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A MEMBER. It is necessary to finish the proceedings connected with 
the roll-call. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is not necessary. A few 
days· ago, Speaker CARLISLE being then in the chair, we adjourned 

- in the midst of a roll-call. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Time and again it has been held that a roll

call can not be interrupted. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of· the present occu

pant of the chair the arrival of the hour previously :fixed for adjourn
ment does not interrupt a roll-call and the announcements connected 
therewith. The Clerk will read the additional pairs. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. TABSNEY. 
Mr. McKENNA. with Mr. BYNUM, for the residue of to-day and for 

Monday. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill . 

was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (at 5 o'clock and 7 minutes p.m.). In 

accordance with the order heretofore made, the House now stands ad
journed until Monday morning next at 11 o'clock. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Concurrent resolution of the General Assem
bly of Louisiana, relating to the improvement of the Calcasieu River
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of C. Thompson, E. S. Post, E. G. 
Spalding, P. B. Sanborn, H. W. Cooley, and many other ex-soldiers, 

- in favor of the passage of the bill for the relief of indigent and depend
ent soldiel'S---"to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of W. P •. Smith and 24 others, and 
of Fowler Post, No. 366, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ohio, in favor 
of Senate bill1886-to the same committee. 

Also, petition of George Moore and 23 others, for free coinage of sil
ver-to theCommittee on Coinage, Wei~h3_ and :Measures. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of Franklin w naley, ·of Missouri, asking 
that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Memorial of attorneys of Shelby County and of 
Panola County, Texas, for the removal of Federal courts from Jefferson 
to Marshall, Tex.-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition numerously signed for a dam at Herr's 
Island, in tlie Alleghany River, Pennsylvania-to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. · _ 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of members of George Adams Post, No. 
151, Grand Army of the Republic, and citizei:ls of Eagle Bend, Minn., 
for the passage of Senate bill1886-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
a!ions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of John McCoy, praying that his war 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of J. C. Shelby, of 
:Moscow County, Kentucky, asking that his war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims-to the same committee. · 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 

I bill7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for
I feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
l strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla
r boma; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
, to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 

~ holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and so bstituting Treasury notes 
for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands: 

By Mr. BOUND: PetitionofB. F. Williams and 324 othel'S, citizens 
of the fourteenth district of Pennsylvania. _ 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Jerome Kohn and 64 others, of James 
Fadden and 106 others, and of William D. Murphy and 150 others, 
citizens of the thirteenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of George F. De Long and 204 others, 
of A, A. Linn and 166 others, and of Conrad Miller and others, citizens 
of the fourth district of Michigan. 

By Mr. J. M. C~IPBELL: Petition ofWilliam Brown and 103 others, 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of Thomas Callahan and 6~ others and 
of Louis Heing and 42 others, citizens of the tenth district of Missouri. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Allen Moore and 534 others, of 
F. J. Taylor and 90 others, and of Thomas Walsh and 75 others, citi
zens of the :fifth district of Michigan. 

By Mr. A. C. DA YIDS,ON: Petition of D. O'Rourke and 64 others, 
and of J. C. Thompson and 50 others, citizens of the first district of 
Alabama. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of Peter 1\IcGi~en and 224 others 
and of G. A. Raymond and 180 others, citizens of the twenty-ninth 
district of New York. 

By Mr. EY ANS: Petition of Charles H. Condiff and 36 others, of 
.Tames Alexander and 71 others, and of John E. Bocks and 95 othel'S, 
citizens of the seventh district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. :fUNSTON: Petition of J. J. Smith and 37 others, of John 
Flood and 24 others, of M .. J. Russell and 49 others, of E. G. Wright 
and 60 others, of James Grant and 144 others, of Miles Finn and 228 
others, :or McMillan Renick and 487 others, of L. E. Potter and 89 
others, and of E. W. Turner and 68 others, citizens of the second dis
trict of Kansas. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Petition of Thomas H. Cummings and 76others, 
of Jos. McDonnelle and 126 others, of John J. Schiltz and 68 others, of 
Frank !ti. Morgan and 48 others, of James J. Galvin and 46 others, 
and of John B. Swift and 1,038others, citizens of the fourth district of 
Minnesota. · . 

By Mr. HALE: Petition of R. M. Austin and 110 others, of James 
F. Day and 56 others, and of M. Sheetz and 24 others, citi~ens of the 
second district of Missouri. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of H.- L. Miller and 137 others, of Mat
thew Robinson and 110 others, of A: F. Brown and 118 others, of R. 
Sutton and 367 others, of Robert Hardie and 115 others, of C. J. How
ard and 241 others, of A. J. Dickey and 70 others, and of L. L. Saw
yer and 110 others, citizens of the tenth district of Iowa. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of M. E. Johnson and 90 others, of E. B. 
Green and 39 othen;, of C. H. Judd and 79 others, and of J. H. Wat
son and 90 others, citizens of the third district of Nebraska. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Lizzie Martin and 20 others and 
of M. S. Drew and 26 others, citizens of tlie sixth district of Massa
chusetts. 

By Mr: McRAE: Petition of Joseph Yagner and 83 others, of J. :U. 
Raines and 61 others, of A. Huntley and 136 others, and of E. Groves 
and 20 others, •citizens of the third district of Arkansas. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of George E. Miller and 32 others, of 
H. C. Griffith and 104 others, of H. L. Pinkham and 44 others, of 
Charles H. Dunton and 38 others, and of Robert A. Moore and 23 
others, citizens of the third district of Maine. 

By Mr. MORRILL : Petition of F. P. Lewis and 235 others, citizens 
of the :first district of Kansas. 

By Mr. NEGLEY : Petition of Thomas Martin and 60 others, of J. 
R. Selden and 41 others, and of G. Keller and 36 othel'S, citizens of 
the twenty-second district of Pennsylvania. 

. By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Abel O'Hara and 246 others, and of 
Charles E. Streeter and 168 others, citizens of the seventh district of 
Kansas. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Petition of John May and 149 others and of 
James Saunders and 35 others, citizens of the :fifth district of New 
Jersey. . 

By Mr. T. B. REE.D: Petition of E. F. Ridlau and 25 others, of 
Leonard Palmer and 25 others, of Charles F. Tebbetts and 101 others, 
of Fred 0. Powell and 243 others, of John H. Frende and 45 others, 
and of George Porter and 100 others, citizens of the :first district of 
Maine. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of J. :F;. Bundy and 80 others, citizens of 
the second district of Kansas. · 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of B. Stadler and 275 others and of 
Peter J. Doyle-and_l16 others, ·citizens of the thirteenth district of llli
nois. 

By :Mr. 1\nLO WHITE: Petition of E. S. Burns and 55 others and 
of J. M. Keith and 180 others, citizens of the :first district of Minne-
sota. ' 

By :Mr. WISE: Petition of J. J. Bruner, ·T. E. Stratton, and 69 
other members of Assembly No. 4097, Knights of Labor, of Virginia. 

SENATE. 

MoNDAY, July 12, 188G. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap

proved. 
COUMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
may have leave to sit during the sessions ofthe Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
that the Committee on Privileges and Elections have leave to sit dur
ing the sessions of the Senate. That )eave will be granted if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears no objection. 
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OTOE AND MISSOURIA LANDS. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that House bill7087, which 
has been returned from the House, be laid before the Senate. . 

The PRESIDENT pro temp<>re laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
7087) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to extend 
the time for the payment of the purchas~?money on the sale of the res
ervation of the Olioe and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of 
Nebraska and Kansas, which was returned from the House of Repr~? 
sentatives in accordance with the request of the Senate made July 9, 
1886. 

1\lr. DAWES. I mo:ve that the Senate insist upon it.."! amendments, 
nnd ask for a committee of conference upon the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. · 

The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 

appoint the conferees on the part of the.Senate; and Mr. DAWES, Mr. 
HARRISON, and Mr. MAXEY were appointed. 

1\IRS. SARAH YOUNG. 
Mr. BLAIR. I wish to call attention to a pension bill, to Senate bill 

2113, on which a conference committee was appointed, and the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], myself, and the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. 'VILSON] were named as conferees on the part of the Senate. I 
desire to have the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] ap
pointed on the committtee of conference instead of myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks to be excused from service upon the committee of conference _on 
the bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young, and that the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. WHITIHOR~'"E] be appointed to take his 
place. If there be no objection that order will be made. The Chair 
he.:·us none. 

EXECUTIVE C01E\.IUNICATIONS. 
· The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that an appro
-priation b~ made in the sundry civil appropriation bill for approaches 
and heating apparatus for certain public buildings; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. . . · 

He also laid before the Senate a comn.mnication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a recommendation from the United States 
Treasurer that the appropriation in the sundry civil appropriation bill 
for recoinag~ of gold and silver coins be. increased from $10,000 to 
$30,000; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents resolutions of the 

General Assembly of the State of Louisiana, transmitted by the gov
ernor of the State, relative to the national defenses. If there be no ob
jection theresolutio~, without being read, will be ordered to be. printed 
as a document, and will be printed in the RECORD and referred to the 
Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The-resolutions are as follows: 
Concurrent resolution. 

Whereas reports made to Congress by the President, Cabinet officers, the for
tification board, the committees of the Senate and of the House indicate that the 
Government of the United States is without forts, guns, ships, or other defenses 
capable of successfully resisting a hostile attack made not only by any of the · 
great powers of Europe, like Great Britain, France;... Germany, or Russia, but 
even by second or third rate powers, such as Spain, unili, or China; and 
Where~ this defenseless condition of our country is humiliating to our na

tional pride and patriotism, is unbecoming a free people poRSessing the vast 
and unrivaled resources at our command, and has rightly caused profound 
anxiety and discontent among our people, manifested by all the methods of ex-

. pression through which the popular will finds utterance, including the action 
of State Legislatures, the voice of the public press, and the declarations and 
appeals of private citizens; and especially is evidenced by a public letter from 
Samuel J. Tilden, a citizen so eminent, so wise, and so held in the esteem and 
affection of the people that his advice sways and influences millions of his ad
miring fellow-citizens : Therefore, 

Be it resoZ"ed by the GeneraL Assembly of the State of Louisiana, That we view 
with grave regret and disappointment the inaction of Congress in regard to 
making adequate and ample provision for the commQn defense of our country 
and that Louisiana is willing to bear her share of the burdens to create a perfeci 
and complete system of national defense for the protection of our seaboard and 
wate.r and land frontier lines fronting on the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, on the 
1\Iextcan <2tulf, and _t~e great lakes and water ways of our northern boundaries; 
and that, m our opm10n, the resources of the Government should, without hesi
tation or stint, be devoted to creating the means and appliances capable of pro
tecting o~r frontiers and eXJ)osed cities and coasts and the creation and build
ing of a navy capable against all adversa.ries of sustaining American honor and 
interests at home and abroad and affording some foundation and basis to the 
national Executive to assert and enforce our rights and policy, whether in
volved in the pursuits of our hardy fishermen of the Northeast or complicated 
by efforts of European nations to establish new protectorates or colonies in con
tinental Amerjca, or over or upon its isthmian connections, or upon any of its 
dependent islands. • 

Be it further resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congres . .<! be 
requested to use their best efforts for the adoption by Congress of the policy 
r~commended in the foregoing preamble and resolution. 

Be it further resolved, That the governor be requested to send copies hereof to 
the presiding officers of the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States and to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the .American, 
.Atlantk and Pacific Ship-canal Company (Nicar~aua), remonstrating 

against the incorporation by Congress of the Maritime Canal Company 
of Nicaragua; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions, and ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of 75 citizens of ·McGregor, Tex., · 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, Congressional and Pr~ 
idential elections, and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury sur
pins; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of James Cullen and 27~ other 
citizens of Colorado, and the petition of T. J. Cash n.ud 310 other citi
zens of Colorado, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to 
the public lands, the organization of the Territory of Oklahuma, Con
gressional and Presidential elections, and the disbursement of a part 
of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi-
nane~ · 

1\lr. EVARTS presented n. petition of 19 citizens of Hebron, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented resolutions adopted by Pomona Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Dunn, Ea.u CL'\ire, and Buffalo Counties, in 
the State of Wisconsin, favoring the passage of the bill regulating the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and butterine; which was or
dered to lie on the tab1e. 

Mr. UA.XEY presented thirteen petitions of J. B. Badgers and other 
citizens of Texas, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to 
the public lands, (he organization of the Terr~tary of Oklahoma, Con
gressional and Presidential electionS, and the disbursement of a part of 
the Treasury surplus;. which were referred to the Committee on Fin
ance. 

Mr. MILLER.,resentedsix petitions of cttizens of New York, pray
ing for the passage of certain bills in relation to the pub_lic lands, the 
organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, Congressional and Presi
dential elections, and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury sur
plus; which were referred to the Committee on .Finance. 

1\lr. BLAIR presented four petitions of citizens of New Hampshire, 
praying for the passage of certain bills iu relation to the public lands, 
the organization of the Territory of O~lahoma, Congressional and Presi
dential elections, and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury sur
plus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

1\:lr. FRYE presented two petitions of citizens of Maine, praying for 
the passage of certain bills in relation to the pl,lblic lands, the organi
zation of the Territory of Oklahoma, Congressioi;lal and Presidential 
elections, and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury S"J.rplus; 
which were ·referred to the Committee on Finance. 

1\fr. PLUl\IB presented seven petitions of citizens ofXansas, praying 
for the passage of certain bills_in relati_on to public lands, the organiza
tion of the Territory of Oklahoma, Presidential and Congressional elec
tions, and the disbursem-ent of a part of the Treasury surplu&; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF CO:IBIITIEES. 

Ur. HARRis. In behalf of the Senator from Nevada (Ur. JoNEs], 
who is absent from the session of the Senate by reason of illness in his 
family, I snbmit a written report to accompany certain ~mendments 
reported by the. Senator from the Committee on Finance to the bils 
(H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of a gallon of 
distilled spirits. I simply ask that the report be printed, to accom
pany those amendments, and let it be ·done in the name of the Senator 
from Nevada in whose behalf I present the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

1\.fr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2611) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Saint Louis River at the most accessible point between the St.1.tes 
of Minnesota and Wisconsin, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on P.ublic Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2796) to establish a land office at Lamar, Colo., re
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. HA'MPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 13) in relation to the claim 
made by Dr . .John B. Read againstthe·UnitedStatesforthealleged use 
of projectiles cbimed as the invention of said Read and by him alleged 
to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement made between 
him and the War Department, and for which no compensation has been 
made, moved its indefinite postponement, which was agreed to; and he 
reported a joint resolution tS. R. 77) in relation to the claim made by 
John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of projectiles 
for rifled ordnance claimed as the invention of said Read and by him al
leged to have been used punmanttoacontractorarrangementmade be
tween him and theW ar Department in 1856, tor which no compensation 
has been made; also in relation to the claim of William E. Woodbridge, 
based upon the plea of alleged priority in this line of invention; which 
was read twice by its title. 

l'r!r. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Francis W. Haldeman, :reported it 
without a~endment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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.Mr. M:ANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, .reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

BILLS IN"TRODUCED. 

Mr. SRERUA N {by request) introduced a bill (S. 2833) to stop all 
payments of public money to James B. Eads, his associates, or assigns, 
for past, present, or future work at the South Pass of the Mississippi 
River until otherwise ordered by Congress; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. · 

Mr. Y AN WYCK introduced a. bill (S. 2834) granting a pension to 
Mm. Hettie K. Painter; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2835) granting a pension to Miss Jn\iet 
G. Howe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the · Com
mittee on Pensions. 

Al\IENDM.ENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

OBSTRUCTIVE DEPOSITS IN NEW YORK HARBOR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. "Concurrent or other resolutions" 
are now in order. [A pause.] If there be none such, the Calendar, 
under the gpecial order, will be taken up for cOnsideration. 

Mr. MILLER. I ask unanimous consent to go "t>ack upon the Cal
endar to Order of Business No. 700, being Senate bill 2157, which was 
read through upon Saturday last. Senators will remember the pecul
iar circumstances under which it was objected to. I think it can be 
passed in a moment without any discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo'l"e. The Chair will have :mnounced the 
first bill in order on the Calendar regularly, and then submit there
quest of the Senator from New York. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. ·125) in 1·ecognition of the services of 
Joseph Francis was announced as first in order. 

The PRESIDENT pr{) telnpm·e. Pending this, the Senator from New 
York asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the con
sidemti{)n of a bill which wag passed over informally, the title of which 
will be stated. 

The CHI.EF.CLERK. A bill (S. 2157) to prevent obstructive and in
jurious deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York 
city, by d\unping or otherw_Lc:e, and to punish and prevent such of
fenses, and making other provisions in connection therewith. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp()1·e. Is there objection to the request of 
tlre Senator from New York? The Chair hears none. 

The S~te, as in Committee of tho Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

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

JOSEPH F&.ANCIS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The business regularly in order be
fore the Senate will now be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution (H. Res. 125) in recogni
tion of the services of Joseph Francis. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator fi'Om Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] is 
not here. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from Missouri I think has no objection 
to the joint resolution. 

The PR:::!;SIDENT pro tempore. Is . there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

M.r.. INGALLS. I apprehend in the present condition of the Senate 
it would hardly be worth while to insist upon the consideration of the 
joint resolution if anybody wants time. I conceive that if the yeas 
and nays or the Senate roll were to be called it would no£ be possible 
to obtain the presence of a quorum without delay. However, I am 
entirely willing that this measure shall go on if any Senator desires to 
be heard upon it. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not understand that the Senator from Missouri 
has any objection to this-measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection may be made at any 
stage. 

Mr . .McMILLAN. The joint resolution comes from the Committee 
on Commerce, and I shall not interpose any objection to its considera
tion, although I was not in favor of the resolution when it passed the 
committee and I am not in favor of it now. 

.M.r. EVARTS. I shall not occupy any time on the subject if .the 
Senate are now ready to take it up and proceed to vote upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro iemp01·e. Is there objection to the p;resent con
sideration of the joint resolution? It has been heretofore read at length. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the joint resolution go over. _ I know the senior 
• Senator from :Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] wants to be heard upon it, and 

he is not here. 
The PRESIDENT p ro tempore. Objection being made, thejointreso

lution goes over. 
Mr. EVARTS. Allow me to ask how it will stand then? 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempo'l"e. It stands upon the Calendar as it; 
stood before, but it will not be taken up again under this rule. 

Mr. EVARTS. It can be taken up at any time? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be taken up on motion at any 

time. · 
IS.A..AC HARTER. 

The bill (S. 1802) for the relief of isaac Harter was considered 23 in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll t.he 
name of Isaac Harter, of Herkimer, N.Y., late of Company C, New 
York Heavy Artillery. 

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

ll:t:RS. BARBARA FUCHS. 

The bill (H. R. 6489) granting a pension to Mrs. Ba.rbara Fnchs was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on tho 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Barbara. Fuchs, stepiD:other of John Fuchs, 
late of Company H, Sixth Regiment.ofWisconsin Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. VEST. Let the report be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAw

YER May 11, 1886: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6i89) grant

ing a pension to Mrs. Barbara Fnchs, have carefully examined the same, and 
ad opt the report of the House of Representa.ti ves, and report in favor of Ute 
passage of the bill. 

The claimant filed her application for a pension as the stepmother of John 
Fuchs, late private ofCompany H,Sixth Regiment w·isconsin Infantry Volun
tee:rs, and who was kill~d in action Junel9, 1864., at Petersburg, Va. Soldier was 
ne1·er married. Claim wa.s rejected on the ground that there is no title in claim, 
she not being the natural mother of soJdjer. 

M. Feelder and Jacob Blum testify that they knew claimant as the stepmother 
of soldier; that soldier at the time of his father's (Sebastian Fuchs) marriage 
with said claim ant was a child of about three years of age. 

John G. Ste iger and Philip Eder testify that cla,imant's husband, at oldie r 's 
death, was feeble and unable to support her. 

1.\licbael Feelder and Jacob Blum further testify th t claimant has not remar
ried since the death of soldier's father, April 5,1867. •He WllS laboring DllUI, 
sickly and unable to support his family. He used to mend shoes, and had no in
come from his real estate. Since his death claimant bas supported herself by 
selling the real es.tate she owned. They owned some real estate in Fountain 
City, \Vis., worth about $2,000, and she hilS sold the most. of it to support herself. 
Soldier worked for his parents prior to his enlistment, and ga. ve all his earnings 
to them, nnd did this for three years beforo his enlistment. 

In soldier's letter to parents, bearing date February, 186t, at Oamp w ·ashbum, 
be sends for their support S60 out of his bounty of $75; he also sent them his cer
tificate of muster, to enable them to dra the bounty given by the town, wiLh 
instructions to use it for their support. 

The applicant at the death of her husband (soldier's father) was left wiU1 four 
girls to support;, the oldest being seventeen and the yow1gest two and one-half 
years of age. The soldier's letter written but a few months before his dealh, 
and his sending a. large portion of his earnings to the support of his parent , 
s trengthened with other testimony showing that prior to and at the time of h \3 
enlistment be felt it his duty to contribute to the support of his father's family , 
evidence the fact tha t bad be lived he would have eared for her who cared for 
him in his infancy jn her now poor and helpless condition. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What ·is the pending order of business? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. It is Order of Business 1177, the bill 

{H. R. 6489) granting a pension to 1\frs. Barbara Fuchs. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I think that bill inYolves rather a new prindple, 

and we had petter let it lie over until to-morrow without prejudice. I 
should like to look at it a little further. I have just come in, having 
been detained in the room of the Committee on Appropriations. I 
shall look into it. I do. not object to its retaining its place. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let it go over without prejudice. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I say let it retain ·its place and not f;O on tho 

other Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 

will be made. 
JAMES B. RUSSELL. 

The bill (H. R. 5696) for the relief of James B. Russell was an- · 
nounced as next in order. · 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that that case may be passed over so as not 
to lose its place on the Calendar. It has been reported fuvorably, and 
the Commissioner of Pensions is nowinvesti.gating the matter. Isha.ll 
inquire of him if he has any report on it. I want the bili to retain 
its place on the present Calendar and go over wit,hout objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The same order as in the previous 
case will be made. 

PRIV .ATE LA.ND CLAIMS. 

The bill to provide for ascertaining and settling private land claims 
in certain States ru!d Tenitories was announced as next in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that bill go over. It can not be taken up for 
consideration under the present rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro U.'Jtpore. The bill goes over under objection 

ILLEGAL TONNAGE DUES. 

The bill (H. R. 1651) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make final adjustment of claims of certain foreign steamship companies 
arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage du.es was .announced a.s 
next in order. 

Mr. MILLER. Let that go O'\er. 
. Mr. FRYE. I object to that bill. 
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The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. Objection being inade, the bill goes 
over. . 

llr. FRYE subsequently said: I wish to call attention to House bill 
1651, to which I entered an objection. I withdraw the objection, and 
ask that the bill may go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be nooQjection the bill will 
be passed over informally. · 

ALEXANDER K. SHEPARD. 

The bill (H. R. 33) for the relief of Alexander K. Shepard was an
nounced as next in order . 

.?tfr. VEST. I see there is a minority report there. Let the bill go 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro temptJre. Does the Senator ask for the read
ing of the minority report? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; I ask that the bill go over . . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 

over. 
:Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from M~ouri will not insist 

npon the bill going over. 
Mr. VEST. I do not know anything about it. I simply objected 

becanse I see th-ere are two re:ports, and I supposed there would be de
bate upon it. 

:Mr. SPOONER. I think it will take bnt a very few moments to 
dispose of the bill. The Senator from Oregon [llr. DOLPH] submitted 
a minority report. 

Mr. DOLPH. If I may interrupt the Senator, I will state that I 
shall only ask to have the minority report, which is very brief, read 
in order that I may place my -views on record; that is all. 

Mr. VEST. I withdraw the objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn. 
Mr. SPOONER. I can state the whole case in a very few words. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 

bill; whieh had been reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in l.ine 5, to strike out •'$17,268.53" and insert ''$14,-
458. 04; " €0 as to read: 

Beitenaeted,&:e., That the Secretary of the Trea.sw·ybe,andishereby,author
ized and required to pay to Alexander K. She-pat·d, of Tnsca.loo.sa., .Ala., the sum 
of $14,458.04, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

1\Ir. SPOONER. I think in three minutes I can state to the Senat-e 
this case. 

In 1865 the Government of the United States sold at public auction 
in Alabama a large quantity of old iron, brass, and copper. It was bid 
off by Mr. Shepard, for whose reli-ef this bill is proposed. He paid 
'$17,268.53 for 'it, cash for it, and the property was delivered to him. 
He sold a very small quantity of it, and had made a. contract for the sale 
of the remainder at a profit of, I think, about $12,000, when the district 
attorney of the United States for that district, conceiving, perhaps, that 
the Government had some title to it because it had been used in the 
rebellion, filed a libel3.ooainst it in the name of the United States. The 
property was seized, and upon an affidavit that it could not be " pro
tected,'' it was sold by order of the court, the court being .T udge Bus
teed, who was afterward impeacl!ed I believe for malferuknce in office. 

1\Ir. HOAR. He was not impeached. 
Mr. SPOONER. Well, he was compelled to resign. It appears that 

the mat'Shal sold the property for about $30,000. Five thousand dol
lars of this money was deposited in a national bank. The remainder 
of it was not in any way accounted for. 

In the course of two years, and after a large expenditure of money 
by Mr. Shepard in defending his title, the court held that the title was 
good; that the Government had no claim upon the property. But the 
property was gone, and the proceeds of the sale of it, except what had 
been deposited in the bank, were gone. So Mr. Shepard found himself 
the nndee of the United States, having bought this property at a public 
sale ahd paid for it, with nothing to show for the large expendifim.'e he 
had made in the purchase; his property was gone, and he had paid out 
three or four or :fiv-e thousand dollars in defending his title against this 
suit, and brought in the name of the Government which had sold the 
property to him, and which had in its Treasury the purchase-money. 

There is some reason to suppose that the whole transaction upon the 
part of the Government officers was little less than a conspiracy to do 
just what was done in fact, to take this property from the purchaser of 
it, sell it, and to divert the proce~ds from the owner. · 

The bill is not -to give this man damages for any breach of duty on 
the part of the Government officers,· but it is simply to pay back to him 
the purchase-money, deducting therefrom. what he has received from 
the bankruptcy C9Urt and the few hundred dollars he received from 
the sale of a part of the property before it was seized. 

The minority re:port, which was presented by the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH], proceeds upon the theory that the Government of the 
United States ought not to be liable and is not liable in damages for 
the malfeasance or misfeasance of its agents or officers. I think that 
report so far as the principle which it enunciates is concerned is correct, 
but the principle is not applicable to the facts here. The majority of 
the committee fa"Voring the passage of the bill do not dissent from the 
proposition of law asserted by the minority. We all agree that the 

• 

Government is not liable in law to pay any damages to Mr. Shepard 
because of the malfeasance ofthe marshal or of any other officer. 

The bill is not a. proposition to pay him any damages. It is simply 
based upon the theory that the QQver.nment of the United States sold 
him this property, took his money for it, gave it into his possession, and 
then through the action of its officers deprived him of it. This is not 
to· give him any damages; it is simply to pay back to him the money 
which he paid to the Government, for which he has practically received 
nothing. 

The case is an exceptional one. Another like it can hardly occur. 
There seems to be no good reason why this man should not be reim
bursed that purchase-money. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask for the reading of the minority report, retaining 
the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the views of the minority, submitted May 12, 
1886, as follows; 

VIEWS OF THE IUNOBITY. 

At the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress a favorable majority report 
upon this claim was made from the Senate Committee on Claims. The chair
man of the committee and myself submitted a minority report, which is as fol
lows: 

''The undersigned are unable to agree with the majority of the committee in 
the foregoing report. In.our judgment the fact that the property out of which 
the claim arose was purchased by the claimant from the United States is wholly 
immaterial. The sale was valid and passed the title to the property, and it was 
sustained by the judgment of the court. 

"The proceeqingsforthe confiscation of the. property commenced by the United 
States ilistrict attorney on behalf of the United States was commenced and 
prosecuted in pursuance of the general laws of the United States._ The prin .. 
ciple which would require compensation to be made to the complainant in this 
case for his loss on account of said judicial proceedings would require compen
sation to be made iri. every case to a party against whom nn unsuccessiul legal 
proceeding in personam. or in rem, civil or criminal, has been or shall be com
menced or prosecuted in the name of the United States under the direction of 
the Department of Justice by any prosecuting officer of the Government in 
pursuanee of the laws of the United States. 

"IIi would be a dangerous precedent, and one which the undersigned are not 
willing to establish, to hold the Government liable to make compensation for 
losses caused by the acts of judges, United States attorneys, and ministerial 
officers of courts of justice. The committee have repeatedly held that the Unifed 
States is not liable for the mistaken or wrongful act$ of its agents. 

"J. N. DOLPH. 
"ANGUS CAl'tfERON." 

Nothing has occurred since to change my views of the case. 
. J. N. DOLPH. 

:Mr. DOLPH. This is a case which excites my sympathy, but there 
are hundreds of cases that eome before the Committee on Claims which 
in like manner enlist the sympathy of the members of the C()mmittee. 
I have met this old gentleman, the claimant. He appears to be a man 
of character, and he has that reputa.tion among his neighbors. 

But there is a principle involved in this case that I think forbids the 
payment of this claim by the United States. I do not think, from my 
view of the testimony, it warrants the statement that there is good 
reason to believe there was a conspiracy between the officers of the court 
in which the case was tried, which· I suppose would be the judge, the 
clerk, and the district attorney, to deprive the claimant of his property, 
nor do I think that even if such was the case the United States is liable 
for their acts. 

This property was seized u:pon due process of law. It was libeled. 
It was sold by order of the court as perishable property. The proceeds 
of the sale came into the hands ofthe United States marshal, and if it 
was stolen, it was stolen by him or on account of his negligence. 

When the United States appoints a UnitedStaresmarshalitreqnires 
him to execute a bond for the faithful discharge of his duties, which 
includes the faithful care of and accounting for moneys which come 
into his hands officially; and any suitor may bring an action against the 
marshal and his sureties upon his bond and recover judgment against 
them for any loss which he sustains by rea&Qn of a breach of official 
duty. Mr. Shepard might have sued this marshal upon his official 
bond and recovered for the money which was stolen by the marshal or 
lost through his negligence. It is said in this case, and perhaps truly, 
that the sureties are insolvent and that nothing could be recovered. 
That makes a case of hardship, but it does not alter the principle. · 

It seems-tome thatto hold the Government liable in this case would 
be a very dangerous precedent, a precedent committing us to the propo
sition that with one hundred thousand office-holders in the United States 
the Government will undertake to make good every loss which occurs 
to an individual citizen by the malfeasance or negligence of such, not
withstanding there may have been no negligence in the appointment 
of the officers, the Government requiring the proper bonds for the effi
cient performance of their duty. 

For these reasons I can not agree to the majority report. I do agree 
that it is ratlier an exceptional case, but it is not entirely so, he~use 
there are many cases of th~ kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro te~npore. The question !; on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Claims. 

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

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

The bill was read the third.time, and passed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

The bill (S. 778) to equaliz-e the bounties of soldiers, sailors, and 
marines of the late war for the Union was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. The Sen_ator in charge 
of it is not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TJ:le bill goes over. 

PATRICK COOK. 

The bill (S. 1018) for the relief of Patrick Cook was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Patrick 
Cook of $1,50Q, being the amount awarded him by the late board of 
auclit for and on account of damages to his real estate in the city of 
Washington, one-half of the sum being chargeable to the revenue de
rived from taxation within the District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. COCKRELL Let the report be read in that case. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by 1\Ir. BLACK

BURN :May 17, 1886: 
The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was 1·eferred the bill (S. 

1018) for the relief of Patrick Cook, having considered the same, report as fol
lows; 

'.rhat on the 20th of January, 1875, Patrick Cook filed before the board of audit 
a clD.im for damages to certain lots belonging to him in the city of Washington, 
in square No. 24, said damages occasioned by public improvements in excavat
ing •.rwenty-fourth street, northwest, between M and N streets; and on the 3d 
of August, 1875, the board of audit., after inspection, awarded to said Patrick 
Cook the sum of 81,500, that sum being the one-half of the amount claimed by 
him in his said petition. The said sum of $l,500 was, however, not paid to the 
.said Patrick Cook, for the reason that the board of audit was legislated out of 
existence before they had prepared and issued to him the necessary certificate; 
nnd thus the claim now stands. Your committee think that he should be paid 
tl1c Sl ,500 adjudged by the board of audit as due to him, and to that end report 
the accompanying bill with recommendation that it do pass. 

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

JOHN l\I1NAUGHTON. 

The bill (S. 1877) for the relief of John McNO:ugbton was announced 
as next in order. · · 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill is reported adversely. I object to it. 
Let it take its place on the other Calendax. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be transferred to the 
other Calendar. 

~IAJ. E. A. HANCOCK. 

The bill (S.1822) for the rf.lief of Maj. E. A.. Hancock was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That also is reported adversely. Let the same 
order be made. 

The PRE !DENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 

The bill (S. 2436) ·to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That had better go over. 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to say a word? 
Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. VEST. The .TerritoryofWyominghas hitherto exercised juris

diction over Yellowstone Park; there has been no other jurisdiction 
there for the punishment of any crime of any sort. Lately the Terri
torial Legislature of Wyoming repealed those statutes, so that now this 
park is entirely without a form of government, and unless this bill can 
be passed at the present session any crime committed there during the 
coming summerwillbewjth impunity. · Thatisthewholecase. If any 
Senator sees proper to object to this bill and prevent it from passing the 
result is apparent. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the report be read subject to objection here
after. 

Mr. VEST. There is no report. 
Mr. McMILLAN. There are so many of these public parks that in

terfere with everything else that I want to know w bat we are doing. 
I should like. to have the bill and the report both read. 

, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report. 
Mr. MANDERSON. There is no report accompanying the bill. It 

is substantially the bill that passed the Senate at the last .session of 
Congress and is designed to protect the park. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the matter may go over this morning 
without prejudice. 

11-Ir. MANDERSON. I do not think the bill willl~d to any de-
bate. . 

Mr. McMILLAN~ I should like to look into it. 
Mr. VEST. The Senator said these parks i,nterfered with every7 

thing else. I think the Senator alluded to a railroad bill. This does 
not apply to any railroad at all. It is only to punish murder, robbery, 
and other crimes which have been committed heretofore. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I was not alluding to railroads especially. There 
are other reservations of different kinds where it seems the public can 
not get tbrQugh. I want to know what we are doing before we make 
any more reservations. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the objection will not prevent the bill 
being taken up to-mouow morning, because it is of great importance. 

1\Ir. McMILLAN. · Let it be passed over without prejudice until to
morrow morning. 

The PRES~DENT pro ternpm·e. The bill will be passed over. 

EDWABD D. PATCHIN. 

The bill (S. 2455) granting a pension to Edward D. Patchin was con· 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll. the name of Edward D. Patehin, son of Bernard Patchin, late 
a private in Company B, Forty-fi.rSt Regiment Ohio Volunteers. _ 

Ur. VEST. Let the report be read. . 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 

Uay 18, 1886: · 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom wns referred the petition of Edward 

D. Patchin, have examined the same, and report: ' 
The petitioner is a. son of Bernard Patchin, who, as shown by the report of 

the Adjutant-General, was a private in Company B, Forty-first Ohio Volunteers, 
was enrolled September 30, 1862, died of disenseatNasbville, Tenn.,January17, 
1863. Officer's certificate shows t.hat he died of typhoid fever contracted in line 
of duty; that at the time be entered the service he was a. young' man of good 
health and habits. The Pension Office records show that the widow nnd two 
minor children were pensioned; that the wido\v remarried in 1865, and that tho 
two sons, Edward D. ·and Charles B. Patchin, were continued on the roll until 
the expiration of the time limited for their receiving a pension. 

The petitioner now prays for the passage of a special act placing him on the 
pension-roll by reason of a.n accident whereby he has been crippled for life, and 
disqualified fo'J:" engaging in active employment. He is now about twenty-five 
years of age, and says he is the only surviving issue of the said Bernard Patchin ; 
thnt he is not able to perform manual labor, and that he has no means of sup-
port. . . 

His identity is established by the testimony of three witnesses, who say he is 
the only surviving issue.Qf the soldier; that he is hopelessly maimed for life, 
and that he has no•means of support: · · · 

In view of his helpless condition, and of his being deprived of support and 
protection, the committee report the accompanying bill for his relief with a rec-
ommendation that it do pass. · · . 

The bill was 1·eported to the Senate without' amendment, ordered t~ 
be engrossed for a thiid. reading,•read the third time, and passed. 

STEEL FOR ORD:N.ANCE. 

The bill (S. 662) to encourage the manufacture of steel for modern 
army ordnance, armor, and other army purposes, and to provide heavy 
ordnance adapted to modern army warfare, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This .bill and the fo1lowing bill on the Calendar 
(S. 663) to encourage the ~ufacture of steel for mo9.ern naval ord
nance, armor, shafting, and other naval p\Uposes, and to provide heavy 
ordnance adapted _ to modern naval warfare, are closely. related, and 
ought to be discussed and acted upon together. They can not be con
sidered under the f!ve-minute rule, I am sure; but I wish 'them passed 
over without any prejudice whatever to their. rights. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. These two. bills will be passed over 
informa1ly if there be no o~jection. 

1\IEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

The bill (H. R. 807) granting pensions to ·the soldiers and sailors ot 
the Mexican war was announced as next in order. 

Mr. TELLER. That bill can not be considered under the fi,·e-min
ute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 
1\Ir. BLAIR. Before the bill goes over I wish to say that it is a meas

ure which the whole Chamber bas a right to haye act¢ on. When the 
Senate bill making prqvisions for the sol~ers of the late war went to 
the House the Senator from So~th Carolina [Mr._ BUTLER] who is not 
now in his seat proposed to move this bill as an amendment to that, and 
refrained from so doing under an assurance made by myself in the pres
ence of the Senate, no one objecting, th~tthe Mexican war pension bill 
would be pressed for a vote as soon as possible at this session, and I 
!)ball feel bound to urge it upon the. attention of the S~nate so that it 
may be disposed of during the sess~on. · 

Mr. TELLER. I did not o_bj~ct . to it because I wanted it to go over 
beyond the session. I expect it to be taken up and disposed of during 
the session. - . 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to state to 'the Senator from Colorado that if 
that side of the Chamber. is willing to take_ the b~l as reported by the 
committee I think I can safely say that thexe is not a Senator on this 
side of the Chamber who will w:mt to consume one moment in debate. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand there are some amendments that Sen
ators propose to offer to the bill which will certainly lead to discus
sion. 

1\Ir. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the.Senator from Colorado will with· 
draw. the objection and let us go on with this . bill thi'l morning. I 
think we .can dispose of it, and I think it ought to be disppsed of. 
This is the bill which was _agreed upon in the. Senate in the last. Con
gr~and passed; and if there are amendments to. come in,' we may as 
well dispose of them now as at any time. · I do hope the Senator will 
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with~ ..row his objection and let us proceed to the consideration of the 
bilJ. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go over until to-morrow morning. 
Jrlr. WILSON, of Iowa. Oh, no; let it go on this morning. 
Mr. BLAIR. · It is the same bill we passed by unanimous consent on 

this side of the Chamber two years ago. 
. Mr. TELLER.. I withdraw,my objection. I only objected because 

I had been told by certain Senators that they desired to offer amend
ments. I do not desire to offer any myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being withdrawn, the bill 
will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider it. . 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 4, section 
1, after the words "That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 
hereby, authorized and directed to," to strike out the following 
words: 

Place the names of all the surviving officers, soldiers, and sailors who enlisted 
and served in the war with Mexico for any period during the years 1845, 18t6, 
1847, and 1848, and were honorably discharged, and their surviving widows, on 
the pension-roll, at the rate of $8 per month, from and after the passage of this 
act, during their lives. 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to make 
such rules and regulations as are necessary to carry this act into effect: Pro-
1Jided, That where it shall appear that a discharge is lost, secondary evidence 
may be permitted; and where it shall appear an applicant has received a land
warrant, that shall be sufficient evidence of an honorable discharge, unless the 
evidence shows that he procured it by fraud: A:nd promded further, That this act 
shall not apply to persons under political disabilities. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 
Place on the pension-roll the names of the surviving officers and enlisted men, 

including marines, militia, and volunteers, of the military and naval services 
of the United States, who, being duly enlisted, actually served sixty days with 
the Army or Navy of the United States in 1\Iexico, or on the coasts or frontier 
thereof, or en route thereto, in the war with that nation, or were actually en
gaged in a battle in said war, and were honorably discharged, and to such other 
officers and soldiers and sailors as may have been P,ersonally named in any 
1·esolution of Congress for any specific service .in sa1d war, and the surviving 
widows of such officers and enlisted men: Provided, That such widows have 
not remarried: Provided, That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow who 
is or may become sixty-two years of age, or who is or may become subject to 
any disability or dependency equivalent to some cause prescribed or recognized 
by the pension laws of the United States as a. sufficient reason for the allowance 
of a pension, shall be entitled to the benefits of this act; but it shall not be held 
to include any person not within the rule of age or disability or dependency 
herein defined, or who incurred such disability while in any manner volunt&
r~l u~~e~t~~e~~ aiding or abetting the late rebellion against the authority of 

SEc. 2. That pensions under section 1 of this act shall be at the rate of $8 :per 
month, and payable only from and after the passage of this act, for and durmg 
lhe natural lives of the persons entitled thereto, or during the continuance of 
the disability for which the same shall be granted: Provided, That section 1 of 
this net shall not apply to ii.ny person who is receiving a pension at the rate of 
$8 per month or more, nor to any person receiving a pension of less than $8 per 
month, except for the difference between the pension now received (if less than 
SS"per month} and IS per month. 

SEc. 3. That before the name of any person shall be placed on the pension-roll 
under this act proof shall be made, under· such rules and regulations as the Sec
retary of the Interior may preS<!ribe, of the right of the applicant to a. pension: 
and any person who shall falsely and corruptly take any oath required under 
this act shall be deemed guilty of perjnry; and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall cause to be stricken from the pension-roll the name of any person when
ever it shall be made to appear by proof satisfactory to him that such name was 
put upon such roll through false and fraudulent representations, and that such 
person is not entitled to a pensi-on under this act. The loss of the certificate of 
dischaTge shall not deprive any person of the benefits of this act, but other rec
ord evidence of enlistment and service and of an honorable discharge may be 
deemed sufficient: PrO'IIided, That when any person has been granted a. land
warrant, under any act of Congress, for and on account of service in the said 
war with Mexico, such grant shall be pr-ima facie evidence of his service and 
honorable discharge; but such evidence shall not be conelusive, and may be re
butted by evidence that such land-warrant was im.Properly granted. 

SEc. 4. That the pension laws now in force whiCh are not inconsistent or in 
conflict with this act are hereby made a part of this act, so far as they may be 
applicable thereto. 

SEC. 5. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed so far as 
the same relates to this act or to pensioners under this act. 

SEc. 6. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any person while 
under the political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the section repealed? 
Mr. BLAIR. The section repealed is this: 

SEc. 4716. No money on account of pension. shall be paid to any person-, or 
to t.he widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner 
voluntarily engaged in, or aided or abetted, the late rebellion against the au-
thority of the United States. . 

That is repealed, but the act contains a provision that no person shall 
be pensioned whose disability was contracted in opposition to th~ Gov
ernment of the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that repealed absolutely, or only so far .as it af
fects this act? Let that clause be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The repealing clause will be again 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 5 of the amendment of the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON. of Iowa. That is all right. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

reported by the Committee on Pensions. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

XVII-424 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend~ent 
was concurred in. 

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

The bill was read the third time, ancl passed. . 
1\Ir. HARRIS. Let the title be amended to conform to the body of 

the bill; and then I move that the Senate insist on its amendment, and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives_ on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. If there be no objection, the title 
will be amended so as to read as will be stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY.. A bill granting pensions to the soldiers and sail
ors of the Mexican war, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRISl moves that the Senate insist on its amendment, and ask for a 
conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. . 
By unanimous consent the President pro tem1Jore was authorized to 

appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. BLAIR, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. WHITTHORNE were appointed. 

STATE OF GEORGIA. 
The bill (S. 2457) for the relief of the State of Georgia was announced 

as next in order. 
Mr. HAMPTON. I have an amendment I wish to offer to that bill, 

and I ask that it may go over without prejudice until to-morrow. I 
am not quite ready with the amendment yet. 
· The P~ESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be ~ade if there be 

no objection. 
JOSEPH H. :JIIADDOX AND OTHERS. 

"The considcrationofthe bill (S. 565) for the relief of Joseph H. Mad
dox and others was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. . 

The PRESIDENT pro temp01·e. The pending amendment wiil be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4., after the name '' Maddox,'' Mr. CocK
RELL moved to strike ont " and his associates " and insert "Benjamin 
F. Camp and D. P:Parr, partiesoftbeonepart;" after the word "with," 
in the same line, to insert " H. A. Risley; " and, after the word "Treas
ury," in line 6, to insert" dated November 13, 1864, and sanctioned by 
President Lincoln on November 17,1864;" so as to read: 

That all matters in relation to the agreement of .Joseph H. Maddox, Benjamin 
F. Camp, and D.P. Parr, parties of the one part, made with H. A. RisleyJ the 
supervising agent of the Treasury, with the approval of the Secretary or the 
Treasury, dated November 13,-1861, IPd sanctioned by President Lincoln on 
November 17, 1864, for the delivery of tllbacco and other property, under the per
mit., safeguard, and orders of the President of the Urtited States, are hereby re
ferred to the accounting officers of the Treasury Department for determination 
upon the evidence taken and now on file in the office of the clerk of the United 
States C~urt of Claims and the War Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was offered by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELij]. 

Mr. INGALLS. This bill was reported without amendment, asap
pears by the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro te-mpore. The bill has been under considera
tion before, and the Senator from Missouri offered this amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some time ago the bill was up, and I offered the 
amendment which has just been read at that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas desire 
the whole bill to be read again? · 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CONGER. I do not care whether this bill is read or explained. 

This refers the whole matter to the Treasury Department, and it does 
not say whether the claim is to be paid by the Department or to come 
to Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS ... Yes; it says "directed to adjust, settle, and payto 
the said Joseph H. Maddox,'' &c. I should like to hear the bill read 
again. 

Mr. CONGER. It is a bill relating to captured and abondoned prop
erty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as proposed to 
be amended. · 

Mr. CONGER. Let it go over. until to-morrow. I wish to examine 
the report, and perhaps I shall have no objection to it. Let it hold its 
place on the Calendar until to-morrow. 

The-PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
SAMUEL NOBLE. 

The consideration of the bill (S. 2475) for the relief of Samuel No
ble was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment was heretofore of
fered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CoCKRELIA], which will be 
stated. 

. The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is, after the word 
'·evidence,'' in line 18, to strike ont '' both for and against the said 
claim and to render :final judgment" ana insert ''and report the same 
to Congress;" so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Samuel Noble, formerly of Rome, Ga., but now a c!tizen 
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of Anniston, in the State of Alabama, may, notwithstanding the decision hereto
fore made and the law of the statute by lapse of time, prosecute his claim to the 
net proceeds of sale of 802 bales of cotton alle~ed to have been captured by the 
United States military authorities at Savannan, Ga., in December, 1864., before 
the Court of Claims, under the provisions of an act of Congress entitled "An act to 
provide for the collection of abandoned or captured property and the preven
tion of frauds in the insurrectionary districts of the United States," approved 
March 12,1863, and this act; and the said claim of said Samuel Noble is hereby 
referred to the said Court of Claims, with ali the papers ou file in Congress re
lating thereto, withfull power to hear evidence, and report the same to Congress. 

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

was concurred in. • 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 

third time, and passed. • 
.JOSEPH H. MADDOX L~D OTHERS. 

Mr. CONGER. In reference to the bill (S. 565) for the relief of 
Joseph H. Maddox and others, I am infonned that it is a reference to 
the Treasury for adjustment and for report to Congress. If that be so, 
I withdraw the request to have it go over till to-morrow if it does not 
U}ake an appropriation for the payment of t.he claim, and I am assured 
that that is·the fact. If it is not so, I will renew the objection. 

1\Ir. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I think there is a little misapprehen
sion in regard to it. I ask to have the bill read. 

The PRESIDEN'.r pro tempore. The Chair understands the bill does 
make a direct appropriation from the Treasury. 

1\Ir. CONGER. Then let it go until to-morrow. 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I will state in a word that it simply 

directs the Secretary of the Treasury to adjudicate the matter and pay 
whatever amoU.tlt is found due. • 

:Mr. CONGER. Then let it go over. 
Mr. 1\ITTCHELL, of Oregon. It is a similar case to tbe one just 

passed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case will be stated. 

RE:\:IOY AL OF EA. STERN CHEROKEES. 

The bill (S. 1799) for the removal of the Eastern Cherokee Indians 
to the Indian Territory was announced as next in orsier. 

1\Ir. CHACE. That had better go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 

over. 
.Al\IE~1Jl\IENT OF COPYRIGHT LAW. 

The bill (S, 2496) to amend title 60, chapter 3, of the Revised Stat
utes of the United States was announced as next in order. 

1\Ir. INGALLS. Let that go over. 
'l'he PRESIDE~T pro tempore. The bill goes over. 

DONDS OF EXECUTORS. 

The consideration of the bill (H. R. 7879) to amend the law relating 
to the bonds of executors in· the District of Columbia was resumed as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

1\Ir. INGALLS. That bill I think is in charge of the Senator from 
Tenne...c::see [Mr. HARRIS]. There were objections urged. 

Mr. HAHRIS. Let the bill be informally passed over. The Sena
tor from Vermont [Mr. En:u:mTDs] wanted to offer an amendment. 

The PRE !DENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
V eJ:mont is at the desk with the bill. Shall it be read? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, I did not know the amendment had been \Of
fered . 

The PRESIDENT pro tmn1J01"e. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Vermont will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol
lowing: 

That any will hereafter executed devising real estate in the District of Colum
bia from which it shall appear that it was the intention of the testator to devise 
pToperty acquired after the execution of the will shall be. deemed, taken, and 
held to operate ~sa valid devise of all such property. 

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

was concurred in. 
The amendment was otdered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 

a third time. 
The bill was rend the third time, and passed. 

ARMS AND STORES TO DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

The bill (S. 2249) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
Territory of Dakota, with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance 
stores issued to said Territory, and for other purposes, was announced 
as next in order. 
• Mr. CONGER. There are two bills of the same character; let them 
go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. This bill and the next bill (S. 2035) 
will go over. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator will not object to the next 
bill, which has been called on the Calendar several times. It is simply 
to credit the State of Oregon with a sum of money for arms used in the 
Nez Perce war. The bill meets the approval of the Chief of Ordnance 
and the War Department, and I do not think there can be any possible 
objection to it. TheJ"e is a report which explains it fully. 

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

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the objection. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 

bill (S. 2249) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the Territory 
of Dakota. with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores issued 
to said Territory, and for other purposes. 

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the preamble. The Chair calls attention to the fact that there is a 
blank in the preamble that ought to be filled. It seems to be an in
formal matter, but it ought to be filled. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The bill was reported by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The preamble will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the preamble, as follows: 

Whereas it appears from the records of the Ordnance Bureau of the War De· 
partment that the Territory of Dakota stands charged with the sum of $38,625 
for ordnance and m·dnance stores issued to said Tenitory tiuring the year 1867, 
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved .April 7,1866, entitled "An 
act to provide arms and a mmuniLion for the defense of the inhabitants of Da
kota Territory," and the then governor of said Territory, to wit, ----, 
stands charged therewith and with said amount, all of said ordnance and ord
nance stores having been drawn by the Territory of Dakota. and used for the 
purpose of aiding the General Government in the protection of the borders of 
said Territory against Indian invasions and depredations; and 

Whereas said ordnance was issued to the inhabitants of said Tert·itory as in 
said act directed, and all of the same has been lost and rendered useless in the 
service : Therefore. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The words "to wit" might be 
stricken out, which would make sense without inserting the name of 
the governor. 

·Mr. MANDERSON. I make that motion. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The preamble as amended was agreed to. . 

.A.BMS .AND STORES TO OREGON .AND WASHINGTON. 

The bill (S. 2035) to authorize the ~ecretary of War to credit the 
State of Oregon with the sum of $12,398.55, for ordnance and ordnance 
stores to be issued to the Territory of Washington on account of said 
State, in payment for ordnance and ordn:mce stores borrowed by said 
State of said Territory during the Nez Perc6 Indian war of 1877 and 
1878, and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report in that case. 
Mr. CONGER. We can not take up all the morning on it. 
1\f.r. 1\fANDERSON. The report is very short. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, if there be 

no objection. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by 1\Ir. 1\l.ANDER

sou May 25, 1886: 
The Committee on ~iilita1-y Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2035)" to 

authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State of Ot·egon with tbe sum of 
$12,398.55 for ordnance and ordnance stores to be issued t{) tho Territory of Wash
ington on account of said State, in payment for ordnance and ordnance stores 
borrowed by sn.id State of said Territory during the Nez Perccs Indian war of 
urn a.nd 1878, and for other purposes," have }u(d the bill unde.r consideration, 
and report the same back favorably and re<'ommend its passage. 

During the Nez'Perces Indian war in 1877 and 1878 the governor of Oregon 
called out the volunteer troops and State militia in defense of the people of East
ern Ol'egon and to suppress the upri ing of the Indians. The State of Oregon 
at this time did not have at its com maud the necessary arms and accouterments 
to equip the tp.ilitia. and volunteers called out, and was forced to bonow of the 
Territory ofWashington thefollowingordnanceand ordnance stores: 320 breech
loading SpTingfield rifies, caliber .50, model of 1866; 262 breech-loading Spring
field ritles, caliber. 50, model of 1868; 582 screw-drivers, -17,4.45 ball cat·u·idges,·cali
ber .50, and 31 arm-chests. 'V ashington Territory has recently made a. demand upon the State of Oregon 
for a t·eturn of the ordnance and stores so borrowed for the purposes afore id, 
but most of the same has been lost or is useless and it is not in the power of Ore
gon to return the same, and that State remains indebted on the books of the 
Ordnance Department to the Territo1-y therefor in the sum of 12,398.55, to can
cel which Oregon has but $10.98 to her credit. 

The situat-ion of Oregon is such as to have exposed that State to repeated In· 
dian raids, and her people ho.ve suffered from uprisings o.nd depredations to 
such an extent that the General Government can well al:J"ord to make good this 
demand of Washington To3rritol'y upon her. It has often happened that the 
resistance which Oregon has made was no less in defense of her own territory 
than of the country touching her borders, and. the General Government has not 
been as liberal in the distribution of ordnance in her behalf as it has with Wash-
ington Territory. . 

