber on 
nnnllotted lauds of nny Indian reservation may be sold under regula
tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and the pro-

ceeds from such sales shall be used for th~ benefit of the Indians or 
the reservations in such manner ae. he may direct: P1·ovided, That this 
section shall not apply to the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin." 

Congress thus expressly r(lcognizes the right of Indians occupying 
Executive order reservations to the proceeds of the sale of timber. 
It is universally recognized that sta.nrling timber is a part of the 
realty. The Supreme Court in the case of the United States v. Cook 
(19 Wall. 591), in considering the question as to the dgbt of Indhms 
to sell timber from their reservations, said: " Timber while standing 
is a part of the realty, and it can onJy be sold as the land could be." 

Congress bas repeatedly recognized the right of Indians living on 
Executive-order reservations to the proceeds from the sale of the sur
plus lands of said reservations. For citations in support or this state
ment attention is invited to the following acts: 

'I'he acts of February 20, 1893 (27 Stat. L. 469) : March 2, 18!l5 
(28 Stat. L. 894), and June 10, 1896 (29 Stat. L. 358), in connection 
with reservations in Arizona. 

'l'he acts of June 17, 1892 (27 Stat. L. 52); October 1, 1800 (26 
Stat. L. 658) ; February 8, 1905 ( 33 Stat. L. 706), and April 21, 1904 
(33 Stat. L. 224), and in connection with Executive-order reservations 
in California. 

The acts of June 21, 1906 (34 Stat. L. 335), and February 23, 1889 
(25 Stat. L. 687), regarding Executive-order reservations in Idaho. 

The acts of April 20, 1904 (33 Stat. L. 225), nnd May 27, 1902 
( 32 Stat. L. 260), regarding Executive-order reservations in Nevada. 

The aGts of June 1, 1910 (36 Stat. L. 455), and April 21, 1904 (33 
Stat. L. 194), regarding Executive-order reservations in North Dakota. 

The acts of February 13, 1891 (26 Stat. L. 758), and March 3, 
1893 (27 Stat. L. 562), in connection with Executive-order reserva
tions in Okl:thoma. 

The acts of August 15, 1894 (28 Stat. L. 323), appropriated moneys 
for the Siletz Indians in Oregon for the cPssion of lalllls established 
by Executive order. 

The acts of Uay 27, 1!'102 (32 Stat. L. 26~). and June 15, 1880 
(21 Stat. L. 199), regarding Executive-order reservations in Utah and 
Colorado. 

Congress .by the act of June 21, 1906 (34 Stat. L. 377), appropri
ated $1,500,000 to pay the Colville Indians for land. included within 
their reservation by Executive order, which land bad been thrown open 
to settlement under the act of July 1,1892 (27 Stat. L. 62). By the act 
of March 22, 1906 (34 Stat. L. 80), surplus land on the diminished 
Colville Indian Reservation was opened to settlement, " the net pro
ceeds • • • from the sale and disposition of the land aforesaid, 
including the sums paiJ for mineral and town-site lands," to be de
po·sited in the United States Treasury to the credit of the Indians hav· 
ing tribal rights on the reservation and to be expended for their benefi t. 

The act of May 2!), 1908 (35 Stat. L. 458), authorized allotm<:'nt.~ in 
severalty to the Indians on the Spokane Reservation, which was es tab· 
lished by Executive order of January 18, 1881, and authorized the dis· 
posal of the surplus lands at the appraised valuation thereof, the pro· 
ceeds to be deposited to the credit of the Spokane Indians. The act 
of May 18, 1916 (39 Stat. 123-155), authorized ancl directed the Secre· 
tary of the Interior to lease for mining purposes unallotted land on 
the diminished Spokane Reservation, the proceeds to be paid into the 
Spokane Indian tribal fund. 

When the appeal of Mr. Harrison was under consideration this office 
was givc·n no opportunity to present its views, although property rights 
of the Indians were involved. It was first informed of the derision on 
June 16, 1922, when a copy of a letter to Mr. Gerald Hughes, of 
Denver, Colo., advising him of the decision, was sent here for thP infor
mation of the office. 

The subject matter involved is one of great importance to the Indian~ 
occupying Executive-order reservations. Under the ~eneral leasing ~ct 
of February 25, 1920, none of the proceeds arising from the leasing of 
the lanrl will be available for the benefit of the Indians who are enlitled 
thereto. It is true that recommendation was nlllde to Congre~s that 
the act be amended so that the Indians would get one·third of th~ 
proceeds arising from the leasing of their lands, l.lut such legislation 
was not enacted. 

Both Congress and the Supreme Court of the United States have 
recognized that the Indians have a good title to the lands set apart for 
their use regardless of bow such reservation was created. In view or 
the action of Congress in recognizing the right of the Indians to tbe 
proceeds of the sale of timber on Executive-order reservations, of the 
sale of surplus lands thereof, and when the land is leased under the 
act of June 30, 1919, the office is satisfied that if Congress bad in
tended the act of February 25, 1920, to apply to Inuian reservations 
provision would have been made for the use of a11 the monPy aristn~ 

therefrom for the benefit of the Indians occupying the Janel. The offire 
is convinced that if the lands are leased and the funds applied as pro
vided in the act of February 25, 1920, the Indians will have a good and 
just claim against the United States therefor. 

This subject is being brought to your attention with the request that 
it be referred to the Solicitor for the Interior Department for an opin
ion as to the Indian title to lands within Executive-orde;- Indian reser
vations and also to the applicability of the general leasing act of l4'eb-
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ruary 25, 1920, to such lands. In this connection attention is invited 
to the brief filed by the Indian· Rights Association regarding this 
matter. 

Cordially yours, 
CHAS. H. BURKE, Commissioner. 

Referred to the solicitor, as suggested. 
HUBERT WORK, Secretary. 

APRIL 18, 1923. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on next Tuesday, immediately following the remarks of the 
gentleman from Wiscoi!sin [Mr. BERGERJ, I may be permitted to 
address the House for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from illinois 
asks unanimous consent that on next Tuesday, immediately fol
lowing the remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin, he may 
be permitted to address the House for five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

bill. 
R. E. NEUMANN AND WIFE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2210) for the .relief of R. E. Neumann and wife. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-

sideration of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross
ment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. -

HARRY M 1NEIL 

The next business on the -Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 2993) for the relief of Harry McNeil. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

present consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 

is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000 to Harry 
McNeil, of San Francisco, Calif., being a - refund on account of the 
forfeiture of a Liberty bond and which through error on the part of 
the clerk of the United States District Court of San Francisco was 
deposited in the Treasury of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross
ment and third reading of the bill. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money 1n the Treas- bill. 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to R. E. Neumann and wife, of Gal- JOEL c. CLORE 
veston, Tex., the sum of $10,000 in full compensation for the death The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
of their son, Ernest Neumann, who was killed on or about the 25th day R. 3432) for the relief of Joel c. Clore. 
of February, 1925, in Galveston County, Tex., by an airplane, which The title of the bill was read. 
at the time was being operated by an oftl.cer or aviator of the United The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
States Army in line of duty. ent consideration of the bill? 

With a committee amendment: Mr. BEEDY. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker--
In line 6, strike out "$10,000" and Insert "$3,500... Mr. BLAl~TON. 1\Ir. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. The Clerk 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en- will report the next bill. 

grossment and third reading of the bill. 1\Ir. STEPHENS. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman from 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, Texas withhold his objection for a moment? 

was read the third time, and passed. I 1\Ir. BLANTON. I will withhold it, if the gentleman wants 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed to be heard. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw my objection. 

was ordered to be laid on the table. Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, I object . . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

next bill. 
CHARLES M. UNDERWOOD 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 2680) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Under
wood. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was· no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 

is hereby, authorized and directed to redeem in favor of the estate <If 
Charles M. Underwood, deceased, United States registered bonds Nos. 
10101, 10102, 10103, and 10104, in the denomination of $20 each; and 
bond No. 20080, in the denomination of $100, inscribed " Susie E. 
Haswell " ; nnd bond No. 14095, in the denomination of $500, in
scribed "James H. Jenks, jr.," all of the 3 per cent loan of 1908-1918, 
without presentation of the b<lnds, said bonds having been stolen after 
having been assigned in blank by the registered payees, and said reg
istered payees having been reimbursed for the bonds by Charles M. 
Underwood, now deceased: Pr01Jided, That the said bonds shall not 
previously have been presented to the Treasury Department under such 
circumstances as would necessitate their redemption in favor of the 
person, firm, or bank presenting them: Provided, further, That the 
estate of Charles M. Underwood shall first file in the Treasury De
partment a bond in the penal sum of the principal of said bonds, in 
such form and with such surety or sureties as may be acceptable to 
fue Secretary of the Treasury, to indemnify and save harmless the 
United States from any loss on account of the bonds herein described. 

With a committee amendment, as follows : 

Page 1, line 10, strike out the word " junior" and insert "jr." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the committee amendment. 
· The committee amendment was agreed to. 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM P. NISBETT 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6227) for the relief of the estate of William P. Nisbett, sr., 
deceased. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres· 

ent consideration of the bill? 
l\1r. BLANTON. 1\lr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

this bill seeks to pay $20,530.52 out of the United States Treas· 
ury under unanimous consent, and it is too big a bill, and I 
object. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman withhold his objec
tion? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Let me state to the gentleman from 

Texas and to the Members of the House why these bills come 
before Congress. 'rhere is a general law which covers burglary 
in the Post Office Department up to $10,000. If, as I explained 
the other day on the floor of the House, there happens to be au 
extra $10 or $50 bill in the till, then it has to come to Congress, 
because the law says it must come to Congress. There is no 
question about the burglary and there - is no question about 
these stamps being stolen. Congress is the only place where 
this bookkeeping can be corrected. It is not a question of 
fault on the part of the postmaster and it is not a question 
whether we are doing justice to the postmaster. It is just a 
question of readjusting the accounts of the Post Office Depart-
m~t. • 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman from Texas yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr.- Nisbett, now dead, never was a con

stituent of mine; but I happen to have known him very well 
in his lifetime. He · was a man of the very highest integrity, 
and a man who could not have been at all in fault as to the 
loss of this money. He was not even of my party, although 
that does not affect the matter. 

Mr. BLANTON. I do not consider those questjons. 
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Mr. CRAl\iTON. And I want to emphasize the fact that 
that is not influencing me in my statement. 

Mr. BLANTON. Big Rapids is a little town of 5,000 or 
6,000 people. Does the- gentleman want to encourage post
masters in small towns to keep large sums of money in the 
office? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLAl\TTON. Yes. 
l\Ir. WOODRUFF. It is customary in the prominent post 

offices to keep a sufficient supply of postal stock on hand in 
order to supply the little offices that surround that particular 
post office. That was done there and it is being done in my 
home city. 

Mr. CRAMTON. This was not cash, but it was in large part 
po~tal stock. 

Mr. BLANTO~. I know that. Mr. Speaker, when the gen
tleman from Maine [Mr. BEEDY], who is the acting representa
ti >e of the second assistant floor leader, speaks for 20 minutes 
in oruer to try to save $300 and then lets a big claim of .$20,000 
go through without objection, and this being the bill of the dis
tingu'shed gentleman from Michigan [1\Ir. WooDRUFF], who 
renders valuable service here all the· time on the floor, I am 
not going to stand in its way. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I thank the gentleman. 
:Mr. U~l)ERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to substitute Senate bill 1360, a bill which is similar to the 
House bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massa
chusetts asks unanimous consent to substitute Senate bill 1360, 
which is s:milar to the House bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. · 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enactefl, etc._, That the Postmaster General be, and be Is hereby, 

authorized and directed ,to credit_ the legal representatives of the estate 
of William P. Ni~bett, ~:;r., deceased, fomerly postmaster at Big Rapids, 
Mecosta County, Mich., in the sum of $20,530.52, due to th~ United 
States on account of postal stamps, war-savings stamps, and money 

. order funds which were lost .as the result of burglary on the night of 
November 19, 1!)22. 

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

A. motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. · 
JOEL C. CJ,.ORE 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani_mous consent that 
the bill (H. R. 3432) for the relief of Joel C. Clore be passed 
over without prejudice and remain on the calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: -That is not necessary at the 
present time. · 

ED\'\' ARD J. O'ROURKE, GUARDIAN OF KATIE I. O'ROURKE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
. (H. R. 6600) for the relief of Edward J. O'Rourke as guardian 
of Katie I. O'Rourke. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SP-EAKER pro tempore. Is there ~bjection to the 

present consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the· 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,986 to Edwa?d J. 
O'Rourke, as guardian of Katie I. O'Rourke, in full settlement against 
the Oovernmeut as r.eimbursement for funds -sent through the mails at 
various times from September 25, 1920, to June 29, 1925, by Katie I. 
O'Rourke, of whom Edward J. O'Rourke is now guardian, said sums 

. having been received in the dead letter office of the Post Office Depan
ment and subsequently deposited in the Treasur1 as part of the postal 
revenues. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
wa.s laid on the table. 

JOHN DOYLE, ALIAS JOHN GEARY 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3625) for the relief of John Doyle, alias John Geary, 

The Clerk read the title of the bilL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? · 
Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

there are a number of these bills of a similar nature having 
to do with Civil War veterans who served their country well 
for a period of six months to several years. They were cap-

tured, in some instances, and were exchanged and failed to 
show up with their companies. · In each case of that sort I do 
not see how anyone can object to the passage of such a bill, and 
I am, therefore, going to withdraw my objection and let the 
bill pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 

and the laws conferring rights and privileges upon honorably dis
charged soldiers of the Volunteer Army, John Doyle, alias John Geary, 
shall be held and considered to have been honorably discharged from 
the military service of the United States as a private of Company C, 
Ele>entb Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, on the lOth day of 
January, 1863. 

With the following committee amendment: 
.After line 9 insert : 
"Provided, That no back pay, pension, or bounty• shall be held to have 

accrued prior to the passage of this act." 

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

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
CONFERENCE REPORTS 

Mr. ZIHL1tiAN. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 4785) to enable the Rock Creek and Potomac 
Parkway Commission to complete the acquisition of the land 
authorized to be acquired as a public buildings appropriation 
act, approved March 4, 1913. 

The conference report is as follows : 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. H. 
4785) to enable the Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway Com
mission to complete the acquisition of the land authorized to 
be acquired by the public buildings appropriation aet, ap
proved March 4, 1913, for the connecting parkway between 
Rock . Creek -Park, the Zoological Park, and Potomac Park, 
having met, after full and -free conference have been unable 
to agree. 

F.. N. ZIHLMAN, 
ERNEST W. QlBSON, 
THOMAS L. BLANTON, 

Managers on, the part of the House. 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
W. L. JONES, 
.WILLIAM H. KING, 

Managers on the part of the Ser1-ate. 

Mr. Speaker, I also present a conference report on the bill 
(H. R. 8830) amending the act entitled "An act providing for 
a comprehensive development of the p~rk a~d playground sys
tem of the national capital," approved June 6, T924, for printing 
under the rules. 

0. H. LI;PPS 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 815) for the relief of 0. H. Lipps. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of. the bill? . 
There was no objeetion. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby appropriated $786.25, not 

otherwise appropriated, to reimburse 0. H. Lipps, superintendent of 
the Nez Perce Indian .Agency, Lapwai, Idaho, for money advanced by 
him out of his personal funds to replace Indian trust funds in his care, 
which funds were stolen in May, 1921, through the burglary of the 
Nez Perce Indian .Agency office and office vault, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay the amount 
herein mentioned to 0. H. Lipps in full compensation for money so 
advanced. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
"That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any 

moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$901.55, $801.55 of which is for the reimbursement of various Indians 
whose individual funds were taken through a burglary of the Nez 
Perce Indian Agency, Idaho, and $100 to reimburse Abraham Johnson, 
an Indian, for his $100 Government bond stolen in said robbery, and 
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. the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay 
the amounts herein mentioned to 0. H. Lipps, superintendent of the 
Nez Perce Indian Agency, for the purpose of reimbursing the persons 
herein mentioned : Provided, That the sum of $801.55, hereinbefore 
mentioned, is to be credited to the accounts of those Indians to which 
it rightfully belongs, as shown by the records of the superintendent 
of the Nez Perce Indian Agency, Idaho." 

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

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 

.ARTHUR F. SWANSON 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(I;I. R. 1465) for the relief of Arthur F. Swanson, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill. as follows: 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Comptr~ller General o! the United 

States is authorized and directed to cancel the claim of the United 
States against Arthur F. Swanson, an employee of the Post Office De
partment at Blue Island, lll., in the sum of $1,370.56, representing 
payments made to him by the collector of customs, Chicago, Ill., amount
inc to $1,075.56, and by the disbursing clerk, Treasury Department, 
Washington, D. C., amounting to $295, all contrary to the provisions 
of the act of May 10, 1916, prohibiting the payment of two salaries to 
any person where the combined amount of such salaries exceeds the 
sum of $2,000 per annum. And the Comptroller General is author
ized and directed to pay to F. T. E. Ka1lum, postmaster at Blue Island, 
Ill., the sum <>f $99.15, being the amount refunded by him to the 
United States on account of such erroneous salary payments to the 
said Arthur F. Swanson. 'Ibe sum of $99.15 ·is appropriated, out of 

·any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry out 
the provisions of this act. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert : 
"That the Comptroller General of the United States is authorized 

and directed to cancel the claim of the United States against Arthur F. 
Swanson as an emplcyee, custodian force, Federal building, Blue Island, 

Mr. FRENCH. I ask that the bill be passed over without • 
prejudice. 

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

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, MONTGOMERY, ALA. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 4189) for the relief of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Montgomery, Ala., Jack Thorington, and 39 others. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was on objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That inasmuch as all and singular the covenants, 
conditions, and agreements of tbe Chamber of Commerce of Montgom· 
ery, Ala., in and by a lease, entered into with the United States on 
November 28, 1917, have been duly and fully observed and 
performed, in all respects, the obligation given on such date and 
conditioned upon tbe due and full observance and performance of 
such covenants, conditions, and .agreements, is hereby declared to be 
void and of no etl'ect ; and such chamber of commerce, as principal, and 
Jack Thorington, E. B. Joseph, John P. Kohn, W. T. Sheehan, Bmce 
Kennedy, Albert C. Davis, Emanuel Meertief, Thomas M. Owen, Slmon 
Roswald, jr., C. J. Beane, Leon Weil, I. H. DeWees, Hartwell Douglass, 
M. A. Vincentelll, J. E. Britt, R. H. McCaslin, E. C. Taylor, Leo Struss: 
burger, W. D. Lowry, B. J. Well, George W. Jones, George R. Wright, 
N. L. Walker, Clayton T. Tullis, Sidney Levy, R. F. Ligon, Lucien S. 
Loeb, Gllbert D. Johnson, F. G. Salter, W. M. Jordan, Terry T. Grell, 
w. R. Greene, Maxie D. Pepperman, Leo Klein, J. C. Haas, Ben FHz
pa trick, . Harry Danziger, Ike Levystein, Stuart May, and Alex Rice, as 
sureties, and their successors, heirs, executors, and administrators are 
hereby declared to be discharged and released from all liabilities under 
such obligation.. 

With the following committee amendments: 

On lines 6 ·and 7, on page 1, strike out the words "have been duly 
and fully observed and performed in all respects " and insert in lieu 
thereof the words " have been observed and performed to the satis
faction of the ·war Department." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

thir.d time, was read the third time, and pas ed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

· was laid on the table. 
Ill., in tbe sum of $992.23, representing payments made to him as such B. s. HOW AIID co. 
employee for the pE.'riod from July 1, 1920, to September 23, 1923, The next business on the Private Calendar was (H. J. Res. 
consisting of $574.77 paid to him by J. R. Ford, special disbursing 98) for. the .relief of R. S. Howard Co. 
agent,·. T1·easury Department, $25 by J. L. Summers, disbursing clerk, · The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution. 
Treasury Department, and $392.46 by Niels Juul, collector of customs, The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Chicago, m., during which period he also held the position of clerk tn There was no objection. 
the post office at Blue Island, Ill., and his combined compensation as The Clerk read as follows: 
such employee, custodian force, and as post-office clerk exceeded $2,000 Re&ol1Jed, etc., That tbe House of Representatives refer the subject 
per annum, all contrary to the provisions of the act of May 10, 1916 matter of this resolution to the Court of Claims for a rehearing, in 
(39 Stat. p. 120), as amended by the act of August 29, 1916 (39 Stat. view of the decision of the Supreme Court cif the United States in 
p. 582), prohibiting the payment of. two. salaries to any person where the case of A. w. Duckett & Co. against the United States, decided 
the combined amount of such salaries exceeds the sum of $2,000 per by said court on November 17, 1924, subsequent to the statement by 
annum. the Court of Claims of its conclusion of law on the facts relating to 

"And the Compu·oller General is autho~zed and directed to. pay to the claim' of R. s. Howard Co. 
F. T. E. Kalium, as custodian, Federal building, Blue Island, -Ill, the 
sum of $99.15 refunded by him to the United States on account of such The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
erroneous salary payments to the said Arthur F. Swanson as an em- third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
ployee of the custodian force. A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the joint resolution 

"The sum of $99.15 is appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- was agreed to was laid ~n the table. 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provisions ·of this CLARA PEROY 
act." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim~. 

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the ·bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 

• SAM TILDEN 

The ·next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 817) for the relief of Sam Tilden. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNELL). Is there objec

tion to the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Reserving the right to object, will 

not the gentleman let this go over without prejudice? There is 
a question in my mind, and I -want to make some ·further 
investigation. 

Mr. FRENCH. I do not want to be unreasonable about it. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I would not like it to come up at this . 

time, and I would like to look into it further. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
894) granting jurisdiction to the Gourt of Claims of the United 
States. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That whereas Elmer Charles Percy was killed 

on January 16, 1920, at Balboa, Canal Zone, Panama, by being run 
down by a truck used by the united States, that jurisdiction be con
ferred upon the Court of Claims of the United States to bear and 
determine the question of the Government's liability for the death 
of said Percy and award damages, if any, to Clara Percy, widow, in 
a sum not to exceed $10,000. 

With the following committee amendment : 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
"That within one year from the enactment of this act a petition 

may be filed with the Court o! Claims by or on behalf of Clara Percy 
for a hearing upon a claim for damages sul!ered by the said Clara 
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Percy on account of the death of her husband, Elmer Charles Percy, 
who was struck and fatally injured by a United States Government 
truck ln Balboa, Canal Zone. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon 
such court to hear and determine such claim and to render a judgment 
or decree thereon in a sum not to exceed $10,000. 

"SEc. 2. There is authorized to be appropriated such sum as may 
be necessary to pay the amount of any judgment rendered by the 
court." 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, my attention was di
verted when this bill was called up. This is the bill that refers 
to the Court of Claims in the case of Clara Percy. 

Mr. HICKEY. Yes. 
1\Ir. BLACK of Texas. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 2, line 10, of the committee amendment, after the figures 

"$10,000," strike out the period, insert a colon, and add the follow
ing language : " Provided, That said case shall be tried and judgment 
rendered on the same principles and same basis of liability as in like 
cases between private parties and with the same right of appeal: 
Prot:ided further, That notice shall be given the Attorney General of 
the United States, and upon such notice it shall be the duty of the 
Attomey General to appear and defend for the Uni~ed States." 

Ur. BLACK of Texas. This is the same language that is 
'usually contained when we refer claims to the Court of Claims 
for adjudication. I think it ought to go into this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend
ment of the gentleman from Texas to the committee amendment. 

The question was taken ; and the amendment to the amend
ment was agreed to. 

The committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
DAVID A. VINCENT 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 1580) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
and patent to David A. Vincent certain lf!.nds in Oklahoma. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That upon the payment to the United States of 

$1.25 per acre the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
- authorized to issue patent to David A. Vincent to a tract of land em

bracing 10.75 acres, located within lots 2 and 6, of section 5, township 
7 north, range 13 west of the Indian meridian, situated in Caddo 
County, Okla., said tract of 10.75 acres having been reserved for 
school and park purposes and is no longer needed for such purposes : 
Provided, That payment be made and application filed hereunder in 
the district land office within six months after the approval of this 
act, and that no adverse claim thereto be officially of record as pend
ing when the application is allowed and the sale consummated. 

With the following committee amendment. 
1. On page 1, line 3, strike out the figures " $1.25," and insert in 

lieu thereof the figures " $10." 
2. On page 1, line 7, strike out the words and figures "lots 2 and 6 

of section 5," and insert in lieu thereof the words and figures " lot 2 of 
section 5 and lot 6 of section 6." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
KENNETH A. ROTHARMEL 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
~892) for the relief of Kenneth A. Rotharmel. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted," etc., That the Secretary o! the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Kenneth A. Rotharmel, of the city 
of Chicago, in the county of Cook and State of Illlnois, the sum of 
$433.50, in full compensation for arrears of pay, including regular pay, 
foreign-service pay, and fiying pay, during his military service under 
appointment and coiDmi$sion as a second lieutenant, aviation section, 
Signal Offi~ers' Reserve Corps, from January 26, 1918, to April 4, 1918. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

GEORGE M. THOMPSON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7860) for the relief of Capt. George :M. Thompson. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

is the gentleman from Missouri here? Can anybody tell me
are not these men who handle the disbursement of this vast 
amount of money bonded? Are there any bondsmen in tile 
case of the employees of this kind? 