An examination of the acts of July3, 187G..and ofl\Iay lG, 1878,andJune 7,1878, 
shows that Washington Territory received two thou nd arms and one hundred 
thousand cartridges, while Oregon received only half of that allowance. Oregon 
is to-day without the ordnance supplies necessary to properly and effectively 
equip her militia, and yet the brunt of a. defense of the people of the far North
west against Indians would fall upon that State. Several companies of militia 
ha.Ye recently been organized in the State, and the dictates of economy and com
mon prudence, no less than a. regard for the lives of a. large population exposed 
to Indian raids, suggest that Oregon be placed in a position to dispense-in any 
emergency-with the support of Government forces, always expensive and 
many times ineffectual because of the time occupied in the trau porta.tion of 
regular troops from long distances to the scene of hostilities. 

In the judgment 'of your committee it ts both wise and h umnne to place Oregon 
and Washington Territory in a position to protect themseh·es against Indian 
raids, which can be best done by a. well-equipped force of militia.. 

Your committee accordingly report the bill back with tbe recommendation 
that it do pass, and annex hereto communications from ilie Secretnry of \Var 
and the Chief of Ordnance, which they ask may be made a part of this report. 
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Mr. EDl\fUNDS. The thing I want to hear is the communication wa.s made by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], soasto that 

from the War Department. I know but little. I do know in regard to this, of the loss of the arms 
The Secretary read the letters of the Secretary of War and of the - which the State of Oregon borrowed from W a.shlngton Territory a great 

Chief of Ordnance, appended to the report, a.s follows: many years ago, atthetimeoftheNezPercewar. Ithinkthe letterof 
wAR DEPA.RTME!l.-r, Washingt.Qn Oity, May 19, 1886. the govemo; of that Sfia:te ~bows that all those arms have ~ppeared 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the lith and none of them are Wlthm the control or reach of the adJu.tan~ge~
instant, in~losing ~or the views ~f this Department Senate bill 20351 Forty;-ninth eral or governor of that State. Certainly there can be no ObJection, 1f 
Congress, first session, to authonzc the State of Oregon t? be credited ~th the_ any of these arms can be collected to their beinO' turned .over. I would 
sum of Sl2,398.55, for ordnance and ordnance stores to be ISsued to Washmgton . . ·' ~. _ · oul b l 
Territory in payment for those loaned by the latter to the former during the not object to that clause ill the b1ll, though I think 1t w d e use ess 
Nez Perce Indian war; and also inclosing a letter on the subject, dated the 19th and futile not only in the case of Oregon, but probably in the case of 
of March last. from the governor of Oregon. the Territory of Dakot."t 

In reply, I beg to inclosealetterofthel7thinstantfromthe Chief of Ordnance, . · • . ed 
in which he expresses the opinion that the object of this bill is proper and just The b11l was reported to the Senate w1thout amendment, order to 
and recommends its passage. · be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

I concur in the views of the Chief of Orc;inance. . . The preamble wa.s agreed to. 
The letter from the governor of Oregon IS herewith returned, 1n accordance 1\r DOL. PH In t' 'th th bill· st d I __ ,_ · 

with your request.. :~.r. . connec 10n WI e . JU passe , ~ unant-
Veryrespectfully,your obedient serv-ant, mous consent to have a letter from the governor of Oregon in regard to 

WM. c. =t!~JYwar. the matter printed in connection with my preYious remarks. 
Hon. C. F. MANDEnSON, 

Of Committee on MiLitary .Aifai1·a, United States Senate. 
ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTHENT, 

Wa&hington, D. 0., May 17,1886. 
Sm: I have the honor to return letter of Hon. CHARLES F. M.uroERSO!i, in· 

closing S. 2035," to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State of Oregon 
with the snm of $12,398.55 for ordnance o.nd ordnance stores to be issued to the 
Territory of Washington on account of said State, in payment of ordnance and 

. ordnance stores borrowed by said State of sn.id Territory during the Nez Perce 
Indian war of ltr17 and 1878, and for other purposes," and also letter of the gov

-ernor of Oregon bearing on the subject, and to report: 
Th~re is no doubt that a.rms and other ordnance stores to the money value of 

Sl2,~.~ were loaned to the St&te of Oregon by the Territory of Washington to 
enable the former to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities during the Nez Perce 
war of 1877 and 1878. The State of Oregon is unable to return the arms, &c., 
which were lost and destroyed during said service, and believing that the loss 
and destruction resulted from frontier service during said war, I think that the 
object or this bill is properand just, and do recommend its passage. 

Very r-espectfully, your obedient servant, --...t:. 
- S. V.B..I'.<.Nll<T, 

B1-igadie1·-General, Chief of Ordnance. 
The SECRETARY OF "'An. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 

whether the result· of this will or will not be that the Terri tory of Wash
ington will have or make any claim against the United State.s for these 
arms to the amount of $12,000 that she loaned to the State of Oregon? 

Mr. MANDERSON.- It wa.s impossible for me to hear the Senator. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 1\Iy inquiry was whether or not the result of the 

passage of this bill relieving the State of Oregon from the responsibility 
for these arms will or will not be that the United States will have to 
make up or will be called upon to make up a. similar amount to the 
Territory of Washington, from whom the arms came? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That would be a duplicate allowance, which I 
do not think is contemplated by this bilL 

Mr. DOLPH. The provision of this bill is that the arms are to be is
sued to Washington and Oregon credited with the amount. They are 
to be issued on the credit of Oregon, but they are issued toW ashington. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The arms are to be replaced in the Territory of 
-Washington by Congress then, and Oregon is to be credited with them? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, sir. In other words, the United States pays the 
debt of Oregon for these arms that were lost and destroyed and can not 
now be returned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And leaves Oregon with a claim for her proportion 
of arms, irrespective of those that were issued to her? 

Mr. DOLPH. She has but $10 to her credit, and in faet not that, 
because at my request, owing to a recent necessity for arms, the Secre
tary pf War has advanced arms to Oregon; but at the time the letter 
was written she had but $10 to her" credit. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The result of the operation will be that Oregon 
will get to the extent of those furnished byW ashington Territory, valued 
at $12,0001 more than her proportion would be under the general law 
of distribution among the States. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair heru:ing no objection, that 
order will be made. 

The letter is as follows: 

STATE OF OREGoN, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Salem, May 22, 1886. 

SIR: Hon. J. N. DoLPH has inclosed to my address your letter ofthe 11th in
stant addressed to him, and relating to the bill recently intr()duced by him in 
the United States Senate, authorizing the Secretary of War to credit Oregon 
with the sum of 812,398.55 on her ordnance account. 

Permit me to make a brief statement showing the importance of the passage 
of this bill to the State of Oregon. 

It is doubtful whether any State or Territory in the Union has suffered so much 
within the past fifteen years from Indian depredations as the State of Oregon. 
The Modoc war of 1872-'73 entailed the most serious loss of life and property. 
The wa.m, however, whichduringtha.tperiodoffifteenyearsassumed the widest 
range were those of1tr17 and 1878, menacing, as they did, a. very large expanse 
of territory in Eastern Oregon. In the war of 1878 the Indians ravaged the coun
try wherever they went, and prod need the greatest alarm among the settlers 
of what was then a comparatively sparsely settled district. The greatest ex
citement prevailed, and the demand for arms and ammunition was constant 1md 
urgent, and the supply was absolutely inadequate to meet the urgent needs of 
the time. It was necessary to call on the mil1tia companies or Western Oregon 
to transfer their arms and accouterments to newly organized companies in the 
district threatened by the enemy. Thear~ thus obtained were insufficient, and 
the governor of Washington Territory was thereupon called upon for assist
ance. In response to the urgent request of the governor of this State, Washing· 
ton Territory loaned the State of Oregon arnis and equipments, as follows: 
three hundred and twenty breech-loading SJ?ringfield rifles, caliber .50, model 
1866; 262 breech-loading Springfield rifles, caliber .50, m.odel1868; 582 screw-driv
ers; 47,445 ball cartridges, caliber .50; 31 arms-chests. 

All of the arms and equipments were issued to companies and individuals as 
soon as received. It was found necessary iu many instances to make issue of 
arms and ammunition to individuals inremoteandexposedparts ofthe invaded 
territory, where the surroundings were such that companies could not act with 
efficiency and the service of scouts was required. It is believed that ordinary 
care and prudence was exercised in the distribution of the arms, and in the sub
sequent collection of such as were of any value alter the close of these waxs. 
Ea.1:nest effort has certainly been made to gather up nll munitions belonging to 
the State, but during the progress of hostilities many arms were lost, destroyed, 
and rendered useless, and :when a. final inventory was taken the State had virt
ually nothing with which to properly equip her militia. Such munitions as she 
has since received have not been adequate to her rapidly increasing wants. A 
number of our militia companies are without equipments of any kind, and but 
few of them are properly equipped. The quota now due the State from the Gen
eral Government is exhausted, with our indebt~ness to Washington Territory. 
still outstanding. To meet that indebtedness this Stateha.s given an order upon 
the War Department in favor ofWashington Territozy. This will exhaust Ore· 
gon's quota. for years to come. Aside !rom this, new militia companies are 
needed in various portions of our State, and are being organized, but they are 
discouraged with the prospect that is before them of not securing proper equip
ments. 

When you consider the fact that Oregon is a frontier State, embracing an im
mense expanse of territory that is rapidly increasing in population, and further, 
that peculiar conditions operate here, calculated at times to render the enfm-ce
ment of law a so~ewha.t di:fficult task, the necessity of a. well-organized and 
properly equipped militia. will be apparent. As we think we have alr~ady 
clearly shown, the end desired can not be secured as we are at present sit uated. 

In view of these facts we respectfully urge upon you a. favorable consideration 
of the bill of Senat-or DOLPH above referred to. · 

Respectfully submitted .. 

Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
B. F. 1\I.OODY, Governor of Oregon. 

- United StaUB Se-n.ale. 

1\Ir. EDl\fUNDS. If you would treat the State of Vermont in the MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

same way I should be glad. A message from the Ho11S6 of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
~fr. DOLPH. If the State of Vermont had lost arms anywhere by Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 

her citizens volunteering I should be glad to do it. which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
Mr. INGALLS. I want to ask the Senator from Nebraska why the A bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catharine Waters; 

~ifference in th.e terms of the issue that appear in the bills granting r~- . A bill (H. R. 9726} making appropriations to supply defi-ciencies in 
lief to the TemtoryofDakotaand to the State of Oregon? The Tern- the appropriations for the :fiscal year ending June30 1886 and forother 
tory of Dakota is required to return to. tJ;te S~cretary of War "all sru:h purposes; and ' ' 
~and other. ordnance stores re~g ~the custod;r of the s_a1d Joint resolution(H. Res.181)au~orizing and directing the Secretary 
Territory ofihe 18Sues thereof under sa1d act; but there IS no reqmre- of War to loan tents to the Southwestern Iowa and North western M""lB
ment in the b.ill for the relief of Ore~on !futt the ar~. shal} be returned. so uri Veteran Soldiers' Association, at Bethany, 1\Io., and to the Tri
It seems. as if t~ere had been unJustifiable.co~ditions 1~posed upon State Veterans' Association of Ohio, Indiana, and ~fiehigan, for re
Dakota, if! can Judge by the language ofthis bill; that lS to say, the union purposes. 
Territory of Dakota is required to do something that the State of Ore-

RAILROAD ATTORNEYS. gon is released from. It seems to me the terms ought to be the same, as 
these bills come in consecutive order and relate to exactly the same 
subject; and if Dakota. is to be required to return the arms and ord
nance, the State of Oregon ought to be required to do the·sa.me t.hing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I know nothing of the report in the case of the 
Territory of Dakota. The report in the case of the Territory of Dakota 

1\Ir. HOAR I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to make a re
port at this time. The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom wa.s 
referred the bill (S . .2578) to prohibit melJ:!-bers of Congress fr.om acting 
as attorneys or employes for railroad companies holding charten; or hav
ing received grant of lands or pecmria.ry aid from the United States, 
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direct me to report the bill favorably with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to have the substitute read at length. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire t.o state that while I am in favor of the sub

stitute us compared with the original bill as an amendment, and in 
favor of the passage of some legislation on the subject, I prefer the sub-
15titute which I now send to the desk as an amendment that may be 
offered hereafter. 
· The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal

endar. The Chair is of opinion that all these motions. interposed dur
illg the consideration of the Calendar under the present special order 
are in violation of the plain wordsofthe order. Nothing can be inter
posed; but the Chair receives them by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Texas wishes to make a minor-
ity report. . . 

Mr. COKE. In behalf of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], the 
Senator from ~issouri [Mr. VEST], the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], and myself I desire to say that the minority dissent from the 
report made by the Senator from Massachusetts for the majority of the 
committee, and to say furthe:tthat the minority will at the proper time 
offer a substitute for the bill presented by the majority. I ask that the 
substitute be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The various amendments will be 
printed and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

GENERAL AND LIEU~ENANT-GENERAL. 
The bill (S. 1964) to repeal a certain portion of section 1094 of the 

Revised Statutes of the United States was announced as next in order. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That may go over. It wants consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo1·e. The bill will go over under objec~ 

tion. 
PEREZ DICKINSON. 

Mr. DOLPH. On the 9t.h instant the bill {S. 2162) for the relief of 
Perez Dickinson, surviving wrtner of the late firm of Cowan & Dick
inson, was reported from the Committee on Claims by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. I had prepared a minority report and handed 
it to him.. to be submitted with the majority report; but the report was 
submitted in his absence by. his colleague for him and the minority re
port was not presented with it. I DQW submit the views of the minor
ity to be printed with the majority report. 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. If there be no objection the order 
to print will be made. The Chair hears none. 

DEFICIE,YCY APPROPRIATIO-N BILL. 
The bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 

in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, an<l re
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0. L. PRu

DEN, one of his secre-taries, announced that the President had on the 
· lOth instant approved and gjgned the act (S. 503) relating to the su
preme court of Montana Territory, and providing for the establishment 
of judicial districts in said Territory. . 

RIVER AND HARBOR lliLL. 
. Mr. UcMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider

ation of the river and harbor bill. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Who1e, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making ap
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, the pendmg 
question being on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Com
lJlerce, in section~~ to insert the clauses from line 1134 to line 1174, 
inclusive, as amended. 

CUSTOMS FRAUDS AT NEW YORK. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that I may 

put a question to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] which relates 
to a matter pending before the Finance Committee, which is of very 
great importance and interest to my constituents, and which they would 
like to be informed as to the condition qf. 

Before the Christmas holidays the Senate directed an investigation 
into the matter of the fraudulent undervaluation alleged to have taken 
place in the New York custom-house, by which some very well-in
formed and cauti<;>us persons think an amount in the neighborhood of 
$50,000,()00 a year is lost to the United States in duties, and also that 
trade is unnaturally and improperly diverted from other importing 
ports, especially Boston and Baltimore and Philadelphia, to New York, 
because of the .fitcility of making importations at less than the proper 
duties, and also, indirectly, very great injury is infiic~d upon the manu
facturers, whose protection is destroyed in this way. 

I understand that a subcommittee of the Committee on Finance was 
appointed just after the holidays to consider that question; and it would 
be of great importance to the public, especially to the merchants of 
Boston and the manufacturers of Massachusetts and other New England 
States, to be informed as to the condition of that investigation, if the 
Senator fro~ Iowa can give us the information. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, · a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Finance was charged with the duty of making the investigation of 
which the Senator from Massachusetts speal..."S. We undertook the 
work and took a considerable amount of testimony, making a journey 
to Boston and one or two journeys to New York for the purpose. I 
believe myself, and I think the subcommittee that maae the investi
gation share with me in that belief, that the embarrassments and diffi
culties are not so great as the Boston merchants seem to think, although 
the committee believe that there are great abuses in the· valuation of 
goods at the New York custom-house and have been for some time; 
but I think the committee also believe that the fault is primarily in 
the system now existing ill the NewYork custom-house ~ith reference 
to the method of valuation. The present system is one that has existed 
for many years. 

It is totally inefficient in its organization; and the committee have 
had under consideration the question of entirely changing the official 
staff engaged in the valuation of merchandise and. enlarging the board 
of appraisers; but the first difficulty we encountered when we came to 
prepare a bill looking to the alteration of the law was the fact that, in 
making an efficient law on this subject, we should be obliged to infringe 
upon the prerogative of the House of Representatives. To make a com
plete system of valuation of goods requires that some supervising au
thority shall not only control the valuation, but the classification of 
goods; and the moment we get into the question of cla...c;sification we get 
into the question of the rates of duty. 

So the committee, after progressing some time in this way, on con
sultation with gentlemen in the other House who bad the same ques
tion under consideration with regard to regulating the New York cus
tom-house, concluded to await the action of the other House. We 
supposed then that what is known as the Hewitt administration bill 
would pass at this session. That expectation has so far been disap
pointed, and probably that bill will not pass. 

I believe, however, it is the·purpose of the Committee on Finance to 
continue this investigation during the vacation, if it can be done, and 
try and make some report to the Senate early in the next session, chang
ing the entire administration of the appraiser's office. 

That is about the condition of the affair. It seems to me there can 
be no effective reform in the New York custom-house until that is done. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say that the merchants, the Board of 
Trade of Boston, and other- business men there, to whom this subject is 
of very great interest and concern, will endeavor, I believe, to have 
such a measure as their business experience suggests framed and sub
mitted to that committee for its consideration, which may possibly be 
some help to them hereafter. 

Mr. ALJ ... ISON. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the Boston Board of Trade have already submitted a very elaborate 
project for a change of the law with reference to the appraisal of goods 
and have furnished veiy valuable information on that subject. We 
shall be glad, of course, to have them furnish further information if 
they can do so. 

WILLIAM H. CROOK. 
Mr. PLUl\IB. I withdraw the motion which I heretofore submitted 

to reconsider the action of the Senate on the bill (S. 100) for the relief 
of William H. Crook. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas. with-
draw his motion to reconsider? 

:Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion. 
:h!r. INGALLS. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. Is there objection to the wi~hdrawal 

of the motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed the 
bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook? If there be no objec
tion the motion to reconsider is withdrawn, and the bill will be re
turned to the House of RepresenU:!tives. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, r~umed the consideration 

of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, re
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Commerce, in section 1, to · insert the 
clauses from line 1134 to line 1174, inclusive, as amen<led. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not know that I desire to oc
cupy the time of the Senate in the discussion of the amendment now 
pending. I have been so occupied in committee duties that I have not 
even heard _ the discussions pro and con· with reference to it, and have 
not followed them up perhaps as I should have U.one; but I intend to 
vote for the amendment; and I believe that it is as important a provision 
as there is in this bill, and that mth perhaps three or four exceptions 
there can be no more meritorious appropriation than the one proposed 
by the pending amendment. 

It seems to me that Senators do not fully comprehend the scope of 
this provision. They have gone off upon a side question rather than 
speak of what I consider the main question involved here. The Sena
tor from MiSsouri [Mr. VEST], who spoke the other day, stated objec
tions to this amendment because it proposed the construction of a cross
canal through the State of illinois. That is only a part of this project, 
as I understand it. The main object involved in this amendment is to 
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make a water communication between the Mississippi River and the 
great system of Northwestern lakes. And so I think the Senator ;from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] misapprehended the action of the Legislature 
of the State of Illinois when he criticised the Legislature of that State 
because they imposed conditions upon the General Government with 
reference to the Illinois and Michigan Canal. 
It is a matter of so much moment, not only to the people of lllinois 

but to all the people who trade between the Mississippi River and the 
great system of Northwestern lakes, that that canal shall be an open 
water way! that lllinois could not consent to its transfer to the Govern
ment of the United States unless the Governmentofthe United States 
would use it for the purpose for which it was originally intended; and 
if the United States does not take the canal and enlargeit, asltshould 
be enlarged, to a ship-canal, I have no doubt that public opinion in the 
State of Illinois will at some time compel its enlargement through the 
operation of State laws. 

This action of the Legislature of the State of Illinois was taken in 
plll'8uance of a debate in this Chamber which I remember perfectly well, 
when some years ago the Senate Committee on Commerce introduced 
an amendment like this to a river and harbor bill, and it was supported 
here and received a large majority of the votes of this body. At that 
time it was contended by those who opposed the provision for the Hen~ 
nepin Canal that we were building a sliort canal 64 miles long to con
nect with a line a hundred miles long which was w.holly under the 
control of the State of Illinois, and Senators were unwilling to make a 
free canal 64 miles in length when the State of illinois had it in its 
power through its Legislature to exact such tolls upon that interstate 
commerce in its transmission through that State as it chose. 

So the gentlemen who then stood in this Chamber opposing this 
work said, ''Before you come to ask Congress to make this appropria
tion to connect the Mississippi River with the lakes you must come 
here with the State of Illinois having relinquished to the General Gov
ernment its right to charge tolls upon this hundred miles of canal." 
I think the honorable Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] was then 
governor of that State; and I remember perfectly well-I do not know 
that he does-of transmitting to him those debates, and saying to him 
in a communication that it was neceesary for the State of Illinois to 
relinquish to the General Government its canal of 100 miles in le:ogth 
before a measure could be successful in passing Congress for the pur
pose of making this water way between the Mississippi and the lakes; 
that Congress never would consent to appropriate money to complete 
this water way as long as the State of lllinois stood in its pathway 
with a power of exacting tolls upon that commerce. 

So, then, the action of the Legislature of the State of illinois was in 
direct response to the popular will as expressed in this Chamber with 
respect to this great water way. Now what is it? The primary object 
of this improvement is not the Hennepin Canal. I snbmit to Senators 
that the main project is to connect the Mississippi River with the sys
tem of Northwestern lakes, whereby vessels can be transported from 
the Mississippi River through this canal to the lakes, and thus cheapen 
the entire transportation of that region. And this is no new scheme. 
It has been the dream of men who have studied the subject of water
transportation for more than fifty years. It was the dream, I believe, 
of the :first white man who passed through that region, whose name is 
now given to one of the cities on the line of the lllinois River More 
than two hundred years ago he predicted that there would be a con
tinuous water way from the foot of Lake Michigan to the city of New 
Orleans. I venture the statement that no other civilized government 
on earth would have seen this great opportunity of connecting the Mis
sissippi River and its tributaries with the great chain of Northwestern 
lakes without long since availing of it except the Government of the 
United States. 

Why, Mr. President, during some of the years of war I happened to be 
n. member of the other House, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] 
was a member, and it·was then debated at great length whether or not 
this Government should not take hold of this canal and build a water 
way there sufficient for the transportation of vessels of war. And, sir, 
some of the men who now listen to me will see the day when vessels of 
war will be transported from the Northwestern lakes into the Missis
sippi River through this water way called the lllinois and Michigan 
Canal down to the Gulf. If we were not as secure as we are with ref
erence to the intrusion of outside governments our Government would 
not hesitate one moment as a war measure to incur this expense of two 
or three or four million dollars. 

This is the great object in view in this amendment, as I understand. 
It is to place this Government in a situation whereby it can connect 
the great system of river communication extending from Saint Paul 
and up the Missouri River and up the Obi(" and up the Tennessee and 
np the Cumberland and up the Arkansas with the Northwestern lakes. 

Mr. President, there is no single State in. this Union that is more di
rectly interested in that than is the State of Missouri, which the Sen
ator from Missouri represents. Here stands the city of Chicago at the 
foot of this system of lake navigation, and here is the city of Saint Louis 
in the very heart and center and. pivotal point of the river navigation. 
Now, is it not worth while for these two great cities to have water 
communication and water connection with each other? Here is a city 

of 800,000 people and another of 400,000 or 500,000 people, with four 
lines of railways built between these two cities; and what does that in
dicate? It indicates that there is a great commerce between them, 
that there is a great communication between them; and yet here is an 
opportunity with a small expenditure amounting to only a few million 
dollars which will enable all the people of the Mississippi Valley to 
co,mmunicate with all the people upon the lakes; and yet the Senator 
from Missouri says he is not in fa:vor of this project. 

The reason these water Communications · are made is that there is a 
certain class of products necessary to the comfort arid convenience of 
the people that will not bear the cost of railway transportation. Take 
the iron ore of Lake Superior, if you please, which when mixed and 
mingled with the iron ore of Missouri makes the most valuable product 
known to commerce; and yet everybody knows that it is not possible 
to gather these two classes of ores together by means of railway commu-
nication. .· 

What is true with reference·to iron is truewithreferenceto coal, and 
it is true with reference to otlier bulky products that we are compelled 
to use west of the Mississippi River, and which can hardly bear the 
cost of r.ailway transportation. Take the anthracite coal of Pennsyl
vania; it is burned in every; county in my State, I believe. How is it 
transported? Does any one believe that it ~n be transported by rail 
from the mines where it is produced into the. interior of Iowa? It is 
the fact that we have water communication by canal and lake and river 
that enables us to consume the coal at all. Take the great salt pro
duction of Michigan, which is transported by water to the city of Chi
cago, and sold in the city of Chicago at $5 a ton. When it reaches the 
interior ofiowa this salt is sold by the bushel; yetifwehad communi
cation between the region of the salt production and the region of it8 
great consumption, where the people of Iowa, and of Kansas, and the 
other interior States are, it does not need a great amount of know ledge 
of arithmetic to see that the consnmer would be able to receive this .. 
product, necessary and essential, at a much less price. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of my friend from Iowa, I 
wish to get information about this. I should like to know how high 
is the summit-level of this canal above Lake Michigan? 

Mr. ALLISON. Which canal does the Senator refer to? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The one which we are to buy and pay for and build. 
Mr. ALLISON. I did not expect to go into details. The Illinois 

and Michigan Canal, as I understand, is in its chief length lower than 
Lake Michigan. Am I not right? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the feeder is to be Lake Michigan. 
Mr. ALLISON. The feeder of the Illinois and Michigan Canal to 

some extent is doubtless Lake Michigan. · 
Mr. EDMUNDS. . Is there any other possible feeder to feed the canal 

for which Congress gave lands, &c., that is supposed to lead from Chi
cago to the Illinois River? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is the Des Plaines River, of course. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Des Plaines is a branch of the Illinois, is it 

not? 
Mr. ALLISON. · The Des PL1.ines River, as I understand, runs into 

Lake Michigan. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. How do you get from the Des Plaines River onto 

tb.e waters that descend into the Mississippi? 
Mr. CULLOM. It is impossible to hear the Senator from Vermont 

in this part of the Hall. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, has it come to this, that we are dis

cussing the question whether there is water to be put into this canal? 
If that is an open question-- · 

Mr. INGALLS. That is f,he very question. 
~ Mr. ALLISON. Is that the question which troubles the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Kansas ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nothing troubles me. I am too old to be troubled. 
I am mere]y trying to get information. 

Mr. LOGAN. Allow me to say that the Chicago River, which empties 
into Lake :M:ichigan, connects with the illinois and Michigan Canal. 
Instead of the Chicago River running into Lake Michigan it runs int-Q 
the canal, and it is fed from Lake Michigan through the Chicago River 
and the Des Plaines River. The canal rnns into the lllinois River at 
Hennepin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then Lake Michigan is the feeder. 
Mr. LOGAN. Lake Michigan is the feeder of the Illinois and Mich

igan Canal. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. So that the water of Lake Michigan would run 

into the Mississippi? • 
Mr. LOGAN. The feeder for the Hennepin Canal is the Mississippi 

River in part, and one of the main feeders is the Rock River, which runs 
down on the elevation of which we have heard, and connects with the 
Hennepin Canal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How long is that feeder? 
Mr. LOGAN. I do not remember the distance. 
Mr. CULLOM. About 30 miles. 
Mr. LOGAN. It is a shortdist.ance. It depends on where the river 

is tapped, so far as the gentleman talking about feeding the canal with 
water is concerned. It can be tapped at a number of places. I do not 
want to disturb the Senator from Iowa any fnrther. 
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~Ir. ALLISON. I am very much obliged to th~ Senator from llli
nois, because the Senator from Vermont asked me these questions of 
details with reference to the water, &c., of the Dlinois and Michigan 
Canal, and I am not familiar with the details; but I never heard it 
questioned. I never heard anybody suggest that there was not ample 
water to build a canal as deep and as wide as you choose to build it be
tween Lake 1\fichigan and the lllinois River. It has always been un
derstood that there is water capacity and opportunity to build a canal 
there which will float the war ships of this Government that can be 
floated into the lllinois and Mississippi Rivers. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to suggest to 
him that a complete answer to the inquiry of the Senator from Vermont 
is in the fact that the question is one primarily of engineering skill, 
and, of course, if the engineers do not advise Congress that it is practi
cable to make the canal the money will not be spent. That is a com
plete answer. 

1\lr. EDMUNDS. I should not call it a -very cqmplcte one, with 
great respect to my friend from South Carolina. 

1\Ir. BUTLER. I should like to know why it is not. 
1\fr. EDJ\!UNDS. Because I think when Congress is asked to initi

ate a scheme of this kind, which may be a very gopd one-though I do 
not know why it is in this river and harbor bill-the first inquiry that 
anybody who is asked to do anything about building the canal is to 
know whether at the highest point it has to pass there is water enough 
to feed it, because you can not feed it from below. 

Mr. BUTLER. The engineers ~ertainly would not advise Congress 
to adopt a canal that can not be supplied by water. . 

Mr. EDUUNDS. If we were projecting a railroad or private canal 
we should first inquire, without troubling ourselves too much about 
engineers, whether the summit-level had any water on it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the engineers have so reported. 
Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator yield to me? 
l\fr. ALLISON. I yield to everybody, because I did not wish to oc

cupy time; I only wanted to get at the fact. 
1\lr. CULLOM. My colleaoaue stated exactly the fact as to the sup

ply of water for the present canal, the lllinois and 1\fichigan Canal, 
being fed by the Chicago River anQ. the lake and the Des Plaines River. 
Then as to the Hennepin portion of the canal, the Senator from Iowa 
knows that the water necessary to run that comes from Rock River at 
about the point of the summit. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not yet touched upon that branch of the 
su"Qject relating to the Hennepin Canal. I wanted to clear up the idea 
with reference to a water way by means of the expansion of thelllinois 
and Michigan Canal and the lllinois River. For what are we voting 
here year by year to improve the lllinois River? Have we not the in
tention uitimately of securing all the benefits ofthat appropriation by 
me.:'lns of a water communication between the lakes and the river? 

This scheme of connecting the Mississippi River and the great North
wcstern lakes is without a parallel in this bill. I have seen over and 
over again, in reading the pages of the bill, propositions looking to im
provement of short rivers, only a few miles long, and the extension of 
improvements. Only the other day we kept in the bill a proposition 

'to accept the improvement of the .l't:Iuskingum River in the State of 
Ohio, a small open river in that State having no connection, as this 
great improvement has, with the system of water navigation connect
ing" a dozen or more States in the Northwest and Northeast. 

So I submit there is no question involved in this bill of such magni
tude and importance to the people of the United States, and all of them, 
as this propos1tion to connect the illinois River with the great North
westei·n lakes by means of the Illinois an.d Michigan Canal; and that 
is what we mean when we propose to take this canaJ from the State of 
Illinois and enlarge it. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Missouri that canals are fast 
running out of date and out of use. So far from that being true, there 
is not a country on the globe to-day that is not expending many mill
ions of dollars in the construction and enlargement of canals. There 
has been a project for the construction of a ship-canal connecting the 
ocean with the city of Manchester) 50 miles from the ocean-. To-day 
England is utilizing every canal that she has ever built in competition 
with her railways; France is enlarging her entire system of canal nav-· 
igation; and Germany is building canals everywhere. Canals form a 
part of the system of water communication of those countries and every 
other country. 

What is it that has built up Southern Germany? It is the fact that 
by a system of improvement of her canals and the enlargement of the 
Rhine the city of Cologne has become practically a seaboard city. So 
e'\"ery civilized government on earth is utilizing her water ways by con
necting rivers and lakes by means of canals in order that the bulky 
products which are produced in every country may be transported more 
cheaply than they can be transported by rail. That is all there is in 
this project. 

When you come to the Hennepin Canal, that is a short canal, 64 miles 
long, which connects the Upper .l'tfississippi River with the water navi
gation of the illinois and Michigan Canal and gives us a near and di
rect route to Chicago. It is perfectly well known that such a canal is 
feasible; that it can be built; that it can be utilized; that there is a:n 

ample supply of water to build it; and that the entire cost will not 
exceed $6,000,000, and if one route is taken, five and a half millions of 
dollars. 

.It iS worth while for us to consider whether or not we will engage in 
that project. I believe it is a. wise thing to do. I believe it is a more 
wise thing to do than to do many things which I see in this bill, and 
why? Because by doing it you will cheapen the transportation of the 
wheat, corn, and other bulky products which are produced in four or 
five States of the Nor,hwest. You will cheapen the cost of the trans
portation of these products. I shall not enter into a discussion with 
my friend from Kansa.s [1l1r. L'GALLS] as towhetherthatreduction in 
the cost of the transportation of those products is most to the interest 
of the consumer or of the producer, or whether, as some persons be
lieve, in the long run of affairs: in casting up finally both the consumer 
and producer are benefited by these arrangements. But if these prod
ucts can be more cheaply transported it is perfectly certain th~t either 
the consumer or the producer, or both, will be benefited by that cheapen
ing process. So it affects not only the things which we produce, but 
the things which we are compelled to consume and which we cau not 
produce, or at least which we do not produce. Certainly we can not 
produce salt; we can not produce anthracite coal, yet we have long and 
rigorous winters, requiring the burning of coal for six or seven months, 
and anything that cheapens the· cost of the transportation of that article 
to our homes west of the Mississippi River is a boon to us. So it is a 
question whether we shall expend this five and a half million dollars 
for that purpose. In my belief, it will result in an annual saving of 
more than its entire cost. I may be mistaken in that---

Ur. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senator a question. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 

the Senator from Maine? 
1\Ir. ALLISON. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa, in view of the 

fact that low-priced freights are compelling a very great increase in the 
carrying capacity of vessels, so that even to-day they are building 
schooners of 1,500 tons burden, and all VCSS,els for transportation are 
increasing year by year in size on account of the low-priced freights, 
whether he believes it is prudent or economical for the United States 
now.to enter upon the building of a canal which will cost $5,000,000, 
with a width of 80 feet, a depth of 7 feet, and a capacity to float only 
a vessel of· 280 tons? 

Mr. ALLISON . • I will answer that question, and I will say most 
unquestionably so. It is not expected that the Mississippi River craft 
and the craft that come into these canals will go along the lakes and 
meander through to the seaboard. It is expected that there will be a 
breaking of bulk at Chicago. The Senator has given me an argument 
why this canal ought to be built in the fact that when we get to Chi
cago there will be cheap water communication, cheapening every year 
and almost every month in the year. What we want is to a,mplify and 
enlarge·that cheapening in order that we may also get our products to 
Chicago cheaper than we can do now by rail. 

Does anybody believe that the Government of the United States would 
consent to the closing of the Erie Canal? I saw a st.o'ltement only a day 
or two ago that the tonnage of that canal is much larger this year than 
last. That canal is a regulator. It fixes the rate of freight on the Ches
apeake~d Ohio Railway, 500 miles away from it. It fixes the mte on 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railway. So if we can have this canal which 
we propose, connecting the Mississippi River with the lakes, it will be 
a regulator of all the railways running between the Mississippi River 
and the lakes for a range of four or five hundred miles. Is it not worth 
fi '\"e and a half million dollars to do that? Who believes that theW el
land Canal will ever be closed? Who donbts that "the Weiland Canal 
is a boo}\ to the producers and consumers of the United St."l.tes as it is 
a boon to the Dominion of Canada, which has built it with its own 
money and which keeps it in repah? . 

Senators must rember that if we are to prosper in our interior com
merce we must do as the older nations have done and are doing. We 
must expand and extend cur water ways in order to utilize them as a 
common system. 

Why is it that we do not charge tolls upon our rivers and harbors? 
It is because in the nature of things these rivers and harbors must be 
open to all the commerce that traverses them; and if we can open the 
canals in the same way, they become a part of the great system of water 
communication between different portions of ou.r country. 

It is only a question, and I agree it is a fair question, for Se~tors to 
decide whether at this moment of time we are able as a government to 
embark in a ruttional work, to be completed perhaps within five or ten 
years, which, when completed, will be worth more annually than its 
entire cost. 

I am not to be led astray by the suggestions of the Senator from Con
necticut [Mr. PLATT] when he proposes that the Government shall 
enter upon the experiment of building a governmental railway. I am 
willing that that experiment shall be tried in Connecticut, but I do not 
want to begin that method of connecting the great system of the North
western lakes with that other great system of water communication, the 
Mississippi River and its tribu.t:aries. 

Mr. President, believing a."'3 I believe that this is not a local work com-
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mon to ihe people of my own State and the State of illinois, but that 
it is a work national and general in its character, diffusing its benefits 
throughout everyportionof our country, I intend at every opportunity 
to give my vote to this measure, believing that it ought to be entered 
upon at once if we are to expend money at all for the improvement of 
the water ways of this country. 

I have said much more than I intended to say upon this question 
when I rose. I only wanted to get information. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask theSenatora question before he takes 
his seat. He alluded some moments ago in his speech to the fa-ct that 
European nations-England, Germany, and France-were making new 
canals. I desire to ask him whether the canals which are now being 
constructed in Europe are constructed on the plan of being run by 
horses or mules on tow-paths, or whether they are so large that the 
boats are to be navigated by steam? 

Mr. ALLISON. In every way. I have seen them operated by steam 
and I have seen them operated with mules on tow-paths. 

Mr. GEORGE. But I speak of the new ones that are being con
structed. That is the point to which I desire to call the Senator's at
tention. Are they making .the old-fashioned tow-path canals or not? 

:l!lr. ALLISON. They are enlarging them. Every canal is being 
enlarged now. Take the Delaware and Hudson canal. That is a short 
canal, coming into the Hudson River at Rondout. When that canal 
was .first built it was built purely for the purpose of transporting coal, 
and the canal-boats only transported 40 tons. It has been enlarged 
certainly twice, until now, I believe, those canaJ.-boats transport 300 
tons, and they do it by steam. 

I have not looked at the figures, but there is no difficulty in these 
canals. Of course wherever there is water and opportunity and money 
the canals will be built so as to be operated by steam; and I could 
hope that this canal would be so built. It certainly will be so built 
some time. Does the Senator from ~issippi doubt that the great 
Northwestern lakes and the Illinois River and Mississippi River will 
be connected by a national canal in the near future? We may not see 
our way clear to do it, but we shall see it very soon, especially when 
we appropriate money year by year for little, short rivers, and little 
improvements local to a State. 

ll!r. GEORGE. I do notknowthat I understand the Senator. Ide
sire to ask him whether ill Europe or anywhere else canals are now be
ing constructed, or have been constructed in the last dozen years, which 
are to be operated by horse power instead of by steam? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not answer that question. I doubt whether 
any--

Mr. CHACE. May I amwer it? 
Mr . .ALLISON. Certainly. 
Mr. CHACE. I can say to the Senator from Mississippi that at this 

moment the Government of Russia is constructing a canal to connect 
the Caspian and B1ack Seas fer the purpose of transporting the grain 
produced in Southeastern Russia, and that their pL'Yl is to make it deep 
enough and wide enough to take in barges, which will go through the 
Mediterranean, to be delivered along in the :l!Iediterranean ports, and 
at the same time to provide different boats for hauling by animal power. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for answering the question. 
Mr. CHACE. That is a very pregnant fact in connection with this 

discussion, for that very grain is to come in competition with ~e grain 
which will be transported from the grarh-ui-es of the West through the 
great water system of the M1ssissippi River and its tributaries and the 
lakes to tide water on the Atlantic. 

Mr. ALLISON. Upon the subject as to what nations do for their 
own people, I wish to say that Great Britain has within the last twenty 
years guaranteed nearly $100,000,000 for the extension and expansion 
of government works in India, in order to enable India to compete with 
the constituents of the Senator from :1\Iississippi in the raising of cotton 
and iu order to enable them to compete with my constituents in the 
raising of wheat. More than £20,000,000, or $100,000,000, have been 
put into what are known as productive water-works in India for the 
double purpose of navigation and irrigation. In many cases the chief 
object is nayjgation, using lateral canals of a smaller charac~ and the 
streamsforpnrposesofirrigation. 'SoGreatBritainhasgnaranteedmill
ions upon millions of pounds for the extension and expansion of her 
mil. way system, connecting the different portions of the wheat and cot
ton growing regions of India, in order that she might compete with the 
prairies of Iowa and the cotton region of Mississippi and the other 
Southern States. 

Shall we lie by with our hands tied and gyves upon our wrists and 
proclaim that here are two or three million ·dollars to be expended out 
of the hundred million of surplus' in the Treasury for the beginning of 
an improvement which is to connect the great water systems of our 
country North and South, and that we will not do it simply because it 
costs a fewmilliondollars? No, Mr. President; ifwe are able to do it 
I believe that it is wise to do it. 

Therefore I shall vote for this amendment, believing it to be one of 
the wisest and best provisions in the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Iowa has said seTeral times inci
dent.'l.lly that this canal would cost but two o:r tJ.:rree million dollars. 

~fr. ALLISON. I speak of the illinois and Michigan Canal enlarge
ment. 

:Mr. HAWLEY. That is only a small piece of it. We speak of the 
whole enterprise: The Illinois and Michigan Canal part is about 
$2,300,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I was endeavoring to show that whatever 
became of the Hennepin Canal, we ought to accept the action of the 
Legislature of the State of Illinois and enlarge the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal so as to make a connection by means of the Illinois River and 
that canal with the great system of Northwestern lakes, and thus realize 
the dream of La Salle, who traversed it two hundred years ago. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator, then, would have us at least to take 
the canal from Chicago down to Hennepin and enlarge it at a cost of, 
say, two million. and a quarter dollars. 

Mr. ALLISO:N. I would. 
lli. HAWLEY. You would enlarge it t{)adraughtof7 feet. What 

is the condition of the Illinois River below Hennepin down to the Mis
sissippi? What is the draught? 

Mr. ALLISON. It certainly has a draught of 7 feet, I presume. 
Toward the mouth it is much more. 

:l!lr. CULLO:l\I. I can answer the Senator. There is the creation or 
a system of locks on the Illinois River. TQe State of Illinois mainly 
has built two locks already. It is proposed that the Government of 
the United States shall build two more near the mouth of the Illinois 
River. When the four locks are completed there will be a depth of 7 
feet in the Illinois River, and that.is all we can get without largely 
overflowing the country around it. 

So in order to get such a system as is necessary to connect the Mis
sissippi River and the lakes, it is the judgment of most men who have 
given the subject any consideration that while the locks on the Illinois 
River should be completed so as to give that much of a depth of water 
for commerce, it is also necessary that the Hennepin Canal shall be con
structed so as to connect with the Mississippi River higher up, and give 
a greater depth of water on that canal. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So the larger portion of the proposed expenditure 
is not for merely a connection between Lake Michigan and the Missis
sippi River, which you have now, but it is for a. shorter connection. 

:l!fr. CULLOM. We have already a system of connection between 
Chicago and the mouth of the Illinois River; but it iR not the sort of a 
-connection that is of sufficient value to the commerce of the country. 
The mouth of the Illinois is about 275 miles south of Rock Island, so 
that any benefit which the Northwest and the West would get for all 
the regions in the latitude of Rock Island, if yon please, the western 
terminus of the Hennepin Canal, would be of no practical Yalne to the 
people north of that, because to go doWn. the Mississippi River and then 
up the Illinois River -to Chicago would be a greater distance than would 
be profitable to carry the products of the country. 

So whatever the Government may be able to do in the way of the 
improvement of the Illinois River, and thereby connecting it with the 
enlargement of the illinois and Michigan Canal, the commerce of the 
country demands also that the cut.off between Hennepin and Rock Is
land or the Mississippi River in that region shall be made so as to bene
fit the people west andnorthwestofthel\IississippiRiverat that point. 

:Mr .. HAWLEY. I did not expect -to invite the Senator to a general 
argument. I should like to know what the present condition of the 
illinois River is in the absence of these two or three locks. What 
draught can be taken up there? 

Mr. CULLOM. There can be very little commerce done on the Illi
nois River in ita present condition. The two locks which have been 
bnil t are a short distance below the city of Peoria. In other words, the 
north end of the river has been improved, while the south portion of 
the river, near the month of it, has not yet been improved. The Gov
ernment is now expending a small sum of money on the two lower locks, 
but it is only proposed in this bill to appropriate $100,000 for those im
provements, so that it will be some time before that river can even be 
improved sufficiently to give a depth of water of 7 feet. But even 
when those locks are completed that is a-ll the benefit that can be given. 

:l!fr. CHACE. I think the Government has already appropriated 
something over haJ.f a million dollars. 

Mr. CULLOM. The State of Illinois has expended a great deal more 
on its own account. 

Mr. LOGAN. Illinois itself expended about $400,000. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Presiden.t, I hope not to detain the Senate very 

long with anyremarksofmyown on this question, as I have discussed 
it once before; but as the general subject of canals has been brought 
into the debate and their utility has been questioned, I feel called upon 
to say something in rCocrard to the value of canals at the present time, 
not only in the amount of the freight they carry, but in the control 
which they exercise over all the great trunk lines of railroad in our 
country. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and the Senator from ?tlis
sonri [Mr. VEST] told the Senate the other day that canals were obso
lete, and they ad vised Congress that if it should attempt to do anything 
in this matter it should build a :railroad instead of a canal on this pro
posed route. The Senator from Connecticut brought in here figures to 
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show that the cost of transportation upon the Erie Canal was forty-nine 
one-hundredths of a. cent per ton per mile, and tha.t the lines of rail
road competing with the ca.na.l and in some places upon its ba.nks had 
been carrying freight for fifty-five one-hundredths of a cent per ton per 
mile. I think I am correct in my quotation. 

Mr. PLATT. I said less than4millspertonpermile, andlthought 
as low as 3 mills per ton per mile. 

Mr. MILLER. By the railroads? 
Mr. PLATT: Yes: sir; from Chicago to New York. 
Mr. MILLER. I do not know anything about those figures. 
Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from New York will yield to me I 

will read a. paragraph which may be of importance to him. 
Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 
Mr. CULLOM. I read. from the report of the Interstate Commerce 

Committee, page 172: 
It appears from the report. of the State engineer of New York (January 20, 

1885) that during 1884 the average rate of freight on the New York Central, the 
Erie, and the West Shore Railroads was .740 of a cent per ton per mile, against 
.845 of a cent per ton in 1883, while the average rate of callal freight was .270 of 
a cent per ton per mile, against .340 of a cent per ton in 1883. The figures given 
show that the business of the canals shared in the depression common to all in
dustrial movements and enterprises during 1884. 

Mr. MILLER. I am very much obliged to the Senator for reading 
that. I had it before me, and intended to call the attention of the Sen
ate t.o those figures. 

Mr. PLATT. I made my statement on the testimony of Mr. Fink 
upon the rate for grain from Chicago to New York. These statements 
are the average cost of freight, or the rate including all freights. I took 
the rates which had been made upon grain, ·and I took Mx:. Fink's 
statement of 10 cents per hundred from Chicago to New York. As I 
figure it out it is less than 3 mills per ton per mile. 

Mr. MILLER. I shall not go into those figures, I have enough 
here to show the importance of canals. 

In the first place, I hold in my hand a telegram signed William J. 
Pope, Chicago Board of Trade, which says: 

The present rateoflreightfrom Chicago to New York by Jake and canal is 6 
cents per bushel, while the lowest rail rate at the present time is 15 cents per 
bushel. 

This shows that the rate by rail is 50 :per cent. grEater than by lake 
and canal. · 

I also have here a statement prepared by Mr. Fink, showing the rate 
by all rn1t and by lake and canal, running back to 1868. and coming 
down to 1884. It shows that in 1868 the rate by lake and canal was 
24.54 cents per bushel. This was before the great improvement had 
been made in the Detroit River allowing large vessels to pass through 
it, and before the tolls had been materially reduced upon the Erie 
Canal. In that same year the rate by rail was 42.06 cents per bushel. 
So coming a1ong down to 1884, gradually reducing, the rate by lake 
and canal in 1884 was 6.60 cents per bushel; and in tha.t year of great 
competition, of great depression, the lowest rate reached by rail was 
13 cents per bushel, which, according to Mr. Fink, amounts to 20 ~nts 
per 100 pounds from Chicago to New York, which is equal to over 12 
cents per bushel ofwheat, and "is less than the averagecostuponany 
of the railroads engaged in this traffic, even on the chea.pest operated 
road." 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from New York permit me to in
terru{)t him? 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 
Mr. PALMER. The Senator from New York stated that that was 

the minimum rate. If he will look at the table he will see that it is 
the average rate. 

~Ir. MILLER. I stand corrected. It is the average rate. 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New York permit me to~khim 

a question? 
. Mr. 1\IILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Can the Senator State the relative quantities of grain 
carried during the winter months by water routes and by rail? 

Mr. MILLER. During the winter months? 
Mr. VEST. During the year, say from Chicago to NewYork, how 

much was carried by rnil and how much by water ? 
Mr. MILLER. I shall come to that in a few minutes. I may not be 

able to givethefiguresforthe entire year, but I shall be able to give the 
amount carried by canal and by railroad. The statement which was 
read a moment ago by the Senator from Illinois shows that in 1884 the 
average cost upon the Erie Canal for moving a ton of freight a mile 
was twenty-seven hundredths of a cent. 

Il'I'FLUENCE OF THE ERIE CANAL. 

Since that it has been reduced at times. I am not able to give the 
exact figures, but it has been done at a little less than twenty-five hun
dredths of a cent per mile, or in round numbers, a quarter of a cent per 
ton per mile. There is no railroad yet constructed which has ever 
approached such a low cost of transportation. The figures given here 
for the New York Central, the Erie, and the West Shore Railroads for 
average charges are the charges which they made when there was a hot 
competition between the West Shore and the New York Central; and 
it will be remembered that that contestcontinued until the West Shore, 
no longer able to meet its ordinary operating expenses, to say nothing of 

its fixed charges, surrendered, and was leased by the New York Central 
Railroad for four hundred and ninety-nine years. _ 

No railroad has ever been constructed and operated of any size of 
which I have any know ledge which has yet been able toaarry its freight 
at an average of half a cent per ton per mile. Wherever it has been 
done, as in the low competing rates between Chicago and New York, 
rates compelled by the competition of the lakes and the canal, freight 
has been carried at an enormous loss, and those railroads have recouped 
themselves upon the local traffic of the roads, as the Senator from Con
necticut well knows, for he was a member of the Committee on Inter
state Commerce which made the investigation a year ago. 

Mr. President, I have just read you a dispatch shoWing that the 
present rate of height from Chicago to New York by all water is 6 cents 
a bushel, and the present rate of freight from Chicago to New York by 
all rail is 15 cents a bushel. The railroads are utterly unable to meet 
the competition of the lakes and the canal; and they can not and do 
not now attempt to go below the figure I have named. Of course the 
business which is done by the railroads in the transportation of grain 
to-day is limited to the local demand along the roads, or to the demand 
of New England, which receives its grain largely over the New York 
Central, takingiteastfromAlbany, or to those shipments of grain which 
are made in which the necessity of ready movementcomes in as one of 
the chief elements in the business transaction. 

I have stated that the Erie Canal iS able to transport through its en
tire length successfully, and has done it, freight at the extreme low rate 
of one quarter of a cent per ton per mile, and what the Erie Canal is 
doing for the great commerce of the lakes, in my judgment, the Hen
nepin Canal, if constructed, will do for the great commerce of the Mis
sissippi Valley and for the great Northwest, which in a few years must 
be our chief reliance for our supply of wheat. 

GOJ\o'ER!<OR SEYMOl:R AND THE UTICA CONVENTION. 

A year ago next month a convention was called at Utica, in the State 
of New York, to consider the question of further improving the Erie 
Canal by doubling the length of its locks so that two boats could pass 
at once, and also by bottoming out the canal1 foot and by raising the 
banks 1 foot, thereby giving 2 feet more of water. Governor Seymour 
attended that convention, and I believe it was the last public act, if I 
may say so, of his life. All who knew him know that he had given 
great attention to the subject of the Erie Canal and to the improve
ment of the lakes, and in fact to all of our great internal improvements. 
His remarks upon that occasion, when he was called upon to preside, 
I find only partially reported in the New York Tribune. They were 
fully printed at the time in pamphlet form, but I regret that I am not 
now able to put my hand upon the pamphlet. I will tead a few ex
tracts from his remarks upon this question. He spoke of the great 
benefit which had come to the trade of the country; first, by the reduc
tion of the tolls upon the Erie Canal. It will be remembered by all 
who have given the subject consideration that originally the tolls upon 
the Erie Canal were very high, and that theywere gradually reduced, 
year by year, or decade by decade, until a few years ago they were en
tirely removed. Speakingofthe petiod when they were high, he said: 
' The balance of trade against our conn try, before the reduction of the tolls, 
was-

For a period of years-the number of years is not given here-! 
think the period was about ten years-
It was $800,000,000. Atl.er the ctmals had reduced their tolls in the next eight 
years the balance of trade in favor of our country was $1,300,000,000. 

Undoubtedly Governor Seymour was correct in arguing tliat that 
·change .ofthe balance of trade from $800,000,000 against us to $1,300-
000,000 in our favor was brought about by the Erie Canal and by the 
cheapening of the rate of the transportation of grain from Chicago to 
New York city. It was doubtless not all due to the reduction of tolls 
upon tpe Erie Canal, but some of it was due to the causes of which the 
Senat-or from Michigan [Mr. PALl\IER] spoke the other day, when he 
told the Senate that the improvement of the Detroit River by which 
the largest ships were enabled to navigate the lakes had saved to the 
country in the transportation of the products directly affected by it at 
least $106,000,000 per annum. Undoubtedly some of this saving over 
this line of transportation must be attributed to that cause as well as 
to the Erie Canal. But I fnlly agree with Governor Seymour in the 
statement that.if those improvements had not been made, and if the 
tolls upon the Erie Canal had not been lowered, the balance of trade 
would not have changed in our favor; for we should not ha.ve been able 
to compete in the markets of Europe with the native-grown grain and 
with the importations from Russia. Speaking of the proposed improve
ment which was submitted to thiscanalconventiona yearago, he said: 

I believe there is a brighter outlook for the canals in the immediate future, 
that will enable them to carry larger cargoes and do business on more advanta
geous terms. To-day you are here to declare with one voice that our canals 
must and shall be sustained. 1\'Ien 'who seek to impair their usefulness or to 
destroy them must encounter dete1·m.ined and earnest men who will sustain 
the canals and thus do their duty to their country. Never in the history of the 
country was any act so beneficial as that which struck off the tax on commerce. 
Some nations in Europe taxed it and won our disljke; butwhatwas thq.tto our 
imposing a. tariff on our own products. 