1\Ir. STRONG of Kansas. This claim having been settled, 
I ask unanimous consent that the bill be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
objects on account of this bill having been settled? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Yes. . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the bill 

will be laid on the table. 
There was no objection. 

RELEASE AND QUITCLAIM TITLE OF CERT.liN LANDS TO HOLYMAN 
BATTLE, ETC. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 9274) to release and quitclaim title of certain lands 
to Holyman Battle and his successors in interest. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it e-nacted, etc., '.fhat "the title of the United States of America 

in and to the southwest quarter of section 17, township 14 north, 
range 4 east, in what Is now Craighead County, Ark., l>e, and the 
same is hereby, released and quitclaimed to Holyman Battle and bis 
successors in interest. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

B. G. OOSTERBAA..."'f 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 1961) for the relief of B. G. Oosterbaan. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster General is authorized and 

directed to credit to the account of B. G. Oosterbaan, postmaster at 
Muskegon, Mich., in tbe sum of $8,099.28, and certify said credit to 
the General Accounting Office, being the amount of the deficit exist ing 
at present in said postmaster's accounts due to the misappropriation of 
funds in said office, for which he was in no way responsible and without 
fault or negligence on his part. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, have I the privilege of strik
ing out the last word? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, I notice that the bill is for 

the purpose of compensating some postmaster in the sum of 
$8,000, and there was no objection to the consideration of the 
bill, and I would like to know upon wliat ground gentlemen 
who have these bills in charge and object to them what par
ticular ground they would have in allowing a bill of this kind 
to go through and absolutely object to a bill I introduced 
which was before the House for consideration, for the paying 
of an amount of money that was stolen from the Cincinnati 
post office. That bill was objected to and I was not even given 
permission or . time to explain the merits of the bill. That bill 
was reported out by the Committee on Claims, in which it had 
an amendment that provided: 

That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, authorized nnd 
directed to credit the accounts of Joel C. Clore, former postmaster at 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in the sum of $8,783.57, due to the United States 
on account of the loss of postal funds, postage stamps, thrilt stamps, 
and war-revenue stamps, resulting from burglary of said post offic.e 
on June 16, 1921. 

I would like to inquire whether it is necessary for some one 
who has a meritorious bill to go around beforehand and see 
the committee priyately as to the bill, or whether it is the duty 
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of the gentleman to have an opportunity to explain the merits 
of his bill here on the floor. I did not object to this bilL If 
I had known it was a post office bill, in all probability I 
should have objected to it. 

.Mr. UNDERHILL. If the gentleman will yield right there, 
the gentleman realizes that the Committee on Claims gave due 
consideration to his bill and reported it out favorably, and he 
should not take any revenge on the Committee on Claim . 

Mr. STEPHENS. I am praising the Committee on Claims. 
I am not reflecting upon the Committee on Claims. I am 
questioning this committee of our House that is charged with 
the duty of going over bills in order -to object. They would 
not give me an opportunity even to explain this bill. The 
Claims Committee has done well, has done its duty, and there 
is no reflection on that committee. They have reported out 
this bill, and I am just inquiring into the fact why a gentleman 
can not have an opportunity to explain the merits of a bill by 
the withholding of objection, and, as I say, our committee on 
objections do not even allow an opportunity to do that. 

Mr. BEEDY . . Does the gentleman really want an answer? 
Mr. STEPHENS. Certainly. 
Mr. BEEDY. My answer to the gentleman is this. The 

gentleman, who I recognize is such an able and persuasive 
Representative on this floor, will recognize the bill is rather a 
dangerous bill, and I was afraid if I allowed him to have the 
floor to ·explain the bill that the House would pass the bill 
anyhow. The Hou e demonstrated just a few minutes before 
it was not willing to accept an amendment made by me in per
fect good faith, and the gentleman on this side has been given 
what is not a pleasant duty for me, and I am endeavoring to 
carry it out. 

I am supposed to have charge of the Private Calendar. I 
want to take chru·ge of it, and I am going to. There are some 
questions about the bill that I wanted to ask the gentleman to 
save time, and if he can answer them satisfactorily he will help 
41 passing the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman does not even give me a 
chance to explain. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross
ment and third reading of the bill. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered. to be laid on the table. 

STATE BANK & TRUST CO., OF P'AYE'.M'EVILLE, TENN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4124) for the relief of the State Bank & Trust Co., of Fayette
ville, Tenn. 

The title· of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 

and directed to pay to the State Bank &. Trust Co., of Fayetteville, 
Tenn., out of any money in the 'l'reasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $1, 779.84, such sum being the amount of actual loss sus
tained by the bank by reason &f the theft or loss of certa.in Liberty 
bonds while being transmitted as registered mail, caused by the neglect 
or disregard of postal laws and regulations on the part of postal officiald 
or employees. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1 move to strike out the 
last word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I think some brief statement should 
be made about the facts in this bill, inasmuch as it brings 
up a rather unusual question. 

The bill is to reimburse a bank at Fayetteville, Tenn., for 
some bonds lost by registered mail. Under the general law, 
especially the law that prevailed at that time, only $50 could 
be recovered from the Post Office Department in cases of that 
kind. It would really be a very dangerous precedent to set 
for 9ongress to reimburse losses in registered mail except . in 
one class of cases, and that is the kind covered by this bill, 
to wit, where the loss was the direct result of either the crimi
nal act of a Government employee or the clearly negligent 
act of a Government employee. 

Mr,. ARENTZ. .It is just for that reason that, in studying 
thfs bill, I failed to object to it, because there ought to be 
sqme way in which this registered package could have been 
re'ccipted for. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I want it understood that there are 
those of us in th~ House who would objeet to reimbursement 

by privat-e bill if registered matter were lost by burglary or bY' 
storm or by fire or by any of the other usual causes in cases 
of that kind. The Government is not the insurer except for 
the amount clearly provided by law. It is upon that amount 
that the small registration fee is based. If the Government is 
to be held the insurer for larger amounts than that which is 
provided by law, then larger registi·ation fees must be charged. 
I am not sure we should enact any private bill at all for reim
bursement in cases of lost registered 4hlail. Certainly we 
should not do it except in cases where the loss is clearly due to 
the negligence or misconduct of a Government emplOyee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the pro 
forma amendment is withdrawn. The question is on the en
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engro sed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Cle1·k will report the next 
bill. 

CHARLES B. BECK 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6003) for the relief of Charles B. Beck. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Cle~k read as. follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,729.94 to Charles B. 
Beck, postmaster at Richmond, Ind., said sum being the sum be volun
tarily paid into the Treasury to make good the amount of public money 
appropriated by a postal clerk, Otto H. Sprong, to his own use, who 
was duly tried and convicted of said crime and punished by imprison
ment in the penitentiary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
next bill. 

RELIEF OF NOHLE-GILBERTSON CO. 

The next business on the Private Calendar · was the bill 
(H. R. 6615) for the relief of Noble-Gilbertson Co., a corpora
tion of Buford, N. Dak. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 

authorized, in his discretion, to issue patent to Noble-Gilbertson Co. 
for the east half of section 22, township 25 north, range 56 east, 
Montana principal meridian, upon payment by said corporation of 
the value of said land, to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, less 
any amount loaned by said corporation to Christ Hepding and re
maining unpaid: Provided, That in no event shall patent so issue to 
said corporation for said land except upon the payment therefor by 
said corporation at the rate of not less than $1.25 per acre. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross
ment and third reading of the bill. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. 

H..A.RVEY DU;NKIN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 2311) for the relief of Harvey Dunkin. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 

object in this case. The amount of the claim is small; but 
this is one case that seems to me has no real ground to stand 
upon. 
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· Mr. UNDERHILL. 
right there? 

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield ernment forest rangers. On all signs which carry the regula
tions you find these words : 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. I think the· gentleman will distinguish 

a difference between the legality in a court of law and in the 
Committee on Claims, which is practically a court or commit
tee of equity. 

Mr. BLACK of Te\as. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERBILL. Of course, this man has no claim. That 

is conceded. But under the law of equity, through no fault of 
the man himself, through a fire, he lost his property. Now, as 
a court of equity--

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Let me say this to the gentleman: 
Here is one rule that I think we should follow whenever we 
compensate when losses result from the negligence of some 
employee of the Government. 

In other words, the loss sustained should be the. approximate 
result of the negligence of a Government employee. Now, let 
us look at the facts in this case: Here is what the S-ecretary 
of Agriculture says : 

The record in this case discloses that the forest fire which caused 
the damage was purely the result of unavoidable conditions. The 
forest ranger was cleaning up some brush and other lnfiammable ma
terial around his administrative headquarters. Before starting the 
fire he had cleared a fire break to avoid its possible spread to other 
lands. Moreover, on the day the brush was burned a light rain was 
falling which continued throughout the day. Before he left the fire 
to get his lunch he took the precaution of piling and burning the knots 
and snags in a cleared space about 100 feet inside of the fire Une, 
which is considered ample in the circumstances. 

Now, let me read further: 
His claim for compensation under the act of December 29, 1922, 

was disallowed, due to the fact that there was no negligence on the 
part of the forest officer. 

Now, let me call the gentleman's attention to this fact: The 
Department of Agriculture had the authority and now has the 
authority under the law to settle this claim if it were due to 
negligenc·e on the. part of a Government employee, but the de
partment declines to settle it. It says: 

Our forester was not negligent; he used all . tbe precautions that 
any man could be expected to use, and we will not settle it : but we 
recommend that it be passed up to Congress to settle. 

Now, if you settle this claim you adopt the precedent that 
the Go-rernment is an absolute insurer for any damages of this 
kind, because this clearly shows that this was due to an act of 
God. Will the gentleman contend that the Government out 
there on those forests has not the right to clean up the debris? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. . 
Mr. UNDERHILL. God did not set this fire? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Oh, no. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. The fire was set by a forest ranger. In 

the estimation or judgment of the department the forest ranger 
took all the precautions that were necessary to prevent a spread 
of the fire, but in spite of the precautions the forest ranger 
took the fire spread and the fire burned this man's property. 
He did not set the fire ; he had no way of stopping the fire 
when it was once started, and he did not even know that the 
fire had been set. Therefore, to do justice in this case I think 
the Government should pay. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will make this statement: If the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. UNDERHILL] or the gentle
man from Oregon [Mr. HAwLEY] can point to one line in the 
testimony that shows that this Government employee was 
negligent and that through his negligence Mr. Dunkin suffered 
this injury, I will withdraw my objection and withdraw it now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield. 
1\Ir. HAWLEY. This situation arose, as the gentleman has 

stated, by a forest officer burning some property on a rainy, 
windy day. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. No; the record shows that he started 
the fire when there was no wind and when it was raining, but 
the next day there came up a 60-mile gale. · 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have lived in that country all of my life: 
and if there ever was a rain like this without wind, it would 
be a most unusual phenomenon. But outside of that, here was 
this man living on his property by the side of the Government's 
property; this forest rang~r started the fire; he went away 
and left it ; the fire got a way while he was gone and had left 
the fire, a thing which is condemned out there· by all forest 
rangers-by the State of Oregon forest rangers and by Gov-

Do not leave your fire burning; do not leave a burning fire. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. ·we have to settle these claims on 
the evidence furnished, and the evidence is that there was no 
negligence on the part of this Gove1·nment employee. I further 
submit that if there were negligence the department has the 
authority to settle the claim itself under the general law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman yi~::ld further before he 
objects? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The law has provided a rule by which 

claims may be settled, but we do not clothe the department 
with unlimited discretion. We say "in certain cases." That 
means that Congress has reserved to itself the right to deter
mine such questions for itself. If a case occurs outside of 
those to be settled under the law, where there is a just claim 
on the part of the claimant for relief at the hands -of the 
Government for som~thing he has suffered a.nd which arose 
out of some act on the part of the Govern~ent, we reseive to 
ourselves the_ right to settle such a claim on the ground of 
equity. 

1\Ir. BLACK of Texas. If you settle this kind of a claim, you 
make the Government an absolute insurer against any loss 
that may occur in this manner. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

P. H. DONLON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R-. 5063) for the relief of P. H. Donlon. 

The Clel'k read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

present consideration of the bill? 
'!'here was no objection. 
The Cle~k read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of -$200.34, to compen
sate P. H. Donlon, of Ruthven, Iowa, for actual financial loss sus· 
tained by him, witlwut negligence on his ·part, through refund already 
made to the Post Office Department, wherein postal funds for which 
he was responsible as postmaster of. Emmetsburg, Iowa, were on de
posit in the Emmetsburg Natioua.l Bank, of Emmetsburg, Iowa, where 
said bank failed under date of Match 2, 1921, and was liquidltted, none 
ot said sum being repaid from the assets of said bank. 

1\Jr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gen
tleman from Iowa ~Ir. DICKINSON] something about this bill. 
In rea-ding over the report it seems that the second dividend 
declared by the receiver in this case, instead of being applied 
to the reduction of the claim, was applied to the reduction of 
this postmaster's indebtedness ·at the bank. Now, why should 
the Government make any reimbursement hi that case to the 
extent of $51.04, the amount of the second dividend? 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. I think that has already been 
given credit for. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. There is nothing to show that in the 
hearings. At least I have not been able to find it. 

Mr. DICKINSO:K of Iowa. It was my understanding that he 
added to his dividends the amount he had been given credit for 
on the bank indebtedness. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I of course would have no objection 
to this man being reimbursed for his real loss, and I thought 
the gentleman could give us the information. Undoubtedly, if 
he is gettihg reimbursement for a dividend that was applied to 
the liquidation of his own indebtedness, he ought not to have it: 

Mr. ARENTZ. In the affidavit of P. H. Donlon, page 2 of the 
report, he speaks of certain deposits, including indorsed notes, 
and so forth, to cover post-office deposits, and the receiver of 
the bank eliminated certain of these notes so that it was im
possible for him to send on to the Government depository else
where the proper amount, and this was $51.04, if I remember 
correctly, less than the full amount, and the postmaster is 
asking that this amount be credited to his account so that the 
matter will be balanced. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Two hundred dollars. 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. No; that $50 merely offset the 

$51 that he owed on the note of his sister that he had indorsed. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Is the gentleman sure that this $234 

represents the actual loss, not including the $51.04 that was 
applied to the liquidation of his own indebtedness? 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. That was my understanding, and 
I did not know there was any question about it at all. I had 
not beard it questioned until the gentleman sugge:--h•d it here, 
_but I have ~ot the original proofs here with me. 
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Mr. BLACK of Texas. I am taking my facts from the fol

lowing statement of the Comptroller of the Currency: 
You are advised that :Mr. Donlon had indor ed a note in the bank for 

his sister. This note was secured by a mortgage upon certain real 
estate owned by the sister. She bas siitce died and the real estate was 
insufficient to secure the amount due the bank. In other words, the 
sister was insolvent, and in such circumstances Mr. Donlon, as indorser 
of the note, was Hable for its payment. Therefore the receiver with
held check from Mr. Donlon in the sum of $51.04, which was the 
amount of the second dividend due him on -his claim. 

Be it e11acted~ eto.~ That the Postmaster Genernl be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed, to credit the accounts of Walter W. Price, lat~ 
postmaster at Oneida, Tenn., in the sum of $10,233.27, on account of 
the loss of postal fu~ds and war-saving stamps resulting from the bur
glary of the First National Bank Building on May 16, 1920. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pas ed 
was laid on the table. . 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 
Mr. ARENTZ. Will the gentleman yield? ENRIQUETA KOCH v DE JEAN--ERET 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. The next business on the Priyate Calendar was the bill 
l\Ir. ARENTZ. The total dividend that the receiver paid on (H. R. 8896), for the relief of Enriqueta Koch v de Jeanneret. 

these bank funds was 60%, per cent, and among these funds The Clerk read the title to the bill: 
should have been · $50.14 more, but the receiver turned that The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
down becau e of the indorsement. That merely refers to this There was no objection. 
particula r note of $50.14, but the full credit received from the The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
dividend· received from the receiver amounted to $310.08, nnd B f1 if enacted,. etc., 'l'bat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he _ 
the total indebtedness to the Government was $200 in exce s of is hereby. authorized ttnd directed to pay to Enriqueta Koch v de 
this amount.' Jeanneret, of Valparaiso, Chile, out of any money in the Trea ury 

. .Mr. BLACK. of Texas. Well, if the gentleman has satisfied 

1 

not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,000 as complete indenu1~ty 
h1mself about 1t-- . . for injuries to Lucia de Jeanneret, her daughter, occasioned by :m 

l\l.r. ARENTZ. I feel atlsfied about lt. . . assault at Valparaiso by A.ndrew Stanley Kondek, seaman, rniteri 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. If the gentleman 1s satiSfied that by 

the enactment of this bill the Government will not be doing 
more than allowing credit for the actual loss sustained, I shall 
not object. 

The bill was ordered to be engros ed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. · 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

J. M. HEDRICK 

States Nary, on February 4, 1921, and as reimbursement of all expenses 
caused thereby. · · 

With the following committee amendment: 
In line 6 strike out the figures " $5,000 ,. and insert in lien tllN'Pot 

the figures "$2,000." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engros ed anrl rflad 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
The next busine. on the Private Calendar ·was the bill A motion to reconsider the Yote whereby· the bill was passed 

~ (H. R. 6080) for the relief of J. M. Hedrick. was laid on the . table. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. JAMES GAYNOR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- The next business on the Private Calendar wa the bill (H. R. 
ent consideration of tl1e bill? 21S4) for the relief of James Gaynor. 

There was no objection. The Clerk read the· title to the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ... 
Be it enacted~ etc.~ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be is Mr. BEEDY. Reserving the right to object, I notice on page· · 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 7 of the report there is a power of attorney running to J oseph 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to J. u. Hedrick, former postmaster at B. Perskie to settle this claim for the Government. I wondered 
Flourtown, Montgomery County, Pa., the sum of $45.21, erroneously col- if there was not an agreement for fees. It is suggested that we· 
lected. · might be dealing with an ambulance case. 

!Ur. UNDERIJILL. I would like to say to the gentleman 
With the· following committee amendment: from :Maine, or any (•ther Member of the Hou e, that attor-
In line 7, strike out the figures "$45.21" and insert in lieu thereof neys' fees, not to exceed a certain percentage, has been u ually 

"$41.31." uttached to bills. The committee had previously adopted 
that pOlicy, but due to general objection on the part of the 
Members of the House has not included it in later bills. This 
man was obliged to do bu iness for the Government thropgh an 
attorney, and consequently the attorney is entitled to some
thing, but I leave it to others to say how much it will be. 

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

was read the third time, and passed. 

J. B. ELLIOTT 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7027) for the relief of J. B. Elliott. 

1..'he Clerk read the title of the bill. . 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? · 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follow 

Be it enacted~ etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $470.61, to J. B. Elliott, 
postmaster at Athens, Tenn., being the amount paid out by him as the 
result of services rendered by an expert in burning open the doors of 
a safe in the post office at Athens, Tenn., which refused to function on 
July 10, 1922. 

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

A motion to recon ider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

WALTER W. PRICE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bili 
(H. R. 8176) for the relief of Walter W. Price. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. • 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? · 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. I am informed that there is a 

similar Senate bill on the Speaker's table, and without objec
tion the Senate bill will be considered in lieu of the House bill. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. -
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., Th~t the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Trea -
ury not otherwise appropriated, to James Gaynor the sum of $5,000 
for bodily injuries sustained by him on May 24, 1925, on which date he 
was struck by an automobile, the said automobile being a Post Office 
Department mail truck driven by one Sylvester Thoma , who was then 
and there in the employ of the Atlantic City post office, said injmies 
'·ecessitating the amputation of the left foot above the ankle. 

With the following committee · amendment : 

In line 5 after the word "appropriated," insert the following: 
" and in full settlement against the Go'\"'ernn:rent." In line 6 strike 
out the figures " $5,000," and insert in lieu thereof " $3,508.'' 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BEEDY. l\lr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment : 
Page 2, line 3, after the word "ankle" insert: u Prot'ided, That no 

part of the amount of any item appropriated in this bill in excess of 
15 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received by any 
agent or agents, attorney or attorne;rs, on account of ervices ren
dered or advances made in connection with said claim : Provided, 
That it shall be unlawful foL' any ngent or agent , attorney or attor
neys to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any sum which in the 
aggregate exceeds 15 per cent of the amount of any item appropriated 
in this bill on account of services rendered or advance made in con
nection with said claim, any con tract to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Any person violating the provisions of tbi act shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any 
sum not exceeding $1,000." 



8116 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE APRIL 23 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from Maine. 
The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
The motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was 

pa sed was laid on the table. 
RUPHINA M • .ARME....~TROUT 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5341) for the relief of Ruphina M. Armentrout. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 

is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Ruphina M. Armentrout the 
sum of $10,000, in full satisfaction of all claims against the United 
States on account of her husband, W. G. Armenh·out, having been 
accidentally shot and killed while performing his duties as section 
foreman on the Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad, by a soldier who at the 
time of the accidental shooting was in the service of the United States 
guarding the Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad property in Virginia. 

'Vith the following committee amendment : 
In line 6 strike out the figures " $10,000 " and insert in lieu thereof 

.. $5,000.'' 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
H. H. HINTON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(II. R. 7809) for the relief of H. H. Hinton. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will report the amendment instead of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to credit the account of H. H. Hinton, post
master at Lumberton, Miss., in the sum of $16,609.36, due the United 
States on account of postage stamps, war-savings certificate stamps, 
and war-tax revenue stamps, which were lost as the result of burglary 
on May 24, 1920. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
HENRY T. HILL 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7134) for the relief of Henry T. Hill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

I would like to ask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. JAMES] 
or some one who has this bill in charge, relative to the cir
cumstances as to why Mr. HHl was convicted of being asleep 
at his post during time of war. It does not say anything in 
the report that accompanies the bill. Unless Mr. JAMEs is 
here, I will ask that it be passed over. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, on page 2 of there
port it shows that a hearing was had by the Military Affairs 
Committee of the House, and it is stated that the proof shows 
that he had been wrongfully convicted. 

Mr. ARENTZ. It does not show how he was wrongfully 
convicted on page 2 of the report. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. The Military Affairs Committee 
held a hearing, and their decision was as follows : 

The committee that has bad this case under investigation feels that 
a great injustice has been done Private Hill; that Congress ought to 
1mmC'diately grant him the relief asked; and we respectfully submit 
that this bill should pass Congress at the very earliest possible date, 
because this is the most outrageous and inexcusable verdict that has 
e,·er come to the notice of tbe membership of this committee. It as
saults every honest instinct of all who read this record. It is entirely 
out of harmony with truth and right. This verdict brinp disgrace 

and disrepute upon the military system of our country. This verdict 
ought not to stand longer as a glaring wrong done an innocent private 
soldier and citizen of the United States. 

Mr. ARENTZ. I have read that. What were the circum
stances? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. The circumstances were that he 
was railroaded; he was not guilty. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Does the report clearly show that? 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Absolutely. 
Mr. ARENTZ. I withdraw my objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BP. it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Henry T. Hill, late of Com
pany D, Sixteenth UnitE:>d States Infantry, the sum of $961, in full 
compensation for 35 months' back pay, 2 months' extra pay, 3 years' 
clothing allowance, mileage or travel pay as per special act of Con
gress, 1901, and reimbursement for transportation and subsistence 
money expended for travel from San Francisco, Calif., to Detroit, 
Mich., said amounts accrued to the above, Pvt. Henry T. Hill, for 
services rendered in· the military · service of the United States in the 
Philippine Islands during the late insurrection, 1899-1900. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

MRS. G. A. GUENTHER 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7943) for the relief of Mrs. G. A. Guenther, mother of 
the late Gordon Guenther, ensign, United States Naval Air Corps. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 

object, this is the case of reimbursement of a mother for the 
loss of her son, who was an enlisted man in the United States 
Naval Air Corps. Now, of course, the ordinary rule is to com
pensate the dependent parent by a monthly compensation, and 
in reading the report on this same bill, made at a former Con
gress, I see she had been unable to obtain compensation from 
the Veterans' Bureau or from the Pension Department. 

Mr. NEWTON of Missouri. First, in reference to the Vet
e.rans' Bureau. under the terms of the act it did not seem to 
apply to this kind of cases. 

l\1r. BLACK of Texas. I just wanted to see. I have no 
objection to the present consideration of the bill if she is not 
being compensated as in other similar cases. 

Mr. NEWTON of Missouri. No. First, we tried to get relief 
through the Veterans' Bureau, and then it was referred to the 
Pension Office; and tbi se~med to come within 11 !!rnnn nf ,.~ ~:> . · 
that did not come in the general scope, that did not happen to 
be included. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. There has been no ruling since the 
report, nor is she receiving compensation under the general 
law? 