So he went on to argue, as did the whole convention, for a further 
enlargement of the Erie Canal both as to tho dept.h of water and as to 
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the length of locks. An estimate was made at the convention by men 
familiar with the canals as to the re.cmlt of the improvements, if they 
should be made, which were then recommended; that is, the doubling 
of the locks so that two boats may pass together; for upon the Erie 
Canal we have a system of one canal-boat propelled by steam carrying 
with it a consort, thus dispensing entirely with the old-fashioned sys
tem of towing by hories. This system has become very popular and 
is very largely employed. But these two boats have to be coupled 
closely and solidly together, and when they come to the locks of course 
they have to be separated, for the present locks are simply long enough 
to take in one boat. 

APPROPRIATIONS DY NEW YORK LEGISLATURE. 

The Legislature two years ago appropriated, I think, $30,000 to mll;-ke 
the experiment oflengthening one of these locks by a new system which 
had•been invented. The experiment was made, and last year it was 
used during thew hole season of canal navigation; It was found to work 
with perfect success, and the late Legislature of the State of New York 
has appropriated $200,000 to go on and lengthen a large number. of 
locks. · It is estimated that it will cost something more than a million 
dollars to lengthen them all, but undoubtedly the State of New York 
will do it. 

The other proposition is to deepen the canal by digging it a foot deeper 
and to raise the bank by putting dirt upon it a foot higher. It is not 
expected that this will increase the depth of water 2 feet throughout 
the entire length of the canal, because where the canal passes over cul
verts or aqueduct"!, over streaiDS, it can not be done; and the tonnage of 
the boats will not be very much greater than now by this sys~m; ~u t 
it will give more water under the boat, and, as every man familiar With 
the running of water craft knows, boats will run much more easily and 
with much less power if there is a sufficient depth of water under the 
boat than they will if the boat runs very close to the bottom of the 
canal. 

ENLARGEMENT OF THE ERIE CANAL. 

·The estimates made I say at that time by can:tl men who were com
petent to judge were to the ~ffect that if this improyement was made 
by doubling the length of the locks and deepening the water as pro
posed the cost of transportation over the Erie Canal would be reduced 
some~herefrom25to50percent. The majority of the people present, 
I think all the boatmen, held to the opinion that it would reduce tho 
cost nearly if not quite 50 per cent. The charge was then one-quarter 
of a cent per ton per mile. When this improvement shall have been 
completed the actual cost of transporting freight over the Erie Canal 
willbesomewherefromtwelveone-hundredthstofifteenone-hundrcdths 
of a cent per ton per mile. 

Is there any Senator here, is there any man anywhere, who believes 
that it will ever be possible for any railroad to approach anywhere near 
those figures? I do not believe the time will ever come when any rail
road will be able to carry freight profitably, making a fair dividend 
upon its actual cost, for less than half a cent per ton per mile. The Erie 
Canal, when improved and enlarged as it is proposed to do, will i!l my 
judgment carryfreight for one-quarter of that figure .. When you take 
that low cost, and apply it to the transportation of all the products of the 
great West and of the Mississippi Valley, you will have a sum which 
year by year will amount to more than all that has ever yet been ap
propriated for the improvements of rivers and harbors in this country 
since the first river and harbor act was passed. 

Talk about canals being antiquated ! Talk about building a railroad 
to take the place of that kind of transportation! It is chimerical; it is 
absurd·. If we were to build a railroad in place of the Hennepin Canal, 
what would it do? Does the Senator suppose that it would reach or 
controlthecommerceofthe great Northwest? Not at all. How shall 
it be done? When the Hennepin Canal is constructed it makes a free 
water way from the great lakes to the Mississippi. That means a grea.t 
deal. The Uississippi Valley is a great empire in itself. Soon the 
center of the population of this country will be near the shores of the 
Mississippi River . 

We have now a free water way running from the Atlantic up the 
Hudson through the Erie Canal and through the great lakes 1,500 
miles in extent. Shall we stop there when the construction of a new 
work of 65 miles will bring the great Father of Waters into close contact 
with the great lakes? Mr. President, there is not a possible interest in 
this country which would not be benefited by that great work. 

In justification of the statement I have made that the improvement 
of the Erie Canal as now proposed would reduce thecostoftransporta
tion through to from twelveone-hundredths to fifteen one-hundredths of 
a cel!t per ton per mile let me read from a report which was made by the 
State engineer of the StateofNew York, assisted by Charles B. Stuart, 
who was appointed by thePresident ofthe UnitedStatesto make a sur
vey of the Erie Canal in connection with an offer which was made.by the 
State of New York some years ago asking the Federal Government to 
make the_ improvement. Without going into their lengthy report I 
simply quote this language: 

By the enlargement of the Erie Canal, as authorized by the Legislature of the 
State of New York in 1837,so as to be navigable for boats of240 tons, instead of 
80 tons as then inns~, it was proven that the cost of transportation by means -of 
this enlarged canal was reduced 50 per cent. -

And they find further that- . 
. By the deepening of this enlarged trunk of the Erie Canal as now existing, and 
by the lengthening of the locks, a. saving of nearly the same amount may be ob-
tained. . 

In the judgment of the engineer ~fthe State of Ne:w- Yor~, ~is~ed 
by Engineer Charles B. Stuart, appomted by the ~resident, if thiS Im

provement was made the oost would be reduced agam about 50 per cent. 
TRAFFIC ON ERIE CA..'< AL. 

The Erie Canal has shown no considerable diminution of its traffic. 
It remains substantially as it has been for the past ten years. The Erie 
Canal is transporting now year by year, and has been for the past ten 
years between 5 000,000 and 6:000, 000 tons of freight during the six or 
seve-d months of

1

the year in which it is navigated. But let us see what 
it does during those six months. From the 1st day of January, 1883, 
t,o the 31st of December, 1883, there arrived in New York 124,336,,237 
bushels of grain of which the New York Central and Hodson River 
Railroad brought 32,125,615 bushels; the New York, Lake fuie and 
Western Railroad 28,765,288 bushels; the Pennsy 1 vania. Railroad, 13,-
060 494 bushels; 'the Delaware, Lackawanna and ·western Railroad, 
4 sS1 770 bushels; various other routes, 856,924 bushels; by river and 
c~ast~fWestern-grown grain, 3,725,238 bushels; by the canal, 41,220,-
908 bushels. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Was that of grain alone? 
Mr. MILLER. Of grain alone. Forty-one million two hundred and 

twenty thousand nine hundred and eight bushels of grain were brought 
bythecanal toNewYorkintheyear1883. Takingthewholeamo~tand 
reducing it to percentages, we :find that theNewYorkCentral Railroad 
carried, running for twelve months in the year, 25.84 per cent. of the 
grain coming to-New York city; the Erie Railway23.13; the Pennsyl
vania 10.50; the .Delaware, Lackawanna and Western 3.69 per cent.; 
and the Erie Canal in seven months carried 33.15 per cent. more than 
any of the great trunk lines of railroad which run the year throughout. 
· Then if you go into other descriptions of freight, such as lumber, 

coal, and iron pre, you find that about the same proportions hold .. We . 
see in these figures what is the great controlling power of the Ene Ca
nal over all the railroad freights of the country. 

HEl'o""NEPIN CA...'IAL IS TO BE THE ElliE CAXAL OF THE NORTHWFST. 

Why will not the Hennepin Canal do the same thing for the Miss~s
sippi Valley and the great Northwest? Canals are not obsole~e. Rai!
roads have not and can not ta.ke their places. Why shall It be said 
that the Hennepin Canal if builded will be of no benefit to the Miss~
sippi Valley and of no benefit to the great lakes and to the Atlantic 
seaboard? The Hennepin Canal as now projected is to float boats of 
40 tons burden greater than the Erie Canal. The limit upon the Erie 
Canal is 24.0 tons. I think the average does not exceed 200 tons of 
freight. . 

Why shall it be said, then, . that the Hennepin Canal is too small, 
that it is worthless to build a canal there unless you build a ship-canal? 
The Senator from Connecticut told the Senate that it would be entirely 
useless; that all the freight collected upon the Miss~sippi Riv~r:w~ul~ 
of necessity break bulk at the entrance of the canalmto the MISSISSippi 
River and again break bulk at Chicago. . 

But this will not be necessary so far as breaking bulk at the en trance 
of the canal into the Mississippi River is concerned. . Upon the Missis
sippi River running up into the Northwestterritoryundoubtedlythere 
will be constructed a class of canal barges carrying 280 tons which will 
go up and down the :Mississippi River, towed by great and powerful 
steamboats, as we now tow the Erie Canal boats up and down the Hud
son River. If you will travel upon that river you will see at any time 
great tows of canal-boat"!, fifty and one hundred sometimes in a single 
tow, all loaded, being carried up from New York to the canal by a 
powerful steamer. 

The same thing will take place upon the Mississippi River. Boats 
will be constructed to c..'\rry grain of 280 tons burden, and they will 
collect the grain and the produce of the great Northwest upon the Mis
sissippi and all its branches, and it will come down and up that river 
in these tows and be delivered to the canal and carried by the canal to 
Chicago, where UBdoubtedly bulk will be broken, the grain being trans
ferred to the elevators and from the elevators to the great ships of the 
lakes carrying 2, 500 tons burden. 

I have no doubt whatever that the Hennepin Canal, if constructed, 
will do for the great Northwest precisely what the Erie Canal has done 
and is doing to-day for all the produce of the West; that is, it is car-
rying it to-day, or enabling it to be carried, from Chicago toN ew York, 
as I have shown by the dispatch just read here, for one-third what it 
is carried by railroad. · 

But the price mentioned here of 15 cents a bushel from Chica~o to 
New York you must bear in mind is made to-day when the lakes an.d 
canal are open. When the lakes and canal are frozen then that rate IS 

doubled at once. If there was no Erie Canal to-day, and if the im
provements had not been made upon the Detroit River, I do not hesit-ate 
t() say, and I defy successful contradiction! tha~ we could not sell a bar
rel of flour or a bushel of grain of any kind many of the markets of 
the .world outside of our own shores. The .price of wheat and flour in 
Liverpool to-day shows that conclusively; and if the produce of the 
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Great West had not this canal it could not avail itself of uny foreign 1\Ir. MILLER. The Senator perhaps was not in -when some time ago 
market whatever. I gave that estimate. I will repeat it so that the Senator may under-

Still, forsooth, the Senator from Kansas tells us that the cheapening stand it. The engineer of the State of New York reported Jan nary 20, 
of the rates of transportation is no benefit to the producer of the grain. 1885, that the average rate of freight upon the New York Central, the 
I shall not stop to answer any such argument or statement as that. Erie, and the West Shore Railroads had been for tha ye.'lr previous, 
:But let me come down to some estimates as to what the Hennepin Canal when they were in competition, seven hundred and forty thousandths of 
will do for the produce of the Mississippi Valley and the great North- acentpertonpermile. Forthesameyearthechargeson the Erie Canal 
west. It is estimated in Executive Document No. 38 of the last Con- had been twenty-seven hundredthsofacentpertonpermile, which the 
gress, transmitted by the President of the United States, that- Senator will see is only a little more thanone-thirdofwhat it was upon 

The actual charge per bushel from Saint Paul to Chicago, via. the Mississippi the railroads. Since then the charges by rail have been somewhat re-
River and the Hennepin Canal, would then be as follows: duced and the charges by canal still furlilier reduced. . 

Cents3 1\Ir. HEARST. I knew the Senator from New York bad great ex-
Saint Paul to western terminus of Hennepin Canal.································ perience in that sort of thing, and hence I wanted to ask him the ques-Mississippi River to €hicago, via Hennepin aud lllinois and Michigan 

Canals ....................................................................................... ............ 2. 9 or 3 tion. 

Total from Saint Paul to Chicago ................................................. . 6 
Mr. MILLER. I am much obliged to tho Senator for ~lling out 

the figures again. 
Supposing it to be completed upon the present plans. 

Thus there would be effected a. saving of 6 cents per bushel on wheat f1·om the 
Upper Mississippi River districts to Chicago, and so on the vast aggregate of that 
cereal now compelled to seek entrance upon the water-route of the lakes only 
through transportation by railroad. 

Now, let us see what are some of the charges in the West for trans
portation of grain to Chicago, where it receives the benefit oflake com
petition. Let us see where the argumentofthe Senator from Colinect
icut stands in regard to the cost of transportation by railroads as com
pared with· canals. I read: 

Actual results are shown already, it may be further urged, as due to the direct 
competition of canal and railroad, in the case of lllinois and 1\fichigan Canal 
and the railroads by which it is paralleled. The railroad commissioners of Illi
nois established the freight charge on wheat by rai,J.last season-

There the commissioners, I believe, have the power of fixing rates if 
they see fit to do so. 

M:r. CULLOM. The rates they fix are prirnafacie evidence of being 
reasonable, and can only be overturned by the decisions of the court. 

1\11'. UILLER. Further-
The railroad commissioners of illinois established the freight charge on wheat 

by rail last season at 11 cents per 100 pounds, or 6.6 cents per bushel, for 100miles, 
the distance from La. Salle to Chicago; for 130 miles, the distance from Henry, 
on the lllinois River, to Chicago,l2 cents per 100pounds,or 7.2 cents per bushel;. 
for 182 miles, the distance from Rock Island to Chicago, 13.4 cents per 100 pounds, 
or 8.2 cents per bushel. · 

That is, the rate from the point wherethe Hennepin Canalis to enter 
the :Mississippi River, as fixed by these commissioners, is 13.4cents per 
100 _pounds, or 8. 2 cents per bushel. There the Senator from Connect
icut has a railroad commissi~n with absolut~ power to fix milroad 
mtes, desiring of course to benefit the people so far as it can and be 
just to the railroad, and it fixes a rate at 8.2 cents per bushel for. trans
porting wheat from Rock Island to Chicago, a distance by rail of 182 
miles. To-day the rate from Chicago to New Yoik by water, which is 
at least 1, 200 miles the way the boat runs, is 6 cents per bushel. It 
costs 25 per cent. less to carry wheat from Chicago to New York by 
lake and canal than it costs to transport it from Rock Island, 180 miles 
away from Chicago, just across the State, to Chicago. 

I tis presumed that the railroad commissioners }}.ave done their duty and 
that they know something about the duties of the office which they dis
charge. If they have permitted this great charge to be made, which is 
exoThitant and far beyond the cost of the transportation, if the Senator 
from Conner.ticut is anywhere near right in his estimate, then I submit 
that the people of Illinois ought to be up and stirring. They ought to 
see to it why the men put in charge of their railroads and having a des
potic power to fix the rates of freight have given this rate of 8. 2 cents 
per bushel from Rock Island to Chicago. , 

Il\IPORTANCE OF CANALS. 

Mr. President, there was never a time in the history of transporta
tion from the day the Erie Canal was :first conceived down to the pres
ent moment when the principal canals of the country were doing so 
much good to all the people as they are doing to-day. This fact can 
not be gainsaid, it can not be turned aside. The estimate in this re
port is that if the Hennepin Canal is builded every bushel of grain 
grown west of the Mississippi River, and therefore ~ributal'y to this 
canal and controlled by it, will be reduced in its cost of transportation 
from that country to Chicago, where it meets the lakes, 6 cents a bushel. 
That saving will pay all the river and harbor bills which will pass any 
Congress for the next ten years in its saving made in one year. 

I regret with the Senator from Connecticut that this measure could 
not have come in by itself and have received the consideration it de
served and have received a beginning appropriation of at least $2,000, -
000. This work ought to be constructed in three years. It can be 
shown, and I think I have shown it, that the construction of it will 
save every year from the moment it is ready to receive freights more 
than its entire cost, vastly more than that, to the grain producers and 
the grain consumers of this country. 

Mr. HEARST. Will the Senator from New York allow me to ask a 
question? 

1\fr. MILLER. Certainly. 
Mr. HEARST. Has the.Senator an estimate of the difference in the 

actual cost of railroad traffic and canal transportation? 

Mr. President, the question has been raised here inferentially as to 
the propriety of these river and harbor bills, and as to the constitu
tionality of Congress buying small canals like the Sturgeon :Bn.y Canal, 
of which we heard the other day, and the Keweenaw Point·Canalalso; 
and now the question is raised again regarding this canal, and we find 
a rumor floating about the Senate Chamber-you will meet it in the 
corridors and in the cloak-rooms-that this bill is to be vetoed; that 
so many of these things have been put into it and are being-put into 
it that the President is sure to veto it. Sir, I do not care to speculate 
upon the probabilities of an Executive veto ofthis bill. We have had 
them before, and we know the :results. There was a veto of a river 
and harbor bill many years ago by President Polk; and Mr. Webster at 
a public dinner given to him in Philadelphia in 1846 had something 
to say about that veto and about the power of Congress to pass these 
measures and to build these canals; and although it may weary the 
Senate, I will venture at this time to :read a few extracts from that 
remarkable speech. 

Mr. SA ULS:BURY. Will the Senator inform us now much was the 
amount appropriated in the bill vetoed by 1\Ir. Polk? 

M.r. MILLER. I think the amount was only some two or three 
million dollars. It was a very small amount, and it was a very small 
veto, and met with avery small amount of support in the country; but 
I submit that it has nothing to do with the question whether the 
amount was 25 cents or $25,000,000. The amount then was much 
more in proportion to the population of the country and to the vast 
commercial interests of this countrythan the amountcontained in this 
bill to-day, in my judgment. 

DAl\LEL WEBSTER AN E'ARNEST ADVOCATE OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILLS, 

:But let us see what lli. Web~ter had to say upon the general subject 
of the improvement of our rivers and harbors. After speaking of the 
veto and of his great surprise at it, Mr. Webster said: 

Well, now, what is to be done? We can not shut our eyes to what is around 
us. Here we are. This vast country, with the ocean on the east., and the Gulf 
on the south, and the great lakes on the north and the west, and tnese great 
rivers penetrating it through hundreds and thousands of miles-what are we to 
do? Is it not, of all countries in the world, that for which nature has done 
mighty things, and yet ca.lls most loudly for man to do his part? Providence 
has given us a country capable of improvement. It is not perfected; we are 
called to do something for ourselves; to wake up, iu this day of improvement, 
and do the deeds that belong to improvement; to facilitate internal intercourse; 
to furnish harbors for the protection of life. and property; to .remove obstruc
tions from the 1ivers; to do everything, all and smgular, which a large and lib
eral policy will suggest to an intelligent people,witb. abundance of means, for 
the advancement of the national prosperity. 

Wefu·e in an age, gentlemen, when we are not to shut our eyes to the great 
examples set us all over the European continent. I do not speak of England, 
where private enterprise and wealth have gone so far ahead. But look to 
Russia, to Prussia, to Austria, to Saxony, to Sardinia; everywhere we sec a. 
spirit of improvement., active, stimulated, and persevering. \Ve behold mount
ains penetrated by milroads, safe harbors constructed, everything done by gov
ernment for the people which in the· nature of the case the people can not do 
for themselves. . 

Let us contemplate for a moment the :rtlississippi. This noble n.ud extl·aor
dinary stream, with seven or eight millions of people on its banks and on the 
waters falling into it, absolutely calls for the clearing out rivers and for there
moval of snags and other obstacles to safe navigation. \Vho is to do this? · WiH 
any .one of the States do it? Can all of the States do it? Is it the appropriate 
duty of any oue Stat-e or any number of States? We know it is not. \Ve know 
that unless this Government be placed in the hands of men who feel that it is 
their constitutional duty to make these improvements they never will be made 
and the waters of the Mississippi will roll over snni;S, and snags, and snags, for 
a century to come. These improvements must come from the Government of 
the United States, or in the nature of things they can not come at alJ.; and I say 
that every steamboat that is lost by one of these snags, every life that is acrificed. 
goes to make up a great account against thiJ Government. Why, what a. world 
is there! What rivers and what cities on their banks-Cincinnati, Louisville, 
Saint Louis, Natchez, New Orleans, and others that spring up whilo we arc talk
ing of them, or, indeed, before we begin to speak of them; commercial marts, 
great places for the exchange of commodities along these rivers, which nte, ns 
it were, so many inland ens! And what I the General Govru:nment no authority 
over them-no power of improvement! 

And so, Mr. President, he goes on arguing the question as to the 
constitutionality of mal...-:ing these improvements and the objection of 
the then President of the United States in regard to these improve
ments being local and being contained within the limits of a single 
State. He says: 

The President says that some of tho objects provjded for by the bill nre local 
aud lie within the lilnits of a single State. 'VeU, I dare say they do. It would 
be somewhat remarkable if a harbor were found lying in two or three tntes. 

• 
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It would be rather a. large harbor that would embra.1!e parts even of Connecti
cut and Rhode Island, two of the smallest of the States. 

And so he goes on with a full argument in regard to the constitution
ality of the then bill and of the items contained in it; and in conclud
ing upon this question he lays down this general doctrine: 

Having thus alluded to the report of the committee of the Senate and not hav
ing time to discuss its propositions at any considerable length, I will now, by 
way of conclusion, give to you my views on all this question of the power of 
making harbors. It is my opinion-

That Congress has the power to make harbors on the rivers and on the lakes 
to the full extent to which it has ever proposed to exercise such power. 

That whether these proposed harbors be judged useful for foreign commerce 
or only for commerce among the States themselves, the principle is the same, 
and the constitutional poweris given in the same clause and in the same words. 

That Congress has power to clear out obstructions from all rivers suited to 
the purposes of commerce, foreign or domestic, and to improve their navigation 
and utility by appropriations fro Ill the Treasury of the United States. 

That whether a river divide two States or more than two, or run through two 
States or more than two, or is. wholly confined to one State, is immaterial, pro-
vided its importance to commerce, foreign or domestic, be admitted. · 

I think it wholly immaterial whether a proposed improvement in a. river, for 
commercial purposes, be above or below an actually existing port of entry. 

If, instead of clearing out the rocks, and in that manner improving the chan
nel of a river, it is fonnd better to make a. canal around falls which are in it, I 
have no doubt whatever of the power of Congress to construct such a. canal. I 
think, for instance, that Congress has the power to purchase the Louisville 
Canal around the Falls of the Ohio, and that it ought to exercise that power 
now, if the work can be purchased for a. reasonable price; and that the canal 
should then be free to all who have occasion to use it, reserving such tolls only 
as are sufficient to keep the works in repair. 

Thus, sir, that distinguished Senator argued tills great question. 
:Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me for making a statement 

in that connection, I will say that I had occasion once to examine lli. 
Webster's speeches made in different parts of the country and in Con
gress on this subject, and I am satisfied that he made more speeches in 
number in advocacy of the views that the Senator has cited than upon 
any other one question, and that it was the proposition of political ex
pediencyandconstitutionaJ.lawwhich hefeltmostinterestin ofall those 
which he discussed during his public life, with the single exception of 
the doctrine of the supremacy of the National Government within its 
sphere. 

:Mr. JtiiLLER. I am greatly obliged to the Senator from Massachu
setts for this interruption, and if I had time I should have gone to the 
speech of the Senator from 111assachusetts, which was made, I think, 
two years ago, in which he very fully covered this whole subject. I 
desired also this morning to quote from some-speeches made by 1\Ir. 
Webster at New York and Buffalo at public dinners, but on sending to 
the Congressional Library I was unable to get the volUIIles containing 
them, every volume of his works being out of the library except the 
one from which I have read. But I think I am not mistaken-if I am 
mistaken I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will correct me-if my 
memory serves me right, j.n one of those speeches made at some public 
reception Mr. Webster took the ground decidedly that the Federal Gov
ernmenthad an nndoubtedpowerto bnildacanal anywhere, through a 
single State or through a number of States, if the interests of interstate 
commerce demanded it. 

THE GROWTH OF THE CITY OF B"GFFALO. 

Sp~aking of Buffalo and of the buildin~ of the great· harbor of Buffalo 
from which has grown one of the chief cities of the State of New York, 
he said when the first appropriation was made for that work there was 
no harbor there at all; no vessel could land or could lie there; the 
mouth of the little creek was exposed to all the gales of the lake, and 
that he, lli. Webster, voted for the first appropriation to build the 
first breakwater there and that he had continued to vote for all those 
appropriations, as I think he did 'during his whole public career; and 
out of that beginning at Buffalo, which is now the terminus of the Erie 
Canal, we have one of the greatest grain ports in the world and one of 
the most flourishing cities in this Union. Without the hand of the Gov
ernment in the construction of its harbor there never would have been 
any city there at all. 

1\Ir. President, referring to the first portion of Mr. Webster's speech 
from which I have read, which dwells upon the importance of develop
ing the great resources of the country which has been given to us by 
Providence, I desire at this time to remind the Senate that from the 
beginning of our session in December down to the present time we have 
been receiving petitions by the thousands and tens of thousands, signed 
chiefly by the laboring men of this country, asking for liberal appro
priations for internal improvements. Is it not wise to listen to that 
vo1ce? To-day, when several hundred thousand laboring men are out 
of employment, when industry is almost at a standstill, when strikes 
reach from one end of our land to the other, would it not be wise to cro 
forward when we have an overflowing Treasury, which to-day nnd~r 
the present admirristration holds a surplus of $50,000,000 more than it 
did a year ago, to make, as these petitions have asked us to make lib-
eral appropriations for internal improvements? ' 

l!.IVER ~""D HARBOR BILLS A BE~""EFIT TO THE LA.BOJ".ING lllAK. 

How can we.betternse the mo_ney?. We are not to increase our Army. 
We are not, evidently, to matenally mcrease our Navy this year. Evi
dently from the appropriation bills we are not to make large expendi
tures for coas~ defenses: What shall we do with the people's money 
now hoarded m the Urn ted States Treasury? The money put into cir-

culation by being paid for labo.r (fo.r 99 per cent. of it would go into 
labor, and material which is only labor, whether it be lumber or stone 
or cement, for whatever it may be it is all the direct product of labor) 
would benefit the country and the laboring men especially. The dis
tribution of fifteen or twenty million dollars would put in motion large 
bodies of men, and they would be engaged on works which would re
turn to the country a thousand-fold of profit. 

These works are confe.c;sedly necessary. The work at Galveston Har
bor, the work at the m-outh of the Saint .fohn's River, the work at 
Charleston Harbor, at Baltimore, at Philadelphia, at New York, and the 
work upon the great interior rivers and lakes are all necessary. Every
body admits it; everybody expects them to be completed. Why not, 
then, complete them promptly by liberal appropriations and in the least 
possible time? The money expended at Galveston, at Charleston, and 
at the Saint John's River brings no return; H brings no interest back 
to make it a business transaction until the work is substantially done. 
When they shall be able to bring steamers into Galveston Harbor draw
ing 30 feet of water the cost of transporting cotton from Texas to Liver
pool will be reduced very largely. Now none of those steamers can get 
in. Why should we be ten, fifteen, or twenty years doing this work? 
Why should we be half a dozen years deepening the water at the mouth 
of New York Harbo.r? Why should we spend a decade in deepening 
the water over the bar of the Saint John's River when we have the 
money to do it at once? 

1\Ir. President, some Senators, I know, are opposed to going abroad 
to learn anything or to. take any lessons in government; but if you will 
go to the old monarchies of Europe you will find that they manage such 
appropriations. much more wisely than we do. Little France-! say 
''little'' even in comparison with the State of Texas-is expending 
now $20,000,000 per year upon her harbors and rivers. She has been 
following it up a.t a greater or less expenditure fDr a thousand years, 
but her expenditure is now $20,000,000 per annum, and it is not made 
for one year. The last appropriation made was$100,000,000, to be ex
pended .at the rate of $20,000,000 per annum; and thus when the en
gineers lay out any great work tlaere they know that the entire sum 
necessary for its construction has "been provided for by law; the con
tract for the entire work is let at Dne time, and the work is pushed on 
to conclusion. 

lli. President, if we could do that in this country, if we could make 
appropriations here for such works as the deepening of the water at the 
entrance of New York Harbor, at Galveston Ha-rbor, at Charleston Har
bor, at the Saint .John's River, and at these various other important ports 
upon the Atlantic .s~board, and if we could say to the engineers, "If 
this work at New York -is to cost $10,000,000 we will appropriate it at 
~nee and you shall expend the whole of it at tll:e rate of$3,000,000 per 
annum,'' then the work could go on steadily and in three Dr four year.s 
it would be completed. But now, with the richest people upon the 
earth, having the greatest facilities for commerce and having the largest 
number of navigable rivers of any .country in the worlg, havincr the 
great interior lakes and having a country that is not yet on.e-thons:'nuth 
part developed, with our Treasury overflowing with money, we higgle 
and piggle here about doing the necessary works for the development 
of this cquntry, and we are told that if we swell this bill beyond a cer .. 
tain point the Executive veto awaits it and that there will be no money 
at all. 

Mr. President, I do not care to discuss that part of the question. I 
a.m here to do my duty as I see it, and every other public official I have 
no doubt will do his as he sees it. 

But the benefit to oome from this river and harbo.r bill is not alone 
in the amount of money which will be put in circulation and paid out 
to the laboring men; that is the smallest part of it; but wherever this · 
work is carried on in the making of new harboTS, in the deepening of 
the water over the bars of these harbors, in the clearing Dut of all these 
rivers and streams, you·will put in operation private enterprises which 
will be a thousand times greater upon any valuation than the money 
expended. Some gentlemen came here a few days ago from Ohio at a 
point where -a large system of railroads is now centering. They said 
''Yon have put into this bill only $5,000 for our harbor. Our milroad 
will be completed in a few months, and we shall be prepared to.ship 
from that po.rt tlris y~r many hundreds of thousands of tons of coal, . 
and we expect.toreeewe from th~ upper lak~s, from Lake Snpedor, sev
eral hundred thousand tons of non ore which are to be carri-ed -to the 
furnace~ of the State of <?hio. With $5,000 w.e can do nothing; but 
the engrneers state that with $25,000 they can rna few weeks' time so 
deepen the water or dredge out the bar at the mouth of that harbor 
that the lake steamers and the lake barges may come in .and do that 
immense commerce. If it is not d-one, if this great country refuses to 
give an appropriation of. $25,000, and. say-s to us1 we will give you $5,000 
a year for five years1 pnvate enterpnses amounting per ann fuJi to ~ore 
than $5{), 000,000 will stand still instead of starting." So you may go 
wherever you will over this country and you will find that in nearly 
e•ery case if this money shall beexpended and the work shall be com
pleted it will put intocoperation private enterprises of vast magnitude. 
:Mr. President, they can not be measured; they 1'un up into the thou· 
sands of millions of collars . . 

. We have been here now for seven months legislating fo.r the people 
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of this country. We have done nothing to lift the burden of the people; 
we have dqne nothing to give a new life to business; we have done noth
ing to give employment to labor. We are about to adjourn; we are go
ing to pass the ordinary appropriation bills to pay the salaries of the 
Army officers and the Navy officers, the salaries of the clerks in the De
partments and our own salaries; but what have we done as yet to im
prove the business of this country, to start afresh the wheels of commerce, 
to set the mills in mlltion which are now standing still, to bring plenty 
to the country-aye, to bring peace to the country, for if business once 
revives again then the labor troubles through which we have been wad
ing for the past six months will have ended. When labor is employed 
at remunerative prices the country is safe, the country is quiet. 

llO:!o.'ESTY OF THE MEASCRE. 

So, Mr. President, I wish the people of this country could come to 
fully understand this measure. To-day Congress ought to make an 
appropriation for rivers and harbors of not less than twenty-five to 
thirty million dollars. I expect that someone will shout ''jobn" and 
"log rolling" and all the other pleasant terms which are poured out 
upon this body and the Committee on Commerce, but they have no ef
fect whatever upon me. I assume, of course, that all the nppropriations 
to be made are for worthy subjects, and in my judgment they nearly all 
are. There are some rivers in this bill which I should have been glad 
to see eliminated, but other Senatora and Representatives coming fi'Om 
that section of the country, kno}ving the wants of that section of the 
country better than. I do, knowing what the people need better than I 
do, assured the committee that they were important to the material pros
perity of their own people and they demanded them, and I was bound 
as a representative here representing my State to accept the statements 
of honorable men as I expect them to accept mine upon question!;! of 
this kind. Undoubtedly the Representative or Senator from any par
ticular State will have better information regarding the improvements 
in his own State than can any one else. 

The fact that the appropriations for the States from w hicb the mem
bers of this committee come have been increased in the Senate has 
been brought up here as an infamoUs charge against the committee. 
The Senator from MassachnseLts [Mr. HOAR] showed that the popu
lation of those States was more than half that of the whole country. 
He might have gone further nnd shown to this body that the commerce 
of those States thus represented was certainly not less than three-quar
ters of all the commerce of the country. 

The appropriations in my own State were increased near $1,000,000, 
but it was nearly all for the great work of deepening the water at the 
entrance to New York Harbor, out of which passes three-quarters of all 
the exports and into which come nearly three-quarters of all the im-_ 
ports in our trade with foreign countries. I have no hesitation in say
ing that in my judgment nearly every addition which has been made 
to this bill by the Senate has been wisely made. Are we to say here 
that a bill of this kind, which is intended to take care of the whole 
country, all of its harbors nnd rivers and all its internal water ways, 
having been made up by one branch of this legislative body, the other 
shall in no way increase it? I think not. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] told us that this bill had 
been made by a Democratic Honse, and he warns his colleagues on this 
side that it was impolitic for us as Republicans to increase it. 

Mr. President, I know nothing of politics in a river and harbor bill. 
It is not made for the benefit of political parties. The money does not 
go into their coffers nor help to run their .campaigns. These appropri
ations are made for the development of the great resources of this coun
try, and if the House of Representatives has failed to do its full duty, 

· or if the House, being Democratic and a majority of the committee com
ing from the Southern States, in looking to their own wants and their 
own necessities made a bill of a certain size, and did not put into it 
what I think should be put in for New York or for Michigan or for illi
nois or for any other State, shall I be debarred byanypolitical consid
erations from proposing to increase the amount? I think not. Cer
tainly I never shall govern my conduct by any such rule as that. 

It was perfectly natural, I think, that the members coming from the 
Southern States where there are a vast number of navigable rivers, and 
we of the North know nothing about the great navigable rivers of the 
South unless we go there and inspect them, should see the wants of 
that section. They have not many railroads running in from the sea 
coast and running in from the Gulf of Mexico. Their whole country _ 
is cut up by navigable streams. The people living along the line of 
those streams must have access to the sea and to the Gulf and to the 
ports. In my judgment, without going into the details of this bill, 
there is not 5 per cent. of waste in it. I say that after due and careful 
consideration of the bill, after having been in committee upon it, I 
think, for nearly two months, certainly more than a month and a half. 

Mr. President, bow are measures of this character to be formulated 
and passed? If the money expended is to be confined to a few great 
harbors or to two or three great rivers, how can it be done? What is a 
!'epresentative to do from any djstrict lying upon the Chesapeake Bay 
or farther down to the south, which has a river or a bay in it where it 
is desired that a steamboat may come in order that it may bring to the 
people of that district the necessaries of life, in order that it may ta~e 

away their littlecommerce-call it petty ifyou.will, still it is all they 
have. And ifitsh::tll cost $5,000 or $2,500 to dredge out the bar at the 
mout.h of the Cone River in order that the people living there, who are 
75 miles away from the nearest railroad, shall have the mails thric~ a 
week and shall have their sugar and tea and coffee and their clothing 
brought to them, and shall have carried out the little tobacco or the 
wheat or the crops which they may produce-shall it be said to that 
district that it shall not have an appropriation of $2,500 because it is 
not a great national improvement? 

Mr. President, I do not hesitate to say that the member from that 
district wQuld be deservedly condemned by his people if he supported 
a bill in which a proper improvement for his own State could not be 
included. Why should he be asked to vote for the Mississippi River, 
why shou).d he be asked to vote for Ne~ York Harbor and the great 
lakes and the Missouri River if his district having a navigable stream 
needing improvement shall have no consideration at the hands of Con
gress? Such a representative would be derelict in his duty if he sup· 
ported the bill, in my judgment. 

Our commerce has become so intricate, so far-reaching, that you can 
not to-day separate local traffic from interstate commerce. No man can 
tell where one begins and where the other ends. In the little case that 
I have supposed down on Ch~peake Bay the steamer which brings in 
the produce comes from Baltimore, outside of the State of Virginia. 
It is interstate commerce. So every pound of freight which floats down 
these Southern rivers or these Northern rivers to a port is :finally dis
tributed all over this country a.trer having been manufactured up or 
sent abroad and goes into foreign commerce. Who can tell where to 
draw the line? It can only be drawn, in my judgment, at this point, 
that if the work is worthy of being done at all it should be done by 
the Federal Gov'ernment. If no improvement can be made, if com· 
merce can not be benefited, then let it go by. 

As I ha;ve said before, I repeat, in my best judgment there is not 5 
per cent. of waste in this bill. I do not believe there is 3 per cent. 
But o!what use are the great harbors of this country, of what use are 
the great arteries, if there are t.o be no laterals? Of what use is the 
great port of New York and its thousand million dollars' worth of com· 
merce per annum if it can not distribute that commerce -in the little 
ports upon the great lakes, if it can not put it in little steamers and 
send it to the little ports in the South? . When the aqueduct which 
is to bring water into this great city of Washington.shall be completed 
and the great reservoir shall have been :filled, if Congress shou.lcl stop 
and then say, ·" This great aqueduct has been completed, this reservoir 
is built, and now the Government will not expend a single dollar in 
laying a inain to carry that water to the houses of the people." So, 
Mr. President, your great harbors are Qfno value whatever unless you 
have got these little arteries and veinswhich run out and reach all the 
homes of this country and distribute the mai:mfactures which we im
port and the manufactures which we make in this country. So also 
when the little farmer has grown his crop and wants to send it to mar
ket, it is of no value to him unless by some cheap means of transporla· 
tion he can dispose of it. . 

Why, Mr. President, every Senator here knows that it will not pay 
to-day to transport the ordinary farm products 50 miles ina wagon. A 
farm located 50 miles away from a canal, a rh·er, or a railroad, is ab
solutely worthless for ordinary farming purposes. It must be used for 
cattle growing or something of that kind. Farm products will not bear 
any such expensive transportation. 

So, Mr. President, I do not hesitate myself to support the largest 
ri•er and harbor bill which in the judgment of the board of engineers 
nnd of the committees of the two Houses shall be made up. Of course 
I ass\l.me that the items put in it are of importance to the trade and 
commerce of the country. This has been my position ever since I have 
been in public life, and I shall never change it. I believe to-day that 
this appropriation bill which we are now discussing is of more actual 
benefit to the whole people of this country than all the other money 
which we shall distribute by the various appropriation bills, outside of 
the Post-Office Department. ... 

APPROVAL OF THESE MEASURES BY THE EAST. 

Mr. President, I believe that the East generally approv"e of and sup
port these measures not simply from selfish and local motives, as the 
Senator from Kansas suggested the other dny, but because, having seen 
the bene:fitswhichcome toallonr people from river and harbor appropri
ations in the North and in the. East, they are willing that they should be 
extended to the whole common country. We have no doubt, of course, 
that we shall be benefited along with the rest of the country, and 
that our trade and commerce will be benefited; but the Senator from 
Kansas sneeringly told us the other day that the West could take care 
of itself, that it wanted neitaer the help nor the sympathy of the East. 
Mr. President, I was sorry to hear those words. The East has sent out 
to the West its best blood in its best sons and daughters. The ad
venturous and enterprising men of the E~t have been looking to the 
West and they have :filled it. Every Western State owns some East· 
ern State as its father and mother. Has the Senator forgotten the in
junction of the Good Book, ''Honor thy father and thy mother, that thy 
days may be long in the land which the Lord thy God giveth thee?" 
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I hope not, Mr. President, for if he has, the vengeance which follows 
the forgetting of that injunction will fall upon him . . 

I have traveled far and wide over the West, and never before 
from any man living in it have I heard such an expression as that. 
Wherever I have gone I have been welcomed as comfug from the East, 
and I have been pointed to hundreds and thoUEands of the people of 
NewYorkwho have bettered their condition by locating in thevarious 
States of the West. Wherever I have gone I have never heard any
thing but the kindest expressions toward all the States of the East. 

So, Mr. President, I am bound to believe that the Senator the other 
day allowed his bitter tongue to run away with his heart. I know he 
holds no sentiments of ill-will toward his mother, Massachusetts, or to 
any other portion of the East. He was simply boasting, I judge, of 
the great growth of theW est, simply telling us olde~ ones of the East 
that they have outgrown their tutelage and can now care for them-
selves. · 

But the Senator told us that he wanted no east and west lines of trans
portation made; that God had made the rivers to run north and south 
and that was enough; but statistics tell us that more trade crosses the 
one bridge at Saint Louis than goes down the Mississippi River. The 
lines of commerce in this country are east and west, no matter ho~he 
rivers run. Running up from the Atlantic coast through the canal and 
through the Great Lakes we have at least 1,500 miles of east and west 
navigation. Shall we stop there because there is 65 miles of intervening 

_land which rises to the enormous altitude, as the Senator from Ver
mont and the Senator from Kansas tell us, of 208 feet, and that there
fore we should not attempt to ·defy the powers of Heaven and open a 
water way over such an immense mountain? 

Mr. President, in my judgment there will be no rest or quiet upon 
this matter in this country until in some way and by some power the 
attempt is made to carry to successful conclusion the linking of the Mis
sissippi River and the lakes together. The Government once attempted 
it in the Fox River impr.ovement, but the route was too far north and 
it was too long, and it undoubtedly should never have been begun; but 
here Chicago upon th~ lakes approaches the Mississippi River at the 
nearest point. In a direct line I suppose it is little more than 100 miles. 
If the connection is to be made anywhere it must be made there; and 
there I think it ought to be made, and there I hope this Congress will 
decree it shall be made. In my judgment the inauguration of this 
work in fifty years from now will be looked back upon with as much 
interest and it will be considered of as much importance, as the begin
ning of a great commercial transaction, as was the inauguration of the 
work to construct the Erie Canal. 

Mr: President1 we are one people; our interests are one. We have 
donewhat we·coUld to improveoorownnaturaladvantages. We have 
done what we could do by the West to improve their natural advan
tages. We have given from the Treasury liberally, and we are to-day 
paying interest upon bonds given to aid the oonstructicn of a great 
transcontinental railway. We are paying interest upon more than 
$60,000,000 of bonds, and we have given for the development of that 
portion of the West where there are few or no rivers untold millions 
of acres of land to enable private capital to build suitable mil ways, in 
order that the country ruight be opened and developed. I wish I knew 
how many millionacresit was. I wish that some member of the Com
mittee on Public Lands would give me the figures in order that they
might be put into my speech, bot I simply refer to the ~act to show to 
the Senator from Kansas and to other Senators, and I believe the tecord 
will show it by going back fifty years, that the East has never with
held its hand when the dwellers in the Mississippi Valley asked that 
the jetties should be built and that that great river should be made 
navigable. . : 

I know that many of the great men who have represented my State 
nere have always stood for these improvements. Senator Seward dur
ing all his life was a believer in and an advocate of internal improve
ments. Early as a senator and governor of his own State before the 
Federal Government had taken up these works to any extent he was 
first and foremost in leading that State on in appropriating its money 
to widen and enlarge the Erie Canal and also to give its help to the con
struction of the Erie Railway through the sout.hem tier of the State of 
New York, and everywhere and at all times, so far as I have been able 
to follow his history; he never failed to raise his voice either here or in 
public meetings in the State of New York or in the Great West when 
he traveled over it to speak in favor of great national improvements. · 

THE FIGHT ON THE ERIE CANAL, 

1\Ir. President, the Erie Canal was fought at its beginning as desper
ately as the Hennepin Canal is being fought now, and finally the great 
genius, De Witt Clinton, who conceived it and substantially completed 
it, was turned out of his office as canal commissioner by a dirty polit;. 
ical trick by the men who were opposed to it; and so i ever has been. 

In fact, if I understood the Senator from Kansas the other day aright, 
his principal objection to the Hennepin Canal seemed to be that it was 
not already constructed and had not demonstrated its u.~efnlness. He 
said he favored the Erie Canal, and would favor the taking of it by the 
Federal Government and the paying of all its expense and keeping it 

free, but the Hennepin Canal not being constructed the question as to 
its usefulness was an open one, of course, as all questions of this kind 
are open. Actual experiment can only :finally be relied upon to dem
onstrate the theories which are advanced pro and con. 

Bot l submit, in conclusion, Mr. President, that judging from the 
past, taking the present condition of the Erie Canal with the facts star
ing you in the face that to-day the rate of freight over that route from 
Chicago to New York all the way is 6 cents a bushel, that to-day the 
rate by rail is 15 cents per bushel, and if you desire to go a little fur
ther back and repeat the figures which were given by the Senator from 
Michigan to show how the reduction has gone on year by year for the 
past twenty years, it seems to me that you have an unanswerable argu
ment, n.bsolntely unanswerable, in favor of the construction of this 
canal, for as I have shown and as this report shows taken upon the plan 
upon which it is pl'oposed to be constructed as matters stand to-day it 
will save to the producers and consumers of grain in this country 6 
cents per bushel upon all the grain grown west of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I am not going to reply to .ae very 
able and forcible speech of the Senator from :New York. I desire to 
compliment him upon it, although it fails to convince me that I should 
vote for this amendment. Bnt I want to set myself right in a matter 
of figures. · 

I suggested the idea on Saturday that the way to compete with the -
railroads was to compete with them by a railroad rather than by a 
canal. I did not expect that that id,ea would be at once adopted by . 
the Senate, but it is an idea which will grow in the history of this 
country. I gave some facts and figures showing that grain was actually 
carried by railroad at a price less than the cost of transportation of 
grain. upon canals. I did not attempt to say that the average cost of 
transporting freight upon the railroads to-day was less than the average 
cost of .transporting freight upon the canals. 

My proposition was simply this, that the railroads in fact carried 
grain freight cheaper than the cost upon a canal. We have h~ all 
sorts of .figures here to-day, but I take the :figures which the Senator 
from New York gives us of the latest cost of transporting wheat per 
ton per mile on the Erie Canal, and as I understand, it is twenty-seven 
hundredths of a ~ent per ton per mile. 

Mr. MILLER. That was two years ago. 
Mr. PLATT. That is recent enough for all practical purposes. Now, 

it is an undisputed fact that the New York Central Railroad with its 
associated lines from Chicago has been bringing wheat from Chicago to 
New York at 12 cen~ a hundred, yes, at 10 cents a hundred. That, 
figured o.ut at 10 cents a hundred for 1,000.miles between Chicago and. 
New York, will make 2 mills per ton per mile. If 12 cents a hundred, 
it will make 2.24 mi.l.lEI per ton per mile~ which is cheaper than it is 
claimed it costs to transport it on the Erie Canal-I agree that that is 
less than the cost of transportation. I agree, as the Senator says, that 
the railroad has to make up for the loss of doing business at that rate 
by recouping upon local traffic, but nevertheless the grain comes from 
Chicago to New York and comes at those rates. 

Mr. MaMILLA....~. It would not come at those rates if there were no 
canal there. 

Mr. PLATT. I am not so sure about that. 
Mr. ~!ILLER. Allow me to say that as a practical fact nearly all the 

grain that comes to New York now at these rates comes by canal. The 
railroad is bringing scarcely any of it. When the canal closes then the 
railroad proceeds to bring it at a higher rate. 

Mr. PLATT. Bear in mind my proposition, that in the future, be
fore this canal can ever be completed, it is entirely probable that the 
cost of transportation by rail will be so far reduced that the ·canal can 
not further reduce-it. 

I want to call attention to some official :figures showing what the cost 
of transportation really is per ton per mile upon the Pennsylvania Rail
road Company's lines. 

Mr. MILLER. Permit me to ask a question? 
Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 
Mr. MILLER. I have read here a dispatch from a member of the 

Produce Exchange in Chicago stating that the present rate of freight 
from Chicago to New York bywateris 6 cents per bushel for grain and 
that the present rate by rail is 15 cents per bushel. Does the Senator 
believe that within any reasonably near future, say within a century or 
two, the railroads will be bringing grain from Chicago to New York for 
less than 6 cents a bushel? 

Mr. PLATT. I believe and I know they have been bringing it for 
7 cents a bushel by rail within the past year. I do not know how much 
accuracy can be placed upon th~t dispatch. But I know the rates at 
which grain has been at times brought by rail from Chicago to New 
York. 

Mr. MILLER. Does the Senator doubt the accuracy of that dispatch? 
I also read in connection with it a table made by Mr. Fink, the con
troller of the pool, giving su-bstantially the same rates, stating that a 
year ago the water rate was 6. 90 cents per bushel and that upon the rail
roads it was then about 13 to 15 cents a bushel. That was a year ago. 
To-day the rates are 6 and 15 cents. That comes from the table of Mr. 
Fink. 
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Mr. PLATT. I read from the testimony of Mr. Fink before the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, page 92: . 

But when the railioads get into a fight, as some of them are at present, and 
when they charge 10 or12 cents a. hundred on grain from Chicacro to New York 
less than the cost of transportation, &c. "' 

Ten and 12 cents a hundred is from 6 to 7 cent& a bushel, and· he said 
it over and over again. 

:MI. CULLOM. That is when they are in a fight. 
1\Ir. PLATT. I ~m speaking of what has been done in a fight. 
1\Ir. McMILLAN. Losing all the time. 
Mr. PLATT. He says again: 
Yet the roads carry grain for 12 cents and less. 

They have been doing it; that is all I said. 
Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator tell u.s why? 
Mr. PLATT. On account of competition, as he alleges. 
Mr. MILLER. On account of competition, he there alleges, with 

the canal. 
Mr. PLATT. What he says is, that it is done when the railroads 

are in a fight. 
Mr. MILLER. Does the Senator believe for a moment if the Erie 

Canal was closed up the railroads would not have an iron-bound pool 
and put the rates up to a point that woul~ pay 10 per cent. on all their 
stock, besides interest on their bonds? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not propose to be drawn off from the point of my 
argument. All this is of little consequence except to justifY myself in 
what I said the other day that it had been done; what I set out to do 
was to give the actual cost of freight transportation on the Pennsylva-
nia. Railroad, but I can not get the opportunity. . 

!!fr. MILLER. The Senator will permit me to bring in a statement 
from the pool controller, showing that the railroads at a certain time 
carried freight much less than the actual cost. Can he make any ar
gument out~of that in regard to commerce in the future? It is war. 
Cut-throat policy can not long control it. The West Shore went out 
of existence, was taken up by the New York Central and so was the 
Nickel Plate road.. There can be only one end to that kind of warfare. 
A fight in which the railroads charge less than it costs must end in con
solidation, in a pool. It can end in nothing else. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator now admits that it was railroad compe
tition, not canal competition, that brought down the rates. 

_But I started to put some official figures against the figures which 
have been given here to-day. The Senator says that it cost on the Erie 
Canal two years ago . 27 of a cent per ton per mile. I bold him to that. 
I say that the actual cost of transportation of freight on some railroads 
has been brought down in this country almost to thatfigure, and I give 
official statements for it. I give the report of the Pennsylvania Rail
road with reference to one of its own lines and the cost upon it. The 
railroad has not falsified that by reducing it too low. 

. I ho~d in my hand the thirty-n~th annual report of the Pennsy lva
ma Railroad Company for 1885, With the average cost of transporting 
each ton of freight per mile over all itslines-allkinds of freight; and 
the average cost of transporting each ton of freight one mile on the 
" Pennsy 1 vania Railroad and its branches" was . 391 of a cent per ton 
per mile. On the " United railroads of New Jersey and br:mches " 
it was .976 of a cent per ton per mile. That was a much higher rate 
than_upon its other divisions. On the "Philadelphia and Erie Rail
road," 287 miles in length-and to this I ask special attention-it was 
only . 307 of a cent per ton per mile. 
· lr!r. MILLER. Does that include fixed charges, or simply operating 
expenses? 

lifr. PLATT. It is the entire average cost of transportation. It is 
cost we are talking about--the cost of transportation on the railroad as 
compared with the cost of transportation by the canal. 

Mr. MILLER. I should like to hear it read. · 
Mr. PLATT. I will print the whole table in the RECORD. It is: 
The following table shows the revenue and cost per ton per mile on 

each division operated by the company: · 

Freight. 

Length ofroa~ Cm.¥es) .... ........... . 
A vera.ge ea1·nmgs per ton per 

mile from transportation of 
freight .................................... .. 
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A vernge profit per ton per mile .. 
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287.56 2,243.38 

.498 .695 

.307 .460 

.191 .235 

From the above table it will appear that the average rate per ton per mile in 
1885 on the main line and branches shows a decrease, when compared with that 
of 1883, of 1.13 of a mill, and that the cost of transportation per ton per mile de
cr~sed .50 of a mill, showing a dec1·ease of .63 of a mill in the profit per ton per 
mile. 

The rate received on the united railroads of New Jersey division shows a de-

?rease of Ll6 of a mill, and the cost of moving a decrease of LC5 of a mill, show
mg a decreased profit of .ll of a mill. 

9n the Philadelphia and Erie division the earnings show a decrease of .78 of a 
mill, and the cost of movement a decrease of .58 of a mill making a decrease in 
the profit of .20 of a. mill. ' 
~he result upon ~U ~ines east of Pittsburgh and Erie was a decrease of .51 of a. 

mill per ton p~r mile m the net profit from freight. 

The cost on the canal was two hundred and seventy one thousandths 
of a cent per ton p·er mile; and yet the Pennsylvania Railroad has re
duced the. average. cost of t~nspo,r?tion of each ton of freight per mile 
on the Philadelphmand Erie dtv1s1on down to three hmidred and seven 
one-thousandths of a cent per ton per mile, which is a very little over 
the cost of transportation upon the canal. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator give us the charges of the railroad? 
What was the charge per ton per mile? 

Mr. PLATT. I will give it all. Taking all lines east of Pittsburgh 
and J?ie, averaging the whole thing, the cost was only four hundred 
and siXty-one one-thousandths of a cent per ton per mile. It gives 
he~e the . av~r-age earnings per ton per mile for the transportation of 
~e1ght; It g1ves the average profit per ton per mile; gives the whole 
m the table, which will be printed in the RECORD. The averaae eam
ingll per ton per mile is, of course, the average charge per ton p:r mile. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will see, of course, that there is some 
slight difference between 27 and 37. 

?t1r. PLATT. Twenty-seven and thirty or accurately two hundred 
and seventy one-thousandths of a cent per ton per mile cost of trans
portation on the Erie Canal, and three hundred and seven one-thou
sandths of a cent per ton per mile actual cost of transportation on the 
Phi~adelphia and Erie Railroad. 

1\'Ir. MILLER. But the fixed charges there do not include dividends 
upon the capital, and I am verysuretheSenator does not expect a rail
road to carry freight without paying dividends upon its stock. That 
covers the mere cost of transportation. That covers the cost of trans
portation for the fixed charges, which are simply the interest on the 
bonds. · 

Mr. PLATT. TJ?s table g_ives the average ~gs per ton per mile 
for the transportation of freight_. Where the · average cost was only 
three hnndr~d and seven thousandths of a cent per ton per mile the 
average earrung was four hundred and ninety-eight thousandths of a 
cent per ton per mile and the profit was one hundred and ninety-one 
~housandt~ of a cent per ton per mile. Everything is included. This 
1s an official statement of the avera.ge cost of transportation upon all 
the Pennsylvania lines. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator said he would read the charge per ton 
per mile. He has not done so. 

Mr. PLATT. I give the earnings and the cost an.d the profits. The 
average earning per ton per mile is identical with the averaae charge 
per ton per mile. "' 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from ·Connecticut will allow me to 
i~terrupt him; I do ~ot desire.to interrupt him improperly, but he 
has referred to Mr. Fink as a w1tness upon whom reliance can be bad 
as to what he states in reference to railroading. I just want to read 
one or two paragraphs. 

SeJ:!ator PLATI'. When you suggest that 12 cents a hundred on grain from Chi
cago 1S less than the cost, what do you mean? Is it less than it costs to haul a 
particular train of ca.rs from Chicago to New York, or less than the cost count
mg all the expenses of the road? 

Mr. FINK. lt is less than the actual cost of hauling the cars. The a.ve1-agecost 
on the.roads between here and Chicago which are opera. ted the cheapest is about 
24 een~ per 1~ pounds, which includes th~ general expenses but does not allow 
anything for mterest. Some classes of fre1ght, such as grain, can be hauled for 
somewhat less than the average cost, because the average cost includes the 
more expensive local business; yet I do not think grain can be hauled formuc.h 
less than about 20 cents, including general expenses; a.nd the mere cost of move
ment can not. be les.s than 15 cents. T~ cost of retl].rning empty cars must be 
charged t-o this service. So the lowest actual cost is not reimbursed by a. charge 
of 12 cents pe~ 100 pounds. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from illinois need not have interrupted 
me to read what be has read, for I have admitted that 10 and 12 cents 
per hundred charged for grain from Chicago to New York was less 
than the cost of transportation. I do not know that I can make my
self understood. I have not claimed that the cost of transporlation 
on any railroad in the United States is less to-day than the cost of 
transportation upon the Erie Canal; but I have shown that the cost of 
transportation, according to the official figures of the annual report of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company is very nearly as little on the 
Philadelphia and Erie division as it is on the Erie Canal. 

Now take just what the Senator interrupted me to read. Suppose 
it does cost 20 cents,. including ~eneral expenses and all expenses, per 
hundred to haul gram from Chicago to New York, how much is that? 
Four mills-four-tenths of a cent per ton per mile. The Erie Canal 
h~ got the cost of · transportation down to 9.. 7 mills per ton per 
mile. The New York Central, on its Chicago line, Mr. Fink says 
can do it for 4 mills per ton per mile.· The Pennsylvania Railroad does 
it for just a fraction over 3 mills on one of its divisions. Hence the 
difference between what the canal and a railroad can do in the matter 
of. the cost of transportation is in this year 1886 but a trifle, and, as I 
sa1d, the cost of transportation by railroad is being steadily reduced 
year by year. On the main line and branches of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad the cost of transportation per ton per mile was decreased in 
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1885, as shown in the report, a half of 1 mill and so it goes down year 
after year, and I think it requir~ no prophetic vision to foresee that, 
with continually improved facili~es for reducing the cost of transpor
tation, by the time this canal can be built the railroads will be able to 
transport freight as cheaply :18 it can be done by canal, although they 
may not do it. 

The point of my remarks on Saturday was that if the Government 
wanted to compete with a railroad side by side for the same distp,nce, 
the time was soon coming when it would have to do it with a railroad 
and not with a canal, unless the canal should be a level canal and a 
ship canal, by which I mean a canal through which ships can go without 
the interruption and cost oflockage. Ifyou can build a ship-canal on 
a sea level or a river level and with practically no lockage1 I think it 
is possible that side by side the canal for a few years to come may beat 
the railroad in the aetual cost of transportation, but, as I said, it re
quires no prophetic vision to foresee that the time is coming in the near 
future when it will not be able to do it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not want to detain the Senate, as I 
am anxious to have a vote on this amendment, but I wish to notice 
something that has been said by the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LoGAN] and the Sen.ator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. 

The senior Senator from Illinois on Saturday just at the close of the 
' session said that my opposition to thls amendment was based upon the 

interests of the city of Saint Louis, and he assumed that llived in that 
city and had some sort of local interest in opposing the Hennepin 
Canal. I hope no Senator here will think that any sort of personal 
feeling or local interest could affect me in a matter of this kind. But 
to end that sort of thing, I will say that I live on the western border 
of the State of Missouri, in Kansas City, and all the business connec
tions of that city are with the city of Chicago. We have literally no 
connection in business or otherwise with the city of Saint Louis. If I 
had any personal or local feeling in the matter it would be for this 
canal, because it is a Chicago enterprise. The senior Senator from illi
nois lives in the city of Chicago, and it would be a legitimate retort 
for me to say that when a man from Chicago taunts the citizen of any 
other place in this country with local feeling he should remember that 
the citizens of that place take care of ChiC-aoO'O in every phase of busi
ness. If they do not, I am more mistaken than I ever was as to any 
other proposition that can be submitted. · 

Mr. President, I repeat, notwithstanding these long and intricate 
arguments heTe on the canal question, that the days of canals are num
bered. If we could inaugurate in this countryasystemoflarge canals 
where the canal-boats would carry from five to seven hundred or a thou
sand tons they might compete to a certain degree with railroads; but 
these small canals, carrying boats of less than 300 tons burden, are go
ing out of existence, and they do not even form a factor of competi
tion with the railroads of the country. 

.As I said the other day, look at the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal run
ning into this city. The company has not enough money to-day to pay 
for the bridges washed a. way by the last freshet. What has become of 
the Lynchburg Canal, running down the James River? To-day the 
grass is growing on the canal tow-path, and why? Because railroads 
have destroyed it. The other day in the discussion ofthe}.fuskingum 
Canal scheme I read from the reports to show that a section of that canal 
from Zanesville running up 16 miles had been discontinued years ago 
on account of the construction of a. railroad along its banks. It is use
less for Senators to talk here about canals or any system of canals in 
this country. 

I am not astonished at the speech of the Senator from New York. 
This is the preliminary skirmish-line to turning over his Erie Canal to 
the General Government. It is the most marvelous thing to me of all 
the· marvelous things I have seen of results, that this splendid canal 
system of-the country, so productive of dividends and of commerce, in 
every instance is unloaded upon the General Government. Ohio the 
other day unloaded Muskingum on us. The third State in the Union 
with an overflowing treasury can not keep up her canal. Illinois, the 
fourth State in the Union, comes now with another dilapidated canal 
scheme and unloads that on the General Government after making three 
millions from the grant by the General Government. 

Mr. CULLOU. The Senator misrepresents the State of illinois. 
The State of Illinois is not offering to give this canal because it is any 
expense to the State, for it is not an old canal and it has been' self-sup
porting ever since it was constructed. 

Mr. VEST. So it has. 
Mr. CULLOM. And is a source of revenue yet. 
Mr. VEST. If the Senator had not been so eager to interrupt me 

he would have heard what! said. They have made nearly $3,000,000 
clear profit; they have made a good business transaction of it, and now 
they put it on the General Government upon the condition that we are 
to construct the canal from Hennepin to ·the Mississippi River and en
large the present one 80 feet wide :md 7 feet deep at our expense and 
make it toll-free forever; and the next thing will be that New York 
will be unloading on us the Erie Canal, that splendid improvement. 
Mr. Conkling, the most distinguished member of the Republican party 
in the United St.:'ttes possibly, stood upon this floor with that rotund 
voice of his and bo:1Sted of the imperial State of New York with its 

imperial donation to the General Government free of tolL That is all 
to be ended, and at the next session of Congress tb.ere will be another 
unloading by New York, the first State in the Union, so as to keep even 
with the third and fourth States, all to be put-upon the General Gov
ernment, this splendid system of canals, as they call it, but none of 
them willing to compete with the most profitable investment at home. 

All I ask of the Senator from New York is to do it in a straightfor
ward, manly way, not to put it on a river and harbor bill, on the Com
merce Committee, already damned in every direction, with all sorts of 
epithets piled upon its head, and more than one-half of the committee 
voting against it, as if they were ashamed of their own work-all I 
ask of the Senator from New York is to come up and.q1ake his proposi
tion plainly and above-board, and ask for all he wants at once, not to 
stick it in undet: the guise of $300,000 in a river and harbor bill, and 
then talk about the jobs and combinations made to pass such a bill 
through the Senate. I listened to the Senator from New York t<>-day 
when he depicted the starving thousands of the poor working people 
of the country who want this money for their wives and chiltlren. 
How long will $300,000 meet their wants? How much clamor on the 
part of the starving thousands of this country would $300,000 allay and 
quiet? 

There is a bill pending in the Senate now and one in the House to 
turn over this Michigan and lllinpis Canal and construct the Hennepin 
Canal, which will cost, the engineers, say, $7,000,000. · In my judg
ment it will cost $17,000,000J judging from past estimates in like di
rections. If this be the magnificent enterprise we have heard so much 
about, why do not the Senators who favor it stand upon those bills and 
fight it out in a fair parliamentary struggle? Why do they come and 
load this fatal and this miserable cargo of a bill with $300,000 in order
to tommit the General Government to the result, no matter what it 
may be? 

l\fr. President, I am sick and tired of having the Committee on Com
merce made the dumping-ground for every old, miserable, broken-down 
engineering improvement scheme in this country. I want to improve 
the rivers and harbors of the country and will vote as much as any 
Senator, but I do not propose that State or individual improvidence 
shall be loaded off upon the Treasury of the United States if I can 
prevent it. States here that stand in the great galaxy of States at the 
very front in resources, in population, now come and say to the General 
Government, "We cannot keep up these improvements, they are break
ing down on our hands, we want the Treasury of the United States to 
become the recipient of ou.r own speculation.'' 

Talk about canals competing with railroa<Is. I want to read from 
the report of the Senator from illinois [.Mr. CULLOM]. Here is are
port on ·interstate commerce from the cbmmittee of which he is chair
man, giving the receipts by canal and rail in the five principal Atlantic 
seaboard cities: 

Statement showing total receipts and exports of flour and grain nt the five At
lanticcities-NewYork, Phil !\delphia, Baltimore, Boston, and 1\fontreal-during 
the years named below. · 

That is from 1860 to 1884, a quarter of a centt?-ry. 
Also percentages of each city of total receipts and exports. 

Now I want Senators to listen. We are told ·you can take grain from 
Chicago to New York by canal and water for 6 cents, and you have to 
pay 15 cents, 9 cents more, to take it by rail. Is it not most astonish
ing that it does not al~ go by water? Is it not astonishing that there 
is not a rush to get to the water routes instead of the railroads? How 
is it? No people in the world understand their money interests better 
than the people of the United States. If we can save the fourth of a 
cent by going a mile we will always do it. No people understand it 
better. Now look at the receipts of grain ilnd flour. 

J)fr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Missouri will allow me to re
mind him t~t for six months of the year they can not do it by reason 
of frozen water. 

J)fr. VEST. Of course. I have the tables on that too. I suppose 
the same condition would apply to the Hennepin Canal. But I want 
to say now that the canal system of this country is going to the rear 
and the railroad system coming to the front gradually year by year, but 
steadily all the time. 

From 1860to 1884 NewYorkreceived ofthesefivecities 51.6 percent. 
of all the grain and flour :that was carried to the Atlantic seaboard
more than one-half; but now mark, in 1884, the-last year, 16.9percent. 
was carried by canal and 33.6 per cent. by rail. ·With a difference in 
the cost of carrying it from Chicago to the seaboard of 9 cents a bushel, . 
there was only 16.9 per cent. carried by canal and 33.6 by rail. 

But I want to call attention to another most significant proposition 
coming from the committee of which the Senator from Illinois is chair
man. In 1870, 27.9 per cent. of the grain and flour was carried by canal 
and 25.9 per cent. by rail; 2 per cent. more by canal than by rail. In 
1871, there were carried 33.1 per cent. by canal and. 21.7 per cent. by 
rail; in 1872, 29.7 per cent. by canal and 22.4 by rail; in 1873, 24.5 
per cent. by canal and 27.5 by rail; in 1874, 24.6 per cent. by canal 
and 30 per cent. by rail; in 1875, 21.1 per cent. by canal and 30.1 by 
rail; in1876, 15.6 per cent. bycanaland 28.2 by rail; in 1877, 23.5per 
cent. by canal and 24.8 by rail; in 1878, 21.76 per cent. by canal and 
29.07 by rail; in 1879, 17.15 per cent. by canal and 30.66 by rail; in . 
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1880, 20.33 per cen.t. by ·canal and 27.95 by rail; in 1881, 14.31 per 
cent. by canal and 36.91 by rail; in 1882, 15.13 per cent. by canal and 
37.79 by rail; in 1883, 17.2 per cent. by canal and 33.1 by rail; and in 
1884, thelastyearin this table, 16.9 per cent by canal and 33.6 by rail. 

.And yet gentlemen talk about the canal system of this country com
peting with railroads. It is hardly a factor in competition, and I say 
when yon get a canal-boat with less than 300 tons burden it is abso
lutely throwing- money away to talk about putting that in competition 
with a railroad; and the reason is manifest; all the world sees the re
sult of it. 

Look at our carrying trade on the ocean. We havelostit, and why? 
Because steam has taken the place of sail. When we could compete in 
wooden vessels we outstripped the world. When steam came into play 
and iron and steel vessels, England took the carrying trade away from 
us. It is the difference in speed, it is the difference in time; and in all 
this a.-gument Senators on the opposite side of this question have over
looked that factor in the discussion. Time now is money, and the 
swiftest transportation is always the transportation that is the most 
profitable and that will be selected by the commercial public. .A canal 
ca,n not compete with a river or railroad. 

The senior Senator from I~ois [Mr. LoGAN] the other day spoke 
about this canal in competition with the gr~t Mississippi River. Mr. 
President, a river without a lock or gate-keepers, with only the water 
that God has given it within its banks, and without any artificial 
means in order to make it, as a mode of transportation is far superior 
to any canal that can be constructed. The lo3S of time is one great 
element. The slowest train that could be put on a railroad would 
make the distance from Chicago to the Mississippi River in the time 
that would be occupied in opening the canal locks upon this route. 
You might as well compare an eagle to a bat, a race-horse to the co'm
monest drudge that ever went through these streets, as to talk about 
one of these canals competing with a railroad or with a natural water 
course. 

'.rhis is all I desire to say, Mr. President. I declare most positively 
that in my judgment this money, considering the am<?unt to be ex
pended, will be virtually thrown away. I have no personal interest or 
representative interest as in favor of the city of Saint Louis as against 
the city of Chicago. Saint Louis is dependent for her prosperity upon 
theState of Missouri and the States thataretribntaryto her geograph
ically. If this little canal were constructed it would not affect the 
commerce of that great city or of the great Mississippi River. 

The Senator from Illinois was kind enough to say that my State was 
as much interested as his, as we wanted communication also between 
·the lakes and the Mi'!Sissippi. Mr. President, there is already water 
communication. The Illinois River is being improved by the General 
Government, and in this very bill is an appropriation of $100,000 to 
improve the navigation of that stream; but that stream goes into the 
Mississippi River below the point at which this canal is to reach it. 
The object of this canal is to reach the State of Iowa and the grain 
States in the Northwest. It is not water communication between the 
lakes and the Mississippi River that they want, because they have it 
through the Illinois River. They want a communication for the ben
efit of certain cities, and for that alone. We are satisfied in Missouri. 
I do not oppose this on any sectional or.local ground. I have opposed 
this project from the beginning two years ago, one year ago, and when
ever it has come before the Senate. I believe it to be unconstitutional. 
I . believe it to be unnecessary. I am utterly opposed to this whole 
method of States commencing internal improvement systems, and then 
unloading them upon the General Government when they think 
proper. : 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the Senator takes his seat I wish to make one 
statement of fact from the record. The Senator refers to the fact that 
steam has taken the place of sail vessels, so that slow travel has gone 
out of date. I have a statement of the shipping built by all nations be
tween the years 1871 and 1883, and it shows that there have been of 
steam vessels 637,000 tons, and of saling vessels 735,000, total 1,372,-
000 tons; steam 46 per cent., sailing vessels 54 per cent. So that steam 
has not taken posseSsion of the world as thoroughly as the Senator 
suggests. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Illinois has had occasion to exam
ine that question as thoroughly as he might have done he would have 
discovered that those steam vessels had the commerce of the world. 
The sailing vessels are now used in the coastwise trade, and in some 
countries where there are small freights, and along the coast where 
steam has not taken itsplace; butall the great transatlantic and trans
Pacific lines, all the great lines that do the commerce of the great comft 
mercia! world, are propelled by steam. Steam has taken the place of 
sail in the commerce of the world. I say it emphatically; and iron and 

in an appropriation bill that I suppose will reach the Senate in a very 
short time there is a provision making a permanent arrangement of law 
concerning the fees and compensations of United States commissioners 
of circuit courts, which, as we think in the Senate, has no place in an 
appropriation bill. · 

There are improprieties or inconsistencies in the existing state of the 
law as it has been determined by the Supreme Court of the United 
States about the fees and emoluments of commissioners of circuit courts 
that ought to be corrected. Therefore I ask at this time unanimous 
consent to introduce a bill on that subject, in the hope that before the 
appropriation bill to which I refer comes before the Senate we may be 
in readiness to take some separate and proper action upon that subject 
on a bill where it belongs. · 

The bill (S. 2836) to limit and regulate the fees and compensation of 
commissioners of circuit courts of the United States, and for other pur
poses, was read twice hy its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have stated a certain sum in the bill as the limit 
of compensation of these officers. I have stated that merely at random. 
It may be too little and it may be too much. 

Mr. BROWN. What is the amount? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Fifteen hundred dollars. I move that the bill be 

referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2837) relative to the location of 

the town site of Wallace, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2838) for the relief of the Bap
tist Female College of Lexington, Mo.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

~fr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 2839) for the relief of the Church of 
the Ascension in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask for an order at this time to withdraw the 
papers in the case of Warren Mitchell, of Kentucky, now on file. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that the papers in the case of Warren Mitchell be witharawn from the 
fila ' 

Mr. BLACKBURN. For use in the House. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the order 

will be granted. · 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catharine Waters was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committe on Pensions. ' 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 181) authorizing and directing th~ Sec
retary of War to loan tentstothe Southwestern Iowa and Northwestern 
Missouri Veteran Soldiers' .Association, at Bethany, Mo., and to the 
Tri-State Veterans' .Association of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan, for re
union purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com
mittee on Military .Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COl\Il\II'ITEES. 

Mr . .ALLISON, from the Committee on .Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
and for other purposes, reported it-with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
wa.S referred the bill (S. 1006) for the reli~ of James W. Schaumburg, 
submitted a repQrt thereon, accompanied by a _bill (S. 2840) for there~ 
lief of the legal representatives of James W. Schaumburg; which was 
read twice by its title. · 

Mr. V ..A.NCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1993) for the relief of St. Mark's 
Protestant Episcopal church in the District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIANS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re
ferred to the Committee on Indian .Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of .Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of 3d instant, with inclosures, from the 
Secretary of the Interior, recommending legislative authority for the use of funds 
from appropriation, Sioux, &c., 1887, for the subsistence of certain Northern 
Cheyenne Indians who have gone1. or who may go, from the Sioux reservation 
in Dakota to the Tongue River Inaia.n agency or vicinity in Montana. 

The matter is presented for the favorable consideration of Congress. 

steel vessels have taken the place of wood. EXECUTIVE MAN ION, July 12, 1886. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. FRYE in the chair.) On this 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

question the yeas and nays have been ordered. .AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. PLUMB addressed the Senate. [See Appendix.] Mr. CALL and Mr. JONES, of .Arkansas, submitted amendments 

BILLS INTRODUCED intended to be proposed by them respectively to the general deficiency 
· appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on _..A.ppro-

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill at I priations, and ordered to be printed . 
. this time, which I dislike very much to do, as it is out of grder; but _ Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted an amendment intended to: 
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be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preseryation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Commerce, in section 1, to insert the 
following clauses from line 1134 to line 1174, inclusive, as amended: 

The grant of the Dliu.ois and 1\Iichigan Canal, its rights of way, and all its ap
purtenances, and all right, title, and interest which the State of Illinois may have 
1n any real estate heretofore ceded to the State of Illinois by the United States 
for canal purposes, made to the United States by an actoftheGeneral.Assembly 
of the State of Illinois approved April28, 1882, be, and is hereby, accepted on 
the terms and conditions specified in the act of the General Assembly of the 
State of Dlino;s. 

For the construction of a canal from the Illinois River, at or near the town of 
Hennepin, in the State of Illinois, to the Mississippi River, at or above the 
mouth of Rock River, in said State, together with such feeders and other works 
that may be necessary to supply said canal with water, $300,000. Said canal shall 
be known as the Illinois ·and Mississippi River Oana.l, and shall be constructed 
on such route as may be determined by the Secretary of War: P,·ovi~d. That 
it shall be the duty of the Secretary of )Var, in order to secure the right of way 
for such canal and feeders, to acquire the title to such lands as may be necessary 
by agreement, purchase, or voluntary conveyance from the owners, if it can be 
done on reasonable terms· but if that shall be found impracticable, then the 
Secretary of War shall app\y at any term of the circuit. or district court of the 
United States for the northern district of nlinois to be held thereafter, at any 
general or special term held in said district, and in the name of the United 
States institute and carry on proceedings to condemn such lands as may be 
necessary for rigftt of way as aforesaid; and in such proceedings said court shall 
be governed by the laws of the Sla.te of Illinois, so far as the same may be ap
plicable to the subject of condemning private property for public use: Pro1>'ided 
ft~rther, That said canal shall be SO feet wide at the water·line and 7 feet deep, 
with a capacity for Yessels of at least 280 tons burden, with guard-gates, waste
weirs, locks, lock-houses, basins, bridges, and all other erections and fixtures 
that may be necessary for safe and convenient navigation of said canal and 
branch as specified in said survey. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I bad not intended to say anything 
during the discussion· upon this bill, and I should not have done so ex
cept for the suggestion made on yesterday by the Senator from Kansas 
[Ur. lNGALLSj concerning the amendments which have been proposed 
to the bill by the Senate Committee on Commerce. 

Under our system of government certain powers are delegated to the 
General Government. Among those powers is the powerto regulate 
commerce between the States and with foreign countries. Congress 
bas claimed, and the courts have decided, that the power to regulate 
commerce includes the power of r~crulating the means of transporta
tion. Congress claims the power of controlling the navigable rivers of 
the country, of preventing and authorizing obstructions to them, of 
determining what works for the improvement of navigation shall be 
attempted or made, and we have entered upon the work of improving 
the harbors and rivers of the country. 

There is no longer I think any serious question as to the _constitu
tional power of Congress to improve the harbors und the great water 
ways of the country. 

It appears to me that in considering the question as to whether any 
improvement shall be undertaken we ought first to consider the ques
tion as to whether it is a necessary improvement, whether it will be 
beneficial to commerce, whether its relative importance compared with 
other improvements being made and which ought to be undertaken is 
sufficient to warrant its commencement at the present"time, a..nd whether 
the condition of the Treasury is such as 1p justify the necessary ex
penditure. I think this grant of power carries with it an obligation 
on the part of the General Government to exercise it for the general 
welfare to the extent of the ability of the Government and in an in
tellig~nt and impartial manner. 

I therefore do not think with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] that the question of bow much bas been recommended for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors by the Secretary of War, whether 
be reflects the opinions of the executive department of the Government 
or not, should be the criterion by which to judge of the amount which 
should be appropriated in a river and harbor bill. 

I do not think the question of bow much bas been agreed upon in 
another branch of the legislative department of this Government as 
the amount which shall be appropriated should govern us. If we are 
to be controlled by the action of a committee in another branch of 
Congress, or by another branch of Congress in •regard to the amount 
w hicb shall be appropriated for rivers and harbors and the manner in 
which it is to be distributed, we had better discharge the Committee 
on Commerce and take the bill and pass it in the Senate without a ref
erence at all, but in the shape in which it comes from the Honse. 

I do not desire to cTiticise the bill as it came from the Honse, and I 
shall not do so in a manner to reflect upon the House or its committee; 
but if we are to judge by the estimates that were made by local engi
neers and which were transmitted through the Chief of Engineers and 
the Secretary of War to Congress for its information and govem
ernment it was an unequal bill. The total amount of the estimates 
was something over $42,000,000. The amount appropriated by the bill 
as it came from the House was $15,182,200. Out of that amount the 
State of Oregon, if w~ include in the appropriations made for that State 
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the appropriation for the Columbia River (a matter to which I shaH 
allude directly), received less than 20 per cent. of the estimates. 
Other States received50 per cent.; otherStates still more: I shall not 
undertake to point out the States which had received 50 per cent. or 
more of the estimates, nor shall I undertake to state or speculate as to 
the reasons for this inequality, but I will st.ate in general terms that 
Maryland, Virginia.,· West Virginia., North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Florida, Alabam~, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Tennes
see, Kentucky, and Missouri received, including the appropriation made 
for the improvement of the Lower Mississippi River, $7,225,000 out 
of 11. total of $15,182,200. 

Yesterday the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] said that as the 
bill came from the House the State of Oregon bad received $685,000. 
The Senator was in error. With all the appropriations for the Colum
bia River included the total amount appropriated for Oregon improve
ments in the bill as it came from the House was $605,000. If we add 
$1,000 appropriated for gauging_ the waters of the Columbia River the 
total amount in the bill as it came from the House for the State of Ore-
gon would be $606,000. · _ 

Of this $605,000, $150!000 was appropriated for the improvement of 
the mouth of the Columbia River; $100,000 for the Lower Columbia 
and the Lower Willamette, a section of the Willamette of only 12 miles; 
$200,000 for the construction of the Cascadelocks, and $10!000 for the 
Upper Columbia, making a total of $460,000 for the Columbia River; 

The Columbia River forms a portion of the boundary between Ore
gon and Washington Territory. It entirely crosses that Territory. 
The Snake River, for which a portion of the appropriation is made, ex
tends into Idaho Territory. But if we assume that one-half of the ap
propriation for Columbia River should be charged to Oregon the total 
amount of the appropriation for Oregon in the bill as it came from the 
Honse would be only $375,000. 

The increased appropriations proposed by the Senate committee for 
the Columbia River and improvements in Oregon amount to $185,000. 
I propose to show that if I had not asked that increase of the committee 
my constituents would have bad just cause to compl.ain, and if the com
mittee bad not granted it they would not have done justice to those im
provements, nor have dealt fairly with the State I in part represent. 
The Columbia Hiver t-akes its rise in the Rocky Mountains, at 50° 20' 
north latitude, and ruris north to 50° 10', makes the detour of the great 
bend of the Columbia, crosses Washington Territory, turns westward, 
and forces its way through the Cascade Mountains and on to the sea. 

1t is the second river in magnitude upon the continent. Unlike the 
Mississippi, as we have beard this morning from the Senator from New 
York [1\Ir. MILLER], it runs parallel to the great lines of trade and 
transportation. Its banks are stable. It can be improved from its 
mouth for 1,000 miles with legs money than bas been expended upon 
the Mississippi Ri"er, and when it is once improved the improvements 
wiii stand for ages without the necessity for any considerable appro
priations, but with the expenditures of small sums annually to keep 
the works in repair. 

From the mouth of the Columbia ·River to Portland, which is the 
chief commercial city on the Pacific N ortbwest, a distance of 122 miles, 
the Columbia River and the Lower Willamette form a great national 
highway. The flags of the maritime nation~ may be seen in the har
bor of Portland. The plan for the improvement of that 122 miles con
templates obtaining 20 feet of water at all seasons of the year. Four 
hundred and seven thousand dollars, we are told by the local engineers, 
would complete the permanent improvement in accordance with pres
ent plans, consisting of wing-dams at the bars and dredging; so that 
hereafter there need be no considerable expenditure upon it. They 
state that $407,000 ·could be expended the present fiscal year. The 
bill as it came from the House gave but $100,000-less than 25 per 
cent. of the amount. Twenty-eight thousand dollars of that is to be 
expended for building .a dredge-boat to be ,used both on the Columbia 
and Willamette, leaving but $72,000 for river improvement, and the 
Committee on Commerce have not increased the amount. 

From the. mouth of the Willamette to the Lower Cascades, 53 miles, 
the river is navigable for vessels drawing 10 feet and over. At the 
Cascades the navigation is interruptecl by rapids for a distance of 6 
miles. There is where the Government is building a canal and locks. 

From the Cascades to the Dalles, 45 miles, there are from 8 to 10 feet 
of wa.ter. Then comes the obstruction of the Dalles, some 15 miles in 
length. 

Above the Dalles the river is being improved up to Lewiston, on the 
Snake River, a distance of 266 miles. The plan for that improvement 
was adopted many years ago. The total estimate for the work was $132, • 
000. Ninety-six thousand dollars have been appropriated heretofore. 
The engineers recommend the appropriation of the remaining $36, 0.00. 
The improvement consists in removingtlarge bowlders and blasting 
away rocks in the rapids. Any other member of the committee for 
such a work in his State would have insisted that that small sum of 
$36,000 to complete that improvement should have been appropriated 
at once, but the House gave us $10,000 out of the $36, 000-less than 30 
per cent. of the amount, and it was not increased. 

From Celile, at the upper end of the Dalles, to Priest Rapids in the 
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Columbia is 200 miles. From Priest Rapids above for a. distance of 
150 miles the river can be improved without locks so as to be naviga
ble at a cost of $400,000. That has been recommended for several 
years and no appropriation for it has been made. Above this point the 
Columbia River is navigable for -t50 miles with three interruptions 
which could be easily removed, mal..'ing in all a navigable river of 
a thou.sand miles in length. · 

The principal increase of the appropriation for the Oregon improve
ments was for the canal and locks at the Cascades and for the work at 
the mouth of the river. A few days ago, in discussing another bill, I 
described the situation at the Oascades of the Columbia. The C,ascade 
Mountains separate Oregon and W ~hington into two parts. The Co
lumbia River forces its way down through a gap in the mountains, and 
all the produce of the great basin of the Columbia, an empire in extent, 
is forced to come down through this gorge. I can not better describe 
it than to read an extract from the report of the Committee on Com
merce taken from the report of the local engineers. I will pass it to 
the Secretary and ask him to read what is marked on pages 282 and 
283. . 

The Secretary read as follows : 
It is an extraordinary position. It is the key point in the commercial strategy 

of the Pacific Northwest. With its waters freely open to navigation, and with 
railroads along either bank, the whole region will be insured minimum freight 
rates, and there will result a development in population and material weatth 
such as is hard to realize. The greater part of the magnificent country drained 
by the Columbia River is cut ofi" from a. sea outlet by the north and south.trend
ing mountain mass of the Cascade Mountains. It is a broad, massive range, 
capped with a. layer of volcanic outpourings at least 4,000 fe.et thick, and dotted 
here and there along its [!.xis with snow-clad cones, which reach altitudes equal
ing the highest points of the backbone ridge of the continent. 

Through this g1·eat ridge no other pass exists at such an altitude as can hope 
to divert the east-west channel of commerce along the Columbia Riv-er. "The . 
longest way around" through this horizontal pass willalwaysbe a shorter haul 
than any other line, plus the vertical distance over the mountains. The area of 
the Columbia RiYer region is estimated at 2!5,000 square miles. It drains the. 
western slopes of the main l'a.nge of. t.be Rocky 11lounta.ins, its drainage basi!}. 
extending between latitudes 41° and 500 north, or over 12 degrees of latitude. 
Owing to this great range in latitude, involving considerable ·variation in cli
mate, an opportunity is afforded for an average in the water discharge of tl.Je 
low river, and hence the annual flood presentB itself with great precision in the 
month of June, but varying in quantity in a manner which depends upon the 
quantity of precipitation, and also upon the relat.iYe distribntion of heat. thr~ugh 
the season. 

Columbia. River appropriations for that State, was made for the improve
ment of the mouth of the river. .All the produce which comes down 
from the great Columbia basin passes out, and must for many years to 
come pass out, of the mouth of the Columbia. Nextto San Francisco 
the ports on the Columbia River are the principal ports on the Pacific 
slope. 

Some years ago a board of engineers was appointed under the provis
ions of an act of Congress to examine the month of the river and report 
as to the pradicability of its improvement and to report a plan. They 
reported a plan which is estimated to cost $3,710, ooo; not including their 
estimate for the contingencies, which was 25 per cent. additional. 

Upon the north side of the river there is an elevated point of land 
and a permanent spit extending out into the river and·forming a nat
m:.tl jetty. The pb.n of the improvement is to build a jetty from the 
south side, commencing nea.r Fort Stevens and extending in a north
westerly direction to within about 3 miles of Cape Disappointment, thus 
narrowing the river, which is 6 or 7 miles in width there, to 3 mileS. 
There is no doubt that the work is practicable and will secure at 
least 30 feet of water upon the bar at low water. The last Congress 
mude an appropriation of $100,000 to commenoo the work. That ap
propriation has been expended. The House placed in the present river 
and harbor bill an appropriation of $150,000 for this great work. I 
made a calculation as to how long it would take to complete the work 
by appropriations of that amount. 

The estimate was $1,330,000, so that tl1e amount given by the House 
was about 11 per cent. of the estimate. .My calculation showed that if 
there should be a river and harbor bill every two years, and we could 
secure an appropriation in every bill of $150,000, and such appropria
tion could be economically used, and the wo1·k which was done one year 
would not be destroyed the next for lack of appropriations, it would 
take fifty years to complete the improvement, an<l if we make an allow
ance for contingencies it would probably mke about twice that period, 
or about three generations, to complete the improvement. 

I therefore asked the Committee on Commerce to increase the amount 
of this appropriation, and they did increase it to $250,000, which is 
only about 19 per cent. of the estimate of the amount which the engi
neera say could be profitably expended the pre.3ent fiscal yen:r. I ap
peal to any Senator who listens to me to day to say if that was not a 

Mr. DOLPH. .An estimate is also given here, w~ch has been read proper amendment, and if that work is going to be continued it ought 
by the Secretary, of the area that is drained by the Columbia River and not to be completed within the lifetime of some child now living in 
its tributaries. It is given at 244,959 square miles. To better under- Oregon. 
stand the magnitude of these figures L will make a few comparisons. There is another thing which I might mention in this connection. A 
The total area of the following States, Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- few years ago a. bill was passed providing for a harbor of refuge upon 
mont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, Pennsyl- the Pacific coast. A great many people do not understand the extent 
vania, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and West Virginia, of the Pacific coast. From Cape Farewell to the southern bopndary of 
-amounts to 244,260squaremiles-less than the are;~. drained by the Co- California the distance is 1,650 miles-one-third of all our seacoast. 
lumbia River and im tributaries. The area of Great Britain an.d Ire- From the northern boundary of Maine to the southern boundary of 
land is 121,230 square miles, of France 201,900 square miles, of Ger- Georgia is 1,430 miles. Situated upon thiscoastlinea.rethirteenStatcs 
many 212,001 square miles, of Austria-Hungary 226,406 square miles, bounded in whole or in part by the Atlantic Ocean and represented 
of Italy 112,677 square miles, and of Spain 182,758 square .miles. So here by twenty-six Senators. From the mouth of the Columbia River 
it will be seen that the area drained by the Columbia River and its to the harbor at E?an Francisco the distance is 550 miles, and with the 
tributaries is larger than any one of these European countries. exception of two or three small harbors that we are asking money of 

Mycolleagueyesterdaypresentedsomestatistics to show the fertility Congress to improve there ic; not a place on all that coast where a ship 
and productiveness of this vast region, to show the necessity for com- in disb·ess C..'ln take refuge in case of a storm. There is not a place be
pleting this work at the Cascades in order that the river transportation tween Puget Son.lld and the Golden Gate except the mouth of the Co· 
might be brought into competition with transportation by rail, and to lumbia. wh~re latge ships such as are used in the coasting trade there 
show the excessive freight charges which are made from different cen- can take refuge: 
tral points in the vast inland empire drained by the Columbia River So, in improving the mouth of the Columbia we are creating a bar
to Portland by reason of the railroad company possessing this strategic bor of refuge for vessels engaged in 1oreign and in coastwise trade upon 
point upon the Columbia River. The United States Government has that long exposed coast. 
undertaken to remove the obstructions to navigation at the Cascades. Under the provisions of the act of Congress I have mentioned that a 
The rapids are known a.s the Lower Cascades and Upper Cascades. The board of engineers was appointed to loc..'lte a harbor of refuge on that 
project is to build a canal and locks around the Upper Cascades :md to coast. They were not limited to any State. They might locate it upon. 
improve the Lower Cascade.~ by blasting out rocks and removing the the coast of California or the coast of Oregon. 
obstructions, so that the river at this point may be navig;ated and boats After examining the several locations they located it at Port Orford, 
may pass up and down laden except during the very highest stage of in the State of Oregon. An appropriation of St50,000 was made to com· 
water. . mence it, but when it was ascertained that it might cost $5tOOO,OOO to · 

There has already, according to my recollection, been appropriated $7,000,000 to constructaharbor ofrefnge of firstclassthere, the Secre
and expended upon this work some $950,000. The amount estimated tary of War, on account of its great cost, declined to expend the money; 
as necessary to complete the project in accordance with the modified andnotwithst:mdingihaveintroducedbillsherefrom time to ti.mepro
plan is $1,250,000. The engineers reported that $7 50,000 could be used viiling for the expenditure of that money, it stands to the credit of that 
to advantage the present year. That was the estimate, but the bill as work to-day and is unexpended, and the work has not been com
it came to the Senate carried an appropriation of only $200,000, or menced and is not liable to be commenced, because the Co~mittee on 
about 27 per cent. of the estimate. Commerce think it is better to appropriate money for the improvement 

The amendment which I asked the committee to make and which of the month of the Columbia River, which will serve a double purpose 
they did make adds $50,000 to this appropriation, making the entire of removing the obstruction to navigation there and cren.ting a harbor 
amount only 33! per cent. of the estimate, while the entire amount of refuge. . 
appropriated by the bill as it comes from the Senate committee is about As I ba.ve said, the bill came to the Senate with an appropriation of 
43 per cent. of the entire estilllates. So that even for this great work, a little over 10 per cent. of the estimate for this great work, and atten~ 
which as no one will deny is a national work, which as no one will tion is c..'llled to the fact that it has been increased in a manner appar
deny is a work of great importance, which should be completed at the ently intended as a. criticism of the committee. 
earliest possible moment, from the fact that no benefit whatever can I have taken the pains to make a computation as to the amount which 
be derived from past appropriations until it is completed, rooeives less has been appropriated for all the States and Territories west of .the 
than its proportion of the appropriations carried by the bill. Rocky Mountains. 'I'hose State and Territories, that is, the four Ter-

The principal increase made by the Senate committee in the appro-! ritories and the three States, contain 776,334 square miles. The tota.l 
priations for Oregon, if yoll: choose to call the appropriations for the area of the States and Ten-itories, excluding Alaska,~ 3,008,616 square 
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miles, 2,232,283 square miles lying east of the Rocky Mountains. More Mr. HE.A.RST. .Ai; there is not enough money appropriated for some 
than one-fourth of aU the territory lies west ~f the Rocky Mountains, places and there may be too much money for others, I ask the Senator 
and out of this river and harbor bill of .$18, 000,000 and over1 California, if it w.ould not 'be better to take all the appropriations and put them 
Oregon, and Nevada, and W ~hington Territory,. and all the other Ter- on tM mouth of the river and let the other works stand for the present? 
ritories receive $1,109,000. ~ Mr. DOLPH. That matter has been discu..<~Sed here thoroughly by 

I am not complaining about this. I would not have said a word in the Senator from New York, and permit me to say that I agree·enfuely 
regard to this bill and what I consider to be not a very fair division of with all that he said in regard to the importance of these minor im
the appropriation, at least if the appropriations are to be based upon provements. It is not practicable, the time never will .come, we may 
the estima:tes, except for the suggestions of the Senator from Kansas. just as well take it as a fa-ct that the time never-will come when Gon
I merely wished to call the attention of the Senate and the country to gress will consent to pick out-a few great harbors of this country and 
the fact that the increase which -is proposed to be made to tlie bill by · ap_pr6priate money for their improvement and leave the rest unprovided 
the Senate committee for works in Oregon has been made for works of for. The wants of the people of the different portions of the country, 
great and national importance, and that the amendments are proper the necessi,ties of the commelce of the country, will not permit it. The 
amendments, amendments for which the Senate committee deserve com- duties which members of the Senate and .Rouse owe to their constitu
mendation. If all the appropriations for the Columbia River are in- ents will never permit them to TOte for a bill which will omit the mi
cluded in the Oregon appropriations, Oregon gets bu.t 26 and a fraction nor improvements. I do not Qelieve if the Senator from Kansas wbo 
per cent. of the estimates; while! as I said before, the per cent. of ap- criticises this bill were permitted to take his ·pencil and gLven carte 
propriations on the estimates in the bill as it Cll1lW from the House was blanche to strike out from the bill he co-uld eliminate appropriatioru; 
35 per cent. and a fraction, and the per cent. of appropriations :in the amounting to 50,000 which after reading the reporta and c~ing 
bill as it came from the Senate committee to the Senate was 43 per the whole matter he would be willing to Eay were not reasonable .and 
cent. of the estimates. I do not suppose any one will object to these proper. 
amendment..", but I desire now, once for all, as so much has been said Mr. McMILLAN. Now I hope we can have a vote on the amen_d-
about the amount that has been appro-prlarted for Oregon, to show that ment. 
the appropriations made for the great Columbia River, the second river The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas an.d nays have been ordered 
on the continent, were :ill charged up to the State of Oregon, and .that on the pending ·amendment. 
even in the bill as reported by the Senate committee Oregon is not re- Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I -do not propose to delay the Senate. I 
ceiving so large a proportion of the estimates as the appropriations for wish to make a few very brief obsermtions upon the pending amend
the other States aggregate and that nearly every other State has re- ment. 
ceived. I concnx entirely in the constitutional view and in the expediency 

1\fr. HEARST. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? of river and harbor appropriations as read by the Senator fr-om New 
1\fr. DOLPH. Certainly; and I shall .answer it if I can. York from Mr. Webster to-day. I believe that the .interest af :this 
l1r. HEARST. What is the estimate that will m-a-ke the harbor safe country as well as the duty of Congress under the Constitution demands 

at the mouth of the Columbia River? a liberal system of internal impro-vements and appropriations adequate 
M:r. DOLPH. The original estimate was $3,710, '()00, of which $100,- for them. 

000 has been expended, and it is proposed to appropriate $"...50,000 by I can see no difference in r-eason between the improvement of any 
the present bill. stream_, whether small or great_, that is capable of contributing in .any 

Mr. HEARST. Does not the Senator think that it would have been - material and important respect to the general commerce af the conn
better to have spent the whole of the appropriations at the month of try. I think the idea is entirely unre-asonable that a bale of eat-ton 
the river? which may be borne upon the Mississippi River and goes into ,either tb:e 

:Mr. DOLPH. Th~re can be no two opinions abou~ that, and that interstate commerce or the foreign commerce of the co-untry is an object 
is why I am so urgent in having enough money to make a showing of national importance and a bale of cotton borne upon .any .other river 
there; and upon that point, tithe Senator will permit me, I will read or stream and-that bears the same relation tp commerce, forejgn or in
first from the report of the board of engineers who recommended this tersta:te, is not a matter of national concern; that the product ioses its 
plan what they say about large appropriations. character and importance because of the loca-lity from which it comes. 

In conclusion, the board thinks it important to stnt-e thlit in nn undertaking .Certainly there is a difference between large things and s:ma.ll things, 
or this character, where the exposure is so great, as large a. portion as possible and the n.ttention of Government can not be directed to every .small 
of the whole estimate should be available before the beginning of actual con- rticl f +1-..--t • to b fi d · tl-.. tr b lo-struction,andthework1whencommenced,shouldbecarriedforwardasrapidly pa eo commerce lUU> JS e oun ill uecoun y; nte-very 
as practicable, with a. vtew of attaining at the earliest day the desiredQbject, cality h-as its right to the aid ~fthe Government if any other part has 
namely, a deep channel to the sea to aooommodat-e the great and growing com- it, and there should be an equal distribution of the benefits of the Gov-
merce of which the Columbia. River must be the avenue. and to the growth of t · · ~ · "d f 'th t 
which the present condition of the bar is a very formidable obstacle. When op- ermnen m appropna.:w.ons ill al 0 commerce Wl on :r:espect to 
erations have once bei"Un there should be no suspension of them, as in such a whether it is in one locality or in another. If the commerce of one 
ca15e, besides the loss of time, "injuries to the unfinished work and unfa.vorable part be smaller than another, it is of course entitled to a smaller de
ein;~:a~ slhea~:t~d channels may be expect-ed t:osuch an extent as very greatly gree of aid j but if larger' it is .entitled to -a Ja-rger degree. 

In regard to this amendment, the inclination of my mind is to vote 
I nlso received a letter, dated the 29th of January, 1884, which I in- for it, and yet it opens very large questions. The suggestions of the 

corpora ted in a speech I made on ·the subject of an im1>rovement of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] are wort"hy of the most careful 
Columbia River, I think on the 7th of March, 1884, from which I read consideration. I do not believe that you will ever regulate the intemn.l 
the concluding portion. It is from the engineer who is now in charge commerce of this country, the rates of transportation u.pon its wide and 
of the workJ Capt. Charles F. Powell: · vastly increasing railroad system, by any canaJs or water routes. 1 

When considering the pr-obable cost of the Columbia. jetty it should be no- think that will require the aid of positire legislation. I agree with 
ticed that the estimate of the majority of the board of engineers ($3,710,000) is him that this is a qnestiun which confronts Congress to-d"y, "Bd _._,__n+ based on a. stone and beton block construction, although the use of wood is rec- "" '" a.u""' 
ommended in part. if found to be more economicaL Now, experience at the the interests of the people demand that instead of wasting our time 
Oregon coast jetties does show that wood, in shape of piles and brush, can be .upon more unimportant considerations it should be de-voted to this 
ndvantageouslyandeconomicallyused, and the estinlat-e for the Columhiajetty great question which, as was read from Governor Seymo",. to-day and should be reduced considerably. The very liberal contingency named in the ..._._ 
estimate of the board can be omitted in case of large and prompt appropria- Mr. Webster, concerns the happiness and prosperity of the country 
tions; but not, on account or danger to destruction of o.n incomplete w.ork at a more than any other, the econotny of transportation, and if we are wise 
place or great exposure, for small and irregular appropria-tions. we will direct our attention to it. 

That explains the necessity for a large appropriation at the mouth of But there is no evidence to my mind that is satisfactory that these 
the Columbia, and it shows, in Yiew of the magnitude of this work, that greatwaterwaysof commerce-canals and water rou~.s-will be entirely 
the amount appropriated in the bill as it camefromtheHouseistotally superseded. They are building them in theimmediate vicinity of the 
inadequate, and I may even say that of the appropriation in the bill as great railroads in England. There is the .Manchester Canal. It is true 
it now stands. it is a ship-canal, but it is demanded by the impossibility of making 

Now, one word more. The Senator from Kansas will not find in the the railroads subserve all the purposes of commerce; and I find in -the 
apyropriations for Oregon or Washington Territory any of the streams reports of the Board of Trade of New York and elsewhere the distjnc
wbich he has criticised as being marsh streams. The two smallest ap- tion which the Senator from Missouri did not make between freights 
propriations in the bill as it came from the Honse are an appropriation which do not require rapid transportation and those which do, and I 
for the improvement of the Upper Columbia and one for the Upper find that the entire Northwest .and all the Northern States are infa:vor 
Willamette River. The appropriation for the Upper Columbia is to of this appropriation for this improvement, because they believe that 
carry out a piau for the improvement of the river for 266 miles navi- thegreatma.ss of the agricultural production does not require the most 
gable for steamboats drawing 4! feet of water. That is an a,ppropria- rapid transit and that it can be more cheaply transported on n water 
tion for which $10,000 is given. }.'he improvement of the Upper Will- way, and that this fact will be a:n important fuctor in reducing the cost 
amette, for which $10,000 is given, is an improvement of a. stretch of of railway transportation. 
river about 125 miles in length, which, with some wing-dams, dredging Now, while it seems to .me that the Illinois River is the nat mal out
the bars, and removing snags, may be kept in a navigable condition let for that country, and that improvements connect.ing it with the 
11:early all the year round. Those, I say, are the smallest appropria- lakes and making steamboat communication without change from the 
twns made for these works, and they are not subject t;o criticism. Mississippi to the lakes, which~ be easily dona on the Illinois and 
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Missis&.ippi Rivers, as it would appear from the map even to a person I The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
who is not an engineer would be far more easy than thi:3 canal; while 1, line 1181, after the word "improvement," to strike out the words: 
to my mind the best improvement for the people of the Northwest And 'the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby made 
would be to improve the Illinois River as a natural outlet for steam- available for dredging said river, according to the plan of the Chief of Engi
boat transportation with locks adequate to their transfer from the river neers, recommended on the 12th of 1\Iarch, 1~: Provided, That not exceeding 
to l to th l k 'th t b k' b lk t I fi d th . t' $30,000 shall be thus expended on Goose Raptds. a cana e a ·es w1 ou rea mg u , ye n e en ue d . . 
sent4nent of the people of the North and Northwest in favor of" this ap- An msert. 

· t' d tb' · t From Breckenriuge to the northern boundary line of the United Slates, in-
propna lOll nn lS lmprovemen · eluding dredging, removal of snags and bowlders, and construction of wing-

As the ~enator from Missouri has said, it is an appropriation which dams, &c.; and the money heretofore appmpriated for Jocks and dams is hm·eby 
looks pa.rticularly to the State of Iowa and the adjacent States and the made available for this purpose. · 
interests of Chicago and that section, but I see no objection to the amend- So as fo make the clause read: 
ment in that. They have a right to the same benefits that every other Improving Red River of the North; Minnesota: Continuinir improvement 
section of the conn try has, and in proportion to their extended com- from Breckenridge to the northern boundary line of the United States, includ
merce and the business which they do and propose to do they ought to ing dredging, removal of snags and bowlders, and construction of wb1g-dam.s, 

&c. ; and the money heretofore appropriated for locks and d<lms is hereby made 
receive more liberal appropriations from the Government in aid of it. available for this purpose. 

For these reasons I am prepared to votefortbisamendment, and yet The amendment was agreed to. 
I think the distributions of this bill are not fair. I think the princi- The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1201, after the word 
ple should be that when the Government has commenced certain pub- "opemtions," to sbike out "and the cost of the proceedings hereinafter 
lie works an obligatioa results to carry on the works already com- authorized" and insert "$10,000 to complete dre<lges authorized by 
menced, and to carry them on adequately by giving them appropria- act of July 5, 1884;" and after the word "mining," at the end of 
tions sufficient to com.Plete them in a reasonable time, and not to neglect line 1205, to insert ''hurtful to l;lavigation; ''so as to read: 
them for other works or to commence new works to their disadvantage. Improving Sacramento and Fcatller Rivers, Californi.lt, $!0,000 of the money 

It can not be expected that perfect fairness shall be attained with the heretofore appropriated for improving said rivers that may remain unexper1ded 
conflicting interests which attend the subject, but there should be some nt the end of the present fiscal year, for snagging and dredging operations; $10,
.so. • • • 1 d t d h' h 4h h ld b d d t 000 to compltte dred2:es authorized by act of July 5, 1884; the balance of said JaU prmc1p e a op e on W lC l e moneys ou e expen e so as 0 unex'pended money not to be used until the Secretary of War be satisfied that 
benefit all the people and every part of the country. It can not be ex- hydraulic mining hurtful to navigation has ceased on mid rivers ~nd their 
pected that any part of the country will be content to be neglected, and tributaries. 
you can not improve any avenue of commerce without benefiting the The next amendment was, at the end of the clause making an ap-
w hole country. propriation for ''improving Sacra~ en to and:Feather Rivers, California,'' 

I think, therefore, that this bill should be reguhtted not altogether in line 1207, after the word "tributaries,"· to strike ·out the words: 
by States, nor yet in disregard of States, but that it shonld be regulated If he be not sa.tisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal proceed
chiefly by the necessity of the appropriation for the works already com- ings as may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or dis-

d d · th t t 1 tb · k tl t th b'll · ht h b £ charging d~tritus, debris, or slickens, caused by or arising from hydraulic min-Juence ; an ln a respec m h'l. e 1 m1g ave een ar ing, into either of ~id rivers or any of its tributaries, or into the San J,oaqnin 
more equal and just than it is. River or a.ny of its tributaries, or in or to such place or situation from which 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. !;uch detritus, debris, or slickens may be liable to be washed or carried by storms 
Mr. CHACE (when his name, was called). On this bill 1 am paired or floods into either of said rivers or tributaries; and he is hereby instructed to usc out of said sum as much as may be necessary for said purpose. 

with the Senator from Georgia (Mr. COJ.QUITT]. 
Mr G OR E ( h h' ) h' The amendment was agreed to. 

· E G' w en 18 name was called· Upon t 18 amendment The next amendmentofthe Committee on Commerce was, in Eection 
I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana (Mr. EusTIS J. lf he 1, line 1222, to increase the appropriation for ''improving canal at the 
were present, he would vote '' yea" and I should vote "nay." 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). 1 am paired with Cascades,Oregon:Continuingimprovement,"from$200,000to$250,000. 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES]. . 'fbe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). 1 am paired Mr. STANFORD. I wish to turn back a little to page 50. I want 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], who i!) detained from to amend the original .text by inserting, after the words "hydraulic 
the Senate by illness in his family as I understand. As I am not ad- mining," in line 1210 of section 1, these words: 
vised how he would vote on this amendment if present, I withhold my lly water used through pipes and used through nozzles under prcssm·e. 
vote. If he were present, I should vote" nay." Ur. HOAR. That is all struck.out. 