Mr. NEWTON of Missouri. No. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I have no objection to the bill, and 

I withdraw my reservation of objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 

ls hereby authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. G. A. Guenther, Jefferson 
City, Mo., mother of the late Gordon Guenther, ensign United States 
Naval Air Corps, the sum of $10,000, on account of the death of her 
said son, who was killed ip line of duty on April 23, 1923, when the 
plane, Aero M, in which he was riding, crashed into the sea. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Committee amendment: Page 1, line 8, strike out $10,000 and insert 

$5,000. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS, ETO., OF THE UNITED STATES 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 3436) for the relief of certain officers and former officers of 
the Army of the United States, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
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Mr. BLACK of Texas. I ask that this go over without 

prejudice, as it involve a large number of claims. 
:Mr. STRONG of Kan as. I want to say to the gentleman 

from Texas this bill was sent by the department to the Speaker 
of the House and reported by the chairman of my committee. 
We went over it very carefully. Many of these officers have 
been delayed in getting money charged against their account. 
The War Department is anxious to have it passed to clear their 
book as officers are calling up every week to see if they are 
going to get this relief. Officers are calling up every week to 
see if they are to get relief. Unless there is some specific 
feature of the case that the gentleman would like to have ex
plained, I wish he would let it go through. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. It involves a large number of claims. 
To be perfectly frank, I did not know that we were to have 
claims before us to-day. I thought they were to be taken up 
to-morrow. I have not had the time yet to read the report on 
this bill. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. If the gentleman wants time to 
con ider it, we can have it pas ed over without prejudice. 
Mr. Speaker, I make the request that this bill be passed over 
without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be passed over without 
prejudice. Is there objection? 

There wa no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report t11e next 

bill. 
ULRIC 0. THYNNE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 3446) for the relief of ffiric 0. Thynne. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object, for the same 

reason as in the case of the other bill. I have not had time to 
read the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is beard. 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gen

tleman's request? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

bill. 
LESLIE W .ARNICK BBENN AN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2237) for the relief of Leslie Warnick Brennan. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration ·of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes, Mr. Speaker ; I make the same 

'objection. It is the bill introduced by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DAVENPORT]. I did not know that to-day would be 
claims day. This bill involves $16,000. I have not had time 
to read the report. For that reason only I object at this time. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Is the gentleman going to object to 
all the claims from my committee because he has not had time 
to read the reports? 

1\Ir. BLACK of Texas. To any bills involving that much 
money and with reports of that length I am going to object. 

Mr. DA VE~TORT. It is a very simple and just bill. I 
think I can make it clear to the gentleman in a very few 
minutes if there is any question he wishes to ask. 

Mr. BLACK of. Texa . The repo1·t on this bill covers 14 
pages and involves an expense of $16,000. It may be entirely 
meritorious, but--

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. The bill grows out of an action 
for which the Government bas already paid property damages. 
No ; I am in error about that. That applies to another bill. 

The s·PEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas 
re. erve the right to object? 

l\1'1". BLACK of Texas. Yes. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gen

tleman and Members of the House that this bill involves a 
case of long-standing injustice. In the year 1917, after the 
outbreak of the war, Mr. Brennan, who hails from Utica, N. Y., 
conceived the idea of developing motion pictm·es at West Point 
for the purpose of training the millions of men in the Army 
at that time in training camps. The Army collaborated with 
him constantly all through the process. The War Department 
pa sed on the films. They were taken over by the Government 
in the training camps. This claimant never saw the films 
again and he has never been reimbursed in the slightest deiree 
for the expenses be incuned. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The claim may be meritorious, and 
it is not my purpose at this time to dispute the merits of the 
claim, but simply because it involves a large sum of money and 
a report of 13 or 14 pages I ask unanimous con~ent that it go 
over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk wil report the next 

bilL 
CLAIMS FOR LOSS OF PROPERTY AND PERSONAL INJURIES INCIDENT 

TO THE OPERATION OF THE ARMY 

. The next business on the· Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9035) for the payment of claims for damages to and loss of 
property, personal injuries, and for other purposes incident to 
the operation of the Army. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres· 

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bilL 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That tlie Comptroller General of the United 

States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle the fol
lowing claims for damages to and loss of private property, for per
sonal injmies, and refund of money arising incident to the operation 
of the Army, namely: 

To August Thiele, Brilon, Germany, $100; to Lina Rupp, Neckarwim
mersbacb, Germany, $200; to Leopold Walford (London) (Ltd.), 29 
Great St. Helens, London, England, $1,840.75, or so much tbe1·eof as 
might be required to purchase exchange, not to exceed the amount 
of £378.5.0; to Louis Bringer, 154 Boulevarde Malesberbes, Paris, 
France, $325, or so much thereof as might be required to purchase 
exchange, not to exceed the amount of 6,500 French francs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross
ment and third readiug of the bill. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was :passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. 

OVRTIS L. STAFFORD 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(S. 1481) to authorize the President to appoint Capt. Curtis L. 
Stafford a captain of Cavalry in the Regular Army. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

I would like to ask the gentleman who has this bill in charge 
what is its nature? 

Mr. ARENTZ. An officer of the Regular Army has a certain 
number on the list. It happened that this man was born in 
February of a certain year, and he was placed on the rolls as 
having been born in July. Advances would have occUlTed in 
February and July, and instead of being advanced as he would 
have been if his name had been set down correctly as having 
been born in February, he was put back several numbers. This 
bill, which is similar to a number of others, does nothing more 
nor less t)lan give the man the justice that he is entitled to. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The bill provides that the President is 
authorized to appoint Captain Stafford a captain of cavalry in 
the Regular Army'! 

Mr. ARENTZ. Yes. The report shows that-
Captain Sta.trord was born February 8, 1894, as shown by the Army 

Register and his 201 file, but the bOard which formed the promotion 
list erroneously assUllled that he was born July 8, 1894. His name 
appeared among the first lieutenants on the promotion list number 5773 
in Army Register, 1923. If be had been properly placed on the list 
according to age, be should follow immediately after Capt. Or len · N. 
Thompson, No. 5741, Army Register, 1923, with rank as captain from 
July 1, 1920, and would not have been demoted from captain to fi_rst 
lieutenant under the provisions of the act of June 30, 1922, as amended 
by the act of September 14, 1922. 

This is merely to advance him in the line that be was really 
entitled to. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Does the gentleman's colleague agree to 
this? · 

Mr. ARENTZ. He does not know a thing about this bill. I 
will say to the gevtleman from Ohio that I was asked to take 
over· one-half of this Private Calendar. I will try to study 
every bill as conscientiously as possible, and I shall not object 
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to any bill which I think has merit. I will not object to any 
where there is a question in my mind and where the committee 
bas given it attention. As I say, I am handling every other 
bill on this calendar, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BEEDY] is handling those I am not handling. 

l\Ir. STEPHENS. The gentleman will give a .1\fember an 
opportunity to explain the medts of his bill, will he not? 

l\Ir. ARENTZ. Well. I am sure the gentleman from l\Iaine 
is fair in every instance. He may not have understood the 
case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Pt·esident of the United States be, and 

hereby is, authorized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, Curtis L. St afford a captain of Cavalry in the Regular 
Army of the United Sta tes with rank from July 1, 1920 :· Provided, 
'.fhat no back pay or allowances shall accrue as a result of the passage 
of this act, and there shall be no increase in the total number of 
captains of the Regular Army now authorized by law by reason of the 
passage of this act. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

LOUIS MARTIN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 3382) for the relief of Louis Martin. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro -tempore. Is there objection to the 

present consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 

and the laws gov·ernmg the National Home for -Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers, or any branch thereof, Louis Martin shall hereafter be held 
and considered to have been honorably discharged from the military 
service of the United States as a private of Company B, Eleventh In
fantry, January 31, 1900: Provided, That no pension shall accrue prior 
to the passage of this act. 

With the following committee amendment: 
In line 8, after the word "Infantry," insert the words "January 

31, 1900." 

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

was read the thifd time, ·and passed. 
. A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on· the table. -

.GEORG~ E. KBAUL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 5293) to authorize the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to appoint Capt. George E. Kraul 
a captain of Infantry, with rank from July 1, 1920. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objectiOn to the pres-

ent consideration of the .bill? - - - -
There was no objection. 
The Clerk rea•' the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and 

hereby is, authorized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, George E. Kraul a captain of Infantry in the Regular 
Army of the United States, with the rank from July 1, 1920: Pro-
1'ided, That no back pay or allowances shall accrue as a result of the 
passage of this act, and there shall be no increase in the· total n-um
ber of captains of the Regular Army now authorized by law by reason 
of the passage of this act. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

BHERMAl"'i MILES 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 9775) for the relief of Sherman Miles. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. - Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-

ury not otherwise appropriated, to Maj. Sherman Miles, United States 
Army, the sum of $380.55, in reimbursement of the said amount pal<l 
by him for the storage, from January 1, 1917, to June 30, 1918, of 
household effects and professional books used by him when first lieu
tenant, Field Artillery, United States Army, military attacM at Sofia, 
Bulgaria, within his authorized allowance and in the performance of 
his duties, and necessarily left by him there, because of the exigencies 
of the World War, when he was ordered to Russia as military attache 
and observer. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

A THONY MULLEN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 2166) for the relief of Anthony Mullen. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

present consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con

ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers, Anthony Mullen, who was a member of Company K, Fifteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, shall hereafter be held and con
sidered to have been discharged honorably from the military service 
of the United States as a ---. of that organization on the - day 
--, ---: Provided, That no bounty, back pay1 pension, or allow
ance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

GORDAN A. DENNIS 

The next business on the Private Calendar . wa~ the bill 
(H. R. 2491) for the relief of Gordan A. Dennis. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- · 

ent consideration of the' bill 1 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of all laws confer

ring rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged soldi~s, 
Gordan A. Dennis, late of the TwenUeth Infantry, shall be-- heid to 
have been discharged honorably from the military service of the United 
States on May 5, 1909 :· Provided; That no back pay, pension, or alfow
ance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

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

A motion_ to, reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. _ _ 

WADE W. BARRE& 

The next- business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. ~325) to revoke and -set aside a - discharge without 
honor issued to Wade W. BIU'ber, Bancroft, Nebr., October 28 
1899. - . • 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? · 
There was no objection. -
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That ·a discharge without. honor, issu~ to Wade 

W. Barber, late of Compan·y F, Thirty-fifth Volunteer Infantry, by Spe
~ial Order No. 252, October 28, 1899, signed by Major General Miles, 
commanding, and H. C. Corbin, adjutant general, be immediately re
voked and set aside by reason of the extenuating circumstances which 
brought the issuance of said discharge without honor about, and by 
reason of said Wade W. Barber's meritotious services in the Army of 
United States while in the Philippines. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following : 
"That in the admin.istratlon of any laws conferring rights, privi

leges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, Wade W. Bat·tJer, 
o! Bancroft, Nebr., wbo was a m{'mber of Company F, Thirty-fifth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, shall hereafter be held and con
sidered to have been discharged honorably from the military service 
of the United States as a private of that organization on the 3d daY 
of January, 1900: Provided, '.fhat no bounty, back pay, pension, or 

•I' 

'L, 
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allowance shnll be · held to have ·accrued prior to the passage of this 
act.·• 

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

was read the third time, and passed: 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was lail on the table. 
'l'he title was amended to read as follows: "A bill for the 

relief of \'i'ade W. Barber." 
JOSEPH L. RAHM 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. H. 7429) for the relief of Joseph L. Rahm. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK of •.rexas. 1\lr. Speaker, I object. 

i\fEBSAOE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its cterks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bill 
and resolutions of the following titles: 

H. R. 2000. An act for the relief of C. :M. Rodefer ; 
H. J. Res. 149. Joint resolution to provide for membership of 

the United States in the Central Bureau of the International 
Map of the World; and 

H. J . Res.150. Joint resolution to provide for the participa
tion of the United States in a congress to be held in the city of 
Panama, June, 1926, in commemoration of the centennial of the 
Pan American Congress which was held in the city of Panama 
in 1826. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bills of the following titles, in which the con
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 
· B. R. 6556. An act for the establishment of artificial bathing 

pools or beaches in the District of Columbia ; and 
H. R. 9761. An act entitled "An act to supplement the nat

uralization laws by extending certain privileges to aliens who 
sened honorably in the military or naval forces of the United 
States during the World War." 

'l'he message also announced that the Senate bad agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 8830) entitled "An act amending the act en
titled 'An act providing for a comprehensive. development of . 
the park and playground system of the National Capital,' 
approved J_un~ 6, 1924." . · .. 

EDWARD J. BOYLE 

The next business on the Private Calend~r was the bill 
(H. R. 8766) for the r~lief of Edward J. Boyle. 
, The Clel'k ·read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to tp.e pres--
ent consideration of the bill? · 

1:'here was no objection. 
· The Clerk read the bill, -as follo~s: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
x;igl ts, .· p~iyiJeges, . an,d be!!~fits . upo.n , bon~r~bly discharge~ S?~tUers, 
Edward J. Boyle, who was a member of Company C, Third United 
!;ltates Engineers, shall hereafter ~e held and ·considered to have been 
discharged honorably from the military service of the United Stat_es as 
a private of that organization on the 5th day of December, 1905 : 
Prcrvided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or_allowa_nce shall be held 
to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

J. !d· HOLLADAY 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
182S) for the relief of J. l\'I. Holladay. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
'l'he Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treas
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to J. M. Holladay, 
of Marion, S. C., the sum of $4.80. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

LXVII-511 

A. B. ROSENTHAL CO. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3278) for the relief of A. S. Rosenthal Co. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of A. S. Rosenthal Co., a corpora

tion organized and existing under the laws of the State of New York, 
and engaged in the business of importing silks in the city of New 
York, in said State, for damages for the loss and nondelivery of one 
case of silk belonging to said company while the· said case of silk was 
in the custody of the United States at the United States appraisers' 
stores in the city of New York, in October or November, 1914, and for 
the duty paid or secured to the United States thereon, be referred to 
the Court of Claims; with jurisdiction and authority to hear and deter
mine the same to judgment, with the right of appeal as in other cases: 
Provided, That no suit shall be brought under the provisions of this 
act after six-months from the date of the passage thereof. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

OWNERS OF THE STEAMSHIP "BRITISH ISLES " 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( S. 
493) for the relief of the owner of"the steamship British Isles. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it etzacted, etc., That the claim of the British Petroleum Co. 

(Ltd.), owner of the steamship British Isles, against the United States 
of America for damages and loss alle.ged to have been caused by <'Ol
lision between said vessel and the United States steamship Western· 
Maid on the lOth day of January, 1919, upon tbe anchorage ground 
oft' Stapleton, Staten Island, in the harbor of New York, may be sued 
for by said British Petroleum Co. (Ltd.) in the District Court of the 
United States for the Southern District of New York, sitting as a court 
of admiralty and acting under· the rilles governing such c-ourt ; and said 
court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine such suit and to 
enter a judgment or decree for the amount of such damages and costs, 
if any, as shall be found to be due against the United States in favor 
of. the owner of th~ snld_ steamship British Isles or again!lt the 
owner of said -steamship in favor of the United States, upon th~; same 

. principles and measures of liability as in like cases in admiralty 
between private parties, and with the same -rights of appeal: Provided. 
That such notice of the. suit shall be given to the Attorney General of 
the United States as may be provided by order of the said court, and 1t 
shall be the duty of the Attorney General to cause the United . States 
attorney. in su-ch distriet to appear and defend for the United States: 
.Provided further, That sald suit shall be . brought and commenced 
within four ·months of the ·· date·· of the passage of _this a~t. 

The -bill was · or de red to be read . a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. · · -. - · -

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. · 

CLAI~S ARISING FROM THE SINKING OF THE STEAMSHIP • 
" ALMIRANTE" 

The next . business on the Private Calendar was the -bill 
( S. 494) for the relief of all owners of cargo aboard the Ameri
ean steamship Almirante at_ the time of her collision with the 
U. S. S. HiSko. · - -

The Clerk read the title of the "bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there · objection to the present considera-

tion of ·the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the claims of all owners of certain ship

ments of merchandise which were laden on board of the A.merican 
steamship AZmirante, at tbe time hereinafter mentioned, against the 
United States of America for damages alleged to have been caused by 
collision between the U. S. S. Hisko and said American steamship 
Almirante on the 6th day of September, 1918, off the coast of the ~tate 
ot' New .Jersey, may be sued for by the said owners of cargo, in the 
District Court of the United States for the Southern District of New 
York sitting as a court of admiralty and acting under the rules govern
ing such court; and said court shall have jurisdiction to bear .tnd 
determine such snits and to enter judgments or decrees for the amounts 
of such damages, and costs, if any, as shall be found to be due against 

_ .. 
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the United States In favor of the owners of said cargo or against the 
owners of said cargo in favor of the United States, upon the same 
principles, and measures of liability as in like cases in admiralty be
tween private parties, and with the same rights of appeal : Provided, 
That such notices of the suits shall be given to the Attorney General 
of the United States as may be provided by orders of the said eourt, 
and it shall be the duty of the Attorney General to cause the United 
States Attorney in such district to appear and defend for the United 
States : Provided fu·rther, That said suits shall be brought and com
menced within four months of the date of the passage of this act. 

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

FRED V. l'LOMTEAUX 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( S. 
553) for the relief of Fred V. Plomteaux. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill"? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 

authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not o~herwise appropriated, the sum of $125 to Fred V. Plomteaux, 
of Espanola, N. Mex., as reimbursement for the loss of two ·horses, 
one ha~ing died while in use on official business on May 12, 1916, and 
the otber being killed on account of an injury sustained while in official 
use on July 8, 1914 ; said horses being the personal property of Fred V. 
Plomteaux and used by him in the performance of his duties as forest 
ranger. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

TENA PETTERSEN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( S. 
959) for the relief of Tena Pettersen. 

The Clerk rend the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 

ls hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Tena Pettersen, former widow 
of Niles .Alvin Trulson, the sum of $375, the proceeds of certain timbcf 
cut upon the southwest quarter northeast quarter, northwest quarter 
southeast quarter, northeast quarter southwest quarter, and lot 3, 
section 18, township 159 north, range 28 west, fifth principal meridian, 
Minnesota, homestead entry Cass Lake 01351, which was paid into the 
Treasmy of the United States on or about August 30, 1912, pending 
finnl proof upon the homestead entry on said land to which said •.rena 
Pettersen now hns patent. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

:MADISON DEBATES OF THE FEDERAL CONVENTION, ETC. 

:Mr. KIESS. l\Ir. Speaker, I present a privileged concurrent 
resolution from the Committee on Printing and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers a 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Whereas the Declaration of Independence of the 13 United States 

of America was proclaimed on the 4th day of July, in the year of our 
Lord one thousand seven hundred and seventy-six, whereby the United 
States assumed "the separate and equal station among the powers of 
the earth to which the laws of nature and of nature's God entitle 
·them"; and 

Whereas the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the Declaration 
of Independence is to be celebrated in 1926 throughout the length and 
breadth of this " indestructible Union of indestructible States," now 
happily 48 in number ; and 

Whereas through the government of the Federal Union established 
on the 4th day of March, in the year of our Lord one thousand seven 
hundred and eighty-nine, under the Constitution of the United States 
the principles of the Declaration of Independence were rendered effec
tive and representative government made its formal entry into the 
world; and 

Whereas the movement for a revision of the Articles of Confedera
tion so as to " render the Federal Constitution adequate to tbe en-

gencies of the Government and the preservation of the Union," was 
conducted by James Madison, of Virginia, later a delegate to the Fed
eral Convention and fourth President of the United States, to whom 
there is no public monument at the seat of government of the Nation, 
and by Alexander Hamilton, .of New York, later a delegate to the 
Federal Convention and first Secretary of the Treasury under the Con
stitution, in comm:emoration of whose services a bronze statue, erected 
by the private munificence of an anonymous donor, was recently p~a~d 
on the steps of the National Treasury; and 

Whereas the safety of republican institutions admittedly and pro
verbially depends upon the frequent recurrence to first principles ; and 

Whereas the representative government of the States of the Ameri
can Union organized under the Federal Constitution is threatened 
without and its principles are inadequately known and appreciated 
within the United States by multitudes of our fellow citizens enjoying 
its inestimable benefits; and 

Whereas ru1 authentic and acC1.1rate account was kept by James 
Madison of the proceedings in the Federal Convention in which the 
Constitutiun was framed, the texts of the debates and proceedings 
of which could be publlshed in one small volume and ought to be 
widely distributed as a public document, together with the Declara
tion of Independence, the Articles of Confederation, the Constitu
tion, the instructions to the Delegates to the Federal Convention, the 
instruments ot' ratification of the States, and the texts of the amend
ments to the Constitution: ThE-refore be it 

Resol!;ea by the Senate (the House of Representatives cone1wring), 
That the1·e shall be l!ompiled, printed with illustrations, and boun~ 
as may be directed by the .Joint Committee on Printing 10,000 copies 
of the Madison Debates of the Federal Convention, together with 
the Declaration of Independence, the Articles of Confederation, the 
Constitution, the instructions to the Delegates to the Federal Con
vention, the instruments of ratification of the States, and the texts of 
the amendments to the Constitution, and other relevant and perti
nent historical documents for distribution in the year 1!!26 In com
memoration of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the Decla
ration of Independence of the United States of America, to the end 
" that government of the people, by the people, for the people shall 
not perish from the earth," of which 3,000 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate ·and 7,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre
sentatives. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A. V. YEARSLEY 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
( S. 977) for the 'relief of A. V. Yearsley. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be 

is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to A. V. Yearsley, of rort 
Penn, Del., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $87.22, said sum being due A. V. Yearsley 
for merchanclise furnishc4 to ~he Reedy Island naval station mess 
during the year 1918. 

Tlie bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

THE P. DOUGHERTY CO. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(S. 1519) for the relief of"the P. Dougherty Co. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPE..A.KER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. · 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That the claim of The P. Dougherty Co., a C<lr

poration created by and existing under the laws of the State of 
Maryland, owners of the barge Maine, against the United States, for 
damages alleged to have been caused by collision between the said 
barge and the United States steamship Lake Lida In ·Elizabeth Rher 
on the afternoon ot March 13, 1920, may be sued for by the said 
The P. Dougherty Co. , or by S. G. Miller, the agent of the said 
company, and master of the barge Maine at the time of said collision, 
in the Distl"ict Court of the United States for the Eastern District of 
Virginia, sitting as a court of admiralty and acting under the rules 
governing such court; and said coul"t shall have jurisdiction to heru:. 
and determine such suit and to enter a judgment or decree for the 
amount of such damages, and costs, if any, as shall be found to be 
due against the united States in favor of the said The P. Dougherty 
Co., or in favor of the company's agent, S. G Miller1 as master of 
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said barge Maine, on behalf of said owner, upon the same principles 
and measures of liability as in like cases in admiralty between private 
parties and with the same rights of appeal : Provided, That such notice 
of the suit shall be given to the Attorney General of the United States 
as may be provided by order of the said court ; and It shall be the 
duty of the Attorney General to cause the United States Attorney 
in such district to appear and defend for the United States : Provided 
further, That said suit shall be brought and commenced within four 
months from the date of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read tbe 
third time, and pas ·ed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
wns lnid on the table. 

E:~IILE GENIREUX 

1'he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 2906) for the relief of Emile Genireux. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted~ etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 

and an,y laws conferring honors, rights, benefits, and privileges upon 
honorably discharged members of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, 
their widows and dependent relatives, Emile Genireux, alias Emile 
GenPreux, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honor
ably discharged from military service of the United States as a private 
in Company D, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, on May 9, 
1901: Prot:id.ed, That no back pay, back pension, or other back allow
ance shall accrue by reason o! the passage of this act 

The bill was ordered to be engTossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and pa sed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
wa laid on the table. 

The bill H. R. 8168 was laid on the table. 
MRS W. H. REl<IINE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 2635) for the relief of Mrs. W. H. ReMine. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 

Is -hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Mrs. W. H. Re)line, 
widow of First Lieut. W. H. ReMine, Medical Corps, United States 
Army, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $2,156.89 for the loss of her furniture, household goods, 
and personal efl'ects caused by shipment on United States transport 
Madawaska. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

GERALDINE KESTER 

The next bu iness on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 5441) for the relief of Geraldine Kester. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLAKTON. Reserving the right to object, this bill 

ought to pass, but it ought to be reduced. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. According to the surgeon 

who handled this case, it is entirely meritorious. 
Mr. BLANTON. I want to tell the gentleman this: The 

Committee on Claims years ago adopted a policy to pay not 
more than $5,000 for the death of a person. They would pay 
from $2,500 up to $3,500 for the loss of a limb. I will admit 
that this is a serious accident, the loss of one leg. 