Mr. PLUUB (when 1t1r. MoRGAN's name was called). The Sena- Mr. STANFORD. I want to have the amendment disagreed to and 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] is paired with the Senator from insert these ''ords in the original te~t. There is a prior appropriation 
Colorado (Mr. BOWEN]. I do not know how either of them would made for the improvement of the Sacramento and Feather Hivers of 
vote if present. California, $40,000 of which money is hereby appropriated "for im-

Mr. EDMUNDS (when Mr. MoRRILL's name was called). My col- proving said .rivers." Now, this also contains a provision that the 
league (Ur. MoRRILL] is absent ill, ancl is paired with the Senator United States distTict attorney may use a part of that money tor the 
from Delaware (Mr. SAULSBURY]. I am under the impression-but I prosecution of those people who may be impairing the navigation of 
do not speak by authority-that my colleague, if present, would vote the streams. If the hydraulic mining of a certain kind which I pro-
in the negative on this point. pose to prohibit is to go on unimpeded, it is useless for the Government 

The roll-call was concluded. to appropriate money for the improvement of that river. 
Mr. CAUDEN. I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island The original text also provides for the San Joaquin River. 'Ihe im-

[Mr. ALDRICH], who is detained.from the Senate by illness. provement of the Sacramento and the San JoaquinRivers, orthosepor-
Mr: SAUU?BURY. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont tions which are affected by the hydraulic mining is clearly within the 

[Mr. MORRILL], but his colleague is under the impression that he jurisdiction of the United States Government; they are all tidewater, at 
would vote against this amendment if he were here, and I am informed any rate in the main. It is a small appropriation, but it may be effect
he always has done so. Under these circumstances I feel at liberty to ive to prevent this particular kind of mining which is destructive to 
vote, and I vote "nay." the navigation of these two rivers. The importance of it to California 

The result was announced-yeas 3~! nays 22; as follows: can not be overestimated. I trust there will be no objection to the 
YE !.S--al. adoption of my amendment and the restomtion of the original text. 

Allison, Dawes, Logan, 
Blair, Evarts, 1\IcMillan, 
Brown, Gibson, Mahone, 
Butler, Gorman, Manderson, 
Call, Hale, Miller, 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Conger, Hoar, Palmer, 
Cullom, Kenna, Payne, 

NAYS--22. 
Beck, Frye, Platt, 
Berry, Gray, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Harris, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Saulsbury, 
Coke, 1ngal1s, Sherman, 
Edll!-unds, ~nxey, Vance, 

.ABSENT-23. 
Aldrich, Eustis, Jones of Florida, 

" Bowen, Fair, .Jones of Nevada, 
Camden, George, McPherson, 
Chace1 Hampton, l\'Iitcllell of Pa., 
Colqmtt, Harrison, 1\Iorgnn, 
Dolph, Jones of .Arkansas, Morrill, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Ransom, 
Sawyer, 
Spooner, 
Stanford, 
'l'eller 
VanWyck, 
Wilson of Iowa. 

Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walthall, 
Whitthorne. 

Pike, 
Riddlebergcr, 
Sabin, 
Sewell, 
Wilson ofMd. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Iftbere be no objection theChnirwill 
consider that the amendment referred to bas not been adopted, as it was 
passed on hurriedly, and the Senator from California offers an nmend
ment to the portion proposed to be stricken out, which will be read. 

'l'be CHIEF CLERK. In line 1210, after the word "mining-," it is 
proposed to insert "by water used tb1·ough pipes and used through 
nozzles under pressure;" so as to read: 

If he be not so satisfied, he is hereby i~structed to institute such legal pi·oceed
ings as may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or dis
charging dctritu~. debris, or slickens, caused by or arising from hydraul!c min
ing, by water used through pipes and used through nozzles .under presst:rc, into 
either of said rivers o1· any of its tributaries, or into the San Joaquin Ri\·er or 
any of its h·ibuta.ries, or in or to such place or situation from which su<:b detri
tus, debris, or slick ens may be liable to be washed or carried by storms ot· floods 
into either of said rivers or tributaries; :1.ud he is hereby instructed to usc out 
of said sum as much as may be necessn.ry for said purpose. 

Mr. INGALLS. My attention was called to this subject by a bill 
that was before the Senate some year or two ago, and my understand
ing at that time was that it was considered to be the duty of the State 
of California to attend to the methods that were adopted in mining by 
its own citizens in regions which are at a remote distance from 'tbe 
rivers that are l:Cffected by the bill. 
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If I understand this process, in the upper regions where these rivers 

take their rise scores, or it may be hundreds, of miles from the mouth, 
the_waters are directed by means of sluices and nozzles and spouts from 
pipes against great banks of gold-bearing earth, which are washed away, 
the gold being arrested by some process and t.he debris or mud allowed 
to run off through these ravines down a great many miles into the water 
course below, by means of which not only have the channels of the 
streams become obstructed but vast areas of. arable land have been 
overflowed and practically destroyed by the subsidence of these streams 
and the deposit of the-unproductive mud upon the alluVion of the valley. 

It seemed very strange to the committee that the United States Gov
ernment should be invited to interpose to prevent the operations of 
these miners ih the uplands of California lying at the foot of the mount
ains where these streams take their rise, to prevent citizens of that 
State from such mining operations as result in the choking up of ~hese 
channels and the destruction of the fertility of the State; and I should 
like to hear the Senator from California state to the Senate upon what 
ground of reason or justice the United States can be called upon to ex
pend money not only to improve the channels of these rivers, but to 
punish citizens of California, who are the subjects of the laws of that 
State and who certainly can be controlled by the laws of the State, 
from carrying on enterprises that are destructive to the navigable 
streams and also to the fertile and arable lands of California. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Kansas refers to the state of 
the law as it now stands, I beg to remind him that the law has been 
resorted to there and with success in the State courts and in the circuit 
court of the United States to enjoin that sort of thing. The judicial 
courts have taken jurisdiction of the affair. 

Mr. INGALLS. So that the remedy is in the hands of the people 
there. . 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire, to understand that point exactly, how 
can the United States circuit court get jurisdiction? By reason of the 
citizenship of the parties? . · 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the same ground that they get jurisdiction of 
any other case in which a citizen of MassachuSetts or Vermont is con-
cerned against the citizen of some other State. • . 

Mr. HOAR. But this is not a law to provide for a private party's 
protecting his land against another private party or against a nuisance. 
It is a public law, and the proceeding is to be in the name of the United 
States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not speaking of anything in this bill, but of 
the state of things as it has existed heretofore. 

M:r. HOAR. I do not think I make myself clear. This, as I under
stand, is to provide for proceedings by the ptiblic, by the United States 
Government, nuder its power to protect commerce among the States; 
and I supposed the amendment of the Senator from California to the 
original bill proceeded on the ground that these two named streams, 
the Sacramento and the San Joaquin, are important highways of com
merce among the States or with foreign countries. That being the 
case, I understand the authority of the United States is invoked to 
prevent the obstruction of those channels of comlllerce as it might be 
invoked on admiralty principles or other ground of jurisdiction in r~
gard to harbors. I do not see how that can be affected by the circuit 
or other courts of the United States in consequence of the citizenship of 
anybo~y·on the ground of citizenship without this law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Neither do I; but I was only suggesting historic
ally to my friend from Kansas that under the state of the law, na
tional and State, in California, prevailing there, suits have been insti
tuted in the proper courts. 

:\Ir. HOAR. By whom? 
:Mr. EDMUNDS. ~y private persons, to prevent this nuisance, and 

it is a prodigious nuisance, for I have seen it myself; and, therefore, so 
far as the present law stands, it is within the competence of the judicial 
tribunals having authority over that subject, either State or national, 
according to the citizenship of the parties, and defending the rights of 
landholders along the Sacramento River, to enjoin the thing that de
stroys their land, and the courts in California, whether State or na
tional-! believe the chief case was in the circuit court of the United 
States-ha\e determined that this sort of thing can not be carried on 
to the destruction of the fertile lands of the Sacramento, for instance. 

:Mr. HOAR. But have they determined that they could protect com
merce against it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is another question. I was only speaking 
historically, suggesting to my friend from Kansas that under the ex
isting condition of things the owners of property below these great 
sluice-ways or wash-diggings, or whatever they call them, where the 
lands were being ruined as they were, have instituted snits, and have 
succeeded so far as they have gone, and they always will succeed in my 
opinion in stopping H. Whether that is a reason why Congress should 
not interfere to protect a navigable river against being :filled up is an
other question, to which I have not addressed myself as yet at all. 

Mr. STANFORD. As the Senator from Vermont has stated, those 
snits were brought by private parties whose rich bottom-lands were 
being destroyed by the deposits coming down from the mountains; 
The individual owners of those lands brought suit against the miners, 
and the circuit court of the United States enjoined the miners from 
destroying the lands, 

Here the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers togetheJ:, one coming 
from the south and the other from ,the north, substantially float two
thirds of the commerce of the State on the water; and I have no doubt 
this. year, from the extraordinary crop likely to be had there, that there 
will not be less than 700,000 tons of w hoot floated on the two rivers this 
season. The debris that comes in to injure this navigation of the rivers 
which we want to dredge out, and which this bill makes a small appro
priation for, is upon waters peculiarly under the jurisdiction of the 
United States; each is a tide-water river. The mines that are emptying 
their debris into the streams that enter into the San Joaquin and Sac
ramento are on portions of the rivers where the tide rises and falls. 
The appropriation is for the dredging and improvement of these rivers. 
It is idle to attempt to dredge them while the miners pour this im
mense volume of debris into them. If the Government wants t.o protect 
it<> navigable rivers it must stop the debris. 

I presume one reason why the appropriation heretofore made has 
not been used is because it was idle to attempt to dredge those rivers 
while thousands of tons might go in where one could be taken out. If 
the Government wants to do anything to these rivers it must stop the 
cause of the filling, which is this. particular kind of mining, and we 
have limited it. After talking with my colleague and the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Jo~ES] I put in a clause to confine H to that char
acter of mining that does the greatest damage. There is a good deal 
of mining that will do no special harm, and we do not want to disturb 
it. We confine it to that water which i'> not merely used through 
pipes but also through nozzles, as that is the kind of mining that 
throws this immense quantity of debris into the river. A small ap
propriation to prevent people from doing the damage is the important 
point, without which the other money is wasted. 

Mr. INGALLS. But I understand that these operations are con
ducted in a region that is very remote from the navigable part of the 
streams. A.m I not correct ? 

~Ir. STANFORD. Usually. 
Mr. INGALLS. Usually. My attention was called, as I said, some 

time ago to the process on the upper waters of the Feather "River, and 
I think that there were soJne legal proceedings to test the right of those 
persons thus engaged in carrying on transactions pro:fi table to themselves 
by which the rights of others below them upon the stream were injured 
and in some cases absolutely destroyed. 

1\lr. STANFORD. The suits were not for the injury done to the 
streams, but the injury done to the lands adjoining the streams. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course the drunage couJd not be done to the land 
without the agency of the stream. That is, these great banks of gold
bearing gravel, where the per cent. to the cord was exceedingly small, 
could not be handled by the ordinary processes with band labor; and 
therefore the mountain streams were diverted from their channel and 
conducte~l through ducts enormous distances, across mvines, through 
pipes, and at last directed from nozzles against these banks, with such 
tremendous Ioree that they melted away, and thousands of tons per 
day were dissolved and washed down, so that, the gold being preserved, 
the remainder ran into the lowlands below. And not only was the 
navigation of the stream impeded and its channel :filled up, but there 
was an enormous overflow of this muddy and saturated flood upon the 
cultivated Jands of the riparian . proprietors in the lower country, so 
that its productive capacity was destroyed. 

I can readily understand that if these operations were conducted 
upon the cliffs on the high grounds immediately adjoining these navi
gable waters, and the debris washed down so that the channel was :filled 
up, we might properly be called upon to arrest the transaction and say 
that these parties should not be allowed in this way to interfere with 
the navigation of the stream; but when these transactions are carried 
on hundreds of miles away, and the whole operation is entirely within 
the control of the State authorities, and the people themselves are citi
zens of the State of California, to say that the Government of the United 
States should be ca)led upon to interfere in a matter of this kind that 
belongs exclusively to the State seems to me to be carrying the doctrine 
of centralization rather too far. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. ~Iay I ask the Senator a question? 
The Senator's statement is that if these operations were carried on 
upon the banks of streams, then Congress could properly interfere in 
the exercise of its power of protecting commerce. 

Ur. INGALLS. Just as we attempted to do in the bill we sought to 
pass this morning to prevent the discharge of cinders and sewage into 
the harbors. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Suppose by reason of some similar proc
ess 30 miles away, by the melting, as the Senator describes it, of a. 
mountain by hydraulic power or in any other way, the bay of San 
Francisco for instance was about to be :filled up with de!wis, where is the 
difference between that case and the case suggested by the Senator ? If 
the power exists in the one case, and if it is the duty of Congress in the 
one· case to prevent the filling up of that great harbor, why not in the 
other, although the operation my be some distance away? 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator does not see the differencewherethis 
results from private transactions carried on by citizens of California for 
their own gain in regions at a great distance from the place where this 
appropriation is to be employed, of course I can not enlighten him. 

Mr. MITCHELL_, of Oregon. It seems to me that it makes no dif-
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ference what the purpose of the operation may be, whether it is car
ried on for private gain or for pure deviltry, if the result is the filling 
up of a navigable river. 

Mr. INGALLS. The transaction occurs in a region where the United 
States has no jurisdiction. · 

~Ir. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Why not? 
Mr. iNGALLS. You might as well say that if the stream was in

jured by reason of some planetary disturbance there would be a right 
to proceed against the solar system. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I take it that Congress- has the power 
to protect the commerce of the harbor of San Francisco, or has the 
power to protect the navigation of any of the navigable waten; of Cali
fornia, and espechilly tide-water rivers. It occurs to me that it does 
not make JllUCh difference where the process is used, whether on the 
bank of the river or 30 miles away. The effect is the same. 

Mr. ING.A..Lts. Suppose it occurred in another State? 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon~ It does not make a particle of differ

ence. So much the stronger in fayor of the power of Congress. 
1\-Ir. INGALLS. But if it occurred in a place farther away from the 

water altogether . 
1rfr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The object of the statute is not to 

punish anybody particularly, but the text of the bill says "to pre
vent." 

Mr. INGALLS. We are asked to protect the people of California 
against the mpadty of theiiown citizens. 

Mr. STANFORD. · Will theSena.torallowmetosay that this bill, as 
I understand, is one relative to matters of national importance. The 
whole bill is based on that theory. It is in regard to national waters. 
The entire portion of the river referred to is where the tide flows, and 
of course within the jurisdiction of the National Government. 

1t1r. EDMUNDS. How far up does the tide flow? 
Mr. STANFORD. It flows above the Feather River, on the Sacra

mento. That covers all that portion of thes6 two rivers that are in
jured by t)le debris. · 

Mr. INGALLS. What aetion have the State couru of California. 
taken in regard to this? 

1r1r. STANFORD. TheStatecom:ts have held that·one man hru:; no 
right to destroy his neighbor's property. · 

M:r. INGALLS. He must so use his own as not to injure that of 
another. 

Mr. STANFORD. The circuit court of the United States has held 
the same thing; but in regard to these navigahle waters of the United 
Stutes the question has not been up, and this appropriation is to affect 
the waters of the United States, navigable streams, not to protect the 
farmers. If the United States wan.ta to protect the streams, why not 
proceed intelligently to stop the very thing that has caused the trouble? 
I do not suppose that there is an.y difficulty about the UnUed States 
doing this and stopping the trouble in,_ the mountains or anywhere else 
where this debris is pn:t into the rivers. The question·is whether or 
not the Government shall protect the waters of the navigable streams, 
and it is a very important matter. 

Mr .. INGALLS. What is- the length of the navigable course of these 
streams below the junction of the Feather and the Sacramen-to ? 

M:r. STANFORD. The Feather is about 55 miles north of the Sacra
mento. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the distance at which these hydraulic oper
ations are carried on above the point at which the river is na-vigable? 

Mr. STANFORD. From 20 to perhaps 70 miles. · 
Mr. INGALLS. Is the operation complained of in the highlands 

near the headwaters of the river. 
Mr. STANFORD. There is no use clearing streams unless you stop 

tha.t scouring coming in. No one can appreciate the great amount of 
gold-bearing earth that comes into the streams unless he sees it. 

Mr. DOLPH. This amendment made by the Committee on Com
merce was at the instance of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES], a 
member of the Committee. As I und&Stand the Senator from Cali
fornia now, the Senator from Nevada is willing the text of the bill should 
remain if amended as proposed by the Senator from California. 

ltfr. STANFORD. Yes, sir. . 
Mr. DOLPH. By a subsequent provision in the bill it is made un

lawful to do this thing, that is, to- ea:rry on hydraulic mining so as to 
fill up the navigable rivers of the United States or cast or throw any
thing into the navigable rivers t-hat would obstruct navigation, and it 
is made the duty, of the district attorney -to prosecute such offenses. 
The only addition to this amendment would be to authorize the Sec
retary of War, this being a special case of great importance, to use a 
part of the appropriation heretofore made for these rivers, to stop this 
offense o.f hydraulic mining. I think it a good amendment, and I hope 
the amendment of the Senat~r from California will prevail and that of 
the committee be rejected. 

Mr. EDl\IDND . Let it be read again. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment oftheSenatorfrom 

California. will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1210, in the matter proposed to be stricken 

out, after the word '' mining,'' it is proposed to insert '' by water used 
through pipes and used through nozzles under pressure;" so. as to read: 
If he be not satisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal proceedings 

as may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or discharging 
detritus, cUbris, or slickens, caused by or arising from hydraulic mining, by. water 
used through pipes and used through nozzles under pressure, into either of said 
rivera or any of its tributaries, or into the San Joaquin River or any of its trib
utaries, or in or to such place or situation from which such detritus, debris, or 
slickens may belia.ble to be washed or carried by storms or floods into either of 
said rivers or tributaries; and he is hereby instructed to use out of said sum as 
much as may be necessary for said purpose. 

lli. EDMUNDS. With everydisposition to dowhatCougressprop
erly may for national interests to prevent what is going on out there 
or has been until stopped by an injunction, I do not see how in the in
terest of commerce1 of keeping the rivers clear, the question is to be 
determined upon the amount of pressure that is to be brought to bear 
on a gravel bank that is said to contain gold. It depends upon what 
is to come down into the river and to impede navi~tion by shoaling its 
waters. That is the point. And coming to that point, it would seem 
that the textofthe House bill went to the root of the matter, by stopping 
the putting into the river these substances put there by this hydraulic 
mining, which is the only way-that these substances that fill up the 
river· and shoal the water get there. 

Mr. HEARST. That is the fact; but we want to pre-vent these 
things going into the channels, and if we stop hydraulic mining we stop 
this business. These people have been so industrious that they have 
made inventions by which they can lift up and -wash out a ton of stuff 
by a force of water 5 miles away for 5 cents. The consequence is that 
thesegreatinventionshavesodisarranged thingsthattheyhavechanged 
the face of nature to some extent. There is one kind of mining that 
interferes with the streams. We want to be very careful in describing 
it so as not to interfere with a set of people who occupy a country 4.00 
miles long and 40 miles wide and who produce out of that little belt 
of country about $20,000,000 annually, which your people in the East 
need very badly to pay your balances. I want to offer one amendment 
so as to define what hydraulic mining is. For my own part I do not 
think the provision ought to be in this bill.at all, because the thing has 
been litigated thoroughly, and every one of the people is- under a per
petual injunction from the United States circuit court to-day against 
doing what is complained of: - · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California [Mr. HEARsT] will be read f.or info.nnation, 
but it is not now in order. 

Mr. HEARST. I want it read for information. I send it to the 
desk 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 42, in the amendment pro
posed by the Committee on Commerce, after the word ''pressure,'' it is 
proposed to insert "and against mountain sides or natural banks;" so 
as to read: 

Nor be so construed as to apply to any character of mining other than hy
draulic mining, by water through pipes and used through nozzles under press
ure and against mountain sides or natural banks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, we come back to the origi
nal proposition--

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me to in
terrupt him for a moment, as I am desired by several Senators to state 
what course I shall take in regard to the session to-day, I wish to say 
that I shall request the Senate to remain in session until we can dis-
pose of this bill to-night. · . 

Mr. HEARST. I think my colleague will agree with me. I do not 
think that my colleague or anybody from any part of the world has any 
objection to. any kind of mining in California except hydraulic min
ing, and I have endeavored to get the bill framed both in committee 
and here so as to stop that. I think that two-thirds of all the people 
in California are willing to do that. Of course it is a hardship, because 
we stop the investment of millions of dollars by doing that; but we 
ought not to go further. I have my pocket full of letters and tele
grams coming every day expressing fears that by this action the whole 
mining industry in the Sierra Ne-vada will be destroyed( 

Mr. STANFORD. To the amendment of my colleague I have no 
objection, as it confines it more particularly to this peculiar kind of 
mining which is doing the great dafna.ge. The ordinary mining does 
not do so much damage as that the people need have any apprehension 
about it, and l do not believe the Government would find it necessary 
to interfere with that kind of mining. 

This hydraulic mining is confined to a few large companies, and 
probably there are not above three thou.sa.nd miners engaged in that 
kind of mining. I do not use that as an argument, but only give it as 
a statement of fact. Almost all these companies are largely composed 
of non-resident owners; and if the miners were thrown out of employ
ment, as they are a. first-class set of men, they probably would be 
engaged in other industrial pursuits in less than thirty days. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there any way by which the debris that results 
from the hydraulic mining ca.n be impounded and arrested, so as not 
to corrupt the courses of the streams ? 

1\fr. STANFORD. I can safely say that it is universally supposed 
to be impossible. 

Mr. INGALLS. Therefore, if this provision here shall prevail the 
operation of mining by the hydraulic process must stop. 

Mr. STANFORD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. INGALLS. In a region of country, as the Senator's colleague 
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states, of 400 miles in length by 35 to 40 in width, and there $20,-
000.000 peryearare extracted. 

Mr. Mc:MILLAN. The Senator from Kansas will permit me to make 
·a statement in regard to this, and perhaps in reference to the term 
''hydraulic mining. ' ' As stated by the Senator from Oregon, this 
amendment in the Senate was made to conform to the views of the sit
uation entertained by the Senator from Nevada, as he was familiar with 
the state of affairs in California. As the clause came from the House 
you will observe the words in line 1206 "hurtful to navigation" were 
not inserted. We inserted these words to exclude a certain kind of 
hydraulic mining. 

Mr. INGALLS. 1.Iay I speak one word there? 
Ur. McMILLAN. Certainly. 
Mr. INGALLS. Tbf.SenatorfromCaliforniawho is nearest me [Mr. 

STANFORD] states in reply to my interrogatory that there is no way of 
arresting or impounding the dlbris if the hydraulic mining process is 
carried on, so that it must necessarily run into the channels of the 
streams if the process that is now going on be coptinued. Therefore, 
if this is to prevail, if the Senator from California, is right, the process 
of mining by the hydraulic system is at ap. end. 

·Mr. McMILLAN. The term "hydraulic mining," as I understand 
it from information received from the Senator from Nevada, includes 
different proeesses, one of which is by water used through pipes and 
used through nozzles under pressure. That kind of hydraulic mining 
I suppose is the kind referred to by the Senator from California who is 
before me. But there· is a kind of hydr.tulic mining which is followed 
by persons of smaller holdings there, which does not .interfere with the 
navigation of the streams at all, and yet which would be included 
nuder the term "hydraulic mining" in the clause as it came from the 
IIouse. 

Mr. INGALLS. But I understand this mining by the hydraulic 
process has a technical signification; that in these vast deposits of gravel 
the per cent. f>f gold is so small that it could not be extracted by the 
ordinary processes, that it requires extraordinary capital to construct 
these sluice-ways from distant mountain sources so that the streams 
are directed through nozzles and poured with immense force. I am 
told sometimes a stream goes with such velocity that you can not chop 
i b with an ax when it comes from the nozzle that is directed against these 
banks of gravel, Md they dissolve away and disappear absolutely .be
fore the tremendous force of the stream. That of course necessarily, 
if the statement of the Senator from California is true, we are interfer
ing with, and not only interfering with) but d~troying a process that 
results in the extraction of 20,000,000 per annum which would other
wise be .entirely lost. 

Mr. STANFORD. But a small proportion of the gold is taken out 
by hydraulic mining. The quartz mining is now the most important 
of all; but there are thousands of people engaged in small mining, wash
ing through sluices and washing down the banks with a little water. 
Those we do not desire to interfere with. I think our streams can get 
along very well without interfering with this class of miners; but we 
can not protect the rivers and allow that peculiar kind of mining which 
is so very well understood by the name of "hydraulic mining;" in 
other words, through pipes and nozzles, because that defines exactly 
the kind of mining we desire to prohibit. Any kind of mining by 
water is, in one sense, hydraulic mining, 

Mr. INGALLS. But "hydraulic mining " does not mean that. It 
does not mean taking dirt in a pan and shaking it out by water and 
collecting the gold at the bottom of the pan. That is not "hydraulic 
mining." 

Mr. STANFORD. Directingthewater through pipes is what is un
derstood as '' hydraulic mining.'' 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As far a.s the United States are concerned the 
question would seem to beto prevent, ifwe are to goon with tbisbusi
ness in this bill-which, like a good many parts of it, has nothing to 
do with the question-the obstruction of navigable waters of the United 
States. The question is not so.much how they are obstructed, but the 
f.<tct that they are obstructed by bringing into them substances that 
shoal their waters, whether produced by what you call hydraulic min
ing or quartz mining or sluice mining or pan mining or any kind of 
mining. 

The point is that if the debris of this business comes into a navigable 
river you want to stop it. I do not say you want to stop it on this 
bill, which has so many other devices in it for doing things that do not 
belong to it properly; but if you are to have it at all, the question is not 
a.s to the amount but as to the result. I think therefore that the bill 
as it came from the House, which is limited a little too much even in 
that point of view, states in gt'neral the case that you have got a river 
in the State of California, or rivers in it, into which the operations by 
citizens of that State on their own la-nds discharge gravel and soil and 
mud; but the point is not bow it got in there, but the fact that it is 
there. Therefore if you are to do anything at all, you are to say that 
it shall not be allowed to go there, without reference to the means by 
which your river is filled up, and we are called on from year to year to 
dig it out again. · 

What difference does it make any more than it would to say' as pri
vate citizens, if our neighbor was discharging his water or his sluice 

upon our land, whether he did it by one means or another means, by 
a method of one name or another name, so that he violates our rights 
of property by bringing upon us a thing that be has no rigbt to bring, 
we do not care what the method is, it is the result; and it is just so 
here. If these rivers are the rivers of the United States, which the 
United States has the right and the duty to protect for navigation, 
then we do not depend upon the question whether it is done by hy
draulic mining of one name or another name or any other kind of mining. 
We go to the fact that the operations of men upon their own property 
bring into these rivers a sediment and a deposit that impedes naviga
tion. That is the point. 

Now, what kind of a river is the Sacramento River, and what kind 
of authority have the United States over it? The Sacramento River is 
just like the Hudson, which I know very well, as it is on my way home; 
it is wholly within the limits of one State. Every authority of that 
State can be exerted over it. A homicide committed in the middle of 
it, or an assault, or a conflict, or any other of the operations of viola
tion of rights in the public sense is within the jurisdiction of the State 
of New York. So it is in respect ofthe Sacramento River in the State 
of California, leaving out of view in both cases the simple maritime 
jurisdiction of the United States, which is not a jurisdiction over the 
body of-the river and its adjaceri.ts and belongings, but O!lly a jurisdic
tion over _the operations of men who are seafaring men as they may be 
called. That is all there is of maritime jurisdiction where the tide 
ebbs and flows. 

Now, we have the Sacramento River, like the B;udson, and here up 
at Troy are people engaged in great iron-works, and they" damp into 
the Hudson River every day from' their great iron-works the slag, &c. 
On what ground is it that Congress would undertake to interfere with 
that? It has none; perhaps it ought to do so if it has the power. 
Where does it get the right? Has the Congress of the United States 
under the Constitution the right to enter every State and say that no 
land·owner along the borders of a stream that Congress chooses to im
prove, or to appropriate money for the improvement of, or to be ex
pended upon, whether improved or not, shall govern his own indi· 
vidual conduct of his own property in respect to that water? I doubt 
it. Congress has jurisdiction to regulate commerce ''among the several 
States,'' and not in them. That is the language of the Constitn,tion. 

:Mr. MAXEY. I should like to ask the Senator a question. This is 
a. very important subject. Suppose we have the pt>wer asserted jn the 
lines proposed to be stricken out, why should we not have the right to 
go into mountains above any navigable stream and beyond the naviga
ble part of that stream and prevent the cutting down of the timber, 
which is believed by many to produce floods which overflow the whole 
country and destroy navigation? Why should we not have the &'lme 
power to prevent private owners from cutting down that timber . that 
we would have to prevent these people from carrying on their mining 
oJ}erations beyond the navigation of the river? 

.Mr. EDMUNDS. Tbe Senator from Texas bas stated what I was 
Jl,bout to say so much better than I could, as one point of illustration, 
that I need not repeat it. I will take another illustration. We had a 
day or two ago from the Senator from Louisiana [.Mr. GIBSON] a most 
interesting description of the great national importance of the Bayou 
Terre Bonne in Louisiana, which the engineer's report showed to be 
wholly within the State of Louisiana, and to be at this time of the year 
a mere ditch, but a stream, a bayou, a place-that is the best defini
tion, "a. place "--on the surface of the earth to which Congress has 
devoted public money for digging it out and making more water in it 
in respect to the depth than there was before. Now, suppose Congress, 
instead of the police jury that my friend from Louisiana (whom I do 
not see in his seat at this moment) said controlled it, had passed an act 
declaring that none of the planters along the Bayou Terre Bonne should 
open any ditch that entered into that bayou, does anybody maintain 
for a moment that it would not have been an absolutely null and void 
declaration of Congress? 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 
.Mr. ED .MUNDS. Certainly, with pleasure. I am seeking for infor

mation. 
· Mr. HALE. Does not this"bill, later on than the part which we are 

now considering, propose to do in clear and explicit terms precisely 
what the Senator is deprecating? I find in section 2 that the bill takes 
1urisdiction of an entire stream, if I interpret it aright. Let me read 
this and ask the Senator w~'tt his interpretation of section 2 is on this 
-very point. - It provi«;}es that: 

It shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, ot· cause, suffer, or pro
cure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen, either from or out of any ship, 
vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, or from the shore, pier, wharf, or mills 
of any kind what~ver, any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, slack, rubbish, 
wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sawdust, slag, or cinders, or other refuse or mill
waste of any kind, into any port, road, roadstead, harbor, haven, na.>igable 
river, or other wat~rs of the United States, for the improvement of which Con
gress has already made, or may hereafter make, appropriations, or to dump, 
discharge, or wash, or cause to be dumped, discharged, or washed, from any 
mine or mineral land or bank, tailings, bowlders;gravel, clay, earth., or debris 
into any navigable waters or rivers for the improvement of· which Congress has 
made or may_ make appropriations, or into any tributaries, branch, or a.ffi.uent 
of such waters or rivers. 

Now, can anything be more clear and explicit in its purPJWSe than 
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this provision of the bill that the Senate is now considering, to take the 
charge and control throughout the entire extent of a river to its farthest 
source, covering a jurisdiction which I understand the Senator is op
posed to? If that is so, I wish the Senator, before he gets through, 
would address himself to this very clause. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Wehave notgottothatclause yet, butastheSen
a.tor from Maine says it touches the same topic, and as he says the 
United States may, on the theory of these entirely intrastate rivers and 
above the ebb and flow of the tide-though I do not think that makes 
any legal difference, but I will assume that it does for the purpose of 
the argument-take the entire jurisdiction and domination, the sover
eign power over what shall be done in, and of, and about such a river, 
just as a State might, the State of Vermont, or the State of Texas, 
or Georgia, or Maine, in respect of a public highway that had been 
created by State authority, and say, ''you shall not throw your ashes 
out on that highway," which a State may lawfully and properly do; 
"you may not do anything in that highway except to pas.'i over it; 
nothing shall stand upon it; nothing shall go upon it; nothing shall 
lie upon it," except what the State authority chooses to say. And so 
coming to the great State of North Carolina, which is rich in appropria
tions tor improvements, as they are called, but rather scant of water 
away from the seaboard. · 

I remember an instance a few years ago of one of these very same nav
igable national highways,. national streams, where we were asked to 
make an appro·priation for its further improvement, and turning to the 
report of the Chief of Engineers, it appeared that in order to make the 
improvement at all available for purposes of commerce it was neces
sary to build an extensive pumping establishment on one stream and 
pump the water over into the stream that was to be improved. 

Now on this theory, whether Congres.~ had appropriated or not-be
cause the constitutional jurisdiction of Congress does not depend upon 
whether it has spent any money; it stands upon a fundamental prin
ciple-Congress would have the authority to say that nobody should 
do anything about the French Broad, if that was the name of the stream, 
that Congress had not previously authorized might be done; that the 
laml-owner should not wash his sheep in it, that he should not let his 
timber fall into it, that he should not catch trout in it, or do whatever 
else he wanted to do, n.lthough he owned the land on both sides. 

That sort of thing will not stand; and it shows the utter absurdi~y 
of failing to distinguish between what the Constitution has given us 
the authority to do in the regulation of commerce among the several 
States, to provide for great national highways, whether of water, or of 
road, or of rail way from State to State and great national ports for 
foreign commerce; and this business of going into every p;lace where 
there is a dew-I state it extremely of course-anylittleriverthatmay 
be made locally advantageous as a private canal would be, or a sluice
way, and undertake to say that that is a subject for national impro e
ment, and, being a subject for national improvement, is within the j u
risdiction of Congress tO dominate everything there is about it, because 
one thing follows from the other-- · 

Mr. HALE. I say that it goes a great way further, and in thesame 
section from which I have read it does not confine this jurisdiction. 
This provision not only prohibits the dumping of earth or refuse of any 
kind into a river or on its banks, but forbids it upon lands in anyplace 
or situation on the shore where the same shall be liable to be washed 
into any navign.ble waters either by ordinary high tides, or by storms, 
or floods, or otherwise. When that section is reached, if not before, I 
should be very glad if the Senator in charge of this bill would explain 
to the Senate upon what theory the committee has departed from what 
has been I believe usually understood as the limit of jurisdiction of the 
Unitecl States. It is the section in which the Committee on Commerce 
amplified tile jurisdiction of the United States beyond all points appro
priated 1or and take possession of the rivers entirely to their source, the 
streams and the tributaries. 

l\Ir. EDMUNDS. That is a House section. 
1\Ir. HALE. It is a House section, but it is not struck out by the 

committee. The committee report it in full. They go beyond taking 
jurisdiction of the mere subjects pf appropriation, and beyond the river 
or the stream, and include the entire tributaries; and then beyond 
that declare as a matter of law, with penalties affixed, that a citizen of 
the United States who deposits anything upon his own land, away 
from the shore, at any place where it is liable to be washed by tide, 
or floorl, or storm into any river, or tributary of any river, upon which 
there bas been or any part of it an appropriation, shall be subject to 
pains and penalties. If that is not a most enormous stretch of juris
diction beyond what has ever been claimed before, then I am entirely 
unfnmiliar, ns I acknowledge myself to be to a great degree, with the 
legislation on this subject. I should like to hav~ that thoroughly ex
plained and elucidated to the Senate when we reach it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The broad distinction is as to the power of the 
United States to appropriate money to any object thn.t it deems to be 
for the public welfare. We gave it many years ago-I sn.y "we," I 
mean the nation-to the sufferers from an earthquake at New Madrid, 
in 1\Iissouri, which led to a great den.l of litigation, a great deal of leg
islation, and a great many claims. We have given it to sufferers of all 
kinds, from floods and storms and the unfortunate political convulsions 

in other countries. In other words, we have exercised in every direc
tion what I believe to be a competent constitutional power to appropri
ate the money of the tax-payers to anypurposethatCongres.s deems to 
be for the general welfare. 

That is one thing, and therefore I c.-'1.11 not doubt that the appropria
tions contained in this bill for making the smallest stream over which 
Congress, in any other sense than that of making a donation to it, has 
no more jurisdiction than I have, is perfectly constitutional. If we 
want to make a charity of that kind, very good; I think the Constitu
tion warrants us in giving away the money of the United States as long 
as we please. 

Mr. STANFORD. .Allow me to ask a question. _This appropriation 
the district attorney of the United States may use for the purpose of 
preventing the dumping of this debris to the destruction of the stren.m? 
That is the point we are after. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not on the question of giving money. 
Mr. HEARST. I wish to ask my collen.gue if that money can not 

be used to disturb our people to a frightful extent and induce a very 
unnecessary agitation? That is my opinion. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont a ques
tion. I desire for my own information to understand his line of argu
ment. I ask the Senator from Vermont, conceding as we all do the 
power of Congress to put an improvement in aid of navigation in n,ny 
port or harbor open to the high seas and foreign commerce, if Congress 
has not the power to provide that that improvement shall not be in
terfered with or removed, and if so from whence the power comes, and 
if there is any di1ference between that power and the power to protect 
an improvement elsewhere? 

-Mr. EPMUNDS. The difference, if I may say it, with great humil
iation and respecfi to my friend from Florida, is the difference between 
private right and public right. I will take the entrance to the harbor 
of New York, if you please, for an illu.Stration. I might take San 
Francisco, or perhaps the mouth of the Saint John's Ri,-er, or Tampa 
Bay. 

At the entrance of the harbor of New York, below high-water mark, 
or to make it safe I will say below low-water mark of the tide, there is no 
private ownership of property; and when Congress provides for clear
ing off the bar at the entrance of New York Harbor it does it under its 
authority to regulate commerce with foreign natious. I do not know 
any other authority except the authority merely to give money; but 
when it undertakes to exert force, which is different from giving money, 
and tells its engineers "You shall do that thing," and they undertake 
to do it, and any other power undertakes to stop them, then it becomes a 
question of the force of conflicting rights, and there is nobody to stand 
in the way there except the sovereign power of the State of New 
York. 

That sovereign power of. the State of New York is confined to sub
jects that do not interfere with the regulation of commerce between the 
United States and foreign nations. 

I am speaking now of that particular case which I take for an illus
tration. If, therefore, the aet of Congress directs the engineers to dig 
out the bar at the harbor of New York to the depth of 30 feet* and they 
begin to dig, and the private land-owner on either side undertakes to 
interfere, .the answer to him is easy enough, ''You have no interest in 
this question at all; yon do not own the land where we are digging." 
That is the end ofhim. Then when the State ofNewYork comes and 
undertakes to interfere, the answer is that ''Although you have a per
fect sovereign municipal jurisdiction, this being within the borders of 
a county, we are I!OW exerting the power of regulating commerce with 
a foreign nation, and are providing where the tide ebbs and flows, the 
public waters of the world coming into your harbor, and interfering 
with no private ownership, we are enabling commerce to come in." 
Very good. That is the answer to that question. · 

When you go to the top of the Winooski River, in the State of Ver
mont-which I am bound to sa.y from having seen them both is much 
larger and surrounded by a much more populous country and a more 
fertile region than, I was going to say, fifty places that can be named 
in this bill-if Congress undertakes to send its engineer to dig out the 
sand-bars and the rock-bars in the Winooski River and they were met 
by the land-owner, the law would be that the land-owners on each 
side-and tbc farms often cross it on both sides-owned the bottom of 
that river, and the engineer would be up if the land-owner resisted; of 
conrse he would not resist, because it is a jolly thing for him to sell his 
chickens and his eggs and his wheelbarrows and things·totheengineers 
and their workmen who proceed to dig. As Blackstone says-my friend 
is so familiar at least with the comic one-infra dig, which means dig 
the bottom of every rivulet and brook which you can get so long M 
Congress will provide the money to do it. 

1\Ir. CALL. Now I will ask the Senator, if be will allow me, with 
greater humiliation than he had, suppose we enter into the New York 
Harbor by virtue of the power of Congress to regulate foreign com
merce and make an improvement because there is no private property 
there, is there any reason why we should not go up to the head of the 
river, to the iron-works that he speaks of where they dump tbe iron 
slag into the river, and there being no private property there, Congres.~ 
shouldinterfereaud prevent them putting the slag in? Simply because 
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there is a right of private property somewhere, this national power to ralty or maritime jru·isdiction of the constitutional clause, but the 
protect the works it may create is divested. Is that the idea? Supreme Court held about fifteen or twenty years ago that that was 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That depends on another branch of the law, with not a definition as being an equivalent in reason or meaning, but it wag 
which my friend is so familiar, of remote and proximate forces. If only an accideni.al coincidence. 
the United States, having perfect authority to dredge out the bar at the It happened that there being no large rivers in England, the limit 
entrance to the harbor at New York, could prove to a jury of twelve of international commerce happened to coincide with the limit of the 
honest men, under proper directions from the presiding judge, that the ebb and flow of the tide, and therefore when you applied it to our vast 
man· who at the top of the Hudson River had dumped ,in his slag had streams, our vast lakes, the true limit was to be found by applying the 
necessarily and as a direct cause, nota remote one, brought those slags national power to all commerce which might pass from one State t.o 
to that bar, I agree that Congress could prohibit it. another, whether by river or by lake or by artificial ways. So-a river 

Mr. CALL. The Senator admits the power of Congress to do it then in the-State of Vermont, or Massachusetts, or Alabama, which is or 
within a Sta.te? which may be made a means of transporting commerce on its way from 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. I admit the power of Congress to protect a one Stn.te to another, on its way from the cotton plantation in South 
public work H1at i• has a Tight of its own authority to do, as distin- Carolina or Alabama either to Li,·erpool by sea or to Boston by inland 
guisbed from making a donation of money to do it. That is the dif- ways, is within the national jurisdiction. 
ference. Now, if we are to have a right to construct a canal wholly artificial 

Mr. STANFORD. Now, that I may not misunderstand the Senator, and to declare that the person who fills up that canal as we are con
let me say that this is a case in which the harbor of San Francisco, one structing it or after we have constructed it is interfering with interna
of the most important of the country, is threatened. It is only a qnes- tional or interstate commerce and may be prevented by criminal or 
tion of time if the mountains are allowed to be washed down the val- civil processes, we have aright totakea.riverwhichishalfor.two-thirds 
leys when the harbor of San Francisco itself will be destroyed. Now, or nine-~entbs or ninety-nine one hundredths ready to make into a 
do I underst.'l.nd the Senator from Vermont to say that there shall be canal, and we have a right to provide for dredging it out and to pro
nothing done, that Congress bas no power to stop this washing down of teet it when we have dredged it out by a precisely similar enactment, 
debris into these streams so as to destroy that ha1·bor? w bich is what this. proposition of my honorable friend from California 

All that we are asking under this bill is that Congress may authorize and the section which he proposes to amend undertook to do. 
the United States district attorney, out of the money already appro- I go further, and I say if you have got a natural stream fitted to be 
priated, to use so much as be may think necessary in order to stop the an instrument of such commerce without any work or expenditure upon 
filling up and the destruction of those two rivers and this harbor of it _by the United States Government except the simple protection of it, 
San Francisco. If I understand the Senator correctly in regard to what and it be a tributary of international commerce now there prepared and 
might go on at the bead of the Hudson River affecting the harbor of ready as it came from the band of the Almighty, just as the lake is, 
New York, the power is in this bill to make the appropriation neces- just as the Mississippi River for a great part of its course is, just as the 
sary to prevent it. ·Hudson River through a great pir.t of its course is, yon have the same 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ho.wmucb has the harbor of San Francisco shoaled right to interpose for the regulation or protection of commerce by pre-
from these washings so far? venting the obstruction of that canal. There is no difference in princi-

Mr. STANFORD. · Very largely. An engineer tells me it is very im- ple; or if there be a difference in principle1 the difference is in favor of 
·portant that a new survey should be made of the harbor of San Fran- the simpler and more direct process. 
cisco. Suisun Bay, which .is a portion of the harbor of San Francisco Sot.hatifyou maymakeaditch on laml and fill it with waterandpro
Hself, where ships of any tonnage might pass a few years ago, is now teet it by an enactment of this class, you may dig out a canal half made 
so filed up that tules are growing up in the center of it. in the shoals ofariverandprotecttbat. If you may do either of those 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Gold-bearing sa.nd? things, a fortiori yon may regulate and protect commerce by saying that 
1\rr. STANFORD. It comes down washed from the mountains. the gren.t water ways . already existing and perfect · shall be protected 
lir. HOAR. It seems to me that the question which is raised by ami maintained in their perfection as they exist and shall not be in-

the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Maine is nothing, when terfeTed with, and it is one function, one constitutional power, one 
you come to look at it -for a moment, but the old question of the right beneficent, humane duty that Congress is performing in all three of the 
to make these improvements, these public works, within the body of a cases. 
State. I suppose there are but few members in this or the other House Now, as I understand the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
left, there are very few of the antediluvians or fossils left, who entertain California., it does not undertake to say that a certain business shall 
the old doctrine that our predecessors bad to encounter down to the stop in the California mountains because the result of that business has 
time of James Monroe. We have the right, not merely under the power been to destroy the streams, but it says that when that business is op
to provide for the general welfare, but under our power to regulate erating to cause the destruction of the Sacramento and the San J oaqnin 
commerce among the States and with foreign nations, to provide for the and the Feather Rivers, then the authority of the United States may 
construction of public ways whether by land or by water, which ways be invoked to prevent that destruction and that injury. That is all. 
are important tributaries or contribute to such commerce. I see, there(ore, no difficulty in finding constitutional power to accom-

Mr. Webster put as his illustration of t~3 power of Congress the case plish this thing. . 
of a canal beginning in South Carolina and ending in South Carolina, I wish before I sit down to make, however, one obser.vation called 
and he declared in his seai here that if it were proposed to him to ap- out by an observation of the Senator irom Vermont, and which we 
propriate money to build a canal be"inning and endbg in South Caro- bear in almost every speech in opposition either to this bill in general 
I ina, which was important to commerce among the States as a part of or to any of its provisions, the suggestion that this river and harbor 
its roadway and be were to refuse, he would not dare go home and face bill and its predecessors contain any considerable number to speak of 
his constituents. of these little trifling provisions. I do not believe this bill fo1· the last 

If we have a right, as we have shown by building railroads and as ten years ba.'! contained a provision, unless it has escaped the careful 
we have shown by contributing to the building of canals, and as we scrutiny of the committee, which was not for an object which in some 
have shown by clearing out harbors on the ocean, to do this thing, we way was important to the international or interstate commerce of the 
have a right to protect these public ways in the process of construction country. It is almost unusual. 
or after they are cop.strncted, and we have a right to enact that a man President Arthur undertook to veto the l'iver and harbor bill four 
who washes away by raising a dam against it the embankment of a years ago this summer. The whole press of the countrt went oft' into 
railway which Congress has built or helped to build, we have a right a tirade on this subject., which I heard theveryforemostscientificman 
to enact that that shall not be done, and to protect the structure by of .AMlerica, a name which if I were at liberty to citeitwouldcommand 
civil restraint, by injunction, or by provision for criminal process. respect from every Senator in this Chamber, say was half craze and 

Mr. HEARST. Will the Senator allow me? halfplot, and tbenextyeartbatExecutive wascba11(mged by the House 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly. of Representatives to point out and enumerate the items in the bill 
Mr. HEARST. .All of what the Senator sa.ys about a canal or any- which he thought were not required by the needs of national commerce, 

thing that the Government has artificially made-- and the Secretary of War maue answer, which he said bad been sub-
1\lr. HOAR. I am coming to the question of the river that the Gov- -mit ted to the Executive himself, saying that there was but 5 per cent. 

ernment did not make. . of the entire $18,000,000 which that year's scrutiny enabled that Sec-
Mr. HEARST. But these people ought to be allowed to control a retary of War to point out. I went over that bill and studied it care-

country 400 or 500 miles long not on the stream. fully, and I affirm my individual opinion that there was hardly one 
Mr. HOAR. That is another matter. I am trying to state the an- item in the whole number in regard to which the opposition of the then 

swer to the proposition of the Senator from Vermont. . Executive could have been maintained. 
It is settled that these State rivers flowing into other rivc!'s, or flow- I The two items selected in the State of Massachusetts were Plymouth 

ing into the sea, or existing anywhetewhere the commerce that passes Harbor and Wareham River. Plymouth Harbor is the second import
over them may go abroad or may go tc another State, are within the ing point in Massachusetts, :where they have the large rope-walks-the 
nationalj1:1risdiction. Originally in England the admiralty jurisdic- seconcl importing point in number of its imports in Massachusetts, and 
tion was held to be over those places only where the tide ebbed and Plymouth Harbor had been put in that bill in consequence of a special 
fltlwed, and our courts adopted in the beginning that limit of admi- executive message. There bad come into the Senate before the river 



6794 CO;NGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. JULY 12, 
I 

and harbor bill was reported a communication from the Secretary of tions at the time of the small things of these little harbors that she is 
War forwarding the reports ofthe engineers, in which he said that one the great commercial mistress of the world to-day. 
of the two arms of sand that make Plymouth Harbor had been washed It may not be important that a single little harbor in :Michi~an, or a 
away in a great freshet, and there was danger unless a breakwater could single reach of the sea on the coast of Massa~hnsetts, or a single creek 
be at once completed that that whole sand-spit would be washed into which takes off the cotton from certain plantations in Louisiana, taken 
the harbor and the trade of the town and its commerce ruined, and urging alone by itself, should be developed, but it is important that every one 
upon Congress a special appropriation out of time to protect that im- of these things the country over should have its reasonable and proper 
portant harbor. My friend the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 1\fcMIL- and :fitting access to the great commercial system of the nation and the 
LAN] called my attention to it when it was referred to his committee. great commercial system of all mankind; and it is from that policy, 

I ha.d.never heard ofit before, and I went around and g{)t the .consent of and from that policy alone, that has grown our vast internal commerce, 
every member of the Committee on Commerce except one to introduce and tbat will grow, if it be pursued with courage, liberality, and good 
and pass through the Senate a special bill for that purpose. I proposed sense, our commercial supremacy which we arc yet to have among ihe 
the bill in the Senate, and the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. nations of the earth in both hemispheres. 
VEST], whom I had not happened to see, rose and said that while he l\Ir. President, there is not a statesman of the past whose reputation 
would not preS$ his objection if I insisted, yet he thought it would be has been worth surviving the falling of the clods of earth on his coffin
so dangerous a preced~nt to have any of these schemes separated from lid who has not been pledged to this river and harbor policy which is 
the Test befor~ they had been fully examined by the committee nt their treated with these little sneers in the Senate of the United States. 
meetings; and asitwasthewarmseasonoftheyear, whennonewstorm Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President---
was likely to occur, he hoped I would not press the bill further, and Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator from Minnesota will let us ad-
I let it go, and it was put into the general river and harbor bill. That journ now. It is quite impossible to finish the bill to-night., 
was one of the things put in at executive importunity which was sug- Seveml SE~ATOR.. Let us adjourn. 
gested in that veto as a thing not belonging to national commerce. Ur. H.A. WLEY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The other was Wareham River, a river which supplies with coal and ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSena:torfromOregon [Ur. DoLrH] 
iJ:on and lime and brick a great manufactming town larger thah the was recognized by the Chair. 
capitals of some States of this country and more important. That was Mr. DOLPH. I wish to make a little statement. 
the only other objection. Ur. HA WI,EY. Was not my motion received? 

Now, sir, I wish to say that the people of the country ought to no- The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was not. The Senator from Orc-
derstand and the Senate oughL to remember that under the construe- goo had been recognized before the Senator from Connecticut rose. 
tion put upon this matter by President Grant no President of the Mr. HAWLEY. Will not the Senator from Oregon kindly yield and 
United States is bound to expend the sums herein appropriated within let the Senate adjot;U'n? He will have the floor to-morrow. 
the fiscal year, or, indeed, at anytime. Iftheregoes to the Executive Mr. DOLPH. I am willing to yield to the motion if I retain the 
a river and har'bor bill containing a single item which he discovers is floor in case the motion is voted down. 
not important, in regard to which he thinks Congress has been misled Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. I renew the motion. 
or mistaken, he is at perfect liberty to refrain from making that ex- Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator is about to make the motion, I de-
penditure, and can send in a message and ask Congress to reconsider sire to ask the Senate to come to some understanding about the disposi-
the subject. tion of this bill before the motion to adjourn is put. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion to Mr. INGALLS. We can dispose of it to-monow before weanjourn. 
him? 1\fr. McMILLAN. If I can obtain unanimous consent to dispose of 

.Mr. HOAR. Certainly. . the bill to-morrow--
:Mr. KENNA. The Senator is conect in his statement that Presi- Mr. INGALLS. We can not fix an hour. 

dent Grant started out on that theory; but on investigation and ill- 1\Ir. KENNA. Take the day; we can :finish it during the day. 
quiry he abandoned it and spent every dollar appropriated. Mr. McMILLAN. I think if the Senate would fix an hom· to-mor-

:M.r. HOAR. I do not think he abandoned the theory. I have not row it would be better. 
heard the theory questioned since President Grant's day. Mr. HEARST. We want to liave the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 

Mr. KENNA. In fact I happen to know that the matter was brought JONES] here. 
to his attention by a number of gentleme11, among whom was General_ 1\Ir. McMILLAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
Butler, then a member of the other House, and on examination of the agree that the bill shall be :finished to-morrow. [''Agreed.''] 
question President Grant concluded that he had no more right to sus- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
pend the expenditure of an appropriation for specific purposes by that unanimous consent that this bill shall be disposed of to-morrow. 
bill than by any other bill. • 1\Ir. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean by that a motion to ad-

Mr. HOAR. I do not think the Senator observed how I limited my journ shall not be in order to-morrow? If so, I object. I will stick 
statement. ~fy statement is that the Presi,dent is not bound to ex- by the Senator to-night and to-m01·row and all the time; I shall uot 
pend it within that year. It is not a year bill at all, and therefore, if adjourn until he says so; but I do not propo e to tie up the hands of 
he discovers that CoJ?gress has been mistaken, or that any p,a.rticular the Senate against adjourning to-morrow if it desires. 
item is not of national importance, he is at perfect liberty to· delay The PRESIDING O.FFICER. The Senator . from Oregon [~lr. 
that expenditure and to ask Congress to reconsider it by sending in a DoLPH] is entitled to the floor. 
message the next year. Mr. McMILLAN. I think it is understood that we can dispose of 

:ttir. KENNA. I did not desire to antagonize the Senator's view at the bill to-morrow. Is there unanimous consent to that? 
all; I hope it is exactly correct. The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is o~jected tO. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the way I understand it. .Ur. McMILLAN. I did not so understand. I understood the Sen-
Now, Mr. President, the commerce of this country is made up of ator from Vermont to say t~t he would not move to adjourn to

the contributions of the individual parts of the country, and you might morrow. 
just as well hold up the post-office in some frontier village as a. matter The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
for sneer or condemnation or contempt. It may not be of national im- unanimous consent that the pending bill be disposed of to-morrow. 
portance that the people of the town of Paxton should have a post- Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to that in that form. I will stay with 
office, looking-at that alone, but it is of national importance that every the S~nator to-night and to-morrow, if I am living, and will stay un
citizen of the United States, if it be possible, should have the facil- til the bill is out of the way; but I will uot consent that. the Senate 
ities of a post-office, and you ninst take the a&,OTegate and not.t~ in- shall agree by unanimous consent that a motion to adjourn to-morrow 
dividual item when you are looking at the question. shall not be in orde1·. 