1\Ir. O'COl\~ELL of New York. And particularly to a girl. 
l\1r. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. -BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. Ul\'DERHILL. Your committee has taken this matter 

up with the compensation board. There is some change of 
policy in the committee. 

Mr. BLANTON. What is it? 
Mr. U1'-,TDERHILL. The change is due to the advice of 

counsel of the compensation board. 
.Mr. BLANTON. A moment ago, with respect to the Galves

ton case, where the gentleman from Massachusetts called at
tention of the gentleman from 1\Iaine, who was on watch at 
that time, to thE> fact that if he could have seen that tremendous 
wound in the back of the claimant, he would not have con
tended for 20 minutes for a reduction of $300. 

He would have realized the man was more severe!¥ injmed 
than he thought, and that he was entitled to the .recompense. 

l\Ir. UNDERHILL. Let me read this to the gentleman: 
The sum of $5,000, which it is proposed to award by H. R. 5441, is 

not excessive for such a permanent disability, whether the test b:) the 
amount which would be awarded for the loss of a leg under the Fed
eral compensation act or the amounts usually recovered in succes!'lful 
personal-injury suUs. 

Mr. BLANTON. What is the gentleman's policy, to adopt a 
rule whereby in all cases where a female has lost one leg you 
will pay $5,000. Is that the policy? 

Mr. Ul\"DERHILL. The policy of the committee thus far 
has been to report $5,000 for the loss of a leg or arm. 

Mr. BLANTON. And $5,000 for the loss of life, and you put 
the loss of one limb--an a.rm or leg-on the same basis as the 
loss of life? 

Mr. U~"DERHILL. I do not know how the gentleman feels, 
but I think I would rather give up my life than to go maimed 
through life from the -loss of a leg or arm. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would give up both legs if it were neces
sary to save my life. 

l\lr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman looks at it in a different 
sort of way from myself. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would do it right now. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. The greatest horror I have in my mind 

is that I should be subject to an injury which would deprive me 
of a leg or arm, and I would rather die and have it all over 
with. 

Air. BLANTON. Some of the happiest people I have known 
in life have been men and women who have lost limbs, and yet 
have gone through life happy, industrious, and made valuable 
citizens of our country. 

Mr. BEEDY. What kind of a limb does the gentleman refer 
to; the tongue is a limb? 

Mr. BLAl~TON. I know a former county judge in Dallas 
County, Tex., who had both arms off and one leg off, who held 
the position of county judge, and was happy and successful. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. He is a wonder. If the gentleman will 
take the responsibility and will offer an amendment for such 
a sum as he thinks a leg or arm may be worth, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will not object. 

l\1r. BLANTON. I think $3,!)00 ought to be the maximum for 
the loss of one limb. If the gentleman does not care to adopt 
a policy to apply to all cases--

Mr. UNDERHILL. We have adopted a policy of $5,000. 
I\fr. BL.d.NTON. I was on the Claims Committee about four 

years and I helped to ·handle hundreds of claims and the 
policy of the committee was never to pay over $3,500 for 
the loss of a limb. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We had a case only some weeks ago 
where a young man lost three fingers, and they gave him, I 
think, $4,200. -

Mr. BLAl~TON. I am talking about Congress adopting a 
policy for all of those cases. 

l\Ir. JACOBSTElN. Is it not a fact there has been a liberal
ization all over the country in the handling of such claims, 
and is it not also a fact in this particular case it is not only 
the fact she has lost the use of a limb, but she comes from 
a very poor family and not likely to receive the kind of train
ing which would fit her--

Mr. BLANTON. If the distinguished professor from the 
university will yield to me I will state to him that whenever 
you pass this bill you will have a precedent hereafter that 
whe?ever they lose a leg you will have to give them $5.000. 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I do not think you will see a similar-
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. There is no precedent like 

this. 
Mr. BLAN'I;'ON. Yes; this will be a new precedent. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Offer the amendment. 
Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will agree to reduce it to 

$3,500--
Mr. GARRETT of Texas. With reference to the quE>stiou of 

precedent, I will say the House allowed in the case of the 
Houston rioters a young man who lost an arm at the shoulder 
$5,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. If that is the case, it is a precedent anc I 
withdraw any objection. [Applause.] ' 

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet 
while I ask a single question. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. I can always depend upon 
my friend. 

Mr. BEEDY. Was there an attorney in this case? 
Mr. O'CONNEL.L of New York. There was no attorney 

whatever. 
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Mr. BOX. I wlll say in answer to the gentleman I believe 
a Member of the House gave his services in this case. 

The SPEAKER. Witho~t objection, the Clerk will report the 
bill. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be U enacted, etc., That the Secretary .o! the Treasury be, ADd he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, to ~raldine Kester the sum of $5,000 
for damages suffered by her by reason of being struck and serloosly 
Injured by ·a Government mall t:J:uck. 

With a committee amendment, as follows: 
In line 5, after. the word "appropriated," strike <>Ut the remainder 

<>f the line and all of lines 6 and 7 and iDsert "in full settlement 
against the Government, to the legal gu1lrdian of Geraldine Kester, 
the sum of $5,000 in compensation for injuries caused by a post-office 
truck, resulting in the amputation of her le!t reg." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com
mittee amendment. 

Mr. BOX. l\Ir. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word. 
The SPEAKER. Tbe gentleman from Texas moves to strike 

out the last word. 
l\Ir. BOX. Mr. Speaker, in connection with this claim I want 

to present to the House more fully than has yet been pre
sented the situation in connection with this and other similar 
claims. I simply want you to understand it. 

I do not object to this claim. I feel that $5,000. is not too 
much for this girl who lost a leg. There are other cases like 
it, one reported this morning on this calendar, where a limb 
was lost and $5,000 was recommended by the committee. · 

I do not believe that is consistent with the policy which 
limits death claims to $5,000. There are cases in which nothing 
can be properly awarded in a death claim. But there are 
many cases in which the loss caused by death of a member 
of the family is very much larger than this, and I believe that 
the House ought to fairly face the proposition now, since it 
has concluded to award $5,000.for the loss of an arm or a leg. 
The death compensation should not always be limited to $5,000. 

I simply want you to understand what you are doing. While 
there may have been exceptions, I think this is a departure 
in the policy, and I want my· colleagues to know that I think..so. 

The SPEAKER. The question -is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment. · 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill as amended. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. • 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

LEASE OF LAND IN RANGE LIVESTOCK EXPERIMENT STATION, MONT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 8715) to authorize the Secretary of Agricultur€ to ex
tend and renew for the term of 10 years a lease to the Chi
cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co. of a tract of land in 
the United States Department of Agriculture Range Livestock 
Experiment Station, in the State of Montana, and for a right 
of way to said tract, for the removal of gravel and ballast ma
terial, executed under the authority of the act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1916. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? · 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is 

hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to extend and renew for a term 
9f 10 years that certain lease to the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Co., bearing date the 29th <>f August, 1916, of a tract of 
land in the United States Department of Agriculture Range Livestock 
Experiment Station, in the State of Montana, containing an approxi
mate area of 241.67 acres, and also a strip of land for a right of way 
to said tract, executed by the Secretary of War under the authority 
of the act of Congress approved June 28, 1916, upon the terms and 
conditions contained in said lease, or such other terms and condi
tion as the Secretary of Agricu1ture may deem proper ; said renewal 
llDd extension to inure to the benefit of said railway company, its 
receivers, and of the corporation succeeding to the ownership of its 
railroad and property. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
tbird reading of the bill. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
RICHARD H. BEIER 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 3064) for the relief of Richard H. Beier. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-

eration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be •t enaoted, eto., That in the administration of any laws con

ferrillg rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably · di charged sol
diers, Richard H. Beier, who was a private in One hundred and forty
second Ambulance Company, One hundred and eleventh Sanitary Train, 
Thirty-sixth Division, shall hereafter be held and considered to have 
been discharged honorably from military service of the United States 
as a private of said company: Provided, That no bounty, pay, or 
allowances shall be held as accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

':rhe SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
BALE OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS IN KANSAS 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7276) to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to dispose by sale of certain P.ublic land in the State of Kansas: 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 

Speaker, is the gentlE~man from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER], who 
introduced this bill, on the :floor? I do not see him at the 
present mome,nt, and I object until I can further study the bill. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold his 
objection for a moment? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. ARENTZ. This bill was given very careful considera

tion by the Com..lnittee on the Public Lands. They heard the gen · 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER] and thought it was justi
fied, and the Secretary of the Interior has recommended its 
passage. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Is the gentleman from Nevada a 
member of that com.rllittee? 

Mr. ARENTZ. Yes. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. In reading over this report hurriedly, 

it seems that the Government brought a suit in the district 
court in Kansas and the defendant in the case offered no evi
dence at all, and while the lower court gave a judgment in 
favor of the defendant, . on appeal the land was awarded to the 
Government. What is tbe value of this land? 

Mr. ARENTZ. The value at that time was $1.25 an acre. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I know that is the value at time of 

original homesteading; that is what the bill authorizes to be 
paid. Has the gentleman any evidence as to what the value 
of tbis land was? 

Mr. ARENTZ. Not at the present time. This is homestead 
land. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Does the gentleman know if this is 
i.n tbe oil field£:: in Kansas? 

Mr. AREN'l'Z. No. That matter was not mentioned. It is 
described as homestead land. The Secretary of the Interior 
has been very watchful about possible oil lands. He has with
drawn for the Government all possible oil land in that section 
that it is possible to withdraw. 

The entry was subject to the holding of title by the Govern
ment of all oil and mineral rights, similar to other homestead 
entries. The Government has the right to oil and minerals. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Does the bill read that way? 
Mr. ARENTZ. If it does not, it should read that way. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object at this time. 

LEGAL EXPENSES INCURRED BY THE SJ.C AND FOX TRIBE OF INDIANS 
OF OKLAHOMA 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9161) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to pay legal 
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expenses incurred by the Sac and Fox Tribe of Indians of 
Oklahoma. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
~Ir. BEEDY. :Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

will the gentleman in charge of the bill give me some infor
mation? What services did these attorneys actually render? 
There is nothing in the record to show they secured a can
cellation. 

Mr. SWANK. Yes; they brought a suit to cancel this oil 
lease. 

l1r. BEEDY. And they secured a cancellation? 
Mr. SWANK. That is what I understand; yes. 
Mr. BEEDY. Does the gentleman know? 
Mr. SWANK. No;. I will not state that to be a fact, because 

I do not know. 
Mr. BEEDY. All the gentleman knows is that a suit was 

entered'? 
Mr. SWANK. Yes. The Secretary of the Interior says they 

rendered valuable services and these IndiB:JlS have asked that 
these claims be paid out of their funds. · ' · 

The SPE.A KER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SWANK. Mr. Speak~r, I ask unanimous consent that 

Senate bill 3538 be substituted for the House bill. 
· The SPEA.KER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani

mous consent that an identical Senate bill be substituted for 
the House bill. Is there objection? 
· There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 
Be it ettactea, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ia 

hereb1, authorized and directed to pay, out !>f the funds in the Treas
ury belonging to the Sac and Fox Tribe of I~dians. of Okla!l_oma, _to 
Embry, Johnson & Tolbert, of Oklahoma City, Okla., and to Char~es 
J. Kappler, of Washington, D. C., for expenses and legal service!! ren
dered said tribe in the matter of the cancellation of the Patrick oil 
and gas lease on tribal £chool lands, the sum of $351.15, said sum 
having been set apart by the tribe for such p~yme~t. 

· The bill was ordered to l;le read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. · 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

JOHN H. BOJ,TON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( S. 
1938) to issue a patent to John H. Bolton. 
· The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

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

.Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, will the gentleman who introduced the bill say 
whether this is a bill for the issuance of a patent for an in
vention or a patent for real estate? 

1\Ir. LETTS. No; it is a patent for land. 
l\lr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then the title ought to be 

amended providing for the issuance of a patent for certain land, 
because from a reading of the title that is not shown. I do 
not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 

is hereby, authorized to issue a patent to John H. Bolton, of Cowley 
County, Kans., the following described property, to wit: The south
east quarter of the northwest quarter of section 3, township 33 south 
ot range 6 east, upon payment thereof at the rate of $1.25 per acre. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

FLORENCE PROUD 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
( S. 2091) for the relief of Florenfe Proud. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he 

is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full · settlement against 

the Government, to Florence Proud, wido.w of Thomas Proud, formerly 
a carpenter employed in the construction of the Coast Artillery cm
tonment, Fort Winfield .Scott, Calif., and who was b.··illed while inside 
the Fort Scott Reservation, the sum of $5,000. 

With the following committee amendment: 
In line 5, af ter the word "appropriated" inset·t the words "and in 

full settlement against the Government." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 

third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. · 
NEW JERSEY SHIPBUILDING & DREDGING CO. 

The next business on the Priyate Calendar was the bill ( S. 
2324) for the relief of the New Jersey Shipbuilding & Dredg- · 
ing Co. - · - · 

The Clerk read the title .of· the bill. · 
- The SPEAKER. IS there objectioi1 to the present cOiiSidera-

tion of the bill? .. · 
-Mr. BLANTON. Mr. ·speaker, i -object. 

HERMAN SHUL01!' 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( S. 
2616) for the relief of Herman Shulof. 

The Clerk read the title of the bilL , 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection · to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. BEEDY and Mr. LAGUARDIA objected. 

KATHERINE ROBISON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 2333) for the relief of Katherine Rorison. 
· The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objeetion-to the present considera-
tion of the bill? 

·There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as_ follows: 
Be it enact-efJ, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed 'to .pay; out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Katherine Rorison, the sum 
of $10,000 in full settlement of all claims against the Government 
on account of the death, on August 7, 1922, of William E. Rorison 
while assisting a Federal prohibition agent in attempting arrest ot a 
violator of the Federal prohibition entorceiOOnt act. 

With the following committee amendment: 
In line 6, strike out the figures "$10,000" gnd insert in 11eu thereof 

the figures ." $5,000." 

· The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read-the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. · 
BELIEF OF WIDOW OF W, J. S. STEW ART 

· The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 2715) , for the relief of the widow ·of W. J. S. Stewart. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman withhold his 

objection for a moment? 
Mr. BEEDY. I withhold it to ask the gentleman this ques

tion : I see they charged $800 and over for the embalming of 
this body. Was there any attempt to look into that to see who 
the author of that robbery was? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Yes. There is n letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury and accompanying documents which 
show that these services could not have been secured for a 
less outlay than that. 

1\lr. BEEDY. I see that this friend, Mr. Clarke, I think it 
was, assumed the burden of paying all these expenses. Did 
he himself actually pay that amount of money for the embalm
ing? 

.Mr. MOORE of Virginia. He did not assume the burden of 
paying for everything, but somebody connected with this lady, 
the widow of the dead man, paid the full amount. The amount 
that was paid was--and I am stating the figures approxi
mately-$800 for this embalming, about $200 for the casket 
and then incidental expenses. 

Mr. BEEDY. I am not going to object to it, but I think it 
was highway robbery and nothing else. 



'8124 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE APRIL 23 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I agree with the gentleman that 
the charge was a very heavy one, but the proof is that they 
could not have gotten the work done for a less amount. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objeCtion. 
The Clerk read t:tte bill, as follows : 
Whereas W. J. S. Stewart, as acting assistant surgeon in the United 

States Public Health Service, was stationed at the American con
sulate, La Guaira, Venezuela, by order o! the United States Public 
Health Service at the time of his death and was discharging his 
official duties at that time ; and 

Whereas great expense was incurred in connection with the trans
portation of the remains to New York for interment at home; and 

Whereas in the case of diplomatic and consular af;sistants Congress 
has provided for appropriations to defray the expenses of transport
ing the remains of those who have died or may die abroad or 1n 
transit while in the discharge of their official duties to their former 
homes in this country for interment, but has made no provision tor 
representatives or assistants of the United States Public Health Serv
ice : Therefore 

Be it e-nacted, eto., That the Secretary o:t the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, to the widQw of W. J, S. Stewart, 
deceased, the sum of $1,200, being the amount expended for the trans
portation of the body of the deceased from La Guaira, Venezuela, to 
New York City, State of New York. 

With the following committee amendment: I . . 
Strike out the preamble. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bilf was ordered to be engro"sed and read a. third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
HARRY J. DABEL 

The next business on the Private Calenda.rwas the bill (H.B. 
2994) for the relief of Harry J. Dabel. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed , to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in tun settlement against 
the Government, the sum of $1,729.50 to Harry J. Dabel, who on 
October 29, 1919, was struck by a Government motor cycle and side 
car on the streets of San Francisco, resulting in serious injuries and 
long confiniiDlent in a hospital, the vehicle in question being driven by 
an employee of the motor transport general depot, San Francisco, 
Calif. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

HENRY S. ROYCE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 8685) for the relief of Henry S. Royce. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, I object to the present consid

eration of the bill and ask that it may be passed over without 
prejudice. 

W. W. HOUSE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the ·bill 
(H. R. 8794) to credit the accounts of W. W. House, special 
disbursing agent, Department of Labor. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it et~acted, etc., That the · Comptroller General of the United States 

ls authorized and directed to reopen the accounts of W. W. House, 
special disbursing agent, Department of Labor, involving expenditures 
made in good faith upon Government business and without fault or 
negligence on his part, and remove the disallowance of $1,222.17 made 
fn such -accounts by the General Accounting Office, and the proper ac
counting offices shall thereupon c:redit his aeeounts with such sum. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

CYRUS DUREY 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 8846r for the relief of Cyrus Durey. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-

eration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the General Accounting Oftice is hereby 

authorized and directed to allow credit in the account o:t Collector ot 
Internal Revenue Cyrus Durey, fourteenth New York district, in the 
sum of $499.25, to cover disallowances_ due to payments made to Deputy 
Collector Manning Kested for subsistence expenses and car fare in
curred in the months of October, November, and December, 1923, and 
January, February, March, April, and July, 1924. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

JOHN A. BINGHAM 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 531) for the relief of John A. Bingham. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill . 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
:Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. ARNOLD. Will the gentleman withhold his objection? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes; I reserve it. 
Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Speaker, this bill was passed at the last 

session. It has been gone into very carefully by the depart
ment. It is a reimbursement for some stamps that were stolen 
a number of years ago. At one time it seemed the department 
had the idea the postmaster was guilty of negligence. That 
matter was further inve tigated and after investigating the mat
ter very carefully the inspector who went out and made the 
investigation found tllere was no negligence on the part of the 
postmaster, that the stamps had actually been stolen, and he 
recommended that the Government reimburse the postmaster. 

Mr. BLA.CK .of Texas. Is the report of that inspector in the 
hearings or in the report? 

l\Ir. ARNOLD. It is. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. The gentleman need not refer to it, 

and if the gentleman can assure me the in.Bpector has made an 
inspection and has found that this loss was not due to the fault 
of the postmaster and that he was not negligent in respect of 
the loss, it will be all right with me. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Quoting from May 7 of the report, the 
inspector says: 

I submit Postmaster Bingham's affidavit, and am satisfied that he 
sustained the Joss as claimed. I the•efore have to recommend that he 
be indemnified in the sum of $500. 

The Postmaster General also recommended the reimburse
ment of the postmaster. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objec-
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authoi'ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, to John A. Bingham the sum o.f $500, 
the amount stolen from him while postmaster at Vandalia, Ill. 

The bill was ordered to be eng1·ossed and read a third time, 
was read the· third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

A. B. GUFFEY 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 

(H. R. 2724) for the relief of A.. S. Guffey. 
'l'he Clerk read the title of the bilL 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker. I object unless there is some one 

here in charge of the bill \Yho desires me to reserve it. 
Mr. UNDERHILL and l\Ir. KELLER rose. . 
Mr. UNDERHILL. What does the gentleman want to know 

about it? 

• 

. . 
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- Mr. BEEDY. This sl10rtage occurred through fraudulent 

practices by the PO~ tmaster, practices which would not have 
been possible without the connivance of McMahan. It is rec
ommended in the report or something is said about prosecuting 
McMahan. Thf:y thought he should have been punished with 
the principal, but I can not see that he was, nor do I find they 
even attempted to proceed against the bondsmen of McMahan, 
ami I think it would be fairer to the Government to proc£ed 
against the bondsmen of McMahan to make up this balance than 
it would to come in here and ask it of the Government. What 
is the bond of a man in the position of 1\IcMahan worth if it is 
not to protect the Government in just such cases as this? 

"Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, there is no question but what 
the Government is going to continue to prosecute and try to 
get this money from the bondsmen, but the postmaster had 
nothing to clo with the act of this employee. He is not post
mn.ster now, and there is no reason why he should be held liable 
for the $2,000 or more that it appears was stolen from the 
Government. The Government is going to continue, of course, 
to try to get back this money from the bondsmen. 

Mr. BEEDY. :McMahan admitted his participation · and said 
he knew be was doing wrong, but he himself did not use any of 
the money. However, the fraud would not have been possible 
without McMahan's connivance, and I think McMahan is 
responsible. 

Mr. KELLER. That is not the fault of the postmaster. 
Mr. BEEDY. When the money is collected, if they are going 

to proceed against McMahan's bondsmen and make the Govern
ment whole, then it is fair to reimburse the postmaster, but I 
do not see why the Government should be made responsible 
here. 
· Mr. U~"DERBILL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEEDY. Certainly 
Mr. UNDERBILL. This man had no say as to whom he 

should hire and had no power to fire. He had to take help 
which the Government secured for him. 

Now he has not been concerned in this fraudulent case in 
any way. Under the laws of the Postal Department the post
master is held responsible for property of the United States 
in the hands of those over whom he has no power to hire or 
fire. Why should he be charged with this? 

Mr. GLY:\'N. Is it not a fact that each of these persons are 
required to give bond, not to the postmaster but to the 
Government? 

Mr. U~'DERBILL. Yes. 
M:r. BEEDY. I withdraw my objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster General be, and he is 

h erel>y, authorized and directed to credit the accounts of A. S. Guffey, 
late postmaster at Pittsburgh, Pa., in the sum of $2,237.50 due to the 
United States on account of postal funds embezzled by Henry C. 
Schuster, late superintendent of the North Side Station, Pittsburgh, 
ra., in the year 1920; and the sum of $2,237.50 is hereby appro
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, for the payment of this claim. 

With the following committee amendment: 
In line 9 strike out all after the figures •• 1920" and strike out 

all of lines 10 and 11. 

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

was L'ead the third time, and passed. 
The motion to recon ider the vote whereby the bill was 

passeu was laid on the table. 

J. WALTER PAYNE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 4117) for the relief of J. Walter Payne. 

'l'he Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
'l'here was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster General be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to credit the account of J. Walter Payne, 
former postmaster at Paris, Ky., in the sum not to exceed $11,572.06, 
due to the United States on account of war-saving stamps, postage 
stamps, etc., which were lost as the result of burglary of said post 
office on March 2, 1921. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

SOPHIE J. RICE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the . bill 
(H. R. 4158) for the relief of Sophie J. Rice. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The. Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 

is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $167.12 to Sophie 
J. Rice, to reimburse said Sophie J. Ric-e for the shortage of postage 
stamps while she was serving as postmaster of the King City, Calif., 
post office. · 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

EDWARD 0. ROSER 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the blll 
(H. R. 6466) for the relief of Edward C. Roser. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 

authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to Edward C. Roser, who, while an em
ployee of the Post Office Department, personally conducted a volun
tary campaign of postal employees of the Grand Central Station, New 
York City, in theaters, restaurants, and other places, which resulted 
in the sale of war-savings stamps to the amount of $1,256,000, the 
sum of $637.50 as reimbursement for losses which he sustained, with
out negligence on his part, as a result of unavoidable mistakes in
cident to such sale. 

With the following committee amendments : 
In line 11 strike out the figures " $637.50" and insert in lieu thereof 

"$737.50:' 

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

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

PE~NSYLVANIA RAILROAD CO. 

The next business on the Plivate Calendar was the bill 
(B. R. 7617) to authorize payment to the ':Pennsylvania Rail
road Co., a corporation, for damage to its rolling stock at 
Raritan Arsenal, Metuchen, N. J., on August 16, 1922. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. APPLEBY. Reserving the right to object, ·I would like 

to ask the gentleman from New Jersey if the Lehigh Valley 
Railroad, whose damage was $3,700, has received its money? 

1\Ir. ACKERMAN. I know nothing about that. 
1\Ir. APPLEBY. That road also had a loss in the wreck. 
1\Ir. ACKERMAN. I do not know anything about it. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,193.90 to the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co., to reimburse such company for damages 
to its rolling stock resulting from the negligence of employees of 
the War Department at Rat·ita.n Arsenal, Metuchen, N. J., on or 
about August 16, 1922. 

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

A. motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

EMMA PULLIAM 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7776) for the reimbursement of Emma Pulliam. 

The Clerk re3 cl tlie title of the bill. 
The SPE.JAKgH. Is there objection to the present consid

eration of the bill.! [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 

is hereby, authorized ~tnd directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury of t~e United States not otherwise appropriated, $175 -for 



8126 CONGRESSIONAL RECOR.D-HOUSE APRIL 23 
reimbursement made to Emma Pulliam, for the money-order funds 
l-9st in transit to her depository at Raleigh, N. C., on November 8, 
1920. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows : 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert : 
" That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, authorized 

and directed to credit the account of Emma E. L. Pulliam, formerly 
postmaster at West End, N. C., in the sum of $175 due the United 
States · on account of money-order funds lost in transit to her desig
nated depository at Raleigh, N. C., on November 3, 1920." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
EDWARD R. LEDWELL 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 4119) for the relief of Edward R. Ledwell. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 

rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, Ed
ward R. Ledwell, who enlisted in the United States Army on September 
2, 1898, to serv-e three years, and was assigned as a private to Com
pany A, Third Regiment United States Infantry, and was honorably 
discharged ft·om the service January 4, 1899, and again enl_isted 
August 29, 1899, and was assigned as a private to Company B. Thir
teenth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and was honorably 
discharged from the service December 8, 1900, and again enlisted March 
22, 1901, for three years, as a private of ordnance at Rock Island 
Arsenal, Ill., shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 
discharged honorablY. from the military service of the United States as 
a private of ordnance on the 4th day of September, 1902. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 2, line' 5, after the figures " 1902," insert a colon and the fol

lowing proviso: "Provided, That no back pay, pension, or allowance 
shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
OLAIM, GOVERNMENT OF NORWAY (H. DOO. NO. 343) 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House another 
mes age from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
To the Oongress of the United States: 

I ·transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in 
relation to a claim presented by the Government of Norway for 
the payment of interest on certain sums advanced by it for 
this Government in connection with its representation of Ameri-

. can interests in Moscow, and I recommend that an appropria
tion be authorized to effect a settlement of this claim in accord
ance with the recommendation of the Secretary of State. 

CALVIN CooLIDGE. 
THE WmTE HousE, April 23, 1926. 
The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Foreign 

Affairs and ordered printed with accompanying documents. 
WILLIAM WISEMAN (H. DOO. NO. 344) 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the fol
lowing message from the President of the United States: 

The Clerk read as follows : 
To the Oon.gress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Acting Secretary of 
State in regard to the services in behalf of the United States 
of William Wiseman, British vice counsul at Salina Cruz, 
Mexico, during the "period from April 12, 1914, to December 13, 
1917, when with the permission of the British Government and 
at the request of this Government, he had charge of the .Ameri
can consulate at Salina Cruz and of American interests in the 
district surrounding that place. The conclusion reached by the 
Acting Secretary of State has my approval and I recommend 
that the Congress · authorize an appropriation of $9,200 to be 
paid to Mr. Wiseman in recognition of the services which he so 
generously rendered. 

CALVIN CooLIDGE. 
THE WHITE HousE, April 23, 1926. 

The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs and ordered printed with accompanying documents. 

.ARCHffiALD L. YACNAIR 

The next business on the Plivate Calendar was the biU 
( S. 613) for the relief of Archibald L. Macnair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bilL 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 

object, I call attention that on page 2 of the report the Sec
retary of War makes the following statement concerning this 
claim: 

The report of the board does not show negligence on the part of 
Lieutenant MacDermot or any other representative or employee of the 
Government, which approximately contributed to and caused the acci
dent to Mr. Macnair's airplane. In fact, the finding was that the acci
dent was unavoidable and not due to the fault and neglect of the pilot 
or any other person. 

.And yet if this bill is passed it would award ~1,330.10 to the 
claimant. 
~r. UNDERfiLL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will yield. 
Mr. UNDERfiLL. If the gentleman will note at the top 

of the page, third paragraph, the following: 
That in taking oli, the Army plane veered to the left and struck two 

automobiles witb its left ·wing and wing hip. The Army plane was 
consequently thrown more to the left, which caused it to crash into 
the Sopw1th 1...4.-! airplane and the pilot was unable to prevent its 
collision with the Sopwith plane. 

The pilot and his mechanic attributed the accident to the "jam
ming" of the rudder. 

Now as usual in many of these .cases the department does not 
wish to -assun1e any blame for the accident but rather attribute 
it to an unavoidable cause. I do not know whether the jam
ming of the rudder was unavoidable or not, but the fact the 
rudder jammed showed that there was some negligence on the 
part of somebody. As the airplane was owned by the United 
States Government operated by duly authorized agents of 
the Government and the rudder jammed and injured another 
plane, it seems to me the equities in the case declare absolutely 
in favor of the claimant. Now we can not settle these cases 
on a technical point of law at all times but must necessarily 
look to the equities. Surely the owner of this plane did not 
jam the rudder. He was not in charge of the operation of the 
plane ; he had nothing to do with it. An Army plane crashed 
into him and somebody was to blame. 

Mr. BT~CK of Texas. I think in view or the circumstances 
which the gentleman has pointed out that it is a reasonable 
inference that there was negligence in this case. But let me 
furthE-r emphasize while on this point-! am going to withdraw 
my objection in view of what the gentleman has stated-but 
here is a rule 1 think ought to govern in these cases. We all 
know, of course, you can not sue the Government of the United 
States, and yet I think the Government ought to reimburse in 
all cases where the damage is shown to be the approximate 
result of the negligence of any employee of the Government. 
Now I think we ought to do that, but on the other hand we 
ought to be careful not to make the Government an insurer in 
all of these cases. Unless the evidence in the case is sufficient 
to show negligence on the part of Government employees there 
ought not to be compensation. Why should there be? 

Now I think the facts the gentleman has just pointed out 
make it reasonable to infer that there was negligence not
withstanding the report of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. SEARS of Florida. My colleague from Texas is very 

broad-minded, and I call his attention to the report of the 
Army officials who looked into this. They recommended that 
it be Pllid. There is no way to prove negligence. This is a 
meritorious claim and I trust the able gentleman, my friend 
and colleague, will not object. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I think it is reasonable to infer negli
gence, from the facts which are stated in the report. Else I 
would certainly object to the consideration of the bill. 

1\Ir. BOX. Mr. Speaker, will my colleague from Texas yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. BOX. l\Iy understanding of the work of the committee 

and its view of these claims is that, generally speaking, it is 
in line with the idea which my colleague from Texas has ex
pressed; that there must be some evidence of a wrong result-
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fng in the Injury committed or the injury done. In other words, 
where it is purely a case of accident, I do not think the Gov
ernment should be held liable. I think the committee does not 
usually allow damages. Of course there is controversy some
times about the application of these rules to a certain state of 
facts; but as one member of that committee, while .I do not 
think there should be a strict adherence to a techrucal rule, 
I think if there is an injury approximately as the result of 
that wrong, in such cases there should be <:ompensation. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I w1thdraw my reser-
vation. . 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate b1ll. 
The· Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby authorized and directed to pay Archibald L. Macnair, out of 
any m~neys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri.s.ted, the sum of 
$1,530.10 as damages for the destruction of his Sopwith airplane by 
an Army service airplane, March 12, 1922, at Daytona Beach, Fla. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of 
the bill. . 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table . . 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that on Tuesday next, following the reading of the 
Journal and whatever special orders have already been made, 
the O'entleman from New York [Mr. JAconsTEIN] may hnve 
Ieav: to address the House for 3'0 minutes on the coal situation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent that on Tuesday next, following the reading of 
the _ Journal and whatever special orders have already been 
made the gentleman from New York [l\Ir. JACOBSTEIN] may 
have' leave to address the House for 30 minutes on thD coal 
situation. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The CJerk will report the next bill. 

WASHINGTON COUNTY, S. C. KILE ESTATE, AND MALINDA FRYE 
ESTATE 

_ The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4902) for the relief of 'Washington ·count_y, S. C. Kile esta~e, 
and Malinda Frye estate. · . 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? ~ 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bilL 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be ~t enact"ed, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, author!Zed and directed to pay, out of any money in ~be Treas· 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,698.30. to Washington 
County, Ohio, the sum of $3,800 to the estate of S. C. Kile, and the 
sum of $1,518.30 to the estate of Malinda Frye, 20 per cent of the two 
latter amounts to be withheld until title to the land damaged and cov· 
efed by the adjustment shan· have been · conveyed to the United States. 

Such sums represent the amount of damages, as determined by the 
Chief of Engineers, l:nited States Army, resulting from a break, during 
the winter of 1919-20! in Dam No. 3, Muskingum River. 

With committee amendments, as follows: 
Page 1, line 5, strike out " $1,69~.30 " and insert in lieu thereof 

" $1,518.30." 
And in line 7, strike out "$1,518.30" and insert in lieu thereof 

"$1,680." 
And on line 1, pag~ 2, after the words " United States," insert 

"payment of these sums shall be in full settlement of all claims 
arising out of this break in Dam No. 3, Muskiugum River." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com
mittee amendments. 

The committee amendments 'Were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill as amended. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be 

amended to conform to the text. 
There was no objection. 
.A. motion· to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was ordered to be laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

R-OBERT A. PICKETT 

The next business on the Pri"mte Calendar was the bill 
( S. 850) for the relief of Robert A. Pickett. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. 'l'he Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it e1wcted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 

is hereby, authorized to issue a patent in fee to Robert A. Pickett, 
Crow allottee No. 371, for land allotted to bim under the provisions 
of the act of June 4, 1920 (41 Stat. L. p. 751), and designated as 
homestead. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
bill. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
LEVI WRIGHT 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 5486) for the relief of Levi Wright. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: . ' 
Be 1t enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws, 

Levi Wright, who served as a private in Company A, Fifty-fourth Regi
ment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, from September 5, 1861, to September 
13, 1864, shall hereafter be held to h'lve been discharged honorably 
from the military forces of the United States on September 13, 1864, 
but no pay, bounty, pension, or other emolument shall accrue prior to 
the enactment of this act. 

With committee amendments, as follows: 
. . ' 

In line 6, strike ou\ "September 13, 1864," and insert 1n, lieu thereof 
"January 7, 1865." . 

And in line 8, strike out "September 13, 1864," and insert "January 
7, 1865.'' 

The SPEAKER. The questi-on is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendments. _," . }, 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment· and 

thirjl r~ading of .the bill. 
The bill was or.dered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to· reconsider the-vote whereby the bill was passed 

was ordered to be laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk. will report the next bill. 

LESTER A. ROCKWELL 

.The .next , bus~ness on the Priva.te Calendar was tbe bill 
(H. :R. 6418) to correct the military record of Lester- A. 
Rockwell. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? · 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That Lester A. RockweH, late of Company G, 

First Regiment Connectlcnt Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held 
and ·considered to have been honorably discharged from the military 
service of th~ United States as a member of Company G, First Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Cavalry, on the 29th day of April, 1865: Pro
vided, That no pay, bounty, pension, or other emolument shall accrue 
prior to or by reason of the passage of this act. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

JOSEPH B. MACCABE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7010) authorizing the President to issue an appro
priate commission and .honorable discharge to Joseph B. l\Iac
cabe. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

,. 

:. 

'• 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the p;resent considera
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that an identical 

bill, S. 43, has passed the Senate, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., 'That the President be, and he is hereby, author

ized to issue un appropriate commission and honorable discharge to 
Joseph B. Maccabe, who performed the services of a commissioned 
officer of the United States Army from May 1, 19i8, to Noveml;ler 1, 
1921, under the promise of such commission from proper authority, 
but which commission was not issued by reason of unavoidable delay, 
the signing of the a·rmistice, the cessation of hostilities, and orders 
issued in consequence thereof. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and pas ed. , 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 
GARNET HULINGS 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 3253) for the relief of Lieut. Commander Garnet Hul
ings, United States Navy. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Tile SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? ' 
There was no objection. 

·The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United 

States is hereby authorized and directed to credit the account of 
Lieut. Commander Garnet Hulings, United States Navy, in the amount 
of $763.41, which sum was paid by the said Lieutenant Commander 
Hulings while nav:ri attache at Tokyo, Japan, to Lieut. (Junior Grade) 
Arthur H. McCollum, United States Navy, as reimbursement for loss ot 
personal property in the earthquake in Japan on September 1, 1923, but 
which payment was subsequently disallowed in his account by the 
General Accounting Office. 

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF MERIT, REPUBLIC OF CHILE 

The next business on the Private Oalendar was the bill 
(H. R. 9319) to authorize certain officers of the United States 
Navy to accept from the Republic of Chile the order of merit, 
first class, and the order of merit, second class. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to t:b.e present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I .reserve the right to object. 

Who bas charge of this bill? 
Mr. COYLE. I have. 
Mr. BLANTON. What is the use of continuing this foolish-

ness? 
Mr. OOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I really do not quite understand 

the gentleman's question. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, we have a law which prevents any 

officer of this Government from receiving gifts from foreign 
countries. To try to get around that lnw which. prevents giving 
gifts of a monetary value they are now attempting to confer 
orders upon some of our American officers. An order could be 
considered a thing of value the same as a monetary gift. Why 
do you not just open the floodgates and say, " Foreign coun
tries, you can give American officers whatever you please "? 

Mr. COYLE. In answer to the gentleman's question the rea
son we do not do that is because it would require a constitu
tional amendment to accomplish that purpose. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then the gentleman is admitting that this 
is an attempt to get around the Constitution? 

Mr. COYLE. No, it is not. It is seeking to comply with the 
Constitution, which says that an act of Congress may permit 
foreign nations to bestow decorations on members of the mili
tary fot·ces of the United States. 

Mr. BLANTON. I think our Government can take care of 
our own officers and confer proper orders upon them, American 
orders ; not Chilean orders but American orders. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. I yield. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. In the World War a great many of the 

allied nations gave certain decorations. 
Mr. BLANTON. That was for bravery on the battle fields. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And there was a special act of Congress 
for that. 

Mr. BLANTON. We permitted the croix de guerre to be 
conferred for special acts of bravery and it was conferred by 
law. 

~Ir. UNDERHILL. We are now seeking by Inw to allow 
the e officers to receive a token, something which they can band 
down to their children. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would rather have a token from our own 
American Government than from all the rest of them put to
gether. 

1\Ir. U~-rnERHILL. So would I, but if your du~ies lie in 
some foreign country, and you are sent there by your Gov
ernment, and if other countries choose to recognize the services 
which you may have given, we should by law permit it. 

M.r. BLANTON. If they are giving first-class, 100 per cent 
American service to their own country, it ought to be recom
pen e and compensation enough for them. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. But it is not always. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
1\Ir. COYLE. l\Iay I ask the gentleman to re erve his ob

jection? 
1\Ir. BLANTON. I reserve it if the gentleman wants to 

~peak. , 
1\Ir. COYLE. Thi is a particularly meritorious case. It 

just happens that Captain Taussig is really a very distin
guished officer of our own ervice who performed valiant serv
ice in European waters in submarines and destroyers during 
war time ; that the men under his command were very active 
in humanitarian acts in Chile,. and they saved the lives of a 
number of people in a di aster which overtook that country. 
The award of merit was at. the time handed to them, but, 
complying with the existing law, they immediately handed it 
to the representative of our State Department, which the law 
requires them to do. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COYJ.JE. Gladly. 
:Mr. BLANTON. Have they ever received any decorations 

from their own Government? 
Mr. COYLE. For this particular act? 
Mr. BLANTON. For any act. 
Mr. COYLE. I am sorry to say I can not answer that, but 

I do not doubt that Captain Taussig has, because he has had a 
very distinguished service in Europe. 

Mr. BLANTO~L If I were in their places I would rather 
have it said when I die, "He gave his best to his own country." 
That is the kind of service I would like to see men give to the 
United States. 

1\Ir. COYLE. For 32 years Captain Taussig has given his 
best to his own country and he was at this time acting under 
the orders of his own country. 

Mr. BLANTON. And yet, it seems he has never been cited 
by his own country. 

Mr. COYLE. I can not answer that question, because I do 
not know. 

Mr. BLANTON. I regret, Mr. Speaker, I must object. 
Mr. COYLE. I hope the gentleman will not object. 
Mr. BLANTON. I do not believe in this kind of legislation. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER 

1\Ir. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con ent that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet Sunday 
next at 12 o'clock noon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet at noon on Sunday. Is there objection? 

l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, would it not be agreeable to the gentleman to 
have a session to-morrow and let us continue the consideration 
of the Private Calendar. I will say to the gentleman from 
Connecticut there is a very considerable interest in doing that 
and I hope the gentleman will let the bills on the Private 
Calendar unobjected to be considered to-morrow. 

l\Ir. TILSON. I will say to the gentleman there is one 
difficulty in the way. Some of the Members are endeavoring to 
study all of the bills on this calendar and we have about 
reached the point where these Members have not yet bad an 
opportunity to study the bills. They would not be ready to go 
on to-morrow with the same fund of information and the same 
degree of helpfulness to the House as they would if they had a 
little more time to study thE'm. \Ve have done remarkably well 
4>-day, and I _can assure the gentleman that next week I shall 
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ask that we may go on with these bills at either a day session 
or an evening session. 

Mr. CHINDBLOl\1. Does the gentleman feel that with a 
sentiment of doubt they would be more likely to offer objec-
tions? . 

Mr. TILSON. Oh, there would be more liability of objections 
that were not well founded. After the gentlemen who give so 
liberally of their time in the study of these bills have an oppor
tunity to study them their objections are, as a rule, well 
founded. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TILSON. I yield. 
Mr. BLANTON. Does not the work to-day show that most 

of the bills that have been called up have been passed and 
that there have been very few objections? 

Mr. TILSON. That is quite true. 
Mr. BLANTON. And objections only when the bills were 

bad? 
l\Ir. TILSON. I feel that studying these bills, as some Mem

bers of the House, of their own accord, are so helpfully doing, 
will save captious objections and will really facilitate the con
sideration of the calendar. 

Mr. TUCKER. Will we have a day for this purpose next 
week? 

Mr. TILSON. I shall make an effort to give a day or an 
evening next week to the consideration of these bills. 

Mr. GArl.RETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
say to the gentleman that in so far as the sentiment seems to be 
among those on this side of the Chamber, those with whom I 
have had an opportunity to discuss the matter really desire to 
go Otl to-morrow, and I do not think captious objections would 
be made upon this side. 

Mr. TILSON. There might be objections made, however, 
without full knowledge which might be gained by a study of 
the bills. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. We have concluded five pages of work 
to-day. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I realize that. 
Mr UNDERHILL. With one day next week and one day 

follo~ing that, we can clean up this calendar. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I realize, of course, that good 

work has been done to-day. I have no personal interest in 
the calendar. I have not a bill on it. I am merely doing this 
at the suggestion, and I may say somewhat at the insistence, 
of a number of my colleagues on this side. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman will bear me witness that I 
have made every reasonable effort to advance the Private 
Calendar; and I intend to continue to do so. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman has been en-
tirely fair about the matter. 

Mr. BOX. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. TILSON. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BOX. I do not wish to insist on going forward if the 

majority leader thinks the House is not rea.dy, but I do be
lieve there are a great many claims here that are entitled to 
con. ideration. 

Mr. TILSON. I do, too, and it is my intention to make every 
reasonable effort to see that they get their chance. 

Mr. BOX. And I hope the gentleman will find it con
venient to have a day session. When we work all day here, 
it is not very pleasant to have to work at night. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman is entirely correct, but if we 
can not reach the Private Calendar at a day session, I shall 
ask for an evening session to consider it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Of course, my colleagues who 
llaYe talked with me about this matter understand it would 
be useless for me to object to the request of the gentleman 
from Connecticut that we adjourn over until Sunday because 
this calendar would not be in order anyway, unless we could 
arrange it by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman is entirely correct about that. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Therefore I shall not object 

to the request of the gentleman from Connecticut to adjourn 
over until Sunday, but I do wish we could go ahead to-morrow 
with the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TILSON. I really think that no time would be gained 
by going on to-morrow, but by the latter part of next week 
we should have an opportunity to study the bills on the cal
endar and to go on with its consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. TILSON. Yes. 
Mr. CAJ\TNON. I trust these vacations we are taking on 

Saturdays will not ultimately detract from the time we expect 
eventually to give to a discussion of agricultural legislation. 

Mr. -TILSON. I am very sure they will not. 
Mr. OLDFIELD. Reserving the right to object, will the 

gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. TILSON. Yes. 
Mr. OLDFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the Ways and M~eans Com

mittee gave a good deal of time and attention and -ability ·and 
work to what is known as amendments to the adjusted com
pensation bill. I would like to know whether be expects to 
take up that legislation before adjournment. 

1\Ir. TILSON. I have no immediate plan for taking up that 
legislation. It is being studied along with a number of other 
measures that take large sums of money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. BLA.l~TON. If the gentleman will yield I want to say 
that that bill seeks to cut off both arms and both legs of the 
Comptroller General. I hope the bill will sleep the sleep of 
death. 

1\Ir. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. TILSO~. Yes. 
Mr. 1\IOOR.ID of Virginia. Can the gentleman give us any 

idea of the business that will come up after Monday. I un
derstand that Monda~ is District Day. 

Mr. TILSON. We are holding as much space as possible for 
agricultural legislation whenever it is ready. We do not wish 
to fill up the program too quickly. I shall let the gentleman 
know just as soon as it is definitely settled when that com
mittee is ready to go ahead. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
THE CANAL ACROSS FLORIDA 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the Florida State 
Canal Commission by inserting a pamphlet of the commission. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GREEN of Florida. Mr. Speaker and fellow Membt>rs 

of the House, in speaking of the bill introduced by mysE'lf 
early in the session, I would like to state, for your information, 
that this bill proposes a survey for the estimated construction 
of the canal across the State of Florida, from Fernandina, 
at Cumberland Sound on the Atlantic, to St. Georges Sound on 
the Gulf of Mexico. This is not a new undertaking, as you gen
tlemen probably know ; it has been discussed for years and years, 
in fact from the time of George Washington to the present. 

This proposed canal would be a little over 200 miles long 
and would follow. the general course of the St. Marys River, 
which runs between Georgia and Florida, and a portion of 
which is entirely in the State of Georgia; then it would pass 
through Okefenokee Swamp; then down the Suwannee River 
in Florid-a to the mouth of the Suwannee River in the Gulf of 
Mexico, or rather across from the Suwannee River to St. Georges 
Sound, where the Gulf is deeper and where harbor facilities 
are better. 

This canal will not call for a great amount of dredging
probably a hundred miles of it would have to be cut. Of 
course, these long waterways before mentioned would neces
sarily have to be straightened, widened, and dredged deeper 
in places. 

It would not require a great deal of time or a comparatively 
large expenditure of money to accomplish this canal, as may 
be seen from the report of sm·vey as made by Lie:utenant Col
onel Gilmore, who surveyed practically this course in 1876. 
I think the project could be completed within 12 to 18 months. 
I am not in a position to state what the cost of the barge 
canal wouJ.d actually be. It has been estimated that it would 
cost from $16,500,000 to probably $45,000,000; different esti
mates at different times have varied. Even though the con
struction of a canal with a navigable depth of 12 feet, and 
though it cost as much as th1rty or forty million dollars, in 
my opinion, would be a safe and wise investment for our 
Government. I am quite sure that this canal could be con
structed at a far less cost. 

This canal would bear an almost incalculable amount of com
merce. Naval stores, kaolin, and a large amount of manufac
tured lumber would move through this canal. The tonnage of 
these products exported in 1921 exceeded 150,000 tons, valued 
at more than three and a quarter million dollars. These prod
ucts and their exportation hav-e doubtlessly doubled since 1921. 
Probably $2 per ton would be saved in transportation charges 
by this canal. Of course, I will not take time to enumerate 
the various other items of commerce which would pass through 
this canal, but I may state the items above mentioned would 
form only a meager part of the totaL 
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When we take into consideration the great sating of coal 
and other fuels, and the transportation of same, and the trans
portation charges saved on the total, and also the ever-increas
ing volume of tonnage to be transported and the inability of the 
railroad facilities-although they are goo~-to rapidly, cheaply, 
and economically transport this tonnage, then it is conclusive 
that our waterways should be more fully developed. 

This canal would sc.. ;e in distance from the Atlantic to the 
Gulf approximately 1,000 miles. Of course, Mr. Speaker, the 
saving the long distance is not all ; in this same proportion it 
would sa"Ve in time and in money. Calculate, if you please, the 
cost of transporting the vast tonnage which annu.:'l.lly goes from 
the upper Gulf ports-New Orleans, Mobile, Pensacola, Apa
lachicola, Galveston, and others-to the Atlantic Ocean. Calcu
late the charge of transporting this tonnage 1,000 miles and you 
will find that in just a few years this amount will be greater 
than would be the cost of constructing this barge canal from 
Fernandina, on the Atlantic, to St. Georges Sound, on the Gulf. 