There may be a very few cases, very rare cases indeed, where appro- Mr. McMILLAN. Then I ask unanimous consent, with the excep-
priationsareexcessive, because these bills donotappropriate a tenth part tion stated by the Senator from Vermont, that the bill shall be disposed 
of what we might properly and profitably appropriate in a single year. of to-morrow before adjournment. 
They do not appropriate in proportion to thE( demands and exigencies M1·. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to that. Go as fast as ;you 
of this great country a tenth part of what either England or France can, subject to any mot!Jn to adjourn. 
appropriates. England has a coast line of, I think;about 1,300 miles. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
We have over 23,000 miles without Alaska. England appropriate from unanimous consent that this bill may be disposed of to-morrow if there 
her national treasury to these great works through her great boards ten is no adjournment before it is disposed of. (Laughter.] 
times annually, I suppose, what weaJ?propriate. I have not looked at Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all you can do. 
the figures within a few days, but in proportion it is enormously for her ·The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to lh:tt. 
1,300 miles in excess of what we appropriate for our 23,000 miles. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it is all for great harbors. :rtir. HAWLEY. I renew my motion. 
Mr. HOAR. Yes, it is all for great ha_rbors, and it is that policy The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator frqm Connecticut moves 

which has made them great. The Clyde was a little stream over which that the Senate adjourn. 
you could toss a biscuit and up which a boy could wade, and the Mersey The motion was agreed to.; and (at 7 o'clock p. m.), the Senate ad-
was not much better. It was because England made these appropria- journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 13, 1886, at 11 o'clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

MoNDAY, J~dy 12, 1886. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BmocK. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap

pro;ed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ASHEVILLE, N. C. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States: 
To O~e Hous.e of Representatives: 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 5546, entitled "An act for 
the erection of a public building at Asheville, N. 0." 
If the needs of the GOvernment are alone conside1·ed, the proposed building 

is only necessary for theaccomodation of two terms of the United States court 
in each year and to provide an office for the clerk of that court and more com
modious quarters for the post-office. 

The terms of the court are now held in the county court-room at Asheville at 
an expense to the Government of $50 for each term; the clerk of the court oc
cupies a room for which an annual rent of $150 is paid, and the rent paid for the 
rooms occupied by the post-office is SISO each year. 

The postmaster reports that four employes are regularly engaged in his office, 
which is now rated as third class. 

I have no doubt that the court could be much more conveniently provided for 
in a new building if one should be erect-ed; but it is represented to me that the 
regular terms held at Asheville last only two or three weeks each, though 
special tenns are ordered at times to clear the docket. It is difficult to see from 
any facts presented in support of this bill why the Unit-ed States court does not 
find accommodations which fairly answer its needs in the rooms now occupied 
by it. The floor-space furnished for the terms of the Federal court is stated to 
be 75 by 100 feet, which, it must be admitted, provides a very respectable court
room. 

It ie submitted that the necessity to the Government·of a proper place to hold 
its courts is the only consideration which should have any weight in determin
ing upon the propriety of expending the money which will be necessary to erect 
the proposed new building. 

The limit of its cost is fixed in the bill under consideration at the sum of $80,000; 
but the history of such projects justifies the expectation that this limit will cer
tainly be exceeded. 

I run satisfied that the present necessity for this building is not urgent, and 
tbatsomethingmay be gained by a delay which will demonstrate more fully the 
public needs, and thus better suggest the style and size of the building to be 
erected. 

GROVER CLEVEL.Al\"'D. 
EXECUTIVE 1\IANSION, July 10,1886. 

.M.J:. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent that 
this message, with the accompanying bill, lie over for the present. 

Mr. STORM. I do not see what is the object of that. Why notre
fer the matter to the appropriate committee? I shall have to insist on 
its taking the usual course. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I hope the gentle.IllilD. will not 
object to my proposition. · 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House for immediate action, 
unless some motion is made in regard to it. 

!Ir. DIBBLE. I move that the bill, with the accompanying veto 
message, be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But, Mr. Speaker, this relates entirely to a matter 
before the Shipping Committee, where the President recommended a 
certain amendment and where the bill hns been reported in accordance 
with that amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. A reference to the resolution creating that commit
tee shows it does not embrace that subject at aU. 

.Mr. DINGLEY: I move its reference to that committee. 
1\Ir. REAGAN. If necessary I will offer an amendment, that it go 

to the Committee on Commerce. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be unnecessary, since, 

iudging from the title of the bill, not having examined its text, the 
Chair is of the impression that it will go there anyhow if the Honse 
refuses the reference to the select committee. 

1\Ir. DINGLEY. It is a bill which I draughtedmyself. which was re
ferred originally to that committee, and has been considered by it and 
reported. -

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were-ttyes 71, 

noes 45. 
So the motion of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to. 

REFERENCE OF A SENATE BILL. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2217) for there· 

lief of Andrew T. McReynolds; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimons consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. NoRWOOD, for one week. 
To Mr. BAYNE for one week, beginning with this day. 

REPRINT OF A REPORT. 
On motion of Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent it wns ordered 

that the report of the committee appointed to investigate Pan-Electric 
Telephone matters be reprinted, the previous report having been ex
hausted. 

ORDER OF BUSTh"'ESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in order to move to dispense with the room
ing hour? 
. The SPEAKER. This day is set apart under the rule for the call of 

the StateS and Territories. 
Mr. HOLi-IAN. Is it in order to suspend that order? 
The SPEAKER. There is no provision in the rule for such mation, 

:md the Chair has never known it to be done except by unanimous 
consent. The Chair presumes, however, there will not be many bills 
offered at this stage of the session. 

LOAN OF TENTS. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask unanimous consent 
. that the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further 

JEAN LOUIS LEGARE. consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 181) authorizing and dj-

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a let:ter from the Secretary of · recting the Secretary of War to loan tents to the Southwestern Iowa 
State, transmitting a communication from Sir Lionel West relative to and Northwestern Missouri Veteran Soldiers' .Association for reunion 
the bill (H. R. 4553) to compensate Jean Louis Legare for services and purposes and put the same upon its passage. This is a resolution au
expenses in procuring the surrender of Sitting Bull; which was referred thorizing the Secretary of War to loan certain tents for reunion pur-
to the Committee on Claims. · poses. 

HEATL.~G APPARATUS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a let.ter from the acting 

Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising 
Architect recommending appropriations for the pmcha.se of heating ap
paratus in certain public buildings; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTION OF STEAM VESSELS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the :(rouse a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing letters from the local inspector of 
steam-vessels, New York city, and recommending the early passage of 
the bill (S. 2719) to amend the Jaws relating to the inspection of steam 
vessels. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that the · CGmmunication be referred to the 
Select Committeeon Ship-building. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would not object to the reference but that this is 
a measure which properly goes to the Committee on Commerce, and 
also because this select committee has managed in some way or other, 
in disregard of the objects of its own creation, to take about all the busi
ness from the Committee on Commerce. I therefore object to that ref
erence. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This matter has been reported by the committee, 
the original bill was prepared in the committee, and this is simply a part 
of the same subject. · 

Mr. REAGAN. We ha.ve the same bills before the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, in view of the fact that this re
lates to the inspection of steam vessels generally, that it would apply 
to all steam vessels, whether ocean-g<>ing or coastwise, and hence it 
should be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

!fr. HOLMAN. I object. 
!{r. HEPBURN. Let it be read first. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to its being read for informa

tion. 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 
The joint resolution is ns follows: · 

Resolud, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, direcled to loan to 
theSouthwest-emiowaandNorthwestern i1issouriVeteran8oldiers'Association 
a sufficient number of tents, poles, and pins as maybe needed lor the purposes of 
the annual reunion of said association for the year 1886: Pro-t-ided, That before 
delivering said property the Secretary of War shall take from the otllcers of said 
association a bond, to be approved by him, in such amount and so conditioned 
as to secure the speedy return of said property uninjured and withou..t expense 
to the United Stat-es. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objectiop. to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

There wa8 no objection. 
The committee recommend the following amendment!: 
In line 6, after the word" pins," insert" that have been used or condemned." 
Also add the following as section 2 : 
"That the Secretary of 'Yar be, and he is hereby, directed to loan to the Tri

State Veterans' Association of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan tents that have been 
used or condemned, in sufficient number to cover twenty thousand troops, for 
use at a reunion to be held a.t Fort 'Vayne. Ind., on the 19th., 20th, 21st, 22d., and 22d 
of August next: Pravided, That before deli,·ering said property the Secretary of 
'Var shall take from the officers of said association a bond, to be approved by 
him, in such amount and so conditioned as to secure the speedy return of eaid 
property uninjured, and without expense to the United States." 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 
Mr. STEELE. I desire to offer a further amendment to the amend

ment from the Committee on Military Affairs, if in order. 
The SPEAKER. It is in order. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to loan to the North

western Missouri Veteran Soldiers' .Association a sufficient number of tents, 
poles, and pins that have been used or condemned as may be needed for the pur
poses of the annual reunion of said association for the year 1886: Provided, That 
before delivering said property the Secretary of War shall take from the officers 
~fsaid association a bond, to be approyed by him, in such amount and so condi
tiOned as to secure the speedy return of said property uninjured and without 
expense to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WARNER, of :Missouri. Is a further amendment in order? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Then I offer the amendment which I 

send to the desk. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 
Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I object to that .. 
:Mr. WARNER, of Missouri.. I am informed by the gentleman who 

Qffered the original resolution that he does not wish this amendment 
mixed up with it, and I will withdraw it, therefore, and-have it referred 
to the committee. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being so engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. -

Mr. LOWRY. I move that the title be amended to conform to the 
amendments. 

The title was amended accordingly. 
Mr. HEPBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res

olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

.Mr. HE~IPHILL. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call of 

States and Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions for 
reference to the appropriate committe~s. 

EDUCATION. 

Mr. WHEELER sn bmitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Education: 

llesol'tled, That it· is the sense of this House that Congress should not adjourn 
until it has enacted a law appropriating a portion of the surplus money in the 
Treasury to assist the States in the great cause of education. 

J. H. POTTS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bjll (H. R. 9799) for the relief of 
J. H. Potts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Cla.ims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH CANNON. 

Mr. WHEELER a.lso introduced a bill (H. R. 9800) for the relief of 
Sarah Cannon, widow of Jabez Cannon; which was read a fir3t and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

F. W. CARROLL. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9801) for the relief of 
F. W. Carroll; which was read a :first and second time, referred to the 
Co~ttee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAD.IS FOR CITIZENSHIP IN INDIAN NATIONS. 

Mr. ROGERS (by Mr. McRAE) introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. 
9802) authorizing the President of the United States to create a com
mission to try and dispose of claims for citizenship in the Cherokee, 
Choctaw, Creek, Chickasaw, and Seminole Indian Nations; which was 
read a iirst and second time. 

Mr. McRAE. This bill involves a question of law. I ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The bill provides for the appointment of a com
mission. The Chair does not see that it involves any question of law, 
but the gentleman from Arka.nsas moves to refer it to the Committee 
on tho Judiciary. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Let the title be again read. 
The title was again rea-d. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That would seem to belong to the Committee on 

Indian .Affairs. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided, but- the gentleman from 

Arkansas has nioved to refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The motion was not agreed' to; and the bill was referred to the Com

mittee on Indian .Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
EASTERN CHEROKEES. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of .Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 9803) 
making an appropriation to fulfill certain treaty-stipulations with the 
Eastern Cherokees residing east and west of the :Mississippi River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian .Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

F. B. COLVER. 

Mr. MARKH.Al\I introduced a bill (H. R. 9804) for the relief of F. 
B. Colver; which was read a :first and secon·d time, referred to the Com
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB J. WALSER. 

Mr . .ADAMS, of lllinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 9805) for the relief 
of Jacob J. Walser; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims~ and ordered to be printed. 

ANN M. ENGLISH. 

~Ir. LA. WLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9806) for the 
relief of Ann M. English; which was read a :first and second time, re
ferred to the Committee on Cla.ims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. :i\IARY M. S:\IITII. 

1\Ir. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 9807) for the relief of l\Irs. Mary 
M. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions, and .ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. MITCHELL. 

Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 9808) for the relief of John 
B. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and· ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. 9809) for the relief of settlers 
upon lands along the Des Moines River above the Raccoon Fork in the 
State of Iowa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

G. W. ~I' A.DA!\IS. 

Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 9810) for the relief of G. W. 
McAdams, postmaster at 1\:Iount Pleasant, low~; which was read a :first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printe(l. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC DO:\.U.IN. 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 9811) for the protection of 
settlers on the public domain; which was read a :first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM N A.:\IES. 

1\Ir. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 9812) for the relief of Will
iam Names; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILSON B. GEORGE. 

~Ir. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9813) to correct the military 
record of Wilson B. George; which was read a :first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on l\Iilitary .Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

1\IEl\IORIAL OF ABRAHAM LIKCOLN. 

l\Ir. ROBERTSON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 200) making 
an appropriation for the erection of a granite shaft to mark the birth
place of Abraham Lincoln, in La Rue County, Kentucky; which was 
was read a first and second time, 1·eferred to the Committee on the Li
brary, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. D. N. PORTER. 

l\Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 9814) 
for the relief of Dr. D. N. Porter; which was read a :first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COAST DEFENSES. 

l\Ir. GAY presented concurrent resolutionsofthe Geneml.Assemblyof 
the State of Louisiana, urging action by Congress for the adequate de
fense of our coasts and cities on the seaboard of the United States and 
our frobtier settlements; which was referred to the Committee on Ap· 
propriations. 

RK\IAINS OF SOLDIERS AT CAl\IP 1\IOORE, LOUISIANA. 

l\Ir. GAY also presented concurrent resolutions of the General .Assem
bly of Louisiana, favoring an appropriation· of $1,000 for the care and 
protection of the remains of Union soldiers buried at Camp Moore, 
Louisiana; . which was referred to the Committee on l\Iilitary .Affairs. 

EQCESTRIAN STATUE OF QE~ERAL ZACUARY TAYLOR. 

Mr. GAY also presented a concurrent resolution of the General .As
sembly of the State of Louisiana, favoring the erection of an equestrian 
statue of General Zachary Taylor; which was referred to the Commit
tee on the Library. 

DR. JAMES B. SULLIVAN. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 9815) a.uthorizing the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of Dr. James D. Sul
livan, of Louisiana; which was read a fust and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF LABORERS UNDER CONTRACT. 

!rr. LOVERING {by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9816) toaboli h 
the importation of Italian or other sla-ves or laborers under contract 
and held to involuntary servitude in the United States of .America; 
which was read a :first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. REDUCTION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 

Mr. WINANS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 201) for print- Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H.· R. 9832) supple-
ing the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture; which was referred mental to an act entitled" .An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation 
to the Committee on Printing. and for other purposes," approved March 3, 1883; which was read a 

GREAT FALLS RAILWAY cmiP.ll."Y. ·. first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 9817) to incorporate the and ordered to be printed. 

Great Falls Railway Company; which was read a first and second time, RECIPROCITY CO~VENTION WITII MEXICO. 
referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be Mr. HEWITT submitted the following resolution; which was re--
printed. - ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

MINNEAPOLIS L.~DUSTRIAL EXPOSITION, 1\IINNESOT.A.. 
Mr. GILFILLA.l.'l introduced-a bill (H. R. 9818) relative to the Min

neapolis industrial exposition to be held in the city of ~Iinneapolis, 
State of l't'Iinnesota; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed: 

l\IBS. SOPHIA BUMB. 
Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. 9818) granting a pension to 

Mrs. Sophia Bumb: which was read a first and second time, refen-ed to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, a~d ordered to be printed. 

LUIGI BATTO. 
Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9820) for the relief of 

Luigi Bat to; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

. THOMAS STERLING :MORGAN .AND SEVILLA MORGAN . . 
Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9821) for the relief of 

Thomas Sterling Morgan and Sevilla Morgan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HUGH .L. WHITE. 
Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9822) for the relief of Hugh 

L. White; which '-vas read a first and second time, referred to the Com
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP HOLDENRIED. 
Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9823} for the reliefofPhilip 

Holdenried; which .was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TRIAL OF MAJOR JUSTUS M1KINSTBY. 
Mr. GLOVER also offered a resolution requesting the Secretary of 

War to furnish a complete copy of the proceedings of the trial of Major 
Justus McKinstry; which was referred to the Committee on Military ' 
.Affairs, and ordered to be· printed. 

PAUL :r.I7STAY. 
Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Paul 

McS~ay, late private Company G, Eighth Infantry, United States reO'
ular .Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS L~EM. 
Mr. W .ARNER, . of Missomi, introduced a 'bill (H. R. 9825) granting 

a pension to Louis Lesem, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment Ohio 
.. Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK M1INTYRE. 
Ur. W .ARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. ·n. 9826) for 

the relief of Patrick Mcintyre; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Cla.im.c:;, and ordered to be printed. ' 

F. DETTMERING. 
· Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9827) grant
ing a pension to F. Dettmering; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAl\IUEL J. L.A. RUE. 
Mr. W .ARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9828) grant

ing a pension to Samuel J. La Rue; which was read a :first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on . Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE B. STONE. 
Mr.W .ARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9829) grant

ing a pension to George B. Stone; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLI.Ali WHITEHOUSE. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9830) for 

the relief of William Whitehouse; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
pTinted. 

CATHERINE RHODES. 
Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 9831) for the relief of Cath

erine Rhodes; which was read a first and secoLd time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate to 
this House, if in his opinion not incompatible with the public interest, copies of 
any correspondence, reports, or other information in possession of any depart
ment of the executive relating to the probable advantages or disadvantages to 
accrue to the United States by the operntion of the reciprocity commercial con
vention signed between the United States and Mexico on the 20th of January, 
188!3. 

LILLA M. PAVY. 
1\ir. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 9833) granting a pen

sion to Lilla M. Pavy, widow of Dr. Octave Pavy, surgeon of the Greely 
arctic expedition; which was read a .first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 658 REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 9834) amending 

section 658 Revised Statutes :fixing time and place for holding court 
in southern disb:ict of Ohio; which was read a :first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL GALLOWAY. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9835) to re

mm·e the charge of desertion against the military record of Samuel 
Galloway; which was read a :first and second time, referred to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT W. DUTCHER. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9836) grant

ing a pension to Albert W. Dutcher; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOUIS UNTIET. 
M:r. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9837) grant

ing a pension to Louis Untiet; which was read a first and second. time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. PORTER. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9838) grant

ing an increase of pension to James R. Porter; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT W. SPANG. 
Ur. ERUENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 9839) for the relief of 

Robert W. Spang; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, aud ordered to be printed. 

.AMERICAN SHIPPING A~D INDUSTRIAL LEAGUE. 
l'lfr. NEGLEY. I present a resolution which, as it is very short, I 

ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

.At a. meeting of the .American Shipping and Industrial League, held this day, 
the following resolution was adopted-

The SPEAKER. That is not in order under this call. 
Mr. NEGLEY. I wish to have it referred. 
The SPEAKER. Nothing is in order under this call except bills, 

joint resolutions, resolutions of inquiry addressed to the Executive 
Departments, and resolutions or memorials from State or Territorial 
Legislatures. 

liARY R. SCHIRGE. 
Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 9840) granting a pension to 

Mary R. Schirge; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. Kll\'G. 
Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 9841) granting a pension to 

William H. King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN SIGNAL CORPS 
fiir. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 9842} to transfer the second 

lieutenants of the Signal Corps to the line of the Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af
fairs, aud ordered to be printed. 

MAE.Y E. MARTIN. 
Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9843) granting an in.:. 

c1·ease of pension to Mary E. Martin; which was read a first and second 
time, rcferxed to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS HORD. 
Mr. InCH ARDSO~ introduced a bill (H. R. 984.4) for the relief of 
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the executors of Thomas Hord; which w.as read a fil'Bt and seconcl time, 
referred to the CoJ:Ilmittee on War ClaimsJ .and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPBD3ENTATIVES QF DENNIS MAHONEY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 9845) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Dennis Mahoney, deceased; which was 
read a :first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed: 

COLUl\fBUS TB.Il\IBLE .. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a. bill (H. R. 9846) for the relief of Colum
bus Trimble, administrator of John A. Foster, deceased, late of the 
con.n.ty of Gray~n, Virginia; which was read a :t:irst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. · 

· C. 0. LUNDY. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 9847) for the relief of C. 
0. Lundy, of Grayson County, Virginia; which was read a :first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and Qrdered to be 
printed. 

JOHN DICK'El\"SON. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 9848) for the relief of John 
Dickenson, administrator of B. A. Hoffman, deceased, late of Grayson 
County, Virginia; which was read a :first and second timeJ referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be-printed. 

ANNEXATION OF LAND TO NEW ~IEXICO. 

:M:.r. JOSEPH introduced .a bill (H. R. 9849) to annex a cert.'lrin strip 
of land therein named to the Territory of New Mexico; which was read 
a :first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENITO LA..URAGOITE. 
1\Ir. JOSEPH also introduced a. bill (H. R. 9850) for the relief of the 

heirs of Benito Larragoite, deceased; which was read a :first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection theChairwillnow recog-
nize members who were not in when their States were called. · 

There was no objection. · 
WILLIAM 0 1C011.TNOR. 

lli. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 9851) granting a pension to Will
iam O'Connor; which was read a :first and second time, referred to the 
Committ_ee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered t.o be_printed. 

JOHN. mtEli."'Xl\UN. 

.Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 9852) granting a pension to 
John Breneman; which was read a :first and second time1 referred to 
the Committee on Invalid PensionsJ .and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HUNTON. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 9853) for the relief of John 
Hunton; which was read a :first and second time, referl'ed to the Com
mittee on Private L:md Claims, and ordered to be pri_nted. 

S. DABRON. 

Mr. CROXTON introduced a bill (H. R. 9854) to remove the disa
bilities of S. Barron, of Virginia; which was read 'a :first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COIDIERCIAL NATIONAL BANK, MARSHALLTOWN, IOWA. 

Mr. FREDERICK introduced a bill (H. R. 9855) authorizing the 
Commercial National Bank of Ma,rshalltown, Iowa, to change its loca
tion and name; which was read a :first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking.and Currency, and o.rdel'ed to be printed. 

LOST HOJIIESTEAD RIGHTS RENEWED. 

Mr. 'VOORHEES, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported · back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5826) 
permitting all pe~ons who have lost their homestead rights to make 
new entries; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

HO::\IESTEA.D SETTLERS. 

Mr . . UcRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
bllCk with amendment the bill (H. R. 9111) to grant additional rights 
to certain homestead settlers on the public hnds; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being the second Monday of the month, set 
apart for the consideration of matters coming from!the Committee on 
the District of Columbia-

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the House will see it is of the highest 
importance the legislative, &c., appropriation bill should be disposed 
of and become a law as soon as possible. Therefore I hope the gentle
man from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] having charge of the bn i
ness of the Committee on the District of Columbia will agree to post
pone the consideration of tb.at business, so the House can take up and 

dispose of the amendments of the Senate to the legislatire, &c., appro
priation bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me inquire ofthegent1eman from Indiana. when 
the :fifteen days will expire? 
. I\ir. HOLMAN. On the 15th of this month. I therefore move, if 
my friend from South Carolina [Mr. HEl\IPHILL] having charge of the 
District business does not object, tbat it be postponed until after the 
consideration of the business set apart for to-morrow, and that to-day 
be devoted to disposing of the legislative, &c., approprin.tion bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. Ifthat be agreed t-o, does it terminate with to-mor-
row? 

Mr. HOUIAN. No. 
.Mr. ROWELL. The ot~er business may tnke up the whole session. 
J!Jlr. HOLI\IAN. I think that is hardly possible. 
The SPEAKER. 'The Chair will state the request. The gentleman 

from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] asks unanimous consent to postpone the 
consideration of the business of the District of Columbia., taking to
day for the considemtion of the legislative, &c., appropriation bill, and 
to take up the District business for one day. immediately after dispos
ing of the business set apart for to-morrow. 

1\fr. POWELL. Why can not you give us to-day? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Individually I will consent provided a day is 

:fixed beyond which the business set ap"art for to-morrow shall not ex
tend. I think we might say not later than Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman accept? 
1\fr. COBB. What business is alluded to when gentlemen speak of 

the business set apart by the House for to-morrow? · 
The SPEAKER. Certain classes of bills reported by the Committee 

on Ways and Means, which by resolution adopted en Saturday were set 
for Tuesday, with the provision if any should be under consideration 
and unfinished at the time of adjournment that bill should continue 
until :finished. . 

Mr. COBB. The Committee on Pnblie Lands desires to take up land
grant bills. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask that Thursday next be set apart for the 
District business, under the~me co~ditions as to-day; that is, that we 
shall not lose it. 

Tho SPEAKER . . The order would have to be 'changed in onere
spect. As it now Ieads, the second ~1onday, after the call of States and 
'l'erritories, is set apart for the consideration ofbills reported from the 
Committee on the District of cOlumbia. · As there will be no call, it 
should be changed to read immediately after the reading of the Jouma.l 
or after th.e morning hour. 

A MEMBER. Say after the morning hour . 
Mr. HEMPHILL. After the reading of the Journal, with the un

derstanding that we shall not lose it e:rcept by unanimous consent-
The SPEAKER. It can not be lo t except by unanimous consent, 

or by raising the question of consideration as it is called up and refus
i!l.g to consider it. 

Jl.ir. HEMPHILL. Very well; if the District bll.Siness is pootponed 
to-day I want it to be taken up immediately after the reading of the 
Journal on Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chn.ir will submit the request of the gentle
man to the House. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the 
business of. the Committee on the District of Columbia be postponed for 
to-da.y, and that next Thursday, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, be set apart under the order already made for the considera
tion of business called up by that committee. Is there objection? 

1\Ir. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. No other business can break in 
or jnterfere. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair bas already so stated. 
Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I only wanted that to be definitely 

understood. · 
I\lr. LONG. Would thatordertakeprecedeneeofprivilegedmatters, 

for instance such as conference reports? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, if such reports were offered 

before the House has gone into the eonsideration of the special order 
:fixed for that day. But if the committee shall have begun the consid
eration of that business set apart exclusively for that day, the confer
ence reports could not be received, the Chair thinks. 

1\lr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask jf that order will 
take precedence of bills forfeiting land grants from the Committee on 
the Public Lands? 

The SPEAKER. It would, just the same as to-day. No change 
would be made in tbe order, the same rule applying to Thursday as 
would apply to-day. 

Is there objection to the request for unanimous consent? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC. 1 APPROPRIAT!ON. BILL. 

1\ir. HOLMAN, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislati>e1 

executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the :fiscal year 
endingJune30, 1887, and for other purposes with Senate amendments; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the strrt. 
of the Union. · 
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Mr. HOLMAN. . I will ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, in the 

interest of time, that this bill be considered in the HousE! as in the Com
mittee of the Whole under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. . 
:Mr. HOLMAN. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com

mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of appropriation bills. 
The motion was agreed to. • 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now m Committee of the Whole 

for the consideration of the legislative appropriation bill, and the Clerk 
will report the first amendment. · 

The first amendment of the Senate was read and concurred in. 
The second amendment was non-concurred in. -
Amendment No. 3 was concurred in. 
Amendment No.4 was non-concurred in. 
Amendment No.5 was concurred in. 
Amendments Nos. 6, 7·, and 8 were non-concurred in," 
Amendment No. 9 was concurred in. 
Amendment No. 10 was read, as follows: 

On page 5 of the printed bill, line 101. insert the name "Amzi Smith;" so that 
U will read: ''Superintendent of the document-roo~, A.mzi Smith, $2,592, "&c. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of order on 
that amendment; and I will repeat now what I said when that subject 
was before the House on a former occasion. 

The same clause of the Constitution which authorizes the House to 
elect its Speaker authorizes also the appointment of its other officers, 
and the Sena~has no business with the action of the House in the elec
tion of its Spea'"'ker or the appointment of its officers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But this is a Senate appointment. 
Mr. REAGAN. Let me complete my sentence. Norhasthe House 

any business to participate, or to attempt to participate, in the appoint
ment of the Senate employes. The Constitution authorizes each House 
to appoint its own officers. The House, so far as it is concerned-this 
House-has no power t.o appoint any officers for the Fiftieth Congress; 
and so, without going into the argument further, I assume that this is 
not only a violation of propriety on the part of one House interfering 
with the power of the other to elect or appoint its officers, but is also a 
violation of the Constitution. We have a distinct constitutional pro
vision vesting in the House the appointment of its own officials; but so 
far as the appointments for the next Co:ggress are concerned it is a mat
ter over which we have no control, and I trust the point of order will 
be sustained. If the next Congress shall want the names of these per
sons inserted on the rolls as employes they will doubtless be placed 
there. They may be, or may not be, the proper persons to fill such 
appointments. But whether proper or otherwise, it is an improper pro
ceeding on our part to undertake to place them there by law in oppo
sition to the constitutional authority which is vested in each House to 
appoint its own officers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think the views expressed by the 
gentleman from Texas on the substantial question ~e undoubtedly 
correct; but while this would be subject to a point of order under the 
rules of the House, being in its nature a legislative provision, it seems 
not to be subject to the point of order when it comes before the House 
for consideration as an amendment made by the Senate; and I believe 
that has been the uniform ruling. On the other point, the constitu
tional one, the right of the House to select ita own emJ.lloyes, I have 
only this to say, that this provision is i'n the bill by an amendment of 
the Senate. We are simply called upon to concur in what I concede 
may not be entirely necesSary on our part; but we are simply concur
ring in that provision as one of the amendments incorporated by the 
Senate relating to one of its own employes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But is not our action as necessary as theirs to the 
perfection of this legislative proceeding?_ 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is the Senate afraid that it will let go on 
these men, and does it want us to help it? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That seems to be the trouble. 
1\Ir. REED, of Maine. It is rather saddening. 
The CHAIRMAN. If this proposition were part of a House bill it 

would be subject to the point of order, but it is an amendment coming 
from the Senate, not subject to the point of order. The Chair over
rules the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not want to consume time by taking an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, but it is so manifestly out of the power 
of the House under the Constitution to legislate this man into office that 
I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If this question is to be submitted to the Com
mittee of the Whole on an appeal from the decision of the Chair I should 
like to have some statement made as to what haa been the ruling 
hitherto. . 

?!Ir. HOLMAN. The ruling of the Chair is in conformity with what 
has been the uniform ruling on this question. -

Mr. REAGAN. A violation of the Constitution is never sanctioned 
by any ruling. I shall withdraw, however, the appeal from the decis
ion of the Chair, and ask the committee to non-con-cur in the amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas withdraws his appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In obedience to the instructions of the Committee 
on Appropriations I submit the motion to concur in the amendment, 
stating it is regarded as merely the formal act of the House to complete 
the act of the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to sa.y in reply to the gentleman from In
diana [Mr. H9LMAN], with whom I usually agree, .that it is singular 
that a clear and distinct violation of the Constitution of the United 
States should be considered a. merely formal act. 

111r. RANDALL. I will state there is a difference in the Committee 
on Appropriations as to the propriety of the insertion of names in this 
bill. I am entitled to say I am in a minority in that committee upon 
this question. I do not think we ought to yield to the Senate the right 
to insert names unless we intend to insert names on the part of the 
House. This bill is to become a law, and the objection to inserting 
the names applies equally to the Senate officials as to the House officials. 
Therefore, as I object to the insertion of names in the House schedule, 
I hope this motion will not prevail, but that the House will non-concur. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RA.l-."'D.ALL] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] that it 
is highly improper for us by legislative action to foist upon those who 
have the appointment these officers over whose appointment and re
moval they have no controL Furthermore, we will come to an amend
ment wherein the Senate has sought to place upon this bill the names 
of House employes without the consent of the officers who usually have 
the appointing power. I shall resist that. They are to be appointed 
by name; and the very same spirit that will force me to prevent allow
ing the Senate to say who shall be our officers makes me dissent from 
the proposition to dictate officers to the Senate. I think we should 
strike out all of these names and let the appointments go where the 
Constitution fixes them. • 

1\1r. OATES. . Will the gentleman allow.me a question? 
1\Ir. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 
Mr. OATES. I ask the gentleman if there is not a distinction in ap

pointing these officers for the reason that the Senate is a continuing 
body? 

Mr: McMILLIN. The Senate in the contemplation of the law is a 
continuing body. That is true. But that does not change either the 
constitutional or the legal feature; for it is notwithstanding its perma
n·ence at the same time the proper appointing power for its officers. 
And here we are assuming by this bill, which requires the ci>nsent of 
the Senate, the House, and the President of the United States to deter
mine who shall be the Senate's officers. 

I hope the -amendment will be non-concurred in, and that we will 
place this bill where every one of its class ought to be, clean of these 
innovations. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to say a word on this amendment. . The 
SeDAte have inserted after the words "superintendent of the document
room" the name "Amzi Smith," so that it reads: 

Superintendent of the document-room, .Amzi Smith, $2,592. 

The Senate in its discretion put the name of this man into the bill 
because, in the judgment of the Senate no doubt, it desired that that 
man should be retained. The amendment comes to the House now for 
concurrence or non-concurrence. 

Gentlemen say that the Senate has this power of appointment and 
that the House has nothing to do with the appointment. Well, for 
the sake of the argument, substantially admit that is so; yet the gen
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] wants to non-concur. He 
does not want the Senate to have its way about it. Then he says it is 
not in accordance with the Constitution. I would be glad to know what 
clause of the Constitution prohibits a majority of the Senate from plac
ing, by an amendment, the name of an employe they desire to retain 
in the bill and the House from assenting to that name coming into the 
law for the coming year. It may be that there is some clause in the 
Constitution that I have never read, some provision that proposes this 
kind of thing. If so, then the amendment amounts to nothing, be
cause it is in conflict with the Constitution. 

Mr. SOWD;EN. I ask the gentleman whether our assent is neces-
sary? . 

Mr. CANNON. Our assent is not necessary that I know of, nor does 
the withholding our assent nullify the act. If we do assent, then by 
virtue of law thi'3 man's name for next year appears as the Senate de-
sires it. . · 

Mr. SOWDEN. If our assent is not necessary, why is it asked? 
Mr. REED, of Maine. What is the object of this, anyway? 
Mr. CANNON. The object, as I understand and presume it to be, 

is that it is the desire of the Senate that for twelve months to come 
Amzi Smith shall be that officer. 

Mr. ~EED, of Maine. What is to prevent him being so witbout 
this? 

Mr. CANNON. What is to prevent him being so with this? 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Nothing with this; but what i3 to prevent 

him being so without it? Nothing but the Senate's changing itB mind. 
.Mr. CANNON. The Senate may change its mind. 



6800 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. JULX .12, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then the Senate is under the impression that 
it may change its mind, a~d, being airaid of that, it wants us to help 
it to l<eep from changing its mind. I would not help such a body in 
such an arrangement as that for a good dea,l. 

Mr. CA...'{NON. The gentleman has the power not to help it if he 
chooses. 
· Mr. REED, of Maine. That is a power that I desire to exercise. 

lli. CANNON. But what I want to know is whether the gentle
man finds any constitutional objection--

:Ur. REED, of Maine. Oh, no. I am not in that line. [Laughter.] 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to read article 1, section 3, 

clause 5, of the Constitution. After speaking, in clause 4, of the choice 
of President of the Senate, it says: 

The Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a President pro temp01·e 
in the absence of the Vice-President or when he shall exercise the office of Pres
ident of the United States. 

The Constitution confers upon the Senate themselves the power of 
choosing their officers. Gentlemen say that the Senate requests the 
House to agree to the proposition in this bill. The House should never 
be requested by the Senate to violate the Constitution. I presume the 
purpose of this amendment is to keep some man in office and to guard 
against the possibility of his being turned out. Even though the Sen
ate be a continuing body,- if this is an officer that gives satisfaction, the 
Senate when the time comes to reappoint him can do so. Under the 
preceding section in the same article of the Constitution the House is 
given the power of choosing its Speaker and appointing its officers, and we 
can no more appoint an officer for either branch of the next Congre....~ by 
law than we can by law elect the Speaker of the next House of Rep
I'esentatives. As to the question of comity, I trust that the Constitu
tion hn:s not become so antiquated, that we lli'l:Ve not become so indifferent 
to it as the charter of our liberties, the guide of our legislative conduct, 
that a mere question of" comity will induce us to set it aside.· But if 
we concur in this amendment we shall do so in face of the Constitution. 
'Vby is it that a violation of the Constitution is insisted upon merely 
for the purpose of getting a clerk or a superintendent of the Senate 
document-room? :Ur. Speaker, I trust that this House will not con-
sent to anv such course of action. . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the question has been 
asked what reason the Senate had for putting this name in the bill. I 
desire to say that it is well known to most of us that this gentleman, 
AmziSmith, has been in the employofthe UnitedStatesSenateforsome 
thirty-four yeal's, and it appears that that body desires to compliment 
~mold, fai thfnl, and respected officer by specially naming him in this bill. 
Now I submit that it is rather small b\lSiness for the House of Repre
sentatives to undertake to interfere with that commendable desire on 
the part of the -other branch of the legislative department of the Gov
ernmenb. 

1\Ir. liOL"MAN. Mr. Speaker, before I ask for a vote I will say that 
I agree with the views that have been expressed here, for I do not ·be
lieve that this ldnd of legislation is proper upon an appropriation bill, 
and that, in making the motion of concurrence whl.ch I have made, I 
have simply expressed the view of the majority of the committee. 

The amendment was non-concurred in . 
.Amendments numbered 11, 12, 13, and 14 were concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 15 was read, as follows: 
Line 138, stt·ike out "25" and insert" 26," so as to make it read: "For twenty

six clerks to committees, at $6 per day during the session,'' &c. 

1\Ir. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence in that. 
amendment. 

Ur. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman to state if he 
.knows the reason why the Senate has made that change? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have already non-concurred in the amendment 
which increases the number to twenty-six, so that we must non-concur 
in this in order to make the bill harmonious. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Mr. PRICE. 1\'Ir. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 

Committee of the Whole to amendments numbered 15 and 16. . There 
is some very bad figuring there; besides, I think a bad principle. 
Amendment 15 provides for twenty-six clerks at $726 each, $18,876; 
and in the next amendment there is provision for thirty-two clerks at 
the same rate of pay, amounting to $23,230, making together $42,106. 
The Sen a~ undertakes to provide a clerk for each Senator. Now, we 
all know that there are seventy-six Senators, and seventy-six clerks at 
$726 each would aggregate $55,176. Yet these two amendments of the 
Senate appropriate together only $42,106, so that there must be a de
ficiency of $13,070. 

Again, the bill as it passed the HoUEe gave to the Senate $18,150 for 
twenty-five clerks, or 726 each. The additions made by the Senate 
amendmentsincreasethe amount to $42,106. Now, as there are twenty
six clerks to committees, and as the Senate amendments undertake to 
provide a cl~rk for each Senator who is not a chairman of a committee, 
there must be fifty of these clerks, whose pay at $726 each would aggre
gate $36,300 in addition to the $18,876, making altogether $55,176. So 
that there is appropriated $13,070 less than would appear to be required. 
How this deficiency is to be paid I do not know. 

The question with me is, ought this House to vote an increased ex-

penditru::eof$37,026, as provided in this amendment;. or, if there is no 
other fund out <1f which the payment of these clerks can be made, ought 
we to provide for the expenditure of $23,956 more? 

These amendments of the Senate are based upon the supposition that 
every Senator is entitled to a clerk. Senators have the right to ask 
snch an allowance, and we have the right to refuse our assent. I vent
ure the statement, which I think will be corToborated by every gentle
mim on this floor, that each member here on the average does as mnch 
work as any member of the Senate. When Senators and Representa
tives were elected we understood that our compensation was $5,000 a 
year, with mileage, and $125 for stationery. We took the contract 
with the implied underst..1.nding that this was to be the. compensation. 
We have the constitutional power to increase tbat compensation.· At 
the same time we ~now that it is, to say the least, doubtful policy to 
vote such an increase; and if we refer to the history of the past we find 
that the result has been very disast1·ous to those who hitherto have taken 
advantage of the constitutional right of the legislative branch of the 
Government to increase their own compensation. 

I am opposed to the whole proposition, because it is Tirong in prin
ciple, and p:}Tticula.rly opposed to it beca.nse the terms of these amend
ments involve an expenditure of $13,070 more than we make appro
priation for. I think thab neither of these amendme~ts ought to be 
CODC!1fred in; and tlley ought to be voted on together, not separately. 
Without noticing the connection of the two, the Committee of the Whole 
has already voted on the fifteenth amendment; but the two amend
ments must be taken together, if we are to consider them intelligently. 

The CHA.IRl\lAN. The Committee on .Appropriations recommend 
non-concurrence. . 

The question being taken, the amendment was non-co1lcurred in. 
Amendment 17 was read~ as follows: 

Insert the following: . 
"For clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, at 66 per day 

<luring the session, $23,232." · 

l\Ir. HOLl\IAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence in this 
amendment .. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Mr. HOL~IAN. The Committee on A ppropriations.recomll}end con

currenceinainendments numbered 18 to23, on page 7 of the printed bill. 
I ask that those amendments may be read together, and the question 
on concurrence be taken in gross, unless a separate YOte be asked. 
-·There being no objection, an:tendments 18 to 23 wffe read and con

curred in. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that amendments 24 and 25, in wbich also 

the committee recommend concurrence, be read and voted on together. 
There belng no objection, amendments 24 and 25 were read and con

curred in. 
The twenty-sixth amendment was read, as follnws: 

After the words" Journal Clerk," in line 208 of the printed bill, inse1·t '' ll. II. 
Smith." 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Appr-opriations racommend non
concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I make a point of order on that amendment. 
The ·CHAIRlt!AN. The Chair rules in this case as he did upon a 

previous amendment, that as this proposition comes here as a Senate 
amendment it is not subject to a point of order, as it would be if it were 
a proposition originating in the Honse. 

1\Ir. REAGAN. · I desire to be heard in opposition to the amendment. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurre.ncc. _ 
Mr. REAGAN. I did not so understand. I waive any discussion. 
The amendment was non-eoncnrred in . 
The Clerk read the twenty-seventh amendment of the Senate, as 

follows: 
In line 289 insert" George A. Bacon;" so it will read-: 
"Office of Doorkeeper: For Doorkeeper, $3,000; and for hire of horses, feed, 

repair of wagon and harness, $1,100; assistant doorkeeper (27) (Geo1·ge A. Bacon), 
$2,000, &c.'' 

Mr. HOL1\IAN. The Committee on Appropriations recommend con
currence in that amendment, with the amendment which is before the 
Clerk to insert the na-mes of "John T. Chancey" and "C. W. 
Coombs.'' 

1\Ir. :McMILLIN. I reserve the point of order ou the amendment. 
1\f.r. HOLMAN. · I ask for the reading of the amendment recom

mended by the committee to the Senute amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: , 

Page 10 of the bill insert ".John T. Chancey;" and in line 24, after the word 
"messenger," insert" C. W. Coombs." 

1\fr. REAGAN. !make the point of order on the amendment in the 
bill and on the amendment to the amendment. I do not think it is 
necessary to argue the question; but I wish to state again this !louse of 
Representatives. has no power to appoint officers of the next House of 
Representatives. These gentlemen may be entirely worthy, theymay 
be entirely capable, they may be everything said in their beha.lf;,I know 
nothing to the contrary of their being excellent officers; but there is no 
more reason for putting these men in than for putting a dozen others, 
except they have special friends on the floor. 

We can no more appoint these men by this bill than we can nppoint 

• 
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the next Speaker of the Honse of Representatives. One is just as com
petent to do and just as constitutional as the other. It is an injustice 
to the next House of Representatives, besides being unconstitutional. 
The next House of Representatives has the right to choose its own 
Speaker and to choose its other officers. Whatever may be the polit
ical complexion of the House bas nothing to do with the question of 
the constitutional right of that Honse to select its Speaker and other 
officers. • 

This is not only violative of the Constitution, but it is at the same 
time a species of official favoritism which we ought not to permit. 
For, sir, it is never safe in legislation to trust to our sympathies or to 
our affections if we expect to discharge our duty faithfully. The word 
duty should be foremost whenever we can make it so in all human 
affairs. When we resolve to act in accordance with duty we will find 
we are right, but when we undertake to act from sympathy to create 
offices or to :fill offices simply because we sympathize or are partial to 
men, we are departing from o.ur duty as legislators. I trust, Mr. Chair
man. that this amendment will be stricken out. 

I desire to say further, although I believe I understood the chair
man to say the amendment inserted by the Senate would not be sub
ject to the point of order the same proposition would be subject to in 
this House, that in my judgment it is subject to the point of order, that 
the amendment made by the Senate is subject to the same point of 
order as if it had been made in the House; that if we were not true to 
the Constitution certainly ought to hn.ve its due force when it makes a 
specific provision on this subject, n.nd iii ought not to be permitted to 
be violated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. To make assurance doubly sure and to take a 
bond of fate, I propose to make the point of order simply against the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what the gentleman fTom Texas did. 
Mr. McMILLIN. He made the point of order against all. 
Mr. HOLMAN. And separately against each. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I want to be sure, but if the Chair feels con· 

strained to rnle against the point of order on the first ·amendment, I 
want to insist upon the point of order against the amendment pro
posed by the gentleman from Indiana in ebarge of the bill, against 
which undoubtedly the point of order will. lie. 

I have nothing to say .against these officers; I am willing to admit 
they serve faithfully and well, and the fact of good service will go far 
to recommend them to the officers of the House when appointments 
are made next year. I am utterly opposed to the appointment by leg
islative action of men who can not be reached through officers of the 
Honse in case of their dereliction of .duty. These gentlemen will be 
retained if they are faithful in their ser.vice, but I wish it to be easy to 
get rid of them if they are vicious. 1 do not think they will be vicious, 
but the safe rule is to keep tbeappointmentswbere tbelawfixesthem, 
so if necessary to get rid of them it can easily be done. · 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to say a word or two upon the point of or
der. I hold in my hand the law making appropriations for the legis
lative, executive, and judicial expenses for the year ending June 30, 
1886, and it is rather an interesting act in view of the" point of order and 
the criticisms made by the gentleman f.rom Texas and the gentleman 
from Tenn~~e. I ask the attention of the Chair to it for two reasons, 
first to· show the absence of any regulation to prevent putting these 
names in the bill. 

First I :find a second assistant doorkeeper, Geor~e A. Bacon; next I 
:find a provision for the two laborers named in charge of the water-closet; 
next I find for the two cloak-room men, one on each side of the Hall, 
now longest in the service of the House; next a provision for John T. 
Chancey, an employe, $1,500; next I find one department messenger, 
C. W. Coombs, $2,000, and the names of the two parties that are pro
posed to be added by way of amendment on the motion to non-concur. 

On the sundry civil bill, a bill peculiarly under the charge of the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania, not content with naming these officers by 
law, I :find he has named one Pickens as an annual page at $900 a year, 
placed there upon the motion of the present minister to Turkey, Mr. 
Cox, in this House. Next, I call the particular attention of the Chair 
and gentlemen to this clause, as well as the attention of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED], because he participated in this legislation, 
which was peculiarly a child of the gentleman from lnQ.iana (Mr. HoL
MAN], and I will read it: 

Fourteen messengers on the soldiers' roll, under the control of the Door
keeper, at $1,200 each; and hereafter mesSengers on the soldiers' roll shall not 
be subject to removal except for cause :a:_eported to and approved by the Horise. 

In other words, not for the coming year but hereafter provision is made 
of that character permanent in its nature. 

Mr. REAGAN. That power extends only to the House that appoints 
them, not to the House that does not appoint them. 

Mr. CANNON. Ah ! but that power is fixed by the law, and until 
it is changed it must be obeyed. 

Mr. REAGAN. But it only extends to the House having the ap
pointment, and not to any otlier House to be hereafter elected. 

1\fr. CANNON. The gentleman from Texas himself sat silent under 
the lead. of the gentleman from Indiana and put that provision into the 
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bill providing for the messengers upon the soldiers' roll and that they 
should be hereafter retained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that is not a provision naming them for appoint
ment. 

Mr. CANNON: But I bring up these instances in the main for the 
attention of the Chair to show that under the uniform practice of the 
House this charaeter of legislation has ~one into the appropriation bills 
fLnd is not subject to the point of order, and that in the absence of any 
permanent law providing for the appointment of these people this law 
would control the decision of the Chair in determining the point of 
order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend will remember ~hat the law in re
gard to the soldiers' roll does not name the persons so appointed, but 
simply provides for them as a class. 

Ur. CANNON. Certainly, provides for them as a class; but that 
class is composed of the individuals then upon the soldiers' roll, the 
pet1'ons on the roll at the time the rule was passed, and who bad been 
there for a great many years, some of them, largely under the lead of 
the gentleman from Indiana himself. 

Mr. REAGAN. Why have they to be appointed every session of 
Congress if that power exists and that provision is permanent? 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Illinois should take into considera
tion the fact that no point of order was made on those provisions. If 
it bad been it probably would ha\e been stricken from the bill. And, 
again, I want to ask him a question whether or not under the Consti
tution the law is not absolutely void as far as it attempts to control the 
action of the next House of Representatives? 

l\Ir. HOLMAN. But it is not a permanent law. 
Mr. COBB. But suppose it is. The Constitution provides that the 

House of Representatives shall select its own officers; and the House 
has no more power under the Constitution to appoint the employes of 
the next Honse than I h&.ve to appoint my friend from illinois to Con
gress. 

Severall\Iembers addressed the Chair. 
Mr. CANNON. I believe I have the floor. At last I have a gentle

man on that side to tell us wherein the Constitution prohibits this leg
islation, and be tells us that we can not bind the next House. Very 
well; let us admit it. But it is not proposed to bind the next House, 
but this House, by this amendment. Now, so far as this Honse is con
cerned, it does not go.out of existence until the 4th of Marcp. next. 

Mr. REAGAN. What has that to do with the question before the 
committee? These are appointments by the next Congress, and I 
would like to know bow it applies to the question under consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. It proposes to bind this House from now until the 
4th day of next March. 

Mr. REAGAN. But this provision extends beyond the 4th of next 
March. 

l\Ir. CANNON. Then, according to your own logic, beyond that 
time it is void. 

:Mr. REAGAN. You bold then it is good law for six months, but 
bad law for a year? 

~:U:. CANNON. The gentleman himself holds that. I hold it is 
good law all through. 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; I do not hold it. 
Mr. CANNON. I bold it is good law for the year to come, the time 

during which this appropriation runs, so Jar as that is concerned. But 
I was only answering the gentleman's own argument from his own 
stc<tndpoint; and it is sometimes quite hard to do that, for the gentle
man from Texas can take more standpoints, so far as I have noticed, 
than any other gentleman on this floor on either side of the Honse. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me suggest to the gentleman from illinois that 
the next House will not be organized until long after this appropria
Ition is exhausted. It is not binding on the officers of the next Honse. 

1\Ir. CANNON. Certainly. Now, sir, I do not think that I desire 
to say anything further on this point of order. I will state again, in 
the Jaw for the year 1886 the names of Coombs and Chancey are Ie
tained; but I believe it is competent for a majority of this House now 
to say either with or without the concurrence of the Senate that these 
two men shall continue to serve it. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] says no. Well, what is his plan? His plan is that he, the 
gentleman from Texas, by the aid of a Doorkeeper, can set at defiance 
three hundred and twenty-four members of this House. Now, I do 
not think under the Constitution or anywhere else he can find that 
power; because I believe if the fathers, looking forward with a pro
phetic glance at the time the Constitution was adopted, had foreseen 
the gentleman from Texas was to be a member of this Honse and 
would make this point of order, and if they had intended to give the 
gentleman from Texas and the Doorkeeper power against the other 
three hundred and twenty-four members of the House, they would 
have expressly provided for it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have the most profound respect for the opin
ions of my friend from Texas upon points of order as well as upon almost 
every other question. But I conscientiously believe he is at fault to- . 
day in the position be bas taken in regard to this amendment. The 
name of George A. Bacon was inserted as an amendment in the Senate. 
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1\Ir. COBB. Was it not done, too, at your suggestion? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am glad to have an opportunity to give in

formation on that point to the ge:ntJ.eman from Indiana and to correct 
a >ery erroneous impression that exists in his mind. The Senate in
serted the name of George A. Bacon. That is not subject to the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Texas, because the Chair has 
already so decided. . 

Before I go further on the point of order I want to explain the rea
son why the name of George A. Bacon appears. The name appeared 
in the last bill, and thena.me of John T. Ch~ncey also appeared in that 
bill for the reason that this House by a resolution adopted by unani-
mous consent-- . 

Mr. HOL:MAN. I rise to a question of order. I do not think the 
merits of the question should be discussed on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ToWNSHEND] will confine himself to the 

· point of order. · _ 
1\Ir. TOWNSHEND. If my other friend from Indiana [Mr. Hor..

M.A..N] had possessed his soul in patience for a few moments he would 
have discovered I was speaking strictJ.y to the point of order. If my 
friends from Indiana can only remain in their seats long enough to 
allow me to get through with my statement I will be much obliged. 

I was about to furnish the reasons why these names went into the 
bill and I want to emphasize the position that those two names espe
cially under the rules of this House may rightfully go into this bill. As 
I was about to remark when interrupted, by resolution of this House, 
a continuing resolution, these offices were created for George A. Bacon 
and John T. Chancey by name. 