Mr. Speaker·, I think that it is time the Congress exercised 
in gove.::nmental affairs and expenditures of money belonging 
to tile Government and our taxpayers the same prudence, 
wisdom. care, and frugality, as is exercisetl in personal affairs. 
It is inevitable that this barge canal will eventually be con
structed, so why not let the Government go to it at. once? We 
all know that the construction of the Panama Canal ·.vas looked 
upon by many for a long time as an impossibility and. as a 
proposed waste of mon~y and time; and probably nothing could 
have dislodged this erroneous idea, except the actual construc
tion of the Panama Canal. But so complete has been the 
success of the project and so vast has been the saving in the 
cost and time of transportation through this canal until now 
the American people wonder why it was not earlier constructed. 
The Panama Canal is indispen able to the welfare of Ameri
can and world coinmerce, besides ·being so essential in time of 
war; likewise, a -canal across Florida would be of incalculable 
benefit and economy in commercial transportation and W<?Uld 
well serve its purpose in time of war. 

The growth of America in the past 20 years has been 
phenomenal, her manufactured products have increased from 
$15,000,000,000 to over $60,000,000,000, her food products have 
increased from less than $3,000,000,000 ~o over $10,000,000,000, 
her mineral products have increased from about one and one
third billion dollars to $6,000,000,000, her imports and exports 
amount to $2,450,000,000, and reports for 1924 show increase 
to $8,200,000,000. The bank clearings were $438,000,000 for 
1924, or four times that of 20 years ago, and bank deposits 
have increased in like proportion, and $43,000,000,000 were 
deposited in the banks of the United States ·in 1924. 

The vast wealth and resources of the United States alto
gether warrant an expansion in waterways develop~ent. The 
President of the United States has expressed himself in no 
uncertain terms on. the question, and advocates development 
of our waterways, and I firmly believe the Congress is ready 
to appropriate money for opening of rivers, dredging of canals, 
and establishing of adequate harbor facilities. 

The Florida Canal has long been a dream of all Florida 
citizens and is now thought of by our entire country. Its 
construction is absolutely essential to the future's full com
mercial development, and I believe we will soon see the time 
when barges will load raw .products in the lower Mississippi, 
pass down to New Orleans, on by way of intercoastal canal to 
Mobile and Apalachicola, on across Florida to Fernandina, 
thence on up a coastal canal to the markets of the East, then 
reload with manufactured products of the East and make their 
return pilgrimage. When this is done, America will realize an 
even greater growth and prosperity than she has experienced 
during the past 20 years. • 

Our railroads are good and are being improved and devel
oped more than in any other country, and America is proud 
of her splendid railway facilities, but her transportation and 
commerce will never reach the zenith until the Congress ap
propriates money sufficient to utilize America's water arteries 
of commerce. Money wisely spent to foster water transporta
tion always nets a splendid dividend, and in my opinion there 
is no more worthy project now before the American people 
than that of the construction of a barge canal across the State 
of Florida. 

This proposed canal, in accordance with the bill as introduced 
by myself, aside from its national and international impor
tance, will open one of the most fertile, prosperous, and thriv
ing sections of the country. Florida is spending billions of 
dollars in developing her schools, roads, and great industries. 
She is doing her part, and expects to continue to do it, but 
surely the Federal Government should now come in and do its 
paH in this worthy project, and I believe that it is going to 
do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it hardly necessary for me at this time 
to go into detail!:! and :figures showing the exact amount in 
tonnage of commerce which follows down the course of the 
:Mississippi and its tributaries to the Gulf, and also that which 
amasses itself down on the Gulf, which is transported across 
to the east coast of the United States, and also on to foreign 
markets, neither do I believe it essential just now to give 
you the figures upon that which passes from the ea t coast and 
from the European countries around to Galreston, Kew Orleans, 
and other Gulf ports. However, statistics reveal that this 
tonnage annually is very enormous, showing conclusively that 
the saving in transportation charges on this canal would in a 
very short time pay even the maximum amount estimated for 
its construction. 

Inasmuch as I have been given permission to print in the 
RECORD a statement or pamphlet prepared by the authority 
of the Florida State Canal Commission, I shall not detain you 
further, but ·will here insert said statement: 
HELP TO SECURE THE ALL-AMEIUCAN CANAL-THE ATLA.NTIC-MISSIS

SIPPI BARGE CA~UL FROM CUMBERLAND SOUND~ VIA ST. MARYS RIVER 

Al"D . ST. GEORGES SOUND, TO THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT NEW 

ORLEANS-THE INDUSTRIAL CANAL AT NEW OnLEAKS WILL BE THE 

WESTERN LINK OF THIS Pn.O.JECT-SOPPORT 'l'HE BILL (H . . R. 8742) 
Now IN CONGRESS INTRODUCED BY CONGRESSMAN R. A. GREEN, 

FLORIDA, TO CON~"ECT AND PERFECT THE_ INLAND WATER\VAYS SYSTEU 

OF THE U 'ITED STATES / ../ . 

FROM PCESlDENT CALVIN COOLIDGE [/ 

Under date of November 13, 1925, President Calvin Coolidge said 
in his letter to President J. Hampton Moore, of the Atlantic Deeper 
Waterways Association (which letter was read to the convention at 
Miami, Fla., in November, 1925) : 

"In the United States we have a natural scheme of waterways supe
rior to that of any other country, which when improved and connected 
up to serve the remote as well as the populous areas wm, it is said, 
justify, in reduced rates and increased commerce, the expenditure made· 
upon them. 

"The economic value of these streams bas long been recognized, but 
their development has proceeded slowly. To render the highest serv
ice as carriers and distributors they should be joined together and 
standardized as to dimensions for traffic, so that the shipper would 
have confidence in them. Wh-en they are finally brought together in 
a workable system the benefits in rates and values will be incalculable. 

" We have the streams, and ultimately they will be improved for 
service. They can develop both transportation and power. They will 
be completed for longer hauls and intersecting routes; they will be 
standardized so that all sections of the country would derive advantage 
from them. 

" It is gratifying to note a growth of sentiment favoring the coordi
nation of various means of transportation-the rall, the highway, 
and the waterway. Each of these bas rendered a distinct service. 
They can render a greater service, more satisfying to the producer and 
to the consumer, as well as to the shipper, if made to assist rather 
than oppose each other." 

Hon. JOHN G. RuoE, 

FROM GOV . .JOHN W. MARTIN 

STATE OF FLORIDA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 

Tallahassee~ March 8, 1928. 

Chairman Florida State Canal Commission, 
Apalachicola, Fla. 

MY DEAR Sm : I approve of your plan to publish in pamphlet form a 
brief history to date of the movement to secure an inland waterway 
from Cumberland Sound to the Mississippi Rivet· via the St. Marys 
River, St. Georges Sound, and the natural waterways paralleling the 

Gulf of Mexico. . 
Due to the pressure of official business, I have not been able to give 

you much assistance, but I wish to assure the members of the com
mission that I am very much interested in having the survey author
i.zed at the earliest date possible; and I hope that the people of 
Florida and other States will lend their support to this project, which 
is to mean so much to Florida and the United States in the future, 
since 1t will connect and perfect the inland waterway system of the 
country. The interchange of commerce between Florida and States of 
the Mississippi Valley will be mutually beneficial, and such a route 
would be used every day in the year for through traffic from point of 
origin to point of destination without transshipment; it would be eco
nomically practical for the Government to construct such a waterway 
to connect the Atlantic intracoastal waterway at Cumberland Sound 
with the Gulf intracoastal waterway at New Orleans and the Mlssls!lippl 
River and its tributaries, fot· commerce must in future depend more and 
more upon water transportation. 

It is my ambition to aid ll"lorida to complete its highway system 
during my term of office, and to enable me to more intelligently 
aid the State's development in all ways I have spent considerable time 
in visiting the various sections. 



1926 CONGRESSIONAL- RECORD-HOUSE 8131 
It is just as lmpol'tant, I think, for Florida to have a network of 

waterways that shall connect with the East Coast Canal and the At
lantic-Mississippi barge canal for both intrastate and interstate cum
merce. -Florida can supply the Nation with a variety of commodities 
all the year, and should have access to the inland markets by cheaper 
transportation via barge service. I hope that the people of Florida 
will visualize this and work with us to this end. By the time the 
waterways are ready for through traffic Congress will have coordinated 
rail-and-water rates on a fair basis to all concerned, I have no doubt. 

I am encouraged and -congratulate you and the other members upon 
the progress made by the commission since it was created by the 
Florida Legl lature to act as the State's agency to secure this ~reat 
project. I know of no other project whicli will bring lar~r pel'Dla· 
nent benefits. to Florida and to the United States. 

With best wishes for continued success, I am, 
Very truly yo11rs, 

JoHN W. l\1ABTIN, Got:ernor. 

I'ROM GOV. CLIEFO.RD WA.LKER 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT; 
, .- ~ ·_ · Atuxnta, February i, 1D26. 

Bon. JOHN G. Roox-, 
Chairman Florida State Canal Commission, Tallahassee, Fla. 

MY DEAR SIR: I am very much interested in the progress being made 
toward securing the preliminary examination all:d survey of the pro
posed Atlantic-Mississippi barge canal from Cumberland Sound via the 
St. Marys River and Okeefenokee Swamp across northern Florida to 
St. Georges Sound and westward via the Government canal ancl the 
bays along the north Gulf coast to Mobile Bay and the Mississippi 
River. 

This project will mean no': only vast development for the territory 
adjacent to the route, but it being the connecting and very essential 
link between the Atlantic intracoastal waterway and the Gulf · intra
coastal wb.terway and Mississippi River, it will more than justify 
wha·tever -the expense to· the Government for its construction. ' If will 
be one of the Nation's greatest assets.' The saving in mileage·for oa.rges 
will be most impot·tant. 

The rece-nt freight embargo and scarcity of coal in some sections 
by rea on~ of lack of rail transportation facilities or car~ all make the 
necessity for inland waterway trimsportation more apparent to pro
mote industries and keep labor employed. 

I wish to assut·e you and the members of your commission that the 
State of Georgia will cooperate in e-very way to insure the early ac
complishment of this project, and I will be glad to assist persoually 
in whatever way I can to promote this canal and inland waterway. 
Aside from the benefits to commerce, this canal is essential to the na
tional defense. 

Very truly yours, 
CLIFFORD WALKER, Governor. 

Sixty-ninth Congress, first session, in the House of Representatives, 
February 1, 1926, Mr. GREEN of Florida introduced the following bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and or
dered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. 8742) to require the Secretary of War to cause to be 
made a preliminary examination and survey . for a barge ~nal from 
Cumberland Sound to or near the mouth of the Mississippi River, 
and to make full and complete report to Congress of the most fea
sible route and cost of construction. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
required and directed to cause a preliminary examination and survey 
to be made for a barge canal beginning in Cumberland Sound and ter
minating at or near the mouth of the Mississippi River, using the 
nearest, most practicable, and most feasible route which will permit 
the use of the waters of the st. Marys River of Georgia and Florida, 
the Sewanee River and St. Georges Sound of Florida, and all other 
rivers and bodies of water along and adjacent to such route, and pro
vide a protected all-inland canal. 

SEc. 2. That upon the making of such survey the Secretary of War 
shall report to Congress. 

SEC. 3. That the Secretary of War shall ascertain the feasibility and 
practicability of such barge canal and in his said report to Congress give 
full detailed estimate of cost of such canal, a description of proposed 
route, dimensions of the proposed canal, amount of actual canaling, and 
every fact and circumstance which in his judgment will be necessary 
to convey full information as to such proposed barge canal. 

PllOrOSED ALL-AMERICAN CANAir--THE ATLANTIC-MISSISSIPPI BARGJII 

CANAL FRO}! CUMBERLAND SOUND, VIA ST. MARYS RIVER AND ST. 
GEORGE9 eomm, TO THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT NEW ORLEANS, LA. 
Appeal is hereby made to all forward-looking .Americans to aid in 

securing the propost..'<l Atlantic-Mississippi barge canal from Cumberland 
Sound, on the Atlantic coast, across the States of Georgia and Florida, 
to Mobile Bay and the Mississippi Ri'rer by requesting the Members ot 

Congress from 'the various States to support the new bill, H. R. 8742, 
that has- been introduced in the House of Represeutathes by Congress~ 
man R. A_ GREE:'i', of Florida, for the preliminary examination and 
survey of the proposed route for this pt·oject. No appropriation is 
asked for conj!truction, as that can not be considered until the GoHrn
ment engineers have made a comprehensi¥e examination and report to 
the Seeretary of War, including estimate of the cost. 

Next in importance to the Panama Canal will be the Atlantic-to· 
Mississippi barge canal when completed. It will connect the Atlantic 
intracoastal waterway with the Mississippi River at New Orleans over 
the following proposed route, which is to be resurveyed by Government 
engineers : From Cumberland Sound via the St. Marys River, and with 
connecting links, crossing the Suwannee _ River, Aucilla River, St. 
Marks, Wakulla, .Ocklocknee RiYers to St. Georges Sound at Carrabelle, 
Fla. (southwest of Tallahassee and the terminus of the Georgia, Florida 
& Alab-'ima Railway) ; thence via the Government canal (that ~onnects 
the ApalachiCola River with St . .Andrews Bay, and cost approxlmlftely 
$500,000 to construct a few years ago, now used by small boats for 
local traffic) to St. Andrews Bay; thence to Choctawbatchee Bay nnd 
via Santa Rosa Sound to Pensacola Bay; thence via Big Lagoon to 
Perdido Bay; thence to the 9-foot depth In Mobile Bay, from which 
point westwai·d to New Orleans the way is now open for barges. Tho 
industrial canal at New Orleans, which connects the Mississippi River 
with ~Iil'!sissippi Sound via Lake Pontchartrain, will be the western link 
of the Atlantic-Mississippi barge canal project. 

We are reliably informed that only 6-!% miles of construction will 
be necessary to provide a barge canal from the 9-foot depth in Mobile 
Bay eastward to Carrabelle, Fla., on St. Georges Sound, and the pre
liminary examination and survey was authorized, under the river and 
harbor act of March 3, 1925, for the western section of the proposed 
Atlantic-Mississippi barge canal route-New Orleans, La., to the Apa
lachicola River, Fla., and -to include a survey of the Apalachicola and 
Chattahoochee Rivers to Columbus, Ga., with the view of operating 
self-propelled barges between Columbus and New Orleans. 

Nature has - provided practically three--fourths of the canal route 
across northern Florida with deep-water bays (which are fine land
locked harbors on the Gulf) and rivers and sounds; and from Carra
belle eastward to Fernandina it will only be necessary to connect exist
ing waterways- to reach the St. Marys River, which is navigable for 
about 65 miles westward from Cumberland Sound. 

After the Atlantic intracoastal waterway has been completed from 
Beaufort to Ferna11dina, then there will be a route for barges via an 
all-inland protected waterway from Cape Cod to the Mississippi River 
via the Atlantic-Mississippi barge canal across southern Georgia and 
northern Florida and southern Alabama between Pensacola and Mobile 
Bays, which route will be continuous and of uniform dimensions and 
will be open every day in the year. never closed by ice. Return loads 
can be carried over this route in either direction. 

The Panama Canal was agitated for 300 years, with all sorts of 
adverse reports, and France expended millions of dollars in attempts to 
complete it, yet it is a success to-day and has changed the shipping 
routes of the world. The Industrial Canal at New Orleans was pro
moted for nearly 40 years, but was finally accomplished and dedicated 
on May 2, 1921. The proposed Atlantic-Mississippi Canal has been 
agitated less than 50 years and a survey of the northern route across 
Florida was made in 1876 by Lieut. Col. Q. A. Gilmore, a_ Government 
engineer, who recommended this route as a section of the national 
system of inland waterways !or barge traffic. His report sets forth the 
feasibility, advantages, and the miles saved in water transportation 
from the upper Mis~issippl cities to Liverpool and other foreign ports 
by a barge canal that will touch the ports of the South and Southeast. 
At Cumberland Sound is a protected harbor of great depth, comprising 
some 32 square miles. Tbe construction of the Atlantic-Mississippi 
barge canal will make efficient the inland waterways and rivers of the 
interior section of the United States and will give the farmers and 
manufacturers of the midwest a foreign market at Cumberland Sound 
by water transportation at lowest freight rates, and In addition this 
canal will be of the greatest permanent benefit to all of the Southern 
States In their agricultm·al and industrial development. 

The history of the etiorts that have been made to date in t_his impor
tant matter are, briefly, as follows: 

In 1876-77 Lieu~. Col. Q. A. Gilmore made a survey from Cumber
land Sound via the St. Marys River, Okeefenokee Swamp (Ga.), the 
Suwanee River (Fla.), St. Marks River, St. Georges Sound, to the 
Gulf of Mexico, and his report strongly recommended the construction 
of this canal. It appears that no action was ever taken to carry out 
his recommendations, and the matter was allowed to drop. 

In 1894 the matter was again taken up by Maj. Robert Gamble, ot 
Tallahassee, Fla., and a memorial was presented to the Senate of the 
United States and referred to the Committee on Transportation Routes 
to the Seaboard and ordered printed. (l\Iis. Doc. No. 37, 53d Cong., 
3d sess., December 20, 1894.) 

In 1918 Gov. Hugh M. Dorsey:, of Georgia, a.t the · request of Mr. 
J. H. Becker, of St. Marys, Ga., and others, revived the matter by call
ing a meeting at St. Maryt~ and Fernandina in June, 1918, which meet
was attended by the Governors of Georgia and Florida and many 
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men prominent in public Jtfe. Indorsement wa given the project, and 
a temporary organization was effected. 

In August, 1918, the Georgia Legislature passed an act (No. 491) 
.tJ.uthorizing the appointment of a committee to go to Washington and 
arrange for a hearing. 

On September 6, 1918, a hearing was had before the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and same was ordered printed. On account of the 
World War it was not possible to take the matter further then, and 
nothing more was done until 1919, when the North Florida Chamber 
of Commerce (headquarters Tallahassee, Fla.) secured the cooperation 
of Congressman Frank Clark, of Florida, who introduced a bill in Con· 
gress (H. R. 9449) asking for a survey of the route from Cumberland 
Sound to St. Georges Sound. This bill was later withdrawn and a new 
bill introduced by him extending the route westward from St. Georges 
Sound to the Missis ippi River (H. R. 10919). 

In October. 1919, the North Florida Chamber of Commerce asked 
Governor Dorsey to arrange for another meeting, and the same was 
held at St. Marys, Oa., on December 11-12, 1919. .At the session held 
in Fernandina on the second day a " steering committee " was elected 
to secure a bearing for the new bill, and Senator James E. Calkins, of 
Fernandina, was elected as chairman of this committee. On January 
29, 1920, the bearing was held before the Committee on Railways and 
Canals of the House of Representatives of the United States, and this 
committee made a favorable report in February, 1920 (R.ept. No. 1246, 
3d sess., 66th Cong.), recommending tba.t the resurvey be made. .As 
the Escb-Cummings bill (the general transportation act) and other 
important legislation were then being considered by Congress, the 
steering committee decided to wait until these bills had been disposed 
of before having Mr. Clark's bill brought up, that this canal project 
might not be overshadowed by other legislation ; and there the matter 
rested. 

.A little later in 1920 tbe "Atlantic-to-Mississippi Canal .Association " 
was organized and it functioned until the Georgia and Florida State 
canal commissions were created in 1921 to act as the State·s agencies 
in this matter, when th.e association ceased its work, realizing that this 
was more than a " canal across Georgia and Florida " and should be 
handled as a national project, since its construction will be vital to 
the development of domestic and foreign commerce. In the event of 
future wars this canal could be invaluable to the Government, provid· 
ing a safe, protected inland route from the Mississippi River to Cum· 
berland Sound-a deep-water harbor with 32 square miles of anchor
age area with depth of from 30 to 90 feet and only 3 miles from the 
open sea-where a bunker coal port could be established at a port 
never closed by ice: and at Cumberland Sound the Atlantic-Mississippi 
Barge Canal would connect with the inland waterway along the At
lantic coast to New England, making it possible (as Major Gamble 
states) for the Government to "send from New England to Louisiana, 
promptly and safely, armaments and stores to meet emergencies, which 
could not venture upon the high seas floating a hostile navy." And 
the inland route from Cumberland Sound via St. Georges Sound to 
Mississippi Sound would not only save many miles, but avoid the 
dangerous straits of Florida and the tropical storms outside. A barge 
canal over this route would not only be feasible but economically and 
financially a sound proposition. Nature has already provided, ready
made, most of this route. Light-draft boats could enter or leave this 
canal, to and from the Gulf of Mexico, through the numerous bays and 
sounds, from Carrabelle, Fla., westward; the actual excavating would 
probably not exceed 150 miles. 

In 1915 the Government constructed a canal to oonnect the Apa· 
lachicola River and St . .Andrews Bay (about 24 mllea) at a cost of 
about $500,000. .A cut of approximately 14 miles would connect St. 
.Andrews Bay with Choctawhatcbee Bay; thence via Santa Rosa Sound 
to Pensacola Bay. A cut of about 4 miles would connect Pensacola 
Bay with Perdido Bay, and a furtherrcut of 10 miles, more or less, 
would provide the final link with Mobile Bay and Mississippi Sound ; 
thence through Lake Borgne and Lake Pontcha-rtrain and the industrial 
canal at New Orleans to the Mississippi River. 

In 1921 the Legislatures of Florida and Georgia created State 
canal commissions (Laws of Florida, 1921, ch. 8578, No. 183; 
Georgia Laws, 1921, Pt. I, Title VI, p. 159) for the purpose of se
curing the resurvey and construction of this canal, and made the 
governors of these State members ex officio of the commissions. In 
July, 1921, Gov. Cary A. Haruee appointed the following citizens of 
Florida to serve for a period of two years: John G. Ruge, o.f Apa
lachicola, as chairman of the commission ; Frank D. Upchurch, of Fer
nandina, and Mrs. Florence R. S. Phillips, of Tallahassee, and the com· 
missioners elected Mrs. Phillips as secretary of the commission. In 
July, 1923, Governor Hardee reappointed Chairman Ruge and Mrs. 
Phillips, and since Mr. Upchurch was unable to give attention to the 
work, appointed E. W. Bailey, of Fernandina, as the third com.mis
sioner. On January 6, 1925, Gov. John W. Martin bellame a member 
of the commission. In July, 1925, Governor Martin reappointed all 
members of the commission, and the secretary was reelected. 

There would seem to be no reason why the .Atlantic-Mississippi 
barge caoru. could not be dedicated to commerce in 1935, or sooner, 1t 

all agencies will cooperate and concentrate upon the matter. 'fhe 
canal could be built with funds derived from the sale of Government 
?onds •. tnx exempt, say, for 30 or 50 years. The bo.nds could be issued 
m ser1es, as needed, like the Liberty and Victory bonds, and would be 
as eagerly bought by the public. Government issues are always over• 
subsct·ibed. The C<Jnstructfon would provide work for thousands ot 
m,en fo~ ~everal years, relieving the unemployment situation and put
tm~ millwns of dollars in circulation, to the benefit of all classes of 
busmess. 

The .Atlantic-to-Mississippi barge canal could be used every day in 
the year (unlike northern canals and rivers that are icebound for 
four to six months each year) ; barges and other vessels could come 
from the upper Mississippi and tributary rivers and waterways from 
the Great Lakes via the canals connecting them with the rivers 'of the 
interior States, with shipments for the Southeast and for export, and 
could carry return loads Of citrus fruit, produce, minerals, lumber, 
and Jlaval stores, coal, and other merchandise ; there would be no loss 
through one-way traffic. 

THE OUTSTANDIXG APPEAL OF THIS PROJECT 

.The inland waterways of the United States can not be complete 
Wl~out a _barge canal from the Atlantic inland waterway to the Mis· 
sisstppi R1ver: the Atlantic-Mississippi barge canal will be wholly 
within the boundaries of the United States. 

With suitable barges, oil can be delivered from Texas Oklahoma 
and even from Mexico (thoroughly protected, as it were', by a pip; 
line) at the Atlantic coast for use in peace or war, at a minimum cost 
and without hazard-this alone means the saving of millions of dol· 
lars to the United States, to say nothing of this canal's value to 
domestic commerce and export and import traffic to and from the 
Atlantic seaboard. 

This canal will save approximately 500 miles betw~n New Orlean~t 
and New York; it will extend the Warrior River barge service (now 
fully established and profitably operated between New Orleans and 
Mobile) to the Atlantic States, which means that coal from .Alabama 
can be cheaply transported to other Southern States and to Eastern 
States, thereby encouraging new industries to locate in the Southeast. 

.And coal from Indiana, Ohio, and other inland States can be trans
ported by barge, without transshipment, to the bunker coal ports of 
the South and East, and to other new markets, domestic and foreign ; 
this canal will be the means of developing a great import, export, coal, 
and fuel harbor at Cumberland Sound. 

No foreign enemy ships could approach the great commercial inland 
cities by this route, since it will be a l>arge canal. 

It is advisable for the Federal Government to look ahead in timG 
and provide an all-inland, protected, continuous waterway from Cape 
Cod to the Rio Grande that will adequately serve the needs of the 
Government, of general commerce, and especially of the States in the 
Mississippi Valley, the grain-glowing section and great producing half 
of the United States; it is highly important to first connect up all of 
the coastal and inland waterways of the United States before under
taking to permit our Government to become a party to the construc
tion of any international projects. 

President ·Calvin Coolidge has said: "Foremost in the development 
of commerce has been the utilization of waterways. Our own country 
looks for its present and future development to the use of its water
ways, the natural avenues and highways of trade." 

" In .America," sald the late President Warren G. Harding to the 
Agricultural Conference, "we have too long neglected our waterways." 

The Republican national platform pledges the improvement and 
development of waterways, inland and coastwise, to the fullest extent, 
and the Democratic national platform favors a policy for fostering and 
building of inland waterways, liberal appropriations for prompt co· 
ordinated surveys as well as deeper waterways from the Great Lakes 
to the Gulf and Atlantic Ocean. 

The Mississippi Valley Association is co.mmitied to waterway devel
opment and has indorsed same, as has the Atlantic Deeper Waterwayg 
Association, the Southern Commercial Cong.ress, the North Florida 
Chamber of Commerce, and local commercial organizations along the 
proposed route of the canal. The m;;e of water transportation is coming 
back and will be de-veloped more in the future. The building of the 
Atlantic-to-Mississippi barge canal will benefit tbe corn-growing States 
enormously, as corn shipped through the canal will not be affected as 
when shipped through the Gulf Stream around the Straits of Florida; 
it will benefit the 1.-fiddle Western States, the New England States, the 
Central and Southern States-practically every State except those 
along or adjacent to the Pacific coast. And in tuture years, when tho 

intracoastal canal is extended from New Orleans via the Rio Grande 
to California, it will change the shipping routes of the world that now 
pass thro~gh the Panama Canal, and at an enormous saving of time 
and fuel ,and a voidance of the dangers of the open· sea. All of the 
States of the Mississippi Valley and of the Chattahoochee Valley will 
be directly benefited ; all cities and towns of the United States east of 
the Rockies, situated on navigable waterways, will be directly benefited 
by the construction of this project. 
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Chlcago will be connected with the Mississippi River by the llUnois 

Drainage Canal, a $20,000,000 project. Lake Erie will be connected 
with the Ohio River by the Lake Erie and Ohio River. Canal; the Erie 
Canal, New York Barge Canal, all will be connecting links in the 
national waterways system. All classes of business will be stimulated 
through increased and cheaper transportation and access to the coal 
fields of the interior States; new transportation routes will relieve the 
congestion at northern ports, relieve the shortage of fuel, prevent inter
ruption to traffi~ during the winter months, and will be a permanent 
blessing to our country. 

A route across Florida to and from the open ocean and Gulf will not 
be feasible for barge traffic; besides, an inland waterway is desirable 
for use in time of any future war, providing a protected route for 
transportation of supplies, munitions, and fuel to the Government forts 
and air stations along the Atlantic and western Gulf coasts. 

Fot· all reasons it will prove to be a wise investment for the Govern
ment to construct the Atlantic-Mississippi barge canal and provide a 
continuous inland route for bargt>s from ·cape Cod to the Rio Grande, 
and with the least possible .delay. 

For further information address the Florida State Canal Commis
sion, box 4.74, Tallahassee, Fla. 

[Extract from report of Committee on Railways and Canals] 

(Report No. 1246, Sixty-sixth Congress, third session, on H. R. 10919. 
Mr. WHEELER) 

The committee desires to append hereto certain data brought out 
in the hearing on t~is bill : 

RESULTS OF BUILDING THIS CANAL AND WATERWAY 

Extending the Mississippi River to the Atlantic. 
Developing a great import, export, coal, and fuel-oil harbor nt 

·Cumberland Sound, and providing access to foreign markets for- the 
coal and oil fields of the South and Central West and for the raw 
products and manufactured goods of the great producing half of 
the United States. 

Giving additional transportation facilities and perpetual lower 
freight rates to the States bordering on the Mississippi and its tribu
taries and to the Gulf and South Atlantic States, and relieving one
half of the United States from the costly and unnecessary sea and 
rail hauls, due to the present routing of imports and exports through 
north Atlantic ports. 

Promoting the national defense by providing a short cut, through 
inland and protected waters, from the Atlantic to the Gulf of Mexico 
and the Mississippi River. 

Placing New Orleans and Mobile 500 miles nearer to Liverpool 
and New York, and making New Orleans the western terminal of a 
great volume of trans-Atlantic and coastwise shipping. 

Providing return cargoes for the rail lines paralleling the Missis
sippi River, by delivering at New Orleans a largely increased volume 
of freight from eastern .and foreign points for distribution through 
the Mississippi Valley, thereby benefiting those roads and the entire 
transportation system of that section by making it possible for these 
lines to equalize traffic in both directions, and to reduce the freight 
cost per ton through the greater volume of business and through the 
abolition of the present empty-car movement northward from New 
Orleans. 

Aiding our mercantile marine by providing a fuel, docking, and repair 
port on the south Atlantic coast 500 miles nearer the Panama Canal 
than is Norfolk. This port will be located at the mouth of a transporta
tion funnel, through which the products of nearly half the country 
will naturally move to eastern and foreign markets, thereby iurnishing 
return cargoes for the vessels bringing imports to that point, which im
ports can be easily and cheaply distributed through the same terri
tory. The result will necessarily be an enormous increase in our 
foreign trade and increased business for our shipping. 

Opening up great agricultural, mineral, and industrial sections of 
the country, now largely undeveloped, on whose prosperity the future 
of the United States must largely depend. 

Benefiting the United States as a whole more than any other single 
project since the construction of the Panama Canal. • 

The Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association resolutions declare 
their belief in the principle " that all appropriations made by the 
Congress of the United States for the improvement of waterways 
should be expended solely upon such improvements as lie wholly 
within American boundaries." 

Among the resolutions adopted at the Fourteenth Annual Com·en
tfon of tbe Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association at Savannah, Ga., 
November 18, 1921, was the following: 

"Chief among these is the intracoastal waterway from Maiue to 
Florida and thence · to the Gulf of Mexico. The utilization of the 
sections already improved, which are as yet limited by the incomplete
ness of the whole system, has given substantial proof of the wisdom 
and the economic necessity for the project." 

And the Fifteenth Annual Convention of the association, held at 
Portland, Me., on September 15, 1922, adopted and had sent to Chair
man John G. Ruge, .of the Florifla State Canal Commission, the 
following: 

JOHN G. RUGE, 

Apalachicola, Fla.: 

- [Telegram} 

POBTL.A.~D, ME., Sept. 15, 19ZB. 

The Atlantic Deep Waterways Association would welcome passage of 
bill for survey and will so advise Congress. 

W. H. ScHOFF, Searetary. 

Resolution passed at the annua.I convention of the Mississippi Valley 
Association at Kansas City, A.prll 25-26, 1922 

FLORIDA CANAL PROJECT 

We recommend and encourage the efforts of the State of Florida 
toward the resurvey and definite work upon the Atlantic-Mississippi 
Canal project, upon which labor t;b.e State of Florida has embarked 
so energetically with the view of linking up this project with the Intra· 
coastal Canal, to which we are committed, as an investment in economic 
freedom and transportation relief for· the section affected and as an 
aid to the Mississippi Valley and the Nation. 

Resolutions adopted by the Atlantic Deeper Waterways Asso.ciation at 
the sixteenth annual convention, at Norfolk, Va., November 16, 1923 

[From the printed report of the convention] 
The delegates and members of the .Atlantic Deeper Wnterways Asso

ciation in sixteenth annual convention assembled in the city of Nor
folk, . Va., and representing every Atlantic seaboard State and the 
District of Columbia, do hereby adopt the following resolutions and 
recommendations and earnestly submit the same for the consideration 
of the United States Congress and the legislatures of the several 
States: 

"The adequate development of a national inland waterway system 
is foremost among the internal improvements necessary to the future 
welfare of the country. 

"Foremost in this system is the intracoastal waterway from Maine to 
Florida and thence to the Gulf of Mexico. The utilization of the 
sections already improved, as yet limited by the incompleteness of the 
whole system, has given abundant proof of the wisdom and economic 
necessity of this project. 

"The Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association, organized in 190.7, 
has consistently advocated this important cause. • • If so con
nected, commerce can be carried continuously between all points on 
these rivers and bays and all ports along the coast. • • At 
recent sessions we suggested the motto: 'American money for Ameri
can waterways.' This year we suggest another: ' Why not get the 
American waterways in shape to work? • 

WATERWAY ACROSS FL<?RIDA 

"A waterway across the State of Florida connecting the Atlantic 
with the Gulf has been advocated, and the proposition commends itsel! 
to this association. It would shorten communication between the ocean 
and the Gulf, would avoid the hazards encountered by navigation around 
the Florida Cape, and would form a necessary connection between the 
intracoastal waterway along the Atlantic seaboard and the intra
coastal waterway along the Gulf. We commend this prospective project 
to the attention of Congress and the engineers and express the hope 
that a practicable route may be selected and its construction brought 
within reasonable cost to the end that this essential navigation link 
sh<1ll be provided." 

[Extracts from the annual address of the president of the Atlantic 
Deeper Waterways Association, Hon. J. Hampton Moore, at Norfolk, 
Va., November 13, 1923] 

Sixteen years have elapsed since the organization of the Atlantic 
Deeper Waterways Association, the purpose of which was to establish 
a better understanding along · the Atlantic coast with respect to the 
development of ports and waterways and to encourage favorable action 
thereon by Congress, State, and local authorities. The result of this 
agitation has been highly beneficial along the entire seaboard and, in 
a way, has inspired e1l'orts in other secti{ms of the country to improve 
and utilize our natural resources. * • • · The work of this asso
ciation has been of great value to agriculture, commerce, and industry 
tht·oughout the United States. 

We should not fail to note the continued progress of foreign 
nations in canal development. England, France, Germany, Italy, and 
tbe Netherlands-all of them are keeping up their canalization for 
the encouragement of transportation and the distribution of commodi
ties. Some of their canals were indispensable during the war: 
• • • And, while ·we a:re speaking -of fot·eign activities, may we 
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not again urge that the Congress of the United States be careful to 
give first consideratlonn to American enterprise, so that the commerce 
of the United States may have a square deal with respect to foreign 
competition. 

A great project to the north of us, whlch has many proponents in 
the United States, would draw heavily upon United States resources, 
and, if adopted, upon Federal funds now required for our internal 
improvement. • • • Let us prepare for our own future. Let us 
care for our own household. Let us not postpone 1t nor delay lt. 
Let us do It now ! It we would see America first let us put America 
first! And, having said this much to ourselves 1n convention, 
let us say it to Congress and continue to say it until Congress shall 
approve. 

Resolution adopted by the Southern Commercial Congress, at the 
annual convention held 1n Chicago, November 20-22, 1922 

Whereas the commercial progress of the United States will be 
materially advanced by the development of water transportation; and 
the building of canals <'onnecting the rivers and lakes and the Atlantic 
Ocean with the Mississippi River and the Gulf of Mexico will add to 
the safety of our country ; and 

Whereas a bill has been introduced in Congress asking for a resur
vey of a proposed canal route from Cumberland Sound to the .Missis
sippi River and a canal connecting those bodies of water would be of 
inestimable value to commerce and to the Government, providing an 
all-inland protected route where barges and other vessels could carry 
return loads in either direction from the upper Mississippi and the 
Great Lakes to the Gulf and south Atlantic ports every day in the 
year, and said canal would be wholly within the boundaries of the 
United States ; and the eastern terminus at Cum~rland Sound 
would provide a bunker coal port only 8 miles from the operi sea, 
and large anchorage area never closed by ice, where ocean-going ves
sels could coal and secure cargoes for Europe and South America 
and other points at great saving of time and expense, and avoiding 
the delays and congestion at northern ports : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That this organization giv(l its indorsement and support 
to the project known as the Atlantic-to-Mississippi Canal connecting 
Cumberland Sound with the Mississippi River, to the end that this 
all-American canal may be constructed at the earliest practicable date 
after the report on the resurvey has been submitted to Congress in 
the manner governing such matters. 

At the twelfth annual meeting of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States in Cleveland. Ohio, May 6-8, 1924 

Among the questions for consideration there was submitted for con
sideration, on request of the Tallahasse Chamber of Commerce: 

That the national chamber indorse and support the project known as 
the Atlantic and Mississippi Canal, connecting Cumberland Sound with 
the Mississippi River. 

The summary refers this matter, together with other subjects, to the 
board of directors that it may receive the further consideration lt 
deserves. 

[Extracts from the printed summary of the ftrst midyear meeting, 
eastern division, Chamber of Commerce of the United States] 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., Jantlaf'11 17-18, 19~~. 
TRANSPORTATION 

The divisional meeting has heard in detail the conclusions of the 
transportation conference recently held in Washington under the 
auspices of the national chamber and has taken cognizance of the 
thoroughgoing character of the preliminary work, the results of which 
are embodied in the reports of six special committees appointed by 
fhe president of the Chamber of Commerce of the United States. 

There are contained in the reports of the transportation conference 
certain proposals which, In the opinion of the divisional meeting, are 
of great importance to the sound development of our national trans
portation system. For example, permissive Federal incorporation of 
railroads, supplementary legislation to perfect the consolidation pro
visions of the transportation act, store-door delivery (particularly by 
motor vehicles), and a comprehensive national waterway survey by the 
Army engineers with a schedule of priorities. 

[Extract from resolutions, Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association, 
Miami convention, November 23-26, 1925] 

WATERWAY ACROSS FLORIDA 

The fact that Florida is a peninsula jutting from the mainland 
southeastwardly for a distance of approximately 600 miles, abutting on 
the ocean and the Gulf, respectively, and with hazardous navigation 
for barges and small vessels around its southern extremity, presents the 
obvious necessity of constructing a waterway across the State by a 
protected route uniting the ocean and the Gulf and making possible 

through water transportation between the Atlantic seaboard and the 
Gulf States and the Mississippi River. The scheme is entirely prac
tical. It is only a question of when the time is ripe and other condi
tions are favorable for its construction. We respectfully commend to 
the consideration of the citizens of Florida and to those who are pro
moting intracoastal waterway along the Atlantic and the intracoastal 
waterway along the Gulf from New Orleans to Corpus Christl, whether 
this is not the opportune time to renew efforts for the construction of 
this Atlantic-Gulf waterway. 

House Memorial No. 6 to the Congress of the United States of America, 
asking that the preliminary examination and survey of the eastern 
section of the proposed Atlantic-Mississippi Canal be authorized, 
from Apalachicola, Fla., via St. Georges Sound, and across the 
northern portion of Florida to Fernandina, Fla., on Cumberland 
Sound. 

Whereas the improvement and development of our harbors and rivers 
to meet the ever-growing demands of the commerce of the country, 
both coastwise and inland, is not only the duty but the proper function 
of the Federal Government; and 

Whereas the construction of a barge canal from Cumberland Sound, 
Ga.-Fla., to St. Georges Sound, Fla., will link the Atlantic intracoastal 
waterway with the Mississippi River and the Golf intracoastal water
way extending westward from New Orleans, and thus completing the 
inland waterway from Cape Cod to the Rio Grande, and furthermore, 
linking, through the Mississippi River, the Great Lakes with the 
Atlantic Ocean at a port never closed by lee, and whlch would be of 
untold advantage and value to the commerce of the Mississippi Valley, 
the Chattahoochee Valley, and to the Nation; and 

Whereas by routing a barge canal up the St. Marys River and thence 
to St. Georges Sound some portions of existing rivers and streams in 
that section might be utillzid, and thus require the digging of only 
about 100 miles for such canal ; and 

Whereas the construction of this canal would reduce the distance 
between the Mississippi River and Cumberland Sound some 500 mlles 
and avoid the dangerous Straits of Florida, thus saving time and the 
possible destruction of shipping to the ertent of millions of dollars ; and 

Whereas the legislature of Flordia in 1921 created a permanent com
mission, designated the Florida State -Canal Commission ( ch. 8578, 
laws of Fla., acts of 1921) to secure the resurvey and construc
tion of this project, and thls proposed barge canal has been indorsed 
and approV'ed by the MissiBslppi Valley Association (comprising 27 
States), the Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association, the Southern 
Commercial Congress, and many other organizations ; and 

Whereas under the river and harbor act of March 3, 1925, there was 
an appropriation and allotment for the preliminary examination and 
survey of the waterway from Norfolk to Beaufort Inlet, N. C., also 
waterway from Charleston to Winyah Bay, S. C., as well as the water
way between Beaufort, N. C., and Gumberland Sound, thus completing 
the entire inland waterway surveys of the Atlantic coast from Boston 
to Florida ; and 

Whereas an appropriation was also made, under the river and harbor 
act, aforesaid, for the intracoastal waterway from New Orleans, La., to 
Galveston, Tex. ; and 

Whereas the preliminary examination and survey of the western 
section of the proposed Atlantic-Mississippi Canal, from New OrlPans, 
La., to the Apalachicola River, Fla., via Mobile Bay and Pensacola 
Bay, was authorized by the river and harbor act of March 8, 1925, for 
the purpose of securing a depth suitable to the economical operation 
of self-propelled barges: and said act further authorized the survey to 
be continued to Columbus, Ga., with the view of establishing barge 
service between Columbus, Ga., and New Orleans; and the inland 
route from Mobile Bay, Ala., is now open for barge traffic to New 
Orleans ; and 

Whereas the cost of the construction of a barge canal from Cumber
land Sound, via St. Georges Sound, to Mobile Bay would not .compare 
with the permanent benefits to general commerce to be gainey there
from : Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Florida, That the 
Senators and Representatives from the State of Florida in the Con
gress of the United States be, and they are hereby, respectfully re
quested and urged to make every effort to have the preliminary ex
amination and survey made of the northern route across Florida from 
Cumberland Sound to St. George's Sound and thence to the Apala
chicola River, Fla., to definitely locate the route of the Atlantic-Mis-
sissippi Canal so as to provide an all-inland route, th"rough existing 
rivers, sounds, and bays, between Cumberland Sound and the Apala
chicola River, there to connect with the western section of this project 
extending to the Mi sissippi River at New C · ans. 

Be it fu,·ther resolved, That the secretary of state of the State of 
Florida be requested to furnish each of the Senators and Representa
tives aforesaid a copy of . this n:iemo~ial, and that he also send a 
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copy of thiS"· memorial to · tb~ ' Presid ok' of the Unned States, , the llonse memorial No. 5 to ttie Congtess···of· the United ; Sta.te3 ·askingr.for 
Secretary of the Navy· and the· Secretary of. War. _ an appropriation to impl'ove anti·· deeperr the - Suwannee · River from 

Approved M-ay 14, 1925. the Gulf to Branford. Fla. 

Jlouse Memoria) Ko. s· to ' request the Legislatures ' of Alabama·, Mis
si sippi, and Louisiana to memorialize the Congress of the 'Onited 
srat~s of America to I authorize the preliminary e:ntmination and 
survey of tile easterrr section ot the proposed Atfn.ntic-Mississippi 
Canal and Inlandi Watevttay from· Cumbertand S-ound via St. 
George's Sound to the Apalachicola. River, Fla.; and to approv~ the 
cons;truction of said· canal. and waterway from Cumberlana Sound 
to Mobile Bay as soon as practicable after the Government engi
m~~rs have made report co-vering~ said easterR section and the west
em section thereof from New Orleans, La., to the Apalaehicola 
Rivet·, Fla. 

Wh-ereas the· Suwannee River is one' of· the important rivers in the 
;state of Florida, and with a reasonable· appropl'iatiorf could be- made 
suitable for navigation at' all seasmrs of tll-e• year ; and 

Whereas the improvement and deepening· or this river w-ould mean 
the speedy development of a rich agrirultnral section of the State: 
Therefore be it 

Resolt•ed by the Legislatw·e o'f the State of Florida, That our Senn. 
tors and Representatives in Congress use every honorable- means to 
secure an appropriation sufficient to· improve the Suwannee River, 
and to remove shoals, to the extent that said river shall be a p-erma-
1nent waterway for commerc~ at all times from the Gulf to the town 
;Of :aranford, Fla.; 

Whereas the Congress of the United States of America bas, under the 
river and harbor act of March 3, 1925, authorized the preliminary 
examination and survey of the western section of the proposed At
lantlc-l\lississlppi Canal and Inland Waterway, from New Orleans, La., 

1 P.esolved further, That a copy of- this memorial be furnislted to 
each of Florida's Senators and Representatives · in Congress. 

Appro>ed May s; 192o. 

to the Apalachicola River, Fla. ; and Statement of organized efl'ort to arouse public interest and cooperation 
Whereas the Legislature o! the state of Florida on May 11, 1925, to secure the. resurvey and construction of the all-American inland 

rnemo·riaUsed the. Congress to authorize th~ · prelimina-ry examination waterway connecting the Atlantic intracoastal waterway with the 
and survey of the eastern section of the proposed Atlantic-Mississippi • Gulf intracoastal waterway and the interior waterways, Great 
Canal and Inland Waterway; from the Apalachicola. River, Fla., via St. Lakes, rivers, . canals, and navigable streams that connect with 
George's Sound and the northern route across Florida, to the St. rivers that are tributary to the Mississippi River and all other 
Mary's River and thence to Cumberland Sound · at or near Fernan· rivers flowing into the coastal waterways . 
dina, Fla., and St. Mary's, Ga., and thus complete the preliminary The proposed Atlantic-Migsissippi barge canal and inland waterway 
examination · and sul"Vey. o! the entire route of said· barge' c::ma.l and ·.from Cumberland Sound: via the St. l\farys River, St. Georg.es Swm:l, 
waterway project, from the Mississippi River at or near New Orleans· ' and other waterways, bays, Mississippi Sound, and Lak-e, Ponehartrain 
to Cumberland So\md, via, Missi-ssippi Sound, Mobile Bay, Perdido ·to the industrial canal at New Orleans-; to the. 1\fisslssippi. River, is 
Bay, Ala., and Pensacola, Choetawhatchee and St. Andrews Bays, Fla., a national proposition, necessary" to , co»nect, and . make effiqient the 
to the Apalachicola River, and St. GeOl'ge's Sound, and thence to inlana: waterways of' thE! Uni'Wd Statesc, an:d : has reeei~d the indOPse. 
Cumberland- Sound··; and m8nt and- assistance of the following: 

Whereas it . is expedient that.c·the States .of Alab:una,., Mfssissippl, ami The Legisla;t;ure of! F.lortda•; 
!',ouisiana assmt im J secuting' the early compl.ete su:rvey of this projeet · The' Legis.IBtu"&e of Georgi-a; 
a'lld. ~ necessa!tt appvova:r for tire consttuctfon of. this: bargll ·canal and ! Th~ Florida State Canal Commission . (created ; in: 1921: as. a : perma· 
lnfl:l.FJdl, w~tl:!l"way that wllh.cc.nnect. the Gulf lntra'Coastal. Waternay', ·nent· coiiiUltssron to secure · the resurver andi • eonst.ruc?tion of this 
th-e; Rio Grande; too 1\f.fsslsirlpp!l River; and~ other' rivers allong-. th~ Gul:t; camit)'; 
ct>llst t of I th~ U'llited·: Staws, as:. · well as·' inlaJidJ dvers and- their- tribu.- I T~ Georgia.! State , c~ Commis:sio . (created: in; 19.21- by:· ther 
tlrrles, with- th~ Atla'liti~ lntr1tcoastal Waterway ru:ut, ports on .. the=· • Georgia Legislature to . seeure: thiJ., canal) : 
Atl~mtic coast, from" E!l6ffda to- Mainer to pr<>mote the agrieultutal and ' The Missis~ppi Valley Association (comprising over 20 States); 
illd=t~Etnllt- developmeM :ot · the GulfiCoiUt States, andJ in~ase ·· -and e:J>. The National Rive-rs .and Harbors Congress · (general approval); 
tend ·the dOmestic-~ commerce. of tire Nation.; and · 1 The Atlantic Deeper waterways Associa.ti<m- ( comprlsi:ng all- At· 

Whereas\' tbe Statei of. Ge!~rgt~· andJ tM·• Stat~ ot Florida · ha.-ve ' b¥ Id.ntic seahoai'<J• States) ; . 
legislative enactment creatett*pel'marlent State ~ canal. commissions , fol" I Gov. John" w. Martin; of Florfdw; 

I the purpose of securi~ the restfl'vey-and .. con truction of the Atlantic- E:t-G'ov.· Cary· .A. Hardee, ot Fl:brida:; 

I Mississippi Canal and Inlandt Watenmt ~ irom Cumberland Sound, via GoV":' Clitfor.r W'Hfrer; of" G'eorgta:; 
s.t~ Georg.es- Sound and the- rivers, bays;., sounds, and other natural Ex-Gov: ~-otnus- w. Hatd'Wit:k!; of a~a-; 

I waterways, to the Mississippi River at oo near New Orleans, La .• and Ex:-Go . ·llilgli M: Dorser,- C1f Geol'gia; 

I, said project has received the indorsetnent and~ support of t1ie Legi.Sla· H-on: H.' Cfaretawtord, secretary of7 st8:te-of 'Ft()rtdN·;' 
tures of Georgia al:ld' ' Flort$.~ and" of ;th'e, 1\.B!ssi~'Pf: 'Vlalley Association I!on. s:· G. 1\f'e:I:;en'dbn, se~r~tlrrY"' o-f stil:te·or· {Jieof'gi& ~ 
(comprising 27 States), the kt:la.ntict' Deeper Waterways Association Ex-Gov;· John Jl.l. Parker, .of Loulsian~t; 

, (compdsing_ all the Atla.ntic Coast States.),. the. Southern Commercial E:ktGov: Lee' M.' Rl:rssell; 0r-MfssissJppt~ 
Co~~erce, . a~d other oFg~niEation~ nati?n:a._J ' in scope, a~d· th:e lea~g-! Bon. Duncan u. Fletcher, l ihritett .. S.tates,..Senator, Ffol'ida; 
potitlcal pautles are pledged to ' develoiH th'e inland waterWllys · ot the.,. Hon Park Trammell . United States-Senator Flodda ~ -
United States and make-· t~~~ e~"ilient aids t~ . t1ie. gro-willg•· cummett!~"' Iron: R. a. Green, . ~econd ' congressionar dtstdct; Flortdli:: (anthot-' oe 
of the country, and the ~deral Government lS comlnitted ~o ~0~ b.ill (H~ R. 87l2) for preliminary examination and surrer ot thbt< 
a continuous inland waterway from Cape Cod to ttle Rl() Gr!m:Ie. !projeetr;... 