If yon will look to the resolution introduced by my colleague [1tfr. 
HE iDERSON] in the Forty-seventh Congresa, you will find it there de
clared that hereafter George A. Bacon shall be employed as the second 
assistant doorkeeper of this Honse. Thatresolution was substantially 
o. copy of-one introduced years ago by Alexander H. Stephens, inserting 
the name of John T. Chancey. What followed? When the bill was 
being made up in the last Congress it became necessary to abolish those 
10ffices or to couple with that provision the names of these two men for 
whom these offices were created. 

Mr. l\IA'fSON. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 
1\Ir. TOWNSHEND. Another Indiana man! 
1\fr. MATSON. The gentleman is confusing two things. George A. 

Bacon is named in this bill for assistant doorkeeper; in the other he 
was named as second assistant-two distinct offices. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is a littJ.e difference in the verbiage used 
to describe him this year. The word "second" is stricken out, but the 
rest of the language is retained. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will suggest to my friend--
M:r. TOWNSHEND. Do not let Tennessee come at me too. I want 

to get at my point, and do not desire to be inteiTUpted. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I suppose the gentleman would like to be cor

rected. 
1\lr. TOWNSHEND. After a while. These two names are in this 

bill in pursuance of a resolution which has not yet been repealed and 
which still stands in force. 

My friend from Indiana [Mr. COBB] inquired as to whether I had not 
caused the name of George A. Bacon to be inserted in the Senate. The 
facts are these: I found from a copy of the bill as reported from the 
Senate committee that every name had been restored to the bill except 
that of Bacon and perhaps these two pages, and I suggested to a mem
ber of that committee that if they intended to restore any names they 
should also restore the name of Bacon. Somebody had been there be
fore me, and had caused all the other names to be put in, while Bacon's 
name was left out. 

Why so? Because the assistant doorkeeper was an.Indiana man, and 
would perhaps be crowded out if Bacon's name was retained. I sim
ply said to one of the members of the Senate committee, 11 If you put 
in all these other names I wish you to put in Bacon's name also," and 
it was done; but the name was written in only in pencil, and when 
Senator BECK got hold of the bill in the Senate for the purpose of strik
ing out the names Bacon's name escaped his attention, because it had 
not been printed in the bill. Now, I want to say to the Honse that if 
John T. Chancey's name and these other names of employes can not 
go into the bill I do not desire to see Mr. Bacon's name go in. I want 
them all to be. trea.ted alike, and as the Honse has stricken out the 
name of an officer of the Senate inserted by the Senate and has stricken 
out H. H. Smith's name, I think it is perhaps proper that all the names 
should be stricken out. I do not contend for any special exception in 
favor of Mr. Bacon, and never have asked for it. . 

Now, 1\Ir. Chairman, on another point I think my friend from Texas 
[Mi. REAGAN] is wholly in error. · He assumes that we are provid
ing an officer for the next Congress. We are not. We are simply 
providing an officer for the second session of this Congress, and we have 
a perfect right to do that under the rnles of the House and under the 
Constitution. We do not seek to insert here the ~name of any officer 
for the next Congress. It is true that this appropriation continues 
until the 30th day of June next, but so do all the permanent officers 
of this Honse continue in office .until the next Congress assembles in 

De.cember, 1887. We are simply providing here officers for the second 
session of this Congress, and therefore our action does not fall under 
the strictures of the gentleman from. TexM. I maintain that it is 
within the power of this Honse under its rules to retain the names of 
George E. Bacon and John T. Chancey in. this bilL Indeed, I think 
that every one of these names ought to be re:f:ained, for the reason that 
we have tried them and found them efficient and worthy, and I for 
one TI"onld rather intrnst,.,he appointment to the majority of this Honse 
than put it in the hands of any one man. The proposition here is sim
ply to suggest to the House the propriety of selecting certain of its own 
officials instead of delegating· that power to one man. But in conclu
sion, Mr. Chairman, I say again that if the Honse determines to stnK.e 
out lli. Chancey's name upon the point of order, or in any other way, 
and the names of these other offi.cials or employes, then I am willing 
that lli. Bacon's name should be struck out also. 

Mr. COBB. M.r. Chairman, I want to answer one point that has been 
made bythegentlemanfromlllinois [Mr. TOWNSHE~TD]. He says that 
existing law provides for the appointment of George A. Bacon as assist
ant doorkeeper. Now, there is no such law on the statute-book and 
never was. 

lli. TOWNSHEND. I said a resolution of this Honse. 
Mr. COBB. There is no resolution authorizing such an appointment 

as is provided for by this bill. 
?tfr. TOWNSHEND. I beg leave to differ with my .Mend. 
Mr. COBB. If the gentleman from Illinois will keep himself in peace 

a few minutes I will. explain to him the difterence. The resolution to 
which he refers provided for the appointment of an assistant doorkeeper 
to perform· sernce in the folding-room. That was George A. Bacon. 
But this bill provides for an "assistant doorkeeper, George A. Bacon, 
$2,000," io perform duty on the floor of this House. ·Now there is no 
law and there never was any law making Mr. Bacon assistant door
keeper here. Therefore I say there is no existing law by which this 
provision can be sustained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND._ Will the gentleman allow me to COITect him? 
Mr. COBB. The gentleman ca.n:not correct me, because I believe I 

am right. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The I'esolution reads 1

' George A. Do.con, as
sistant 9-oorkeeper, to be employed in the document-room." 

lli. COBB. Exactly ; and this provision reads, 11 assistant door
keeper, George A. Bacon, 2,000. ' There is no similarity 1>etween the 
two provisions at all One makes ~r. Bacon assistant doorkeeper per
forming duty on the floor of the Honse, the other an assistant door
keeper performing duty in the folding-room. I would like to have the 
gentleman point out the similarity between the provision in the l)ill 
and the provision in the resolution upon whicli he relies. This name 
ought to go out, and if it does n-ot go out on the 1)oint of order I will 
at the proper time move to strike it out. 

M:r. REAGAN. Thegentlemanfroru Illinois, with an air of triumph, 
assumes that I desire to confer upon the Doorkeeper the power of mak
ing this appointment, and he says that I am setting up myself and the 
Doorkeeper ina pqsition over all other members of this Honse. Wby, 
1\Ir. Chairman, I am astonished that a gentleman who has been here so 
long and who is so active and -efficient a member of the House should not 
know that this House itself has provided that the Doorkeeper shillma.ke 
this appointment, and· that in the position I take I am not antagoniz
ing the Honse, but am, on the cont·rary, maintaining its authority. I 
suppose, however, that o. gentleman so hardly dl·i\en as the gentleman 
from illinois was to find an argument might ,~ery easily fall into such 
an error as that. Now suppose we make this appointment by law and 

#Say that this particular man shall have this office and the salary at
tached to it, and suppose he dies, can we appoint another officer under 
this law during the time the law runs? By making this appointment 
in the law, do we not mako the office his office and the sahry his alary 
until the 30th of June, 1887? 

The gentJ.eman from Illinois also assumed that this would. be good 
law for the first half of the year, and tha.t therefore it ought not to be 
ruled out. Mr. Speaker, I have heard of a great many nice distinc
tions taken in the practice of the law by all kinds of lawyers, but I 
have never before heard such a proposition as that. If this can be made 
a law at all, it runs until the 30th day of next June. Tliis officer must 
have his salary Jllltil that time; and I infer that should be meanwhile 
die, his he'irs would be entitled to the salary up to that period. More 
than that, no other person could be appointed to the position during 
that time without the enactmen't of an additional Jaw or rule of the 
House, unless we propose to have two persons appointed to the same 
position. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to prolong the discussion on this 
subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two questioLS of order raised by the 
gentJ.eman from Texas and one by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. REAGAN. One of my points of order was against the provis
ion in the Senate amendment, and the other against the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriation . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understand . The first question 
raised relates to the amendment placed in the bill by the Senate in
serting the name of George A. Bacon. The other relates to the amend-

.. I 



1886. CONGRESSIONAL -RECORD-HOUSE. 6803 
ment in relation to various- other House employes whose :names it is 
propo ed to insert in this bill-a proposition having no necessary con
nection with the amendment of the Senate. The Chair wishes to call 
attention to several provisions of the rules of the House, but will first 
read a clattse of the Constitution of the United States with which gen
tlemen are all ve-.y familiar: 

The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers, 
and shall have the sole power of impeachment. 

The Chair assumes that this language of the Constitution excludes the 
appointment of officers of the House in. any other manner than is llere 
provided. Rule II of the House, relating to the election of officers, is 
in this language: . 

There sha~ be elected by a viva voce vote at the co=encement of each Con
~n"ess, to contmue in office until their successors are chosen and qualified, a Ol~r~l 
Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorke.eper, Postmaster, and Chaplaip, ea.ch of whom snau 
take an oath to support the Constitution of the United States, and for the true 
and faithful discharge of the duties of his office, to the best of his knowledge and 
ability, and to keep the secrets of the House, and each shall appoint all of the 
employes of his department provided for by law. 

Rule XXVIII provides t!Iat-
- Ko standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 
one day's notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended except 
by a. vot-e of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the Speaker entertain 
a motion to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mondays of each 
month after the call of States and Territories shall have been completed, prefer
ence being given on the first Monday to individuals and on the third Monday 
~o co=ittees, and during the last six days of a session. 

The Chair thinks that the amendment now proposed by the Commit
tee on Appropriations, if adopted, would be pro tanto a change of the 
rules of the House as to the mode of selecting its officers. The point 
of order, therefore, on the amendment of the Committee on Appropri
ations to the Senate amendment is sustained; but the point of order to 
the Senate amendment is overruled. 

Mr. COBB. Imovenowtostrikeoutthenameof "George A. Bacon." 
This amendment has been put in by the Senate, and I think altogether 
without warrant. The. House passed upon this proposition when this 
bill was pending here--· 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a point of order before it is too 
late. I make the point that a motion to strike out the Senate amend
ment is not in order. 

Mr. COBB. Well, I will move then to non-concur in the amendment 
of the Senate. When this bill wasbeforetheHouseitcontained, as will 
be remembered, a provision in about the same form as this amendmen.t 
of the Senate, amending the old law. I then raised a point of order, 
which was sustained, and the name, ''George A. Bacon,'' was struck 
out. Now, the Senate undertakes by this amendment to make an as
sistant doorkeeper for the House. That body has always complained 
of this House undertaking to legislate with reference to its officers. 
The.Senate has claimed the right to regulate the compensation which 
its employes should receive; and time and again thatquestionhasbeen 
made an issue between this House and the Senate, for the reason that 
this House believed the Senate was paying its employes too high com
pensation. Many of the older members of this House will recollect 
the length of time which was spent a year or two ago in a contest be
between the two Houses on this very question. The Senate would not 
yield, but insisted that it had the right .to regl;llate its own officers and 
to pay them such compensation as it believed proper; that the House 
of Representatives had nothing to do with the matter. The House 
finally yielded to the Senate, and the employes of that body are now 
paid, and have been paid, more than the employes of the House doing 
corresponding duty. The Senate in the present case undertakes to 
come in here and say to the House who shall be its assistant doorkeeper. 
I insist that it is beyond the province of the Senate thus to dictate who 
shall be the officers of the House. If that body will not allow us any 
voice in controlling the compensation of its officers, I insist with greater 
1·eason that it has no ·right to· come here and dictate to us who shall be 
our officers. It is an interference to which I for one will not submit 
for a single moment. If we once yield this principle to the Senate that 
body will in the end dictate the appointment of our other officers. I 
trust, there.fure, the House will not in this case concede so important a 
principle. Let us regulate the appointment of our own officers. The 
object of thia amendment is to legislate somebody out of office and to 
put somebod_y else in. I am not in favor of this way of getting rid of 
officers. If we have doing duty for this Honse officers whom we ought 
not to have, there is a method by which they can be removed; but with 
my consent it can not be done through the dictation of the Senate. I 
I trust, therefore, that the House will non-concur in this amendment 
to strike out the name of ''George A. Bacon.'' 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we understand sufficiently to have a yote. 
[Cries of "Vote!"] 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope the Chair will state the question upon which 
we are called to vote. 

The CHA.IRM.A.N. The question is on the motion to non-concur in 
the amendment of tbe Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to concur iu the amendments of the Senate, 
anll that under the rule, I insist, takes precedence. 

The CHAIR.llAN. The. question will be stated on the motion to 
concur. · 

The Sr:ilate amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Twenty-eighth of the Senat.e: Insert the names of "A. H. Pickens and H. T. 

Lyle;" so it will read.: 
· "Two chief pages (A. H. Pickens and H. T. Lyle), at $900 each." 

Mr. 1\!cMILLIN. I move to non-concur in that amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HOL:AIAN. I am instructed by the committee to move concur
rence. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to be hearJ for a moment on that amend
ment. This amendment of the Senate is as follows, if I can have the 
attention of the committee, and I will not occupy it but for a few min
utes: 

The J.>ill provides fo.r two chief pages, at $900 each. The Senate 
amendment is to insert the names of A. H. Pickens and H. T. Lyle. 
One of these chief pages is provided for under the lead of the gentle
man from Pennsylvania in the sundry civil bill for the year 1886, 
namely, A. H. Pickens. The other chief page, H. T. Lyle, was recom
mended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Now, the object of appointing these chief pages was that we might 
have two. competent pages on the floor of the House, maintaining one 
on that side of the House, where he has been for years, and one on this 
side of the House. 

Gentlemen understand about this page business as well as I do. They 
are very clever boys, yet most of them are too young to be expert in the 
performance of their duties. -

Mr. McbiiLLIN. Will the gentleman from illinois permit me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not a fact that the name of H. T. Lyle was 

never borne in the bill before? 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
:Air. McMILLIN. Was it not inserted in the Senate? 
1\fr. CANNON. Yes; it was inserted in the Senate. Is there any 

other que8tion the gentleman wants to ask me? If the gentleman has 
any further question to ask I should be very glad to answer it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How was ittheSenatecame to insert these names? 
Mr. CANNON. I will give you all the information I ha.ve about it 

with great pleasure. When the Senate reported this bill to the Senate 
from the Committee on .Appropriations they reported it without any 
oonsultation or communication with me. I think when it was reported 
it had the names of Chancey and several other employes~ as the gentle
man will find if he will examine it. After it was reported for the :trrst 
time I went to a Senator and suggested to him that as the bill w.as 
originally reported to the House it had th~ names of A. H. Pickens and 
H. T. Lyle in it, and if any names were to go in I should be glad to 
see them restored. I presume it was in consequence of that suggestion 
of mine these names have been inserted in this bilL I do not know 
that is the case, but I suspect it is_. 

To come back now to the point where I was interrupted. I know 
these gentlemen who are the chief pages h~re. H. T. Lyle is on this 
side of the House. I believe he lives in the District. Certainly he is 
not from my district or my State.. If he has any politics, I do not know 
whether they are Republican or Democratic, and I do not care. But I 
do know and believe he is one of the best pages who has ever been in 
this House. I do not say this to detract from the service rendered by 
others. To many of us on this side of the House his services have be
come indispensable. A. H. Pickens, the chief page on the other side, 
is equally competent. He was put in the bill by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in conference. I thought it was proper, under the cir
cumstan.ces, to concur with the Senate. Th..'lt is all I wish to say. 

Mr. McMILLIN. .All I wish to say in support of my motion to 
non-concur is this: .As has bee_n seen by those who have examined the 
rules and Constitution, the power is fixed in this House to select its 
own officers. These names were inserted in the bill when it was first 
reported to the House, but the House in its discretion saw fit ·to strike 
them out. These names haYe been restored. by action of the Senate. 
The Senate amendment proposes to say who shall be officers of this 
House. For that reason I have moved to non-concur. 

Mr. CANNON. An additional word. Gentlemen of this House 
seem to have grown suddenly most wonderfully strict and wonderfully 
virtuous. Why you can turn through this . legislative, &c., appropri
ation act for year ending June 30, 1886, and you will find just such 
designations to places, not only in the House and in the Senate, but in 
the Executive Departments of the Government. 

I have one before me now, where under the lead of the gentleman from 
Indiana year after year this pronsion has prevailed in the appropria
tion bill, and I read it: 

For First Assistant Postmaster-General, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000, and while 
the office is held by the present incumbent; $500 additional. 

That is under the Executive, not under the House or the Senate, but 
an appointment under the Executive. That is written into the law in 
this very bill and has been there many years. 

Mr. HOLUAN. Yes; and thisman has been some fifty years in the 
service. 

Mr. RANDALL. We give him additional pay while he relllilined 
there, but that does not stop his being turned out. 

l\Ir. CANNON. I understand that, hut I am calling attention to 
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this special provision by name of employes. You have gone outside 
now of the legislative department and invaded the executive with the 
same provision. · 

I am quite sure if i t suits the majority of the House to say· that the 
Republican side.of the House, and the same on that side to some ex-

, tent, shall not be well served by competent pages I have no objection. 
I can stand it as well as you can. But it is a gracious thing to do. If, 
however, your stern sense of constitutional duty rises up like a tower 
and compels you to say we shall not be served by at least one page on 
each side of the Hou e who is thoroughly competent, then, in God's 
name, preserve your oaths but enforce the Constitution, But, after 
alJ, I think perhaps it would be just as wise to say that, while you 
' 'iolated the Constitution in a dozen other places it would hardly hurt 
to make a little violation here, where the object to be attained is one 
of convenience to all the members of the House in the transaction of 
the public business. All of this talk about designating a page or an 
officer in an appropriation bill to serve the House is in my opinion 
just so much twaddle. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is twaddle to put the names in. 
Mr. COMPTON. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, my friend from T611-

nessee would pretend that bcca.use this provision comes from the Sen
ate it is therefore in derogation of the dignity of the House, because, 
as a matter of faet, I think these names were originally reported in the 
bill, but were stricken out in the House on the point of order and have 
now been restored. 

That is the whole sum of it. Further, as I understand it, I do not 
know how correctly, but such is my impression, the restoration of the 
names in the bill meets with the approval of the majority of the com
mittee. 

Now, what is the purpose of the House? As has been well said by 
the gentleman from illinois, the purpose is to secure the services of 
competent, faithful, and efficient men; and certainly none are more 
competent, faithful: and efficient than the two young men who are 
named here in this amendment. · 

Again, if the House agrees to this amendment it will be the action of 
the House appointing its own employes, for without·its concurrent ac
tion this provision woul<l amount to nothing. If the House votes it 
down it goes for nothing. I appeal then to the House to consider the 
question upon its own merits and not consider it upon any question in
volving a mere technicality as to the dignity of the House, which is 
supposed to be offended by the incorporation of such ·a provision as an 
amendment at the other end of the CapitoL 

~Jr. HOLMAN. I trust we will have a vote now. 
The question being taken on concurring in the Senate amendment, 

the committee divided; and there were-ayes 72, noes 56. 
Mr. McMILLIN. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 

has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 
:Mr. McMILLIN and Mr. CANNON were appointed tellers. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 89, noes 

80. 
So the amendment was concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 30 and 31 were concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, and 

43 were seve1-ally non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 44 was concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 45, 46, and 47 were non-concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 48, 49, and 50 were concurred in. 
Ame11dment numbered 51 was read, as follows: 

Strike out, under the head of "TreaSury Department," t.he word3 " an in
spector of electric-light plants, gas, and fixtures for all public buildb1gs under 
control of the Treasury Department, $1,900." 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Why not concur in this amendment? It is 
apparently in the interest of economy. 

.M:r. HOLMAN. The committee thinks that possibly this is an inde
fensible position; but it may not be; and we have thought proper to 
ncn-concur in the Senate amendment to find out the object of the Senate 
in striking it out. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I did not suppose that my friend from Indi
ana needed evidenee on that point to show that it was a decrease of 
expenditure. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 52 was non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 53 was concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, and 

65 were non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 66 was read, as fellows: 

Strike out the following provision: 
"For additional force for continuing the adjustment of ~he a ccounts of the Sol

diers' Home in the office of the Second Auditor, under section 4818, Revised 
Statutes: Seven clerks at $810 each, and one at $720 per annum, $6,600." 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committeerecommendnon-concurrencein this 
amendment of the Senate. The object of striking out this provision is 
not known to the Committee on Appropriations, and for-the purpose of 
ascertaining that they have recommended non-concurrence. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think the committee ought to give some 
reason for non-concurring in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will see at once that you can not 
perceive what the motive is in •striking it out. The language of the 
provision is "for additional force for continuing the adjustment of these 
accounts." I suppose the gentleman from Kentucky is well aware 
what that is. Heretofore we have appropriated $lO,OOO.a year for that 
purpose. 

It was proposed to continue that appropriation nuder two provisions 
contained in this bill as it went from the House to the Senate. The 
Senate thought it desirable to strike those provisions out. What their 
purpose is is not known to the House Committee on Appropriations. 

The House has always regarded the question as an embarrassing one. 
It is claimed the Govemment is o'Ying the Soldiers' Home in the neigh
borhood of $2,000,000 ii·om pay of deserters, fines, forfeitures, &c., 
}Vhich belong under the law to the Soldiers' Home. The Senate may 
have some plan of adjusting that matter other than the looking over 
all these accounts for a long series of years. And for the purpose of 
having an opportunity to understand the motive of the Senate it is rec
ommended to non-concur. 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose if the House non-concurs in this amend
ment in addition to non-concurrence in the former amendment for a 
like force in the Comptroller's office it will throw the whole question 
into conference. And I take it that the conference committee, subject 
to subsequent appropriation by the Honse, might have jurisdiction to 
propose some scheme other than the auditing of the.5e accounts. 

Gentlemen will understand after the statement of the geutlema.n 
from Indiana [Mr. HourAN] that under the act establishing the Sol
diers' Home here at Washington there is due from pay of deserters, 
from pay of soldiers who have deceased and had no legal representa
tives, from :fines levied by courts-martial, &c., probably, as the gentle
man stated, in the neighborhood of $2,000,000. Now for four or five 
yea.rs we have provided a force at an expense of 25,000 or $35,000 a 
year to audit these claims, and I understand they have got about as far 
as the year 1844, and at this rate it would take thirty or forty years yet 
to fully examine the books and audit these claims. 

I have the impression that the Senate thought it wise, or was of the 
opinion, that we should give a lump sum to the Soldiers' Home at ·once 
in lieu of these amounts, or that we should appropriate from year to 
year and save this amount for the force engaged in auditing the accounts. 
I must say for one I am in harmony with that view, because in the end, 
if we go on auditing these claims, we will have to pay them anyhow to 
the Soldiers' Home, which exists by our legislation, and which we must 
necessarily support. I think it would be wise to arrange to give a sum 
in lump in satisfaction of all these claims, and do away with this con
stant spending of money for thirty or forty years to come. 

Mr. R.ANDALL. I think it is safer to non-concur. That gives the 
committee of conference full jurisdiction of the subject; and we will 
learn w~ether the Senate desires to make such an appropriation as has 
been suggested. If so, it can be inserted in the sundry civil or in the 
deficiency bill. • 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendments 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, and 77 were non-

concurred in. · 
Amendments 78, 79, 80, 81, under the head of "Office of Construc-

tion of Standard Weights and Measures," were read, as follows: 
Strike out "and mechanician." 
Insert "one mechanician at $4 per day." 
Strike out the word "laborer" and insert the word "watchman." 
Strike out "$2,225" and insert "$3,537." 

Mr. HOLMAN. It may be that upon a further examination it may 
app~r that some additional force is required in this small office. Mean
w bile the committee have recommended non-concurrence. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 
Amendments 82, 83, 84, 85 were concurred in. 
Amendments 86, 87, 88 were non-concurred in. 
Amendment 89 wa8 read, as follows: 

In ~ ine 1114 strike out " $4,000" and insert " $4,500; " so that it would reo.d: 
" Office of assistant treasurer at Baltimore : For assistant treasurer, &4,500." 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
1\Ir. CANNON. I think the recommendation was to concur. 
The question being taken, the amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendment 90 was non-concurred in. 
Amendment 91 was read, as follows: 
In line 1124 strike out" $4,500 " and insert "$5,000; " so that it would rend: 
"Office of aasistant treasurer at Boston: For assistant treasm·er, $5,000." 

Mr. LONG. I move to concur in this amendment. This matter was 
considered in the Committee of the Whole when the bill was under 
consideration a week or two ago. The salary of the assistant treasurer 
at Boston has been $5,000 for a number of years. The bill as reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations reduced the salary to $4,500. In 
Committee of the Whole it was moved to amend by restoring the salary 
to $5,000, the same as it has been for the last few years. The Com
mittee of the Whole voted by a large majority of some 80 to 40 to restore 
the salary to $5,000. When the matter was reported to the House this 
Boston item got mixed with some others, and the House had perhaps 
forgotten the discussion in the Committee of the Wllole. The result 
was that the amendment was rejected, and the bill went to the Senate 
with $4,500 as the salary of this officer. The Senate has now restored 
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it to $5,000. I move to concur in the amendment. The r~sons arc·: 
First, $5,000 is a reasonable sum. 

· The amount of money involved is some $126,000,000. As I said be
fore, the salary for a number of years bas been $5,000. The question is 
very different_ from what it would be if we were establishing the salary, · 
for the question now is whether we shall cut down a salary which is 
already fixed at $5,000. No reason exists for cutting it down. No 
reason exists why this House should impose a fine upon the assistant 
treasurer at Boston by reducing his salary $500. It is very difficult 
to find a man to fill the place on account of the large bond that is re
quired. In behalf of the faithful officer who now occupies the place, 
in behalf of the man who shall next fill the place, should another be 
selected, in view of the large bond and the large responsibility, in view 
of the rate of salary usually attaching to such an office as thi~, I trust 
that the House will concur in the Senate amendment, and the amount 
of this salary be kept what it has been. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, it is true that the unrecorded vote 
of the Committee of the Whole favored keeping tbis salary up, but when 
the recorded vote came in the House it was in favor of letting the sal
ary stand at the amount originally recommended by the Committee on 
.Appropriations. 

The amendment was non-concurred in-yeas 50, nays 64. 
.Amendment No. 92 was concurred in. 
Amendment 93 was non-concurred in. 
On motion of Mr: HOLMAN, amendments 94, 95, 96, 97, and 98 were 

read together ap.d non-concurred in. 
Amendments 99 and 100 were read; amendment 99 inserting in lines 

1180 and 1181 the following: .Assistant cashier and vault clerk, $3,200; 
and amendment 100 striking out in line 1210 "sixty-five thousand 
two " and inserting ''sixty-eight thousand four.'' 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, since these amendments were con
sidered by the Committee on .Appropriations the subtreasurer at New 
York has been in this city, and as the members of the committee are 
present and I desire that this subject may be further considered by the 
conferees of the two Houses, I will ask that, as a matter of form, these 
two amendments be non-concurred in. 

Mr. RANDALL. I individually have no objection to that course. 
The amendments were non-concurred in. 
.Amendments 101, 102, 103, and 104 were non-concurred in. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that amendments 105, 106, and 107 be re

ported together. 
The amendments were read; . amendment No. 105 increasing appro

priation for the salary of the governor of Alask:1 from $2, 600 to $3,000, 
and amendment No. 106 increasing the appropriation for the salary of 
the judge of Alaska from $2,500 to $3,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Tbecommitteerecommend.non-concurrence in those 
amendments. 

Mr. BURNES. I move to concur in the three Senate amendments 
that have just been read. The_:first one restores the salary of the gov
ernor to $3,000, the amount :fixed by the law organizing the Territory 
of .Alaska. The second amendment restores the salary of the district 
judge to $3,000, the amount of that salary having been :fixed in the law 
orga.D.izing the Territory. The third amendment simply has reference 
to the amount of these two salaries. I can not add any force to the 
declaration of the law that each of these officers shall have a salaryof 
$3,000 a year, yet I submit that the governor of .Alaska and the judge 
in Alaska ought to receive $3,000 a year each, not only because it is not 
too great a salary, but because the law bas fixed it, and those gentle
men have gone to the place of their duties under the belief that they 
were each to receive that salary. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is the governor there now? 
Mr. BURNES. He is there now so far as ~know. The judge is 

there, and I presume the governor is there. It is a hardship, I had 
almost said an outrage, that· gentlemen are sent off two or three thou
sand miles in the belief that they will be protected by the statute law 
of the country, and after they have gone to their :fields of labor to have 
their salaries cut down in order t.o deprive them of $400 each. It is 
pitiful, and I submit it to this House with absolute confidence. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the committee will take into consideration one 
or two facts in connection with this .Alaska matter. In the :first place, 
it must be remembered that it costs a governor from $500 to $1,000 a 
year more to live in .Ala-ska t:P.an in any other Territory of the United 
States. There is only one steamship line by which communication can 
be bad with the States, and that makes semi-monthly trips, and is to 
all intents and purposes a monopoly, charging just what it pleases for 
freight. Besides that, the opportunity for purchasing supplies for 
housekeeping there is very restricted, and prices are 50 per cent. higher 
than in other Territories which are accessible by railroad. Then there 
is to be added the expense of going and coming, which is about $300 
more than in the case of any other Territory. I agree with the gentle
man from Missouri [1\Ir. BUBNES] thatwherethelawhasfixed a salary 
for the governor of this far-off region it is an outrage for Congress to 
cut down that salary under the circumstances. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. .Are these officers allowed any mileage or 
traveling expenses? 

Mr. HILL. They are allowed no mileage Qr expenses at all. 

Mr. BURNES. None whatever. 
Mr. RANDALL. Do not they usually go in a Government vessel? 
l\Ir. HILL. I do notknowbowthey go. I supposethey go the best 

way they can, as we all come to Washington. We generally come here 
on a railroad pass. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sk 
Mr. HILL. A gentleman asked where the governor was. The gov

ernor of Alaska was here to attend some business in connection with 
his Territory, because that Territory has no Delegate in Congress, but 
be is now and has been for three or four weeks on his way back to his 
post of duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He was here, I believe, a gQod while, and all his 
predecessors have been here eyer since they were appointed. 

Mr. HILL. Governor Swineford was in .Alaska and staid there until 
he ascertained the wants of the Territocy. He then came here and 
remained just five weeks, and he was before the Committee on Territo
ries every day that he was here. He leftheresomefour weeksago, and 
is now on bis way back to his post of duty. I know tills, because I have 
been in communication with him since: · 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman give us some ide..'\ of what this 
officer does when he is up there? 

Mr. HILL. I suppose he attends, like every other governor, to the 
duties which the law prescribes. What they are I do not kn~w, for 
I was never there. 

Mr. DOCKERY. - The inquiry of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
IJ"OLMAN] is not pertinent. If the office is a useless one, it ought to 
be abolished. 

Mr. HOLMAN. · I think it ought to be. 
Mr. DOCKERY. If so, bring in your bill, and if the necessary facts 

are exhibited I will vote to abolish the office. But the l:1w at present 
provides this salary; and as the duties are performed at so remote :1 
point, it seems to me the House ought to concur in this amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ..Mr. Chairman, the highest Sl11ary we pay to any 
Territorial governor; except the governor of Alaska, is $2,600. The 
reason the salary of tills particular governor was placed above the general 
level was that the office was provided for in a general bill, and it is 
always our experience that when we provide a salary by a separate act 
the salary is :fixed above the general range. In former years the gov
ernors of all the Terri to~ies received $3,000 each. . In 1876 these salaries 
were reduced to $2,600, and no illgher Sl1lary has been paid since that · 
time to any Territorial governor, except in this one instance. It is not 
beli~ved the governor of that Territory has any duties to perform. 
Every winter for several years past he bas been here at the capital. The 
Committee on .Appropriations think a Sl1lary of $2,600 is ample. 

Mr. HILL . . Mr. Chairman, one word more. The distinguished gen
tleman from Indiana. urges that $2,600 is the salary paid to other Ter
ritorial governors. Does he not knowthatwe make a difference in the 
salaries of United States judges that these judges received higller pay 
in some districts than in others? Does he not know that the cost of 
living was higher a few years ago than it is now; and does he not know 
that there is a vast difference between living in Alask:1 and living, fox: 
instance, in Dakota? I have no doubt the gentleman himself would , 
rather serve as govem9r of Dakota for $1,500 than in .Alaska for 
$3,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Fifteen hundred dollars would be an ample salar-y. 
Mr. HILL. I hope the gentleman does not estimate the usefulness 

of everybody else by his own. [Laughter.] 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, there is no reason why the gov

ernor of .Alaska should receive a higher salary than the governor of any 
other Territory. In this very bill the salary of every other Territorial 
governor is :fixed at $2,600. We propose that the govemo~ of Abska 
shall receive the same salary as the governors of Dakota, Idaho, Ari
zona, Montana, New Mexico, Utah, and I believe Washington. If we 
now agree to fix this salary at $3,000 there will naturally be an effort 
made to raise the salaries of the other Territorial governors to the same 
level. • 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; that is what will follow. 
The question being taken. on the motion of Mr. BURNES to concur in 

the amendment of the Sen:1te, there were-ayes 52, noes 35. 
Mr. HOLMAN. No quomm. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HoL::U:AN and Mr. BURNES were ap

pointed. 
. The committee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 79, 

noes 45. 
So the motion of Mr. BURNES was agreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. We shall have a vote in the House on this ques

tion. 
The one hundred and eighth and one hundred and ninth amend

ments were read and concurred in. 
The one hundred and tenth, one hundred and eleventh, one hundred 

and twelfth, and one hundred and thirteenth amendments were read 
and non-concurred in. 

The one hundred and fourteenth, one hundred and fifteenth, one 
hundred and sixteenth, one hundred and seventeenth, and one hun-· 
dred and eighteenth amendments were read and concurred in. 
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The one hundred and-nineteenth amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert after the appropriations for "Office of Publication of Records of theRe-

bellion" the folio ing: ·. 
"And hereafter the records prepared for publication under this appropriation 

shall contain only the records of the war of the rebellion covering contempo
raneous events, arranged chronologically, according to the provisions of the act 
of June 23,1874,making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of t-he Govern
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1875. And the evidence taken by the 
court-martial on the trial of Fitz-J ohn Porter, together with ~he report thereon 
by Judge Holt to President Lincoln, shall be printed in connection with matter 
already printed concerning the proceedings of said court-martial." . 

l'tir. HOLMAN. The Committee on· Appropriations recommend con
currence in this amendment of the Senate with an amendment, to in
sert after the words "President Lincoln" the clause which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows:· 
Also any papers on behalf of the defense in said court-martial directly con

nected with the proceedings of the same, and contemporaneous therewith, that 
have not been already published in any previons volume of said.records. 

l'tfr. REED, of Maine. I submit, 1\fr. Chairman, that a motion to 
concur takes precedence of the proposition to concur with an amend
ment. 

The CHAIRl'ti.AN. The Chair thinks not. 
l't!r. REED, of Maine. I submit that a motion to concur without 

amendment must t.:'lke precedence of a motion to concur with an amend
ment, because simple concurrence tends to an immediate agreement be
tween the two Houses. The ground on which a motion to concur t..'l.keg 
precedence of a motion for non-concurrence is that the motion to concur 
brings the two Houses more promptly to an agreement. The same 
reason must goy ern in this case, and give precedence to a motion to con
cur without amendment as against a motion to concur with an amend· 
ment. 

The House must haYe the right to c~mcur with the exact words of an 
amendment first. That must be the principle of parliamentary law. 

The CH.A.IRMA.r.~. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Maine is 
correct, and that the question on concurrence is first to be put. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I move to concur. 
· The committee divided; and there were-ayes 56, noes 75. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. No quorum. 
Ur. REED, of Maine, and Mr. HoL."\r.AN were appointed tellel'8. 
The committee ~aain divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 7 4, noes 

"89. 
So the House refused to concur in the Senate amendment. 
Mr. HOLUA~. I now ask that the question shall be put on the 

amendment of the committee to the amendment of the Senate. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has already been read, but it 

will be read again. 
The amendment to the amendment wa.cs again read. 
.Mr. BUTTERWORTH. First, l'tlr. Chairman, I desire to ask of the 

Chair this question. It is a parliamentary inquiry. If the House 
shall agree to concur with the amendment, of coun;e that sends the bill, 
or rather the amendment, to the committee of conference. Do they 
then have jurisdiction of the whole subject-matter, or is their juris
diction confined to consideration of the amendment of the House ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The juiisdiction of the conference would be to the 
whole subject-matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair does not de
sire to rule on a matter which is not before him and probably never 
will be. 

1\Ir. BUTTERWORTH. For, sir, the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations is a little broader than I thought it was. It was 
presented in the Committee on Appropriations, and if it is in order to 
speak of what occurred in the committee I may s:: y to this extent at 
lef1St, that the motion to concur with an amendment was adopted by 
the committee. My memorymaybe at fault, but I think the scope of 
the amendment as presented to the Committee of the Whole is broader 
than it was, or as I understood it to be, when offered in committee. It 
is, to my mind, too broad, becaUse it contemplates the insertion in the 
record not merely of papers, or such part of the papers, as necessarily 
and properly form a part of the record of the case, but ·opens up a much 
wider range. 

1\Ir. RANDALL. The word contemporaneous is there. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of course; I understand perfectly that the 

word contemporaneous is used, but that might admit every magazine 
article, every suggestion ventured or cast on the wave of public opinion 
if it was only contemporaneously expressed or written. 

If the amendment be adopted it should be confined to those papers 
which are pertinent to and form a part of the record of the trial 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language of the amendment is confined to such 
papers as are directly connected with the proceeding. How could it be 
any more explicit? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is there any objection to inserting apt words 
to limit the scope of the amendment as I have suggested? 

1\fr. HOLMAN. The words suggested do not make i~ any more ex
plicit. 
· .Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If they are not more explicit it will not 
hurt. 

· Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques
tion? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 
1\fr. CANNON. \Vhymake the amendment broader than the amend

ment of the Senate, which is as follows: 
And the evidence taken by the court-martial on the trial of Fitz-John Porter, 

together with the report thereon by Judge Holt to President Lincoln, shnJl be 
printed in connection with matter already printed concerning the proceedings 
of said court-martial. 

The proper scope of the amendment it seems to me should be the 
papers in connection with the defense. I suppose that is properly in
cluded in the Senate amendment. This amendment says papers. I 
presume that would include argument of counsel for Fitz-J ohn Porter, 
and the. argument of counsel against him would not go in. 

Mr. BTITTERWORTH. Thatisthepoint, Iwillsaytomycolleague 
on the committee, against which I protest. I am not going to di cuss 
the subject-matter treated of in the record, although I have solid con
Yictions upon it; but I wish to state how this controversy arose. It 
appears that in the compilation of the annals of the war, which is the 
compilation of the record of events as they transpired, as the same is 
disclosed in the papers and manuscripts filed in the War Department, 
the documents which contained the account of the arraignment and 
trial ofFitz-John Porter were reached in their order. 

It appears from an inspection of a volume of the compilation which 
has been completed in which the record of the trial and sentence of 
Fitz-JohnPorter should appear there is a very meager account of that 
proceeding. That brief statement being complete, the compiling offi
cer, under what influence I do not know, lea.ps forward over the records 
of a quarter of a·century and inserted in full display the entire pro
ceedings of the Schofield board which reviewed the proceedings of the 
court-martial before which Porter was tried, and inserted also the pro
ceedings of Congress for the relief of Porter and everything else that 
tended in any way to operate as a vindica-tion of Fitz-J ohn Porter. 
All that matter he inserts as a part of the record of 1862. He makes 
an entry nunc pro tnnc, except he reverses the usual order by recording 
the events of the distant future as if they occurred to-day. 

It may be urged, and I do not dispute it, that in one aspect of the 
case it is a matter of even-handed justice. But it was an unwarmnted 
exercise of authority, and the Senate did not regard it as a. proper thing 
to do in compiling the annals of 1862 to reach forward to and include 
the events occurring in 1886. Besides the record as made was unfair 
and partial, and to undo the wrong and correct the error as far as pos· 
sible the Senate adopted the amendment which we are now seeking to 
amend. The Senate amendment seeks to require the compiling officer 
to include in his compilation such records at least as would suggest the 
character and enormity of Porter's offense and the judgment thereon of 
the men who bad to judge of it on the trial, which as it appears i en

·tirely garbled or singularly omitted. 
The amendment, on the other baud, sugge:->ted by the Committee on 

Appropriations is-and there is a savor of abstract justice about it
that, in enlarging the record, that which properly pertains to the de
fense of Fitz-John Porter should go in. From the standpoint of .the 
gentlemen on the other side that is fair, and I would not complain of 
it if the amendment was not so sweeping. If I catch it correctly as 
read from the desk it is too wide. It admits contemporaneous papen 
pertaining to the subject, the opinions of military men--

1\Ir. HOL~1AN. Not pertaining to, but, as the language provides, 
"connected therewith." 

~fr. BUTTERWORTH. And that, the gentleman must see, would 
admit the argument of the defense. 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly; for that is a part of the proceeding. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\Ir. BUTTERWORTH. I only ask a moment to say to my friend 

I only want that which properly pertains to the trial to be inserted, 
and that does not include the argument of counsel. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will remember that there was some 
ambiguity in the la.ngnage as drawn in the first instance, but as :finally 
adopted by the committee it is in these words: 

.Any papers on behalf of the defense in said court-martial directly connected 
with the proceedings of the same and contemporaneous therewith that have 
not been already published in any previons Yolume of said records. 

Which are exceedingly specific and de::fini te words. It refers only to 
papers. as will be seen, directly connected with the proceedings. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to < k the gentleman from Indiana 
what he miderstands would be included under the language of that 
amendment? 

Mr. HOL~IAN. Only matters connected directly with the record.. 
1\Ir. CUTCHEON. With the record of the trial? 
Mr. HOLYA.N. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the gentleman think that would include, 

for instance, the argument of Reverdy Johnson? 
1\Ir. HOL1\1AN. I think that if among the papers filed among the 

records there is a defense of Fitz-John Porter it would bo admissible 
under this amen.dment. 

1\fr. BOUTELLE. What kind of defense; the~rguments of con.nsel? 
1\Ir. HOLMAN.· Any of the official files ought to go iu. 
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· Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think this can be arranged to work even

handed justice; at least I think it can be by a little amendment of the 
phraseology. The Senate amendment, my friend wilY observe, does 
not contemplate the introduction of argument of counsel a,aainst 'Fitz
John Porter, or, indeed, the argument of counsel at all. So I insist, 
if my friend pleases, that this amendment should be confined to the 
official records in the case, the official :file3, if you please, and the lan
guage of the amendment gan certainly be so drawn as not to throw out 
a drag-net and bring in a thousand and one things that the friends of 
Fitz-J ohn Porter would like to have inserted because they are sooth
ing to his pride and a balm to his honor. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me to suggest to my friend from Ohio that 
the language of the Senate amendment seems to cover the point. 

And the evidence taken by the court-martial

That means the evidence for and against-
on the trial of Fitz-John Porter, together with the report thereon of Judge 
Holt to President Lincoln, shall be printed, &c. 

That includes the whole of the record proper. There is nothing in 
the record I take it but the evidence that is embodied in the record. 

~1r. HOLMAN. Is it proper that the report made and embodied in 
the record by Judge Holt--

1\fr. BOUTELLE. He was the Judge-Advocate-General. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not care whether he was the Judge-Advocate

General or not, he was the prosecuting attorney. 
1\fr. BOUTELLE. No, sir; he wastheJudge-Advocate-General, and 

he could not be the prosecuting attorney. • 
Mr. HOLMAN. Well, whatever you call it, it is the same thing. 
1\fi·. LAIRD. He was in fact the prosecuting attorney. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I say, is it l'ight that that should go in and yet the 

defense of Fitz-J ohn Porter should not be permitted to go in? I sub-
mit that is not a matter of fairness. · 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There can be no difficulty in getting in what 
pertains to the record; but I take it that is all that could or ought prop
erly to be admitted. I suggest then this amendment, that after the word 
'' Lincoln,'' in line 1722, insert: 

Also any papers on behalf of the defense in said court-martial directly con
nected therewith and forming part of the official record in said case. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That would not do. You only get the papers of 
the defense that form a part of the official proceedings. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But the Senate amendment ~overs the en
tire report of the trial. 

ft{r. BOUTELLE. The Senate amendment simply covers the evi
dence. Now you want to put in all the papers connected with the 
record, and yon have no provision stating what papers shall be consid
ered in connection with the record and which may be published. 

lli. BUTTERWORTH. We can say "for and against." 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to make a suggestion to the gentleman 

from Indiana. This Senate amendment provides distinctly for print
ing all the evidence, does it not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. And the only other provision in the Senate amend

ment is that there shall be printed one specific paper, the report of Judge 
Holt. Now, if anybody desires that any other paper shall be printed 
that is not a part of the evidence provided for by the Senate amend
ment, why not specifY that specifically as the Senate amendment speci-
fies the report of Judge Holt? • 

Let us know what the documents are you want to print. This makes 
a. distinct and clearly understood statement. If you want to put in the 
argument of Reverdy Johnson, or this, that, or the other thing, say so 
specifically. But the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] is broad enough to cover every newspaper article that ap
peared at the time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no. The language is, "directly connected 
with." 

Mr. HOLl\IAN. I hope we will have a vote. 
lli. BOUTELLE. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to amend his 

amendment so as to state specifically what he wants to print. 
1\Ir. CUTCHEON. The proceedings of a court-martial consist, first 

of charges and specifications; second, the evidence applicable thereto; 
and third,. the summing :UP by the officers of the court; and then the 
finding. Counsel are permitted in general courts-martial, but argu
ments of counsel do not constitute a portion of the official proceedings. 

Mr. HOLUAN. Do they not stand upon the same footing as the 
paper of Judge Hoi t ? 

Mr. REED, of 1\Iainc. Not on the same footing. His is an official 
report. 

Mr. CUTCHEO.N. Colonel Scott, in the compilation of the records 
of the war, in part 2 of volume 12, when he reached that part of the 
annalsrelatingto the second Bull Run campaign and the charges against 
General Fitz-J ohn Porter, proceeded to embody in the annals of the 
rebellion the entire proceedings of the so-called Schofield board an en
tirely unofficial board, convened without any authority of la~. He 
came down near a quarter of a century to put into the current annals 
of the rebellion a chapter that was left to posterity, as we may say. 
Now the Senate amendment proposes to go ba-ck, and as an antidote to 
tbut to insert first the evidence taken upon the trial; and there are no 

papers that are directly connected with the trial that were not put in 
evidence or did not constitute a portion of the proceedings of the trial. 

But when Congress came to publish the proceedings of the general 
court-martial, Congress printed, together with the official proceedings 
and with the summing up of Judge-Advocate-General Holt, the argu
ment of Reverdy Johnson, and it constitutes part of the document which 
you will now find in the library. · 

The only other document not provided for by the Senate amendment, 
which provides for the evidence, the summing up, the report of Judge
Advocate-Genera~ Holt, is the argument of Reverdy Johnson, the 
counsel for Fitz-J ohn Porter. Now, if any one wants that to go in along
side the argument of Judge Holt I have no objection. Only let us 
make it specific. Let the language be employed, ''together with the 
argument or summing up of Reverdy Johnson, counsel for defendant." 

I have no objection to the two papers going together. But, as the 
gentleman from Ohio [Ur. BUTTERWORTH] has said, let us be specific; 
let us hedge this up so that there will be a.n end somewhere of stuffing 
the public records with the proceedings in this case. 

1\Ir. WARNER, of Ohio. I think the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Michigan is a fair one. 

lli. BUTTERWORTH. Is the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Michigan satisfactory to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL-
1\I.AN]? . 

1\Ir. HOLMAN. I am not sufficiently familiar with the subject to 
be able to answer that question. My own judgment at this moment 
is that the proposition· of the gentleman from Michigan is an entirely 
proper one; that the review by Judge Holt on the one side and the 
argument of Reverdy Johnson on the other are the two papers outside 
of the record which should come in. But, as I have said, I am not 
sufficiently familiar with the case to know what is proper and what is 
not. It seems to me the House can well afford to let this go to the con
ferees. · 

. :Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to make another suggestion. This 
amendment should be so framed that these things should be published 
together and not separately. That is not provided for here. They 
should not be printed in disjointed fragments. 

1\fr. HOLMAN. I think that can be easily provided for by the con
ferees. I call for a vote. -

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana to concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment. 
. The question being put, the chairman stated that the ''ayes'' seemed 
to have it. 

1\Ir. BOUTELLE. I call for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 81, noes 70. 
Mr. BUT.rERWORTH. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. Alquorum not having Toted, the Chair appoints 

as tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLl\I.AN] and the gentle
man from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] .. 

Before the"vote had been announced, 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH said: While the tellers are waiting for gen

tlemen to vote I wish to say to the gentleman from Indiana that what 
I proposed was to add after thew'ords in his amendment" directly con
nected with" the words ''and a part of the official records in said 
cause." 

Mr. HOLMAN (oneofthe tellers.) As I have already said, I think 
that may be left to the conferees. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
The count was continued; and thl3 tellers reported-ayes 102, noes 

36. . 
Mr. BOUTELLE. In consideration of an understanding to have a 

yea-and-nay vote in the Honse on this proposition, I do not insist on 
the point as to a quorum. 

So (further count-not being called for) the motion of Mr. HoLl\I.AN to 
concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment was agreed to 

Amendments numbered 120, 121, 12-2, 123, 124, 125, and 126 w.ere 
non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 127, 128, 129, and 130 were non-concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 131 and 132 were non-concurred in. · 
Amendments numbered 133, 134, and 135 were non:concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 136 and 137 were non-concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 138 and 139 were concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 140 and 141 were non-concurred in. 
Amendment No. 142 was read, as follows: · 

Six additional persons, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, to aid 
him in determining appeals from the Commissioner of Pensions, and from whom 
he may constitute two additional boards of pension appeals, whose term of 
s~rv~ce shall expire at the close of the fiscal year 1887, at $2,000 each; two spe
etal mspectors connected with the administration of the public-land service, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, and to be subject to his direction, 
at $2,500 each. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 1\Ir. Chairman, I want to ask my friend 
from Indiana a question. Will he please advise the House whether or 
not the effect of amendment No. 142 will not be to take a certain num
ber of appointees out of the operation of the civil-service law? I have 
not looked at the question carefully, but that is my impression. 

l\1r. HOLMAN. That is not the purpose. That is a Senate amend
ment, and the committee recommend non-concurrence. 
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Amendments numbered 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, and 148 were 
non-concurred in. 

Amendment.'3 numbered 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, and 155 were 
non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 156 was read, increasing the appropriation for 
the chief clerk and Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs to $3,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence in that 
amendment, with the following amendment: In lieu of the sum pro- -
posed by said amendment insert "$2,500." · 

Mr. STORM. I move that the Senate amendment be concurred in. 
Mr. Chairman, my motion has precedence, I ta.ke it, over the motion 

of the gentleman from Indiana. That is in accordance with the pre-
vious ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled wrongly before, and docs not 
care to do so again. The Chair holds that the motion of the gentle
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is in order. 

Mr. STORM. Then I desire to be recognized for the purpose of being 
heard on this question. As the Senate has amended this provision it 
stands precisely as it stood when the bill came from the Committee on 
Appropriations: The point of order was made upon it by the gentle
man from Minnesota (Mr. NELSON], and the Chair sustained the point 
of order so far as striking out the increase of salary was concerned and 

. overruled it on the question of creating the office. 
In other words, the decision said while he could not have the increased 

compensation he might be permitted to perform the additional labor. 
The amendment compels the new officer to perform the duties of two 
offices for $3,000, which in the corresponding grades . in the other De
partments cost between $5,000 and $6,'000. 

As I have said, the Senate has now by an amendment restored the bill 
exactly to the shape it was in when it came from the Committee· on Ap
propriations. This amendment is just and proper. The bill now creates 
tee office of assistant commissioner, and imposes upon the assistant 
commissioner the additional duty of chief clerk. He is required to 
perform the duties of both those officers under the designation of as
sistant commissioner. The salary of the chief clerk now is $2,000. 
He is to have thrown upon him the additional duties of assistant com
missioner. It is proposed to increase the salat·y $500; it is troe--

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that 
all the other assistants get $3,000? 

Mr. STORM. Every one of them. More than that; in the Pension 
Office the two assistant commissioners get $3,600 each. It is but just 
that this officer should receive the salary which other assistants re
ceive and which is provided for in this amendment; and I would like 
to hear some statement or reason why this amendment should not be 
concurred in. Why should not this officer have this salary of $3,000, 
inasmuch as he has to perform the duties of both assistant commis-
sioner and chief clerk ? -

:Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And in the absence of the CommiSsioner 
h'e must necessarily act as Commissioner. 

M:r. STORU. Yes; in the absence .oftbe Commissioner he must act 
as Commissioner. Furthermore, it has been found that the Commis
sioner of Indian Affairs has to discharge the duties of his office in a dif
ferent manner from that in which the other Commissioners perform their 
duties. The Commissioner of Pensions, the Commissioner of Public 
Lands, and the Commissioner of Patents can perform their duties here 
in their offices in the Department, but it bas been found in practice 
that in order to the proper discharge of the duties of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs he must go into the field and inspect the operations 
going on there. 

In the absence of the Commissioner the office work here must go on. 
For several months in the year then the assistant commissioner must do 
his work and assume much graver responsibilities than are imposed on 
similar officers in the other bureaus. The kind of talent and execu
tive ability required in this officer would in private business command 
double the salary proposed by the Senate amendment. Any one ac
quainted with General Upshaw, the present efficient and accomplished 
chief clerk, will at mice agree with me that the salary we propose is 
sma1l. 

This office is as important as any of the corresponding offices in other 
departments. It now distributes $6,000,000 of appropriations under 
some four hundred heads and subheads of the appropriation bills. 
Clearly if any assistant commissioner ic:; charged with important duties 
it is the assistant commissioner of Indian Affairs; and it passes my com
prehension how it was that the Committee on Appropriations, while 
recognizing the duties to be performed and creating this office, refused 
to allow the compensation which is given to all other officers of similar 
grade. I hope the Senate amendment will be concurred in. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the motion of my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. STORM] will prevail. This officer is to 
have imposed upon him double duties, more onerous than those of any 
other assistant commissioner. He is to act both as chief clerk and as 
assistant commissioner. 

Mr. HOLUAN. The gentleman will allow me to ask, who has per
formed the duties of assistant commissioner during the absence of the 
Commissioner within the last twelve months? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There never has been any assistant commis-

sioner; and the office during the absence of the Commissioner has been 
left in the hands of a clerk. · 

Mr. HOLMAN. But who performed the duties of the Commissioner 
at such times? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This clerk performed a part of the duty, but 
he was never authorized by law to perform the responsible duties con
templated in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are there any other dutiQS to be performed during 
the absence of the Commissioner than those which this subordinate has 
performed? · 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, there is quite a different class of duties. 
Mr. HOLMAN. How did it happen, then, that there was no person 

there to perform them? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. That was a defect in the law. 
Mr. HOLMAN. But who actually a-dministered the office during the 

absence of the Commissioner ? 
1rlr. RYAN. Every official paper had to be signed by the Commis

sioner, and thus many papers were obliged to await his return before 
they could be sent out. There was no officer authorized to represent 
him officially. 