Therefore be it i Jf'@n.- J:, H. Slillthwtck; thir~ c<mgtess:iiomd diM:rict~ FloridH-'; 
Resolved by' the Le~litttwe- •ot 'the Sti:Jfe'·rif' Floffila~' That we do ra. EX-COngressman Itrank Cfa:rli, Ff'ortdli.'~ 

quest 1 tbit'L'Cgi-Slatures.rofr th~States of· Alabama, Mississippi; and~.Lotdsi- Hon. William J. Harris, United States- Senator, Georgl.a; 
an~t01 - t'tl.ke approt>ria't&· aetion .at' the- next· SM.'!i.on1 thereof to.-urge,.the, New Orleans Association of Commerl:!e, New Orleans, La.; 
Co:Ug:ress oll th~UnUM . States to;·antho~;ize-• the com~tio of·, the' pra. Association of Colllltt~r~ r.:aw Cltb!rleg; ~; 
li-ofiall'Fy' exam'inatiofl;:.a-nd-suney(o.f. the r.QUte proposed] for; the"' Atlalltic' Houstbn"'Cli:tlllhet' O'f' Oom~. Hoaston.-~'J.'ex,. ; . 
;Miuissippi• Barge:r Canal, tl!.e section beginning ' at- the Apma.chi~ol&:. f North 1 Flwtda:r Cham bet of Commecce-, h'eatlqtmrte-ra.- Tallahas.~. 
Riter, Fill., am:1 ertexrdin-g,· via, St. Georges r Sound. and tlle> rivers. and Fla. (comprising ·25-.conaties: ot'Ii'lmda)-: 
mea S-' east; therl!(Xfi to •' tne-.: St. Marn B.ivei" a-Ad ~ Cn.mbenland<l SoootYr. Fernandina Chamber of Commercer Fernandina-; Fla. (Fernancfuia 
on the Atlantic coast at or near Fernandina, Fla., and St. Mary.S.- Ga...; wlll be the terminus on tlie east: coag•ot· FlOrida) ~; 
ndr request. tlrat the: , c(}D.structioo of- sllid ,J>arge, canal- be- authorized" St. Marys Board of Trade, ,St;. Mt.J11Jj'.Gil; (eastern Georgia termin113 
as oo:a- ·as -practi-<table .after. the: G~.vernmentlengineet'S :ha-ve :ma.de their. 1 ot the canal) : 
repbrt thereon, and also 'their report . co~ring; , the- · Gulf..divisign, ,fiomi The Mannfaeturers! Record, Baltimore, Md.: 
New Otleans to the Apalachicola.·Riven, Flla ~, .at .St. . Geoll'~s.Sound .; -arut Southern c-ollillreTctal CongresS: tiead('ftiartl!ts, W3:shingtOtt; D. C.: 
tllM· &&id legislatuns sbslt:also, req.uest' t~ Members: . of- Congress-tr~ Panama City Chamber of ~llftt'Ce, J Panama City, Fla. (on St. 
~ir· respeetive Statea te--.aid- tlrisr. pro;feet: Be it-t~1 AW-~9 &-y.J ;, 

R'esfolve"d'; That th~ secnt&~f· oil . state. of the S.(ate. ot Flocida. be,r I Ly-.rur Hawem Clltt~rt of, Comm~rce, . Lynn, Haven, Fla. (on · Sti
atld~ is .. hereby;~ requ.ested to • send, a . copy; of, this memori&I; . under;· tile. A.Bdre\lffl &q~ :;, 
gr~t :. sea o:E. th6. State..ct'. ll!lorida.• . to- Jthe · d(}"l'eril~S: of . Alabama; \ ~!is- Tallahas1:1ee Chamber of Commerce, Tallaha~~See,, Fla1 (192.~) , ; .. 
sh~· aM· Lol:Jii.sian:&rt requestin~. tha.t. this. • memorial. be> , tran-smitted.· Aplrtaebicoia• <JllaJIIbet, l>fT C~r.ce, Apalaehicola1, Fila;:. (19.21 · ~. the 
b¥rtthem• tbt the · State senate : and--h~e ot: rep,resentatives--w~· the. Qm-emment. caaaJ: conaedin,m the!· Apalschiwla · Rinr Wlith-i E'llat' St. 
DK't• sesshta ott their legisle.tore~ convenes., aaa. al80· request tb&t tbel And:Mws" Bay· was bofit .. aboot 11Q•years.: ag~ aad, cost approximatel.¥ 
·G«.ern"&T-' of EllOrida , be-"' lld.Yised·. of ... the .., aetiOA- taken., by ' theiJlo.f in-· till& $5W,-1JOO:.~ It will ~ bit- a 1 S(fetlon 1.ot. th A1Jantic;Mi.ss1sstppi... ~~ and.. 
as twt. t:Jte·· lDDifstratl "'Caml. ae· NeW"' ·Orl~llll'l;...will ! be+ the· westem;.lift:k.. ot- tllia 

Approved May 28., 1925. ,,1 , ,, • inland waterway, connecting' It' with the- Mi~-Pili .Ri~e)})t; 
) 
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Pensacola •chamber of Commerce, Pensacola, Fla. ; 
Jasper Chamber of Commerce, Jasper, Fla.; 
Suwannee County Chamber of Commerce, Live Oak, Fla. ; 
Walton County Chamber of Commerce, De Fnniak Springs, Fla.; 
Gadsden Coun~ Chamber of Commerce, Quincy, Fla.; 
Flori(]a Bankers' Association, Group No. 1 (1920) ; 
Columbus .Chamber of Commerce, Columbus, Ga_; 
Bainbridge Chamber of Commerce, Bainbridge, Ga.; 
Brunswick Board of Tr·ade, Brunswick, Ga.; 
Favorable report by the Committee on Railways and Canals, House 

of Representatives (66th Cong., 3d sess-, Rept. No. 1246, January 27, 
1921, on former bill for resurvey of this canal route) ; 

Favorable hearing and consideration by the Chamber of Commerce 
of the United States of America (Referendum No. 43 to 641 organiza
tions in 47 States recommends an adequate system of water trans
portation and that Congress direct the Army Engineers to make a 
comprehensive survey of water developments) ; 

Hon. William J. Bryan and many other men in public life; 
Jefferson County Chamber of Commerce, Monticello, Fla.; 
Valparaiso Chamber of Commerce, Valparaiso, Fla. (on Cboctaw-

batchee Bay) ; 
Madison County Chamber of Commerce, Madison, Fla.; 
Santa Rosa County Chamber of Commerce, Milton, Fla.; 
Taylor County Chamber of Commerce, Perry, Fla.; 
Lake City and Columbia County Chamber of Commerce, Lake City, 

Fla.; 
Marianna Chamber of Commerce, Marianna, Fla.; 
Albany Chamber of Commerce, Albany, Ga.; 
Waycross Chamber of Commerce, Waycross, Ga. ; 
Macon Chamber of Commerce, Macon, Ga_ ; 
Pan American Congress, Atlanta, Ga. (1924). 
The Republican platform, 1924, pledges the improvement and de

velopment of waterways, inland and coastwise, to the fullest extent. 
The Democratic platform, 1924, favors a policy for fostering and 

building of inland waterways, liberal appropriations for prompt co
ordinated surveys, as well as deeper waterways from the Great Lakes 
to the Gulf and Atlantic Ocean. 

For all reasons it will prove to be a wise investment for tbe Govern
ment to construct the Atlantic-Mississippi Barge Canal, and thus pro
vide a continuous route of standard width and depth from Cape Cod to 
the Rio Grande, and with the least possible delay. 

OUR COUNTRY FIRST !-cOMPLETE THE NATIONAL SYSTEM OF INLAND 
WATERWAYS BEFORE CONSTRUCTING INTERNATIONAL WATERWAYS 

The proposed linking of the Atlantic Ocean with the Mississippi 
River by the construction of a canal from Cumberland Sound, a point 
between the States of Georgia and Florida on the Atlantic coast, to 
St. Georges Sound on the northern Gulf coast, will have a contln1l1llg 
value in tbe economic development of all that section of the country 
tributary to the Gulf of Mexico and to the Mississippi River. With
out this connecting link there can be no complete national system of 
inland waterways for commerce and national defense. (Mississippi 
Valley Magazine.) 

Build the all-American canal-the Atlantlc-Mississlppt barge canal. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; and accordingly, in compliance 
with the .order just adopted (at 4 o'clock and 57 minutes p.m.), 
the House adjourned until Sunday, April 25, 1926, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com
mittee bearings scheduled for April 24, 1926, as reported to the 
floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 

Second deficiency bill. 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA - , 

(10 a. m.) 
To amend an act of Congress approved March 1, 1920 (Public 

153), entitled "An act to regulate the height, area, and use of 
buildings in the District of Columbia, and creating a zoning · 
commission " (H. R. 5256). 

To provide for the condemnation of land for the opening, ex
tension, widening, or straightening of streets, avenues, roaos, 
or highways in accordance with the plan of the permanent 
system·ot highways for the District of Columbia (H: R-. 7789):· 

To authorize the Widening of Harvard Street, in the ·District 
of Columbia (H. R. 8201). . · 

To amend an act entitled "An act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia," approved June 1, 1910t 
as amended by an act of Congress approved December 30, 1910 
(H. R. 9898). 

To change the name of Dent Place NW., .between Forty-fourth 
Street and Foxhall Road, to Greenwich Parkway (II. R. 9637). 
_ To permit construction, maintenance, and use of certain pipe 

lmes for petroleum and it products (H. R. 100 2). 
To amend an act regulating the height of buildings in the 

District of Columbia (H. R. 11081). 
To al!thorize the construction of a memorial statue in the 

District of Columbia (H. R. 11118). 
To amend section 8 of the act of September 1, 1916 (39 Stat.) 

(H. R. 11174). 
COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS 

(10 a.m.) 
To revise the boundary of the Yellow. tone National Park, 

in the States of Montana, Wyoming, and Idaho (II. R. 9017). 
COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' LEGISLATION 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
Proposed bill amending the World War veterans' act with 

reference to the appointment of guardians. 
Scheduled (or April 26, 1926 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 

(10.30 a.m.) 
Legislation relative to labor disputes in the coal-mining in· . 

dustry. 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION 

(10.30 a.m.) 
Conferring jurisdiction upon the United States District Court 

for the Di'ltrict of Oregon or the Court of Claims to hear and 
determine any suit or suits, actions or proceedings which may 
be instituted or brought by the Klamath irrigation district, a 
public corporation of the State of Oregon, or the State of 
Oregon by intervention or direct suit or suits, to set aside that 
certain contract between the United States and the California 
Oregon Power Co., dated February 24, 1917, together with all 
contracts or modifications thereof, and to set aside or cancel 
the sale made by the United States Government, through the 
Secretary of the Interior, of the so-called- Aukeny and Reno 
Canals, and the lands embraced in the rights of way thereof, 
made in the year 1923. (H. R. 9493.) 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To permit the purchase of naval aircraft engines without 
advertisements. (H. R.11249.) 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 

(10.30 a.m.) 
To pro~ide for the payment of the awards of the Mixed 

Claims Commission the payment of certain claims of German 
national against the United States, and the return to German
nati.onals of property held by the Alien Property Custodian. 
(H. R. 10820.) . 

EXEQ:tJTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause ·2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 

were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
468. A communication from the President of the United 

States, transmitting a supplemental ·estimate of appropria· 
tion under the legislative establishment, United States Senate, 
for the fiscal year 1926 in the sum of $7,500 (H . . Doc. No. 
339) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be' 
printed. : · 

469. A : communication from the President of the United· 
States, -transmitting deficiency estimates of appropriations foi~ 
the Department of Justice for tlie fiscal year 1925 and prior 
years amounting to $89,533.01 ; and supplemental estimates of 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926, amount-· 
ing to $1,022,000 ;- in all, $1,111,533.01-; 'also drafts of proposed 
legislation affecting existing appropriations (H. Doc. No. 340) ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be ·printed.~ 

470. A communication from the President of the United1 
States, transinitting a- supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the Treasury Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1926, to remain available until June 30, 1927, for refunds 
to railroads for -interest collected, ·-- $48;852.83 · (-H. Doc. ~. No. 
341) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. · _., 

.I 
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471. A communication from the President of the United · lating to tmnishment for- the illegal manufacture and sale of 

States, tran~mitting a deficiency e timate of appropriation for liquors; to the Committee. on the Judiciary. 
ti:lc Distric.1 of Columbia for the fiscal year 1925, $213.33, and By 1\ft. SUMMERS of Washington: Joint resolution (H. J. 
supplemental estimate of appropriations for the fiscal year end- Res. 233) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan certain 
ing June 30, 1926. amounting to $14,000; in all, $14,213.33 (H. French guns, which belong to the United States and are now 
Doc. No. 342) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and or- in the city park at \Valla Walla, Wash., to the city of Walla 
dered to be printed. Walla, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. LEHLBACH: Committee on the Civil Service. H. R. 

359. A bill to amend an act entitled "The classification act 

Affairs. 
By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution (H. Res. 235) for the imme

diate con~deration of H. R. 11325; to the Committee on 
Rules. · · 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
of 1923," approved March 4, 1923; without amendment (Rept. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
No. 960). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
on the state of the Union. By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 11577) for the relief of 

Mr. LEIILBACH: Committee on the Civil Service. H. R. Capt. Chauncey Shackford, United States Navy, retired; to the 
84. A bill to amend the act entitled "An act to provide for Committee on Naval Affairs. 
the classification of civilian positions within the District of Co- Also, a bill (H. R. 11578) for the relief of Theodore Fred
lumbia and in the field services," approved March 4, 1923, and erick Howe, chief pay clerk, United States Navy; to the Com
the act amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto; with- mittee on Naval Affairs. 
out amendment (Rept. No. 961). Referred to the Committee Also, - a bill (H. R. 11579) granting an increase of -pension 
of the Whole Hou e on the state of the Union. to Mary E. Kimball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. LEHLBACB: Committee on the Civil Service. H. R. By Mr. BOWLES: A bill (H. R. 11580) granting a pension to 
10057. A bill to authorize the granting of leave to ex-service Hattie L. Horton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
men and women to attend the annual convention of the Amer- By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 11581) granting 
icau Legion in Paris, France, in 1927 ; without amendment . a pension to Martha Gallentine ; to the Committee on Invalid 
(Rept. No. 962). Referred to the Committee of the Whole Pensions. 
Hou eon· the state of the Union. By Mr." EATON: A bill (H. R. 11582) granting an increase 

Mr. KIESS: Committee on Printing. H. Con. Res. 23. A of pension to Emma H. Day· to the Committee on Invalid 
concurrent re olution authorizing the printing of the :Madison Pensions. ' 
Debates of the Federal Convention and relevant documents in By Mr. W. T. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 11583) granting 
commemoration of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of an increase of pension to Ella Williamson ; to the Committee 
the Declaration of Independence; (Rept. No. 965). Ordered on Invalid Pensions. 
printed. By Mr. · FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 11584) granting an in-

:Mr. PORTER: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. crease of pension to Mary M.· Justice; to the Committee on 
232. A joint resolution to provide for the expenses of dele- Invalid Pensions. 
gates of the United States to the International Sanitary Con- By Mr. FREDERICKS: A bill (H. R. 11585) for the relief 
ference to meet at Paris on May 10, 1926; with amendment of William Ellis McCarthy· to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
( Rept. N<r. 966). RefeiTed to the Committee of the Whole By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (.H. R. 11586) for the relief of Fanni~ 
House on the state of the Union. B. Armstrong; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 11587) granting an increase of 
H. R. 11119! A bill to alter the personnel of the Public Utili- pension to Mary N. Hunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
ties Commission of the District of Columbia, and for other sions. 
purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 967) · Referred .to the By Mr. LETTS: A bill (H. R. 11588) granting an increase of 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Umon. pension to Ellen Driscoll; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re
ferred as follows : 

A bill ( S. 2817) for the relief of Edgar K. Miller; Commit
tee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 11525) for the relief of Commander U. R. 
Webb United States Navy, and others; Committee on Claims 
disch~rged, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under -clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 11572) to authorize and 

direct the construction ·and maintenance of a memorial high
way .connecting the city of Springfield, Ill., with the city of 
Beardstown, Ill., and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Roads. 

By Mr. SWARTZ : A bill (H. R. 11573) to provide for ad
justed compensation and promotion of railway postal clerks 
appointed prior to January 1, 1925; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. : 

By Mr. LAGUARDIA: A bill (H. R. 11574) to pro-vide f~r 
the return to German nationals of property held by the .Alien 
Property Custodian; to the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 11675) to amend a~ 
act entitled "An act to incorporate the American Social Gcience 
Association "·; to the Committee on the Distrid of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11576) to amend 
the first paragraph of se_ction 29, tit,e 2, chapter 85, of the 
first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress found in volume 41, 
part 1, page Sl(t, of the United States Statutes at Large, re-

sions. · 
By Mr. MAcGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 11589) granting a pen

sion to Joseph Korhummel; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. MENGES: A bill (H. R. 11590) granting an increase 

of pension to Agnes 1\f. Dinsmore ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 11591) for the relief of 
Sidney F. Foree; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 11592) granting an increase 
of pension to Lucy E. Moulten ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11593) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. McCune ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11594) granting an increase of pension to 
Amelia Faist ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 11595) granting a pension 
to Lottie Remster ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 11596) granting an in
crease of pension to Margaret E. Se~rcy ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11597) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Thayer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 11598) for the relief of Joseph 
Ryan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11599) granting a pension to Sarllh M. 
Brasher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 11600) granting an increase 
of pension to Blanche C. Loveland ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

' Und~r ~lause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
:on the·. elerk's desk and referred as follow!?: 

1897 .. •By Mr. BR~_GGS: Night lettergram from the Enter.
prise, Livingston, Tex., urging passage of Senate bill 750; to 
~he Oo~mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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18{)8. Also, night Iette.tgram from Dr. II. Bel7gm~, Living- . 1910. Also, petition of the- Alb~rt Dickinson Co.,. of Chicago, 

ston, '.rex., urging passage of Senate bill 750; tOo th~ pommittee · urging support of the migratory bird refuge and marshland 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. , conservation biU (H. R. 7479)' ; tO< the Committee on Agricul-

1SmL Also, night lett€rgram from 1\fr. L. 0. Jaek,~'on, of Liv- · ture: 
ingston,. Tex., urging pasrurge of SeD~te bill 750.; fq the Com~ 1911.. Also·, petition of post-office employees of Quincy, IlL, 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Cammerce. urging support of House bill ~05 ; to the Committee on the 

1900. Also, night lettergram from Mr. P. II. Cauth~n, Trinity Civil Service. 
Chamber of Commerce, Trinity, Tex., urging passage of Senate . 1912. Also, petition of members of the U. S. S. Canopus, urg
bill 750 ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign; .Commerce. mg support of House bill 5709 ; to the Committee on World' 

190.1. Also, night lettergram from Mr. J. W. Coclu;an, of Ltv- War Veterans' Legislation. 
ingston, Tex., urging passage of Sen~te bill 750; to the Com- 1913. Also, petition of Alvin Warren and others,. urging sup-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign t)ommerce. port of the farm organization Federal farm board bill; to the 

1902. Also, night lettergranr from Sory Motor Co., of Living- , Committee on ..Aoooriculture. 
ston Tex. urging passage of Senate bill 750 · to the Committee 1914. By 1\ir. GARBER; Resolution by the memb~ship of 
on I~terstate and Foreign Commerce. ' the First Chure~ ?~ Christ, Scientist, of Washingt~n, D. C., in 

1903. Also. night lettergram from Waller Grocery Co., of sup.I?o;t of proh1b1tion enforcement; to the Committee on the 
Trinity, Tex., mging passage of Senate bill 150; to the Com- Judiciary. . .. 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 1915. By Mr: ~LLUI : Pet1t10n of I. A. Crane a!ld a num-

1904. Also, night lettergram from Mr. L. F. Gerlach, of Liv- ber of other Citizens of Keene,~ Tex., pro.testing agarnst ~act
ingston Tex. urging passage of Senate biD 750 • to the Com- j ment of ~omp~lsory Sund~. Y observance bills ; to the Committee 

· ' · ' F · u l"f'. ' , on the District of Columbia. 
m1ttee on Interstate ::rnd ore1bn vommerae. 1916 B 11.r- MOONEY. R 1 t• ad t d b th- Cl 

1005 Als · ht 1 tt u fr M • E G lach f Li · Y .l.ll.J.C. • eso u 1on op e y e eve-
• · o, m~a· e ere.ram om tr • .n.. • ~ · ' 0 v- I land City Council, indorsing t'he Stanfield-Lehlbach retiremen~ 
m~ston, T~x.,. ~rerng passage. of Senate bill 750, to the Com-. bill; to the Committee on the Chi:l Service. 
m1ttee on Interstate and F~re.Ig~ _9ommerce. . . . 1917. Hy Mr. lUORROW: Petition of citizens of RosweU. 

1006. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petitio~ of the. Sebewamg (Mich.) N. Mex., protesting against eompul'sory Sunday observance biUg 
Cham~r of Gommerc~,. urgmg a poll<!y tendrng to.wfi:ttd !Jte con- ' (H. R. 10311, 10123, 1179·, 78321; to the Committee on the 
sen:ation and replanting, of our. forests; to the: ComiiUttee on District of Col'nmb.ia. 
Agriculture. . . 1918. By Mr. O'CONNELL of' New York: Petition of the 

1907. By l\Ir; DOUGLASS: Pebtion of Charles. Russell 1 Crockery Board of Trade, of. New York,. favoring the passage 
JJo.well Camp, No. 9, Sons. of Union Veterans of the Civil 'Va:r. ' of House bill 4798 · fo the Committee on tlie Civil Service 
115I Washington Street,. Bost?n, :a!ass., respectfully. ~gil;g \ 1919. Also-, petition ot the Arkansas Game and' Fish CO<~is
early _and favorable cons-Ideration ?f the- Elliott pension. b1ll . sion, ~iftle Roek.r Ark,, fa:vormg the passage of House bill 7479 
(R R. 4033'), and fhrongh the camp;s commander,. Benjamm F. l and Serrate bill2607 .. to· the Committee on the JSterehant Marine 
Dexter, and secretary, James F. De Castro,. submit a, petition and Fisheries. ' 
bearing the signatures of the member& of the-camp~ to the Com- · 1920. Also, petition of Hightower, O'Brien & Porter, of' Cin·
mitlee on Invalid Pensions. . 1 cinnati, Ohio, pretesting on l'>ehalf o.f the growers and shippers 

1908. By 1\Ir. FULLER: Petition of Barber;..Colman Co., o:f 1 of fruits and vegetables against a so:-cal!M· vofuntary registra-· 
Rockford, ill., urging :travorable action on the- Michener bill tioz:r plan- of the Depa-rtment of .Agrfeliltnre; to the Committee' 
(H. R. 8119) ~to the Committee on the Judicin~y.. on AgpieultuYe. 
· 1909. Afso, petition of the' Continental CaSllalty Co. and 1921. By Mr. TEMPLJDI: Evidence in wpport of House bill 
otf:ters, protesting against tbe enactment of the. FitzgeEald biU.; 111479, granting a pension to Fral!l.OOS Schaughency; to the Oom .. 
to the Committee on the District ot Columbia. mittoo- on Invalid P'ensiOAs. 

;' . 
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