1t!r. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, heretofore when the Commis
sioner of Indian Affairs has been compelled to be absent the control of 
the business of the office has been placed in the hands of a mere clerk
a chief clerk as we term him--

1\Ir. HOLMAN. And no public interest bas suffered. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The scope of his authority was so limited that 

many important matters which ought to have been performed in the 
absence of the Commissioner were necessarily left undone, for the rea
son that no officer was invested by law with the authority to perform 
such duty. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, more than perhaps any other 
Commissioner in the departments, is required to be absent frequently 
from his office at Washington. It is important that he should go into 
the field at times and visit the different Indian agencies. When con
tracts are being let for supplies to the agencies the Commissioner iB 
obliged to go to New York; and he has per !ormed very valuable service 
by going there, having been enabled by giving his personal attention 
to contracts to save the Government hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

Mr. WE.A. VER, of Iowa. And the Committee on Indian Affairs bas 
recommended that he shall go into the field. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes; as I understand, the Committee on In
dian Affairs has recommended that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
in order to properly understand the -necessities of the Indian service, 
shall go into the field and examine the condition of the Indians on the 
reservations and at the different Indian agencies. 

Mr. Mcl\IILLIN. Is it not a fact that the Commissioner is often nec
essarily away from his office here in Washington from one to three weeks 
at a time? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have j ost stated that he is often compelled 
to be absent for weeks; and under the law as it has existed heretofore 
the official duties of the position during his absence have been left in 
the hands of a mere clerk, or chief clerk, as yon may term him. But 
there are certa.in important, necessary, and responsible duties which can 
be performed only by the Commissioner or by some one authorized by 
law to act as deputy or assistant commissioner. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to inquire what necessity exists now 
which has not existed heretofore for this additional office? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The necessity has existed heretofore. It has 
at times been very important that there should be an assistant Com
missioner, bot owing to the failure of the law to provide fot such an 
officer many important duties have during theabsence of the Commis-
sioner been left undischarged. · 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I see that this is the creation of a new office, 
which I think is in general a movement in the wrong direction. 

Mr. STOH~I. The amendment does not create an additional office. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. It does not increase the number of employes. 

Under this amendment an officer already in office will be required 
to perform additional duties. Besides dic:;charging the duties he hno 
heretofore performed he will be required to take the place of the Com
missioner when that officer is necessarily absent from Washington. n 
would be gross injustice that this assistant Commissioner shonld be 
compelled to do double duty and bear greatly increased responsibilities. 
while restricted to a less salary than any other assistant Commissioner 
in any of the Departments. 

Mr. OATES. Both H.ouses have concurred in the necessity for such 
nn office, and $3,000 would seem to be a reasonable salary. 

1\Ir. TOWNSHEND. It is very reasonable. 

MESSAGE FROl\I THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose, and Mr. BURNES having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mc
CooK, its Secretary, stated it had non-concurred in the amendment of 
the House to the bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young, 
asked for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. SAWYER, .Mr. WHITTHORNE, 
and Mr. 'VILSON of Iowa. 
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' It further announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment 
of the House to the bill (S. 1666) granting a pension to Edward Corn
ing, with an amendment, in which concurrence was reqnested. 
• It further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 807) granting 
pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, with amend
ments, in which concurrence was requested. 

It further announced that the Senate insisted on i t.s amendments dis
agreed to by the House on the bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and direct
ing the Secretary of the Interior to extend the time for the payment of 
the purchase-money on the sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Mis
souria tribes of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and asked 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 
appointed Mr. DAWES, Mr. HARRISON, and Mr. MAXEY managers of 
said conference on its part. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 33) for the relief 
of Alexander K. Shepard, with an amendment, in which concurrence was 
requested. ' 

It further announced the return to the House of Representatives for 
its concurrence ofthe bill (S. 100) for the reliefofWilliam H. Crook. 

It further announced agreement to the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 2192) granting a pension to Abby L. Burbank. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 7879) to amend 
the law relating to the bonds of executors in the District of Columbia, 
with an amendment, in which concurrence was requested. 

It further announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested: 

.A bill (S. 1018) for the relief of Patrick Cook; 

.A bill (S. 1802) for the relief of Isaac Harter; 

.A bill (S. 2455) granting a pension to Edward D. Patchin; 
A bill (S. 2035) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State 

of Oregon with the sum of $12,398.55, for ordnance and ordnance stores 
to be issued to the Territory of Washington on account of said State, in 
payment for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by said State of 
said Territory during the Nez Perce Indian war of 1877 and 1878, 
and for other purposes; · 

A bill (S. 2157) to prevent obstructive and injll!ious deposits within 
the harbor and adjacent waters of New York city by dumping or other
wise and to punish and prevent such offenses, and making other pro-
visions in connection therewith; • 

A bill (S. 2475) for the relief of Samuel Noble; and 
A bill (S. 2249) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the Terri

tory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 
issued to said Territory, and for other purposes. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to properlyanswertheinquiryofthe 

gentleman from Michigan I would be glad to call the attention of the 
committee to the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House 
in reference to the duties of this office and the increase of this work. 

The report says: 
The work of this bureau is constantly increasing. The increase in the year 

1885 over 1884 was over 30 per cent., and the increase for the first quarter of 1886 
over the first quarter of 1885, has been over 33t per cent.; and the increase for the 
three past months over a similar period in 1884 is about 4.6 per cent. 

And, if the gentleman will permit me, I would like to have an extract 
from the report of Commissioner Atkins read in this connection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the time for debat.e has expired. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 

expired. · 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, wasrecognized, and yielded two and a half 

minutes to Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. That will be sufficient. I ask the Clerk to 

read what I send to the desk. This is from the report of the present 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Atkins. Those who have served 
here upon the floor with him will bear testimony that there was not a 
member in this House who was so anxious or who sought more sedu
lously to secure honesty and economy in the Departments of the Gov
ernment than he. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 
As will be seen from what immediately follows, it is my desire to assign to 

the chief clerk additional important labors. I deem it proper to call attention 
to the fact that the duties personally devolving upon tlie Commissioner of In
dian Affairs, as the responsible head of the Indian Bureau, :ue unusually multi
form, complicated, and onerous, and to properly discharge them requires much 
more time and attention than can be given during business hours,, The good 
of the service leads me to suggest that Congress be asked to give this bureau an 
assistant commissioner, who shall also perform the duties of chief clerk . . To 
that officer could then be referred much of the routine work which may be per
formed equa.lly well by another, but which now involves a. large expenditure of 
time and labor on the part of the Commissioner, and to just that extent lessens 
his ability to devote his energies to the more important matters which relate to 
the general administration of Indian affairs. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] · 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hardl..Y think that the gentleman from Illinois is 

justified when time is of very great value in occupyingthe attention of 
the committee in reading a report with which of course every gentleman 
is familiar. . 

"l.Ir. WEAVER, of Iowa. I believe, Mr. Chairman, I am entitled to 
the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I yielded two and a half minutes to the 

gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman then im

mediately after the gentleman from Indiana concludes. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I only rose to say a few words before asking for .a 

vote. I am surprised at the adion of the gentleman from Illinois. 
The Committee on Appropriations considered this subject and have 
recommended that the salary of this officer be fixed at $2,500 a year, 
which is an increase of $500 over his present salary. No gentleman 
is deceived about this matter. 

The Indian Office is admirably administered,. and its chief is one of 
the most upright, reliable, and efficient officers of the Government. 
The office is well conducted in every respect. But the duties which 
will devolve upon the assistant commissioner are substantially just the 
same as the chief clerk has hitherto performed and is now perform~ 
in g. An increase of salary of $1,000 would be a very unusual--

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not excessive at all, but it would simply 
equalize his salary with that of others performing the same duties, or 
less work in fact, and who are getting $3,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would be an unusual increase. .You have not 
increased any salary as much as $1,000. In faet as n. rule there""hn.ve 
been n<Y increases. You have provided salaries for the officer in charge 
of the Bureau of Labor and some others in excess of the average, and 
for adjusting private land claims inN ew Mexico, Arizona, and Colorado 
there were salaries provided for in excess of the usual salaries, but those 
are all the striking instanceS; but I do.hopethat this side of the House 
will adhere to the pledges made to the country against increases of sal
aries beyond a reasonable limit. An increase of $500, making the salary 
$2,500, might perhaps be reasonable and justifiable; that is the judg
ment of your Committee on Appropriations, who have examined the 
subject carefully; and I trust that a large increase like this $1,000 to 
an officer who is now getting the usual salary of $2,000 for clerk of a 
bureau will not be made. 

Mr. STORM. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana whether or 
not the original bill did not provide a salary of $3,000? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; the committee at one time had such an 
opinion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask the gentleman if he·would not 
consider it unjust to limit this officer's salary to $2,500 when we pay 
$3,000 to other persons performing the same duties or less? This officer 
has really more duties to perform for the reason that the others have 
chief clerks. 

!fr. HOLMAN. But there is some regard to be had to the charac
ter and responsibilities of the duties to be performed. While it is true 
that the assistant commissioner of Indian affairs holds a very impor
tant position, it of course is not up to the proportions of the Land 
Office, where the Commissioner receives $4,000 and $3,000 is paid to _ 
the assistant commissioner. I admit the salaries of the Land Office 
are not ample, as it is the great bureau of the D3partments. 

1\Ir. TOWNSHEND. And he has no m.or~ . laborions duties to per
form than the assistant comm.issioner of Indian Affairs. 

-.Mr. HOLMAN. There is not so important a position at that salary 
in the Government. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand the gentleman to say that the du
ties will remain substantially the same as they are now performed by 
this official? 
· Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. Substantially the same according to my 
understanding of the office. . 

.Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it is not an increase of 
salary, it is the creation of a new office and a provision for a reasonable 
salary. That is all it is. Yon impose new duties upon the gentleman 
who now acts as chief clerk and say he shall be assistant commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and then the question arises what is a reasonable . 
compensation? Now, sir, there are in the Interior Department the 
Commissioners of Indian Affairs, of Patents, of Pensions, and of the 
Land Office. They are all of equal rank, and certainly this bureau is 
of just as much importance as any other of them; a . great deal more 
than some, I think, and it has a less force of employes than any one of 
the other Commissioners. I can see no good reason for making a dis
tinction in any one of these salaries, all of which are low enough now. 
But, I repeat, this is not a question of increase of salary but the fixing 
of a salary of a new office created by the bill. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and. Mr. HoLMAN took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

A message in writing from the President of the United Stat-es was 
communicated to the Honse. by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also informed the House that the President had approved bills of 
the following titles: . 

An act (H. R. 41) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Saint .Joseph, in the State of 
Missouri, and to establish it as a post-road; 

An act (H. R. 392) declaring forfeited. certain grants of land made 
to certain States in aid of the construction of railroads; 
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An act (H. R. 5874) to provide for the taxation of railroad-grant lands, 
and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2148) to amend an act entitled "An act to provide a 
building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts of 
the United States, the post-ofiice, and other Government offices at 
Williamsport, Pa.," and making an additionalappropriation therefor; 

An act tH. R. 4498) authorizinganadaitional appropriation of$25,000 
for the court-house at Keokuk, Iowa, to make the same fire-proof; 

An act (H. R. 5862) providing for the establishment of certain light
houses and fog-signals, and for other purposes; and 

An act (H. R. 985) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to transfer 
the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La., t~the Louisiana State 
University and Agricultural and Mechanical College at said place for 
educational purposes, and granting to the city of Marquette, Mich., 
certain lands for park purposes. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. BURNES. The history of this item of appropriation may be 

interesting. In order that it may be known to this Committee of the 
Whole Honse I invite special attention to it. When the original bill 
-was reported by the distinguished gentleman from Indiana to the Honse 
l t contained a provision precisely similar to the Senat-e amendment now 
before us. The Committee on Appropriations then thought that $3,000 
was the proper salary for the assistant commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and so the gentleman from Indiana reported in the bill. It was the 
deliberate judgment of the Committee on Appropriations. It was the 
free, voluntary offering of the committee. 

When the bill was considered in Committee of the Whole the item 
was ruled out on a point of order and the Indian Department was left 
without any assistant commissioner. Considered in the Senate, the 
item was restored and comes back to us as an amendment of. that body 
in the precise words, I believe, originally adopted by the House Com
mitteo on Appropriations and reported to the House as stated. 

The assistant commi.c;sioner of Public Lands has a salary of $3,000; 
and the original bill reported to the Honse contained an increase of 
such salary to $3,250, with a chief clerk at a salary of $2,250. The 
assistant commissioner of Patents has a salary of $3,000, with a chief 
clerk at $2,250. There are two assistant commissioners of Pensions, 
each of whom receive $3,600,-with two chief clerks, one at $2,500 and the 
other :lot $2,000. 

The assistant commissioner of Indian Affairs is-allowed no chief clerk. 
He performs all the duties of that office; all the du~es of a chief clerk 
and nearly half the time the office duties of the Commissioner, who is 
required, necessarily, to visit Indian tribes and ascertain personally 
their condition and necessities. Why this inequality.? It is admitted 
that this is one of the most important bureaus of the Government. Its 
distinguished head has made an honorable fame throughout the Repub
lic, and surely his assistant commissioner should be as justly and liberally 
provided for as other officers of like grade. I am not an advocate of 
increased salaries, but I am of equality and justice. 

There was a special Committee on Indian Affairs which went over 
the Western country last summer. They saw the necessity for this as
sistant commissionership and, if I mistake not, recommended its crea
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at all. 
?tlr. BURNES. The Committee ou Indian Affairs recommended it, 

I know, and I have before me their report upon the subject. My honor
able friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], in reporting the original bill 
establishing this office and fixing im salary at $3,000, must be held as 
committed to the propriety of both. 

May I not, Mr. Chairman, with appropriate curiosity, inquire why my 
distinguished friend in charge of the bill now resists the Senate amend
ment, which is but an indorsement of the action of himself and the Com
mittee on Appropriations? What new light has he had on the subject 
since he reported the original bill? Why was this salary placed at 
$3,000 a month or so ago, and, indorsed by the Senate, is now regarded 
as $500 too high? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman--
1t1r. BURNES. The distinguished gentleman must please pardon 

me. A moment ago ~e would not yield to me. Why should the in
dorsement of the Senate make us distrust our own original judgment? 
I can not believe that the distinguished gentleman from Indiana has 

_ taken fright by reason of such indorsement of his original provision. 
Personally I care nothing about this matter, and have but a slight 

personal acquaintance with t1l.e gentleman upon whom the duties of this 
new position are likely to fall, but I am quite sure he is entitled to 
and will receive justice and equality of compensation with other officials 
of the same rank and service. The fact that he is a Tennesseean will 
not be regarded by this committee-as sufficient justification for an in
adequate or inferior salary. 

.Mr. HOLMAN. I think the statement of my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. BURNES] is a little unfair. The gentleman ought be aware I 
never favored the increase ofthis salary to $3,000. I consented to an 
increase to $2,590. It is not a. proper thing for~ or myself to refer 
to what tmnspired in the Committee on Appropriations; and yet he 

says because I reported the bill containing that provision I was in 
favor of it. 

I appreciate the young gentleman who fills this position of chief 
clerk of the Indian Office as an active, efficient, and faithful public 
officer, and I should not have objected to $2,500, as I understood it to 
be fixed in the first instance, and as I think other members of the com
mittee understood it. The gentleman from Missouri talks about the 
salary"being reduced from $3,000 to $2,500~ It is simply a proposed 
increase from $'2}000 to $3,000. If the gentleman from· "Missouri and 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] can find the creation of new offices :l.nd 
this increase of salaries in hm:mony with the pledges made by their 
fri~ds, if not by themselves, all over the country two years ago, it is. 
something I can not comprehend. It is not in conformity, as I under
stand, with the pledges on which these seats on this ·side of the Honse 
were filled. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will ask my friend if, when he becomes sat
isfied that the duties of an office have so greatly increased that there 
must be an additional officer to efficiently perform them, is not the 
public service benefited by the creation of such an office ? 

111:r. HOL111AN. The duties are as they ruwe been heretofore. Tho 
Indian Office has always been an interesting one. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Oh, no. The report I read shows they have 
increased 50 per cent. 

1111:. WILSON. Before the vote is taken I wish to call :l.ttention to 
·a remark of my colleague on the committee,. the gentleman from Indi
ana [Mr. HOLMAN], which is not perhaps up to his usual standard of 
fairness. I do not suggest that he has intentionally deviated from that 
standard. But when he said he understood the committee o~crinaJly 
fixed this sala.ry a.t $2,500 and added that that was the understanding of 
other members of the committee, I must &'ly that I do not think that 
was fair to other members of the committee and to- the clerk who keeps 
the records, in whom the committee have absolute confidence. I think 
the other members of the committee will bear meout in the sta.tement 
that the amount of $3,000, as originally reported by the gentleman in 
charge of the bill, was the amount originally agreed on. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My understanding was that it was uxed at $2-,50o-; 
such was the opinion of at least one other member of the committee. 
But by no possibility could anything I said as to that be construed as 
throwing a shade of doubt on the correctness. of the records of the com
mittee. 

The committee divided; and there were-ayes 23, noes 88. 
So the motion to concur with an amendment was not agreed to. 
1tfr. STORM. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

· The amendment was concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 157 was concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 158,. 159, 160, 1611 and 162 were read to

gether, and were non-concurred in. 
The amendment 163was read, raising the appropriation for compen

sation of the Commissioner of Pensions to $5,000. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Approp1iations 

to recommend concurrence in that amendment. It relates to the com
pensation of the Commissioner of Pensions. The salary was fixed by 
the action of the House at $4,000, but the origin.'\1 recommendation of 
the Committee on Appropriations was $5,000. The Senate has increased 
the amount from four to five thousand dollars, as originally recommended 
by the committee, and. the committee now recommend concurrence in 
the Senate amendment. _ 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I have not behind me, in my opposition 
to this amendment, the report of any committee, but I have behind me, 
in justification of the position which I take, certain facts which I think, 
if understood, may lead others to the idea that they ought not to concur 
in this amendment. 

The first proposition I make against concurrence is that the provision 
is squarely in contravention of a distinct statute law. That may not 
have any particular bearing upon the subject in the minds of some gen
tlemen, but my next proposition is that being-in contravention of law 
it is also in conflict with Rule XXI of this House, because it.is in con
flict with the law. The third objection that I make to concurring in 
this amendment is that other like officers, the other Commissioners, do 
not get this salary. The Commissioner of Patents does not get so much; 
the Commissioner ofindian·Affairsdoes not get so much; the Commis
sioner of the Land Office does not get it; the Commissioner of Educa
tion does not get it; the Commissioner of Labor does not get it; the 
Commissioner of Railroads does not get it; the Commjssioner of Agri
culture does not get it. Now, I can not for the life of me see the pro
priety of violating the statute law :md violatirig the rules of this House 
for the sake of placing this particular man's salary a thousand dollars 
higher than the law permits it to be, thus making a di crimination in 
his favor as against all these other officers. It is not necessary for me 
to prove to this House that he is not so good an officer as the others; 
but even upon the assumption that they are all equally gootl officers, 
and that their dnties are equally onerons aiid equally well performed, 
it seems to me tha,t there can be no good reason urged why an excep
tion should be made in favor of this one unless, indeed, it be that gen
tlemen having much business to do in that office may find it more con-
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venient to be friends than enemies of the Commissioner. But in the 
face of the additional fact that this officer in his last report told us that 
human ingenuity had been exhausted in that office to prevent the al
lowance of pension claims, I do not see why he should be rewarded with 
a th~d dollars extra salary in violation of L.1.w and in violation of 
the rules of this House. . 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to say a word about this matter iil connec
tion with the motion of th~ gentleman from Indiana. to concur in the 
Senate amendment. As that gentleman has stated, when this bill was 
first reported to the House the salary recommended for the Commis
sioner of Pensions was $5,000. Upon a point of order made by the gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON] it was cut down to $4,000, 
because that was the amount of the salary :fixed by the Revised Stat
utes. Some three or four years ago, however, there was an appropria
tion of $5,000 made for the salary of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
and it has been kept at that figure from that time to this. 

Now I want to say that, notwithstanding the fact thatthis salary is 
:fixed by the Revised Statutes at 4,000, I believe _that a man who is 
competent to fill that great office ought to receive 5, 000 a year. It 
may be alleged that the present Commissioner of Pensions has not 
pleased all of us in the performance of his duties, and I WlTI frankly 
say that he has not always pleasecl me, though perhaps he has pleased 
other gentlemen. But without reference to that question, the office 
itself, in view of the great responsibility which it imposes, is entitled 
to a salary of $5,000 a year. 

Upon the same principle we might consider the salaries of the other 
officers of the Government, commencing with the Chief Executive of the 
nation and coming down. I think the President of the United States 
ought to receive $50,000 a year, although I am frank to say that if I 
were to consider that question-from a personal point of view, with 
special reference to the present Executive, I might claim that he did 
not earn $50,000 because of his many sins of omission and commission. 
But, on the other hand, his acts may meet the approval of other gen
tlemen, and, without reference to that question1 I hold that the Chief 
Executive of the United States ought to have a salary of $50,000 a year. 

So I might run down fronione office of the Government to another. 
Many of the incumbents of those offices in their action do not accord 
with my idea of what such officers should be, and do not perform their 
duties as I think they ought to perform them, but I would have the sal
aries in proportion to the importance and responsibility of the offices, 
and then, if the incumbents of those offices do not perform their duties 
as the majority of the people think they ought to perform them, by 
and by the people will have a chance to be heard, and they will be 
turned out and others will be chosen who will perform the duties bet
ter. From this standpoint, sir, I think it is entirely proper that the 
office of Com missioner of Pensions should command a salary of $5,000 
a year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understood the gentleman from illinois to say 
that this salary was :fixed by law at $4,000. 

1\fr. CANNO~. The Revised Statutes :fix it at $4,000, but since 1881 
we have been appropriating at the rate of $5,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, if it is proper to make an appropriation of 
$5,000 to pay a salary fixed by law at $4,000, why would it not be equally 
proper to make an appropriation of $6,000 apiece to pay the $5,000 sal
ary of each member of this House? In other words, if you begin this 
where are yon going to stop? I do not think this salary is any too high 
for the Commissioner of Pensions, but I think we ought to amend .the 
general law. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that since 1881 we have 
appropriated $5,000 per annum for the Commissioner of Pensions~ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Because we have done wrong for four or five years 
we are to do wrong indefinitely. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say further that the Democratic majority 
hro:e by many actions touching these appropriations have virtually con
fessed that all the pretenses they made in the Forty-fourth, the Forty
fifth, and the Forty-sixth Congresses in regard to economy and the re
duction of salaries was mere ' ' leatheT and prunella, '' mere sham and 
shoddy. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, we are here yet. 
Mr. CANNON. Those same gentlemen come here now and increase 

a number of salaries and create a number of new offices. 
[Here the hammer fell. J 
Mr. SPRINGER. Without any reference to the sufficiency or in

sufficiency of the salaries of other Commissioners, I think the Commit
tee of the Whole will concur with me iu the statement that the gen
tleman who now occupies the office of Co:mm.i5sioner of Pensions is en
ti tied to a salary of :;>5, 000 a year. During the last fiscal year the 
amount of money that passed through that office was $65,000,000. 
The number of certificates allowed--

:M:r. DINGLEY. No money passes through that office. 
Mr. PRICE. How mnch money does the Commissioner of Pensions 

handle? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Well , the money is paid out upoa the findings 

of the_ office of which he i'> the head; and if he handles not one cent-
Mr. CUTCHEON. Is not the money to pay pensions transmitted 

directly from the Treasury Dep:trtment to the pension agencies? 

1\Ir. SPRINGER. It is. But I am speaking of the responsibility 
which attaches to an office the decisions of which involve so large an 
amount of money. 

~Ir. PRICE rose. 
Mr. SPRINGER. During the time the present Commissioner has 

been in office he has allowed original and increased applications for 
pensions to the number of one hundred and ten thousand, involving 
many milli.ons of dollars. Now the business of the Pension Bureau 
imposes upon its head a vast amount of responsible and exacting labor. 
I t~nk that a salary of 5,000 is little enough. 

1\Ir. PRICE. Will the gentleman from illinois allow me to ask 
him--

1\Ir. HOL:\IAN. I move that the committee rise, the object being 
that we may extend the hour for adjournment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The committee a<:cordingly rose; and the Speaker bmring resumed 

the Chair, 1\Ir. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had had lll\der consideration the legis
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, with the amendments 
of the Senate thereto, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the House is fully impressed with the 
necessity ·of completing this bill at the earliest moment in the hope 
that it may become a law by the 15th instant. I therefore ask unani
mous consent that the House continue its session after 5 o'clock until 
the bill is completed-not as to a final vote, but as to the consideration 
of the Senate amendments. 

Mr. RYAN. Why not have the final vote this afternoon? 
1\Ir. HOLMAN. I will modify my motion and ask that the session 

continue till the bill be closed up. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con

sent that the hour of anjournmeut be postponed to--day until the com
pletion of the consideration of the Senate amendments to this bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, ofPennsylvania. In Committee of the Whole? 
The SPEAKER. In the House also, as the Chair understands. Is 

there objection? 
1\Ir. STRAIT. I object. 
~1r. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not object. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Minnesota insists on his ob- . 

jection I shall ask the House at a suitable time to take a recess until 
.8 o'clock this evening. 

Mr. STRAIT. I withdraw my objection. 
The SPEAKER. If there benofurtherobjection, the order reques~d 

by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] will be made. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move. that the House again resolve itself into 

Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera
tion of the Senate amendments to the legislative, executive, and judi
cial appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. . 
'.Phe House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

on the state of the Union (Mr. BLOUNT in the chair), and resumed the 
consideration of the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8974) 
making appropriations foT the legislative, executive, and judicial ex
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, Mr. Chairman, we shall now have a vote. 
Mr. PRICE. I hope we shall not proceed to vote until we under

stand a ·little more fully the circumstances surrounding this vexed 
question. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has under
taken to impress upon us the importance of raising this salary, because 
of the immense amount of money which, as he stated, pa...~es through 
the hands of this officer. I tried at that point to ask him the question 
whether this officer gives any bond at all, whether he handles a dollar 
of money. But the getleman would not give me an opportunity to put 
that question. Now, I assert that the Commissioner of Pensions gives 
no bond, handles no money, is responsible for no expenditure-

Mr. SPRINGER. I so stated. 
Mr. PRICE. I did not hear the gentleman's statement. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I so stated in answer to the gentleman from Mich

igan [Mr. CUTCHEO~). 
Mr. PRICE. Then, how does the amount of money expended by 

that Department cut any :figure when we are determining the compen
sation this officer should receive, if be is under no bonds, handles no 
money, and is not under any financial responsibility? 

1\Ir. SPRINGER rose. 
Mr. PRICE. The gentleman wi!J-pardon me. He did not yield to 

me,. and I must in this case pay him back in his own coin, although he 
is a genial gentleman whom I am ordinarily glad to oblige. 

1\Ir. SPRINGER. Never mind compliments. 
Mr. PRICE. When the gentleman speaks of the present Commis

¢oner as more efficient than any other officer who ever occupied that 
position I dissent from that conclusion, and I wish to state the facts in 
justification of my dissent. When he took that office there were about 
five thousand claims passed up for final adjudication which had been 
examined, all the laboT of which had been done except the final review 
by his predecessor. He took ftom his examiners a large force and put it 
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on the review board, causing the business to be retarded in the other Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, this is a very im-
depa.rtments. To the reorganization of his force much of the success portant matter and should be settled by the House·. 
of the admission of claims is attributable. · Mr. HOLMAN.· There is a doubt in the mind of the committee as 

But another circumstance should not be krgotten. Up to that roo- to whether it properly belongs to that field of inquiry or not, and there
ment no case was ever briefed without having the name, number, post- fore we have recommended non-concurrence for the purpose of w;am-
office address, and time of filing, and also a brief of every paper filed in ining the question. • • 
the case. That was charged to merely making a face brief, in which no . Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the House will concur in so important an 
reference at all is made to the papers in the case. That io; the idea and amendment as that. 
the result of the brain of another man, an employe. Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. We ought to concur by all means. 

So that when you take the efficiency of the man, in the face of ftle The question was taken; and on a divi:!ion there were-ayes 48, noes 
declaration he has exhausted his ingenuity to prevent the passage of 75. 
claims, you must not bring this in here as an inducement to me to give So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
him a thousand dollars more than the law allows and more than is given Amendments numbered 180 and 181 were non-concurred in. 
to the head of a:t;~y other bureau in this entire Government. Amendments numbered 182, 183, 184, 185, and 186 were concurred in. 

[Here the hammer fell.] Amendments numbered 187 and 188 were non-concurred in. 
Mr. To~SKEND rose. Amendments numbered 189, 190, 191, and 192 were concurred in. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the debate will close. Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask what reason there is why 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have the floor. these surveys in Arizona and California have been cut down so much. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will proceed. This amendment of the Senate numbered 189 strikes out "$2,000" -
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I trust the debate will not be complicated ·and inserts· '' $1,000,'' and the amendment numbered 191 strikes on t 

with the manner in which the present officer has administered the duties '' $15,000" and inserts "$5, 000." 
of that office. I submit any fair-minded member, if he will contemplate 1tfr. HOLMAN. It results from the fact, as the gentleman is aware, 
theamountofworkperformed bytheCommissionerofPensions, Idonot that the House, and the Senate also it seems, have reached the conclu
care who fills the office-if he will consider the great responsibility and sion that it is not nec~ary this year to appropriate any considerable 
the vast amount of labor required to be done will admit the Com- sum of money for this service. since there is but little business being 
missioner of Pensions ought to receive at least $5,000 a year. done in the surveyors' offices and little will be done during the coming 

I wi~>h to correct an error into which my friend from Wisconsil). has year. I think in the sundry civil bill we appropriated about $50,000 
fallen. He seems to think we are here attempting to increase the sal- for resurveys. · 
ary of the Commissioner of Pensions. There is no increase over what Mr. RYAN. The Senate concurs in the opinion of the House in that 
has been paid preceding Commissioners. regard. 

1t!r. PRICE. Above the law, it is. Amendments numbered 193 and 194 were concurred in. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is to give to the present Commissioner of Amendments numbered 195 and 196 were non-concurred in. 

Pensions what was given to the Commissioner of Pensions last year, Amendment numbered 197 was concurred in. 
and preceding years. Amendments numbered 198 and 199 were non-concurred in. 

Mr. PRICE. It was never given until1~1. Amendments numbered 200· to 209, inclusive, except amendment 
:Mr. TOWNSHEND. It has been given to every Commissioner of number 207, were concurred in. 

Pensions since then. Amendment numbered 207 was read, as follows: 
Mr. PRICE. In violation of law. Strike out" eleven" and insert" four;" so that it will read" $4,830." 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The duties of that office have been constantly Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I wish to move non-concurrence in the 
increasing. · It has been given to Mr. Dudley, who was the preceding amendment in order to restore the figure which was incorporated by 
Commissioner. 

Mr. PRICE. In violation oflaw. the House in the bill. I want to state, sir, that the House 'appropri-
Mr. TOWNSHEND. No it was not in Tiola.tion ofln.w. ated $11,800 for this purpose. The appropriation last year was $15,-
Mr. RYAN. We make laws here. 300, and the Senate has now cut it down to $4,800. FrQm the best in-
Mr. PRICE. It was in violation oflaw. formation I can obtain this latter named sum is entirely inadequate to 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The appropriation bills fixed the salary at carry out the duties of that office. General Sparks telegraphs me, the 

$5,000. I know the former Commissioner of Pensions, Dudley, received present Commissioner of the General Land Office: 
a salary of $5,000. [Cries of ''Vote!"] The salary was increased in The total area. of public lands remaining unsurveyed up to June 30, 18S5, is 

II d 1,663,223 acres. 
view of the increased duties. Commissioner Dudley was compe e to Mr. RYAN. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to the fact 
take home with him at night 'papers in cases to keep up the work of 
the Department. [Cries of "Vote!"] I know GeneraLBlack has been that the House refused to make any appropriation to survey the pub-

lic lands for the next :fiscal year. 
forced to do likewise and labor long after office hours. We only pro- Mr. HOLMAN . . There is nothiug to do in that office now. 
pose to give him what bas been given for five years to the Commis- Ur. KING. Wel1, I think it is wrong. I think there should be 
sioner of Pensions. · [Cries of "Vote ! "] 

1tfr. CUTCHEON. Lest there might be some misunderstanding as means provided for carrying on the office as contemplated by the policy 
that bas been always practiced hitherto. 

to the inquiry put to me I wish to say one word: that any man who Mr. HOLMAN. But if there is no work to be done there is no 
is fit to be Commissioner of Pensions is fit to be a member of Congress, necessity for keeping up a body of clerks. 
and that any man fit to be a member of Congress is worth $5,000 a. Mr. KING. I would like the gentleman to explain why there should 
year. But I think we ought to begin first by changing the law, and be an office if there is no work to do. The gentleman is au economist, 
thus making the appropriation in accordance with the la,w. and if there is an office without work, why not abolish the office en-

The amendment was concurred in. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that amendments num- tirely? 

bered 164 and 165 be considered together. Ur. HOLMAN. That is. what we propose to do next winter. 
Mr. PRICE . . I rise to a question of order. Hasthevotebeen taken Mr. TOWNSHEND. We have abolished nearly all of them. 

'1\fr. KING. I think you are inflicting a great injustice on the pub-
on this proposition? lie service in this instance, and I hope the Honse will sustain me. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. Amendment 207 was concurred in. 
Mr. PRICE. I did not hear it, and would like to have it taken over Amendments 210, 211, and 212 were non-concurred in. 

a~~~ CHAIRMAN. The Chair submitted the question distinctly and Amendments 213 and 214 were read, as follows: 
. . In line 2448 strike out "$7,000" a.nd insert "$3,000." 

the committee acted upon It. In line 2449 strike out "~9,500" and insert "$5,500~': so that it would rend: 
Mr. PRICE. Not so distinctly that we could hear it. "For surveyor-general of the Territory of New ruexico, a2,500; and for the 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must direct the Clerk to proceed wi.th clerks in his office, $3,000; in all. $5,500." 

the reading. The committee recommended concurrence. 
Mr. PRICE. Well, I guess you can get it through under the gag Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to know if there is any special reason 

law without raising a row. for the reduction of the appropriation for clerks from $7,000 to $3,000 
Amendments numbered 164 and 165 were non-concurred in. in the office of the surveyor-general of the Territory of New Mexico. It 
Amendment numbered 166 was concurred in. seems to me in that great Territory, which is twice as large in area as 
Amendments numbered 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, the State of Illinois, and the business of that office having been behind 

176, 177, and 178 were non-concurred in. for some time, the amount for clerk-hire originally in the bill will be 
Amendment numbered 179 was Iead, as follows: required to finish up the unfinished business of that office in the com-

To enable the Commissioner of Labor to collect and report to Congress the ing year. I think it is a very great risk to take to cut down that service 
statistics of and relating to marriage and divorce in the several States and Ter- more than one-half. I hope we will non-concur, and that this will go 
ritories and in the District of Columbia, SIO,OOO. to a conference, that the matter may be investigated. Inquiry should 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to concur in that amendment. be made either by the comrriittee or by the Commissioner of the Gen-
Mr. HOLMAN. TheCommitteeonAppropriations thought that sub- eral Land Office of Mr . .Julian, who is at the head of that office, nnd I 

jectoughtto go to a committee of conference, and therefore recommend would be ready to agree to what a man of his character would state as 
non-concurrence. . to the requirements of his office. ! think be ought to be consulted as 
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to whether he can discharge the duties of his office on this great reduc-
tion. _ 

The amendments were concurred in. · 
Amendment 215 was non-concurred in. 
Amendment 216 was concurred in. · 
Amendment 217 was non-concurred in. 
Amendments 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, and 223 were read. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend concurrence in all these 

amendments. . . 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of .Arkansas. I request that amendments 

220 and 221 be omitted from this vote. 
The amendments just read, except 220 and 221, were concurred in. 
The c~cepted amendments, 220 and 221, were as follows: 
ln line 2472 strike out "86,000" and insert "$3,000;" in line 2473 strike out 

"88 500" and insert" $),500;" so that it would read: 
"For surveyor-general of the Territory of 'Vashington, $.2,500; and for the 

clerks in his office, $3,000; in all, S5, 500." 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I happen to know something 
about the business of the office of the surveyor-general of Washington 
T~rri tory, being intimately connected with those who are in office there; 
and I know that the field-notes of the past year have not been worked 
up. I therefore suggest to the gentleman from Indiana, who perhaps 
has not this information, that there is a full year's work on hand to be 
done. I would suggest to him that we non-concur in order to maintain 
liberty of action. · 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the suggestion made as to the extent to which 
the field-notes are behind, I have no objection to this going to the con
ference. 

The amendments 220 and 2'21 were non-concurred in. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to return to the Senate 

amendments relating to the office of surveyor-general of the Territory 
of New Mexico, for the purpose of moving non-concurrence 1or the same 
reason that the amendments relating to Washington Territory have just 
been non-concurred in. I think there should be an opportunity tor a 
further investigation of this matter. 
- Objection was made. 

.Amendments 224 and 225 were concurred in. 
Amendments 226, 227, 228, 229, and 230 were non-concurred in. 
Amendment 231 was concurred in. 
Amendment 232 was non-concurred in~ 
Amendment 233 was read, as follows: 

For postage required to prepay matter addressed to Pos!al Union countries, 
1100. . • 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am instructed to move to concur with the amend, 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 79, after line 23, insert as a separate paragraph the following: 
"For the following additiona.l force rendered necessary under the provisions 

of the act of January 20, 1885, providing for the ascertainment of the claims of 
American citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to July 31, 
1801, namely, two law clerks at $2,000 ench, and one stenographer at $1,600, to 
be employed for one year, to be appointed by the Attorney-General; in all, 
$5,600." 

1\<Ir. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from Indiana what that bas 
to do with an appropriation for postage to Postal Union countries? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is put in as a new paragraph. It is an in-
dependent paragraph. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. But yon have no right to attach an independent 
paragraph to the bill at this stage. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from illinois raise the ques
tion of order? 

Mr. ~PRINGER. !sit moved as an amendment to the Senate amend
ment? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. From conversations I have bad at the Depart
,.( ment I am satisfied that this is absolutely necessary. I hope no point 

will be made upon it. 
The Senate amendment 233 was concurred in with the proposed 

amendment. 
Amendment 234 was concurred in. 
Amendment 235 was read, as follows: 

Strike out the following: 
• • For salaries of the district judges of the United States for California., the norlh

erndistrictoflllinois,theeasterndistrictofL.ouisiana,l\Iassachusetts,l\Iaryland, 
New York, New Jersey, the southern district of Ohio, and for Pennsylvania, 
twelve in all, at $4,000 each, $48,000. 

"For;salariesof the district judges of the United States for Alabama, Arkansas, 
Connecticut, Colorado, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Indiana, the southern district 
of lllinois, Iowa, Kentucky, Kansas, the western district of Louisiana, Maine, 
l\Iissouri,Mississippi,Michigan,Minnesota,Nebraska,Nevada.,NewHa.mpshire, 
North Carolina, the northern district of Ohio, Oregon, Rhode Island, South Car
olina, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont. Virginia, 'Vest Virginia, and Wisconsin, forty
four in all, at 83,500 each, f154,000," 

And insert: · 
''For salaries of the fifty-six distl'ict judges of the United States,$W3,500." 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
Mr. MORROW. I move to concur. The para.gTaph proposed to be 

tltricken out made a reduction of $1,000 on the salary of the district 
judge for the State of California, and a. reduction of $500 on the salary 
of some other judge whose district I can not ascertain by merely look
ing at the hill. 

But there is a reduction of $1,000 in the House bill restored by the . 
Senate amendment. Now, the law provides that the salary of the 
distr~t judge for California shall be $5,000, and this .appropriation 
bill proposes to give him $4,000. In other words, it reduces his 
salary $1,000, and compels him to go to the Court of Claims to get 
the balance. The Senate amendment, however, brings up the salary 
to the amount at which it is fixed by law, and for that reason I pro, 
pose that the House concur in the amendment. 

When this matter was under discussion the other day in the House, 
it was suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
that the salaries of various officers in California had been adjusted at 
a time when living expenses were very high there, and that the time 
bad now come when those salaries should be cut down. But the com
mittee should Temember that for years and years the salary of the dis
trict judge of California was paid to him in greenbacks when the cur
rency of the Pacific coast was gold coin. The result of that was that 
for many years the district j ndge of California received only something 
like $2,000 or $2,500 annually for his services. However, be had a 
life position, and he had the assurance of the law that he would re
ceive $5,000 a year, and be went on arid performed his duties honora
bly ancl satisfactorily, and no judge stands higher than Judge Hoff
man in that rE!spect. 

Mr. CA ON. I will ask the gentleman from California if the Con-
stitution does not provide that the compensation of judges shall not be 
diminished dming their continuance in office? 

Mr. MORROW. I was about to allude to that. As gentlemen know, 
there is a constitutional provision, just cited by the gentleman from llli
nois [ M:r. CANNON], which prohibits a reduction in the salaries ofU nited -
States judges during their term of office. Of course I understand the 
proposition here is that this is an appropriation bill, and that it does 
not change the legal salary, but simply ~ppropriates a thousand dollars 
less for the payment of the salary; but the effect of it will be t.hat, if 
the judge does not go totheComtof Claims, this appropriation bill will 
absolutely change his salary. Such legislation is wrong in itself, and · 
furthermore it is small business, whichoughtnotto be entered upon by 
the House of Representatives.of the United States. 

Another point. The judicial salaries in California have been recently · 
reviewed by the convention which adopted our new constitution. That 
body cousidered this whole matter of the proper salaries for the judges, 
and the result was that.that convention, which was in favor of cutting 
down salaries generally, determined that our supreme court judges 
should have $6,000 a. year. That is the result of a reeent revision by 
the new constitutional conv~ntion in Califorilia. Now,lifthejudges of 
the supreme court of the State oughttoreceive $6,000ayear, certainly 
$5,000 is not too large a salary for the district judge, having jurisdiction 
over the whole State. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, upon the ground of merit, upon the ground 
of law, upon the ground of the Constitution of the United States, I hold 
that the Senate amendment ought to be concurred in. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the Senate amendment appropriate the 
amount of the salary fixed by the statute. law? 

JHr. MORROW. It does. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from California 

whether this office was not created at this session of Congress? 
Mr. MORROW. No, sir. The office has not been created by this 

Congress. This House has passed a bill providing a district judge 
for the southern district of California, but that bill has. not passed the 
Senate, and no one can·tell what will be its fate. This appropriation 
is for the district judge of California, who is now Judge Hoffman. 

l!r. SPRINGER. Does that judge receive his salary under a special 
law? 

Mr. MORROW. I do not understand that be does. 
l'Ir. SPRINGER. What is the amount of the salary fixed by law? 
Mr. MORROW. Five thousand dollars a vear. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is that salary fixed by the general law, or have 

we simply appropriated that much for the salary in the annual appro
priation bills? 

Mr. MORROW. I think it is fixed by a. general law. The judge 
has held this office for over thirty years. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the judge is receiving his salary under a gen
eral law, I admit that we can not reduce it . . 

:Ur. MORROW. He is, and that is the point. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MORROW to concur in 

the Senate amendment, and it was lostr-ayes 53, noes 55. 
So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 236 and 237 were non-concurred in. 
Amendments numbered ~ and 239 were concurred in. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 

rise and report the bill to the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 

the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
8974) maki:ng appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887~ 
with the Senate amendments thereto, and had directed him to report 
them back to the House with sundry recommendations. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thinkitwasagreed that there should 
be a separate vote in the HOW!e on certain propositions. 

Mr. REAGAN. A sepM:ate vote is to be taken on amendment No. 
38. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the1·e was a similar understanding in re
gard to the record in the Fitz-J ohn Porter case. I now move the pre
vious question on the amendmenta. 

The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. PRICE. I desire a separate vote on amendment No. 163. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will first put the question on ordering 

the previous ,question, after which any gentleman will lk·we the right 
to demap.d a separate vote on any amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimousconsentthatast(}all amendments 

on which a separate vote is not requested the action of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of · the Union be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will now indicate any amendments on 
which they desire separate votes. · 

Mr. PRICE. I ask for a separate vote on amendment No. 163, in
creasing the sa.lary of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask for a separate vote on amendment No. 28, on 
page 14, the amend.J;n.ent inserting the names of ''A.. H~ Pickens and 
H. T. Lyle.'' 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask for a separate vote on amendment 
No.179. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was understood there should be a separate 
Yote on amendment No~ 119. That was the agreement in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to call for a Separate 
vote on any amendment without regard to any agreement. 

If there be no objection the recommendation of the Committee of 
the Wholo on the state of the Union will be concurred in as to all 
amendments of the Senate except those on which a separate vote has 
been asked. 

There was no objection. 
Amendment numbered 28 (on which a .separate vote was asked by 

Mr. REAGAN) was read, as follows: · 
After the words "two chief pages," in line 326, insert ".A. H. Pickens and H. 

T.Lyle." 
The SPEAKER The Committee of the Whole House on the state 

of the Union reports in favor of concurring in lhis amendment. The 
question will be taken on concurrence. 

The question being taken, there were-ayes 66, noes 61. 
Mr. REAGAN. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 
Tellers were ordered: and Mr. REAGAN and Mr. BuTTERWORTH were 

appointed. 
.Mr. REAGAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and naJ'S were o.rdered: there being-:ryes 31, noes 99; more 

than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 
~'rn.OLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (H. R. 
1840) granting a pension to Samuel F. Garnett; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

Mr. BRUMM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 
The motion was agreed to; there. being-ayes 89, noes 44; and ac

cordingly (at 5 o'clock and 20 minntes p. m.) the House adjourned. 

PETITIONS, ETC. , 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as 1ollows: 

By Jar. J. M. 'ALLEN: Petition of Thomas P. Shell; of Zachariah 
Belne, andof Andrew Kramer, of Prentiss County; of JamesA. Mahan, 
of l\Irs. Mary A.. Harris, of Mrs. Judah McKinney, of Hardin Patter
son, U!ld of T. R. Willett, son of Richard H. Willett, of Tishomingo 
County ; of J. W. Thomas, executor of Mary J. Dunn, deceased, and 
of Susan S. Merrill, of Lee Cotmty; of Wiley H. Nabors, administrator 
of William Lasley, ofitawamba County; ofThomas N. Cheves, of Al
corn County; of Jefferson Bnrnett, of Rienzi County, and of Albert 
Jones and Mary E. Jones, of Kossuth, Miss., asking that their war 
claims be referred to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By l\1r. C. 1\I. ANDERSON: Petition of 40 persons, asking for the re
moYal of ch..'U'ge of desertion of .Alonzo 1\Iercer-to the Committee on 
:Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Concurrent resolution of the General As
sembly of Louisiana, relative to coast defenses and naval armament
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

1 By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Papers in support of House bill granting 
a pension to George W. Rogers, late of the Seventy-third Ohio Volun-
teer Infantry-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

By !!Ir. DOUGHERTY: Petition of Mrs. F. P. Ferriera, widow of F. 
P. Ferriera., of Duval County, Florida, asking that her war claim be re
ferred to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr~ ERMENTROUT. Memorial of Robert W. Spang, to. correct 
military record-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: PetitionofGeorgeJ. J,reller1 ofCompanyH, One 
hnndred and :fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, for an in
valid pension-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAY: Concurrent resolution of the General .Assembly of Lou
isiana, asking for the im}lfovementof the Ca.lcasieu River, Louisiana
to the Committee- on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of E .. L. Neale, a-dministrat()r 
of William P. L. Neale, deceased, late of Mason County, West Virginia, 
praying that his war claims be referred to the Court of Claims-to the 
Committee on War Claims. · . 

Also, petition for the relief of Anthony 1\icCole-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. • 

By Mr. KING: Petition of Louisa B. Martin, of Tensas Parish, Lou
isiana, asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of Clainls
to the Committee on War Claiins. 

By l\1r. MAYBURY: Petition of J. H. Wendell & Co. and others, citi
zens of Detroit, Mich., protesting against the consolidation of cel'tain 
customs districts-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. W. REID: Petition of 30 business firms in the tobacco 
trade, of Oxford, N. C., praying for a repeal of the tax on tobacc(}-tO 
the Committee on Ways and .Means. 

ByMr. RICHARDSON: PetitionoftheexecutorsofThomasHood, of 
Rutherford County, Tennessee, for relief-to the Committee on: War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of C. H. Alden a.nd others: of Griggsville, 
Ill., for the passage of Senate billl886. 

Also, resolution of Maj. Sam Hays Post, No. 477, Grand .Army of the 
Republic, of New Hartford, Ill., for thO' same-to the Committee on In
valid PensioD.s. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Thomas B. Paine, of Johnson County, 
Arkansasr asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Documents in support of House bill 9190, for 
the relief of the New Orleans Gaslight Company-to the same commit
tee. 

Also, memorial of Eugene Rillieux, of New Orleans, La,., asking that 
his claim be reinstated in the Court of Claims-to the Committee on 
Claims. . 

Also, concJIIrent resolution of the General Assembly of Louisin.na, 
relating to the improvement of the Calcasieu River-to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the sruner relative to the cemetery at 
Camp Moore, Louisiana-to the Committee on :1\filitary Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the same, relative to our national defenses-to 
the Committee on Naval.Ajiairs. · 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of second lientena.nts of the Signal 
Corps, for transfer to the line of the .Army-to the Committee on 1\Iili
ta. ry Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to House bill granting increase of pension to 
Mary E. Martin-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEW ART: Petition of citizens of Chambers 
Connty, Texas, for removal of bar at Double Bayou, Tex.-to the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.' 

By l\1r. WOODBURN: PaJ>ers in the claim of Col. H: C. De .A.hna-
to the Committee on Claims. · 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment ofmilroad a-nd other land grnnts; of bill for
feiting all railioad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of Honse bill organizing the Territory of Okla
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays; and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement 
of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. J . .A.. ANDERSON: Petition of Thomas W. Wilson and 33 
others, of E. J. Dennison and 38 others, and of .A.. M. Barker and 64 
others, citizens of the :fifth district of Kansas. 

By 1\Ir. BAKER: Petition of· Harry Barclay and 90 others, of John 
H. Mnrray and 55 others, and of George W. Watts" and 80 other , citi
zens of the thirtieth district of New York. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petion of J. D. Compton and 110 others and 
of. W. J. Benning and 161 others, citizens of the seventh district of 
Mississippi 

By Jif.r. BRADY.: Petition of J obn L. Artis and 41 others, citizens 
of Petersburg, Va. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Thomas J. Boyle and 85 others and of 
Daniel Bacon_ and 98 others, eitiz·ens of tbe thirteenth district of Penn-
sylvania. · 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of Peter Gardner and 22 others and of 
William H. Stiles and 30 others, citizens of the :fiilee.nth district of 
Pennsylvania.. · 
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By 1\Ir. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petiilion of C. E. Springer and127 others 

citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 
By Mr. T. J. CAI\'IPBELL: PetitionofLarritySchellie and105others 

and of John Gaffey and 100 others, citizens of the eighth district of 
New York. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of J. 0. Connor and 222 
others and of E. Delmar and 203 others, citizens of the first district of 
Florida. 

By l!Ir. DOCKERY: Petition of J. L. Fant and 515 others, of John 
.Loe and 523 others, and of John Grout and 83 others, citizens of the 
t.hird district of Missouri. 

Byl\Ir. EVANS: Petition of John G. McAnall and 180 others and of 
Jacob Bonne and 180 others, citizens of the seventh district of Penn- , 
sylvania. 

By Ur. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Chester City, Pa. 
· By Mr. FISHER: Petition of J. J. Miller and 148 others, of Lincoln 

Pierce and 47otheiS, of John l\!. Craig and 150 others, .ofL. N. Forbes 
and 26 others, of W. G. Beard and 72 others, and of R. G. Oatman and 
. 58 others, citizens of the tenth district of Michigan. 

By l\i.r. FLEEGER: Petition of Fred. Kamerer and 61 others and 
of Thomas Perry and 760 others, citizens of the twenty-sixth district 
of Pennsylvania. 

By lli. FORAN: Petition of Frank Kadern.vek and others, of Cleve
land; and of George W. Russell and 27 others, eitizens of the twenty
first district of Ohio. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Petition of 0. L. Patch and 97 othe:rs, of Charles 
Reeves and 60 others, and of James J. Gal tin and 46 others, citizens of 
the fourth district of Minnesota. 

By Mr. HALE: Petition of citizens of R-andolph County, l\fissourit 
and of Robert H. Wilson and 726 others, citizens of the second district 
of Missouri. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of P. Gagner and 24 others, of .A.. B. 
Smith and 75-others, of 1\I. O'Dowd and 47 others, andofW. H. Walsh 
and 97 others, citizens of the first district of New Hampshire. 

By l\Ir. HIESTAND: Petition ofW. L. Carpenter and 52 others, cit
izens. of the ninth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of J. Garrison and 13 others, and of W. R. 
Bowers and 22 others, ci:tizens of the sixth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of Oliver Sutton and 71 others, and of C. 
H. Cooley and 52 others, citizens of the second district of Neb-raska. 

By l\Ir. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Coalville, Tex.. 
By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of John J. Coffey and 720 othem, of A. 

J. Cornell and 66 others, ofL. M. Furlien and 87 others, and of W. A. 
Go in and 63 others, citizens of the twentieth district of lllinois. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of W. S. Knight and 74 others, citizens of 
the first district of Delaware. 

By 1\fr. l\1AHONEY: Petition of L. E. McCann and 80 others and 
ofR. H. Campbell and 36 others, citizens ofthe fourth district of New 
York. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of M. S. Goodrich and 110 others and 
of R. E. Matthew on and 45 others, citizens of the third district of 
Maine. 

:By l\fr. MILLS: Petition of citizens of McGregor, Tex. 
Byl\fr. MORRISON;- Petition of John Owen and 106 othem, of"\Vill

iam Koelle and 79 others, of Joe Davis and 100 others, and of L. J. 
l\ffiler and 44 otheYS, citizens of the eighteenth district of lllinois. 

Also, petition of 'Valter Mason and others, citizens of Saint Clair 
County, illinois. 

By l\Ir. NEECE: Petition of H. C. Sallenberger and 270 others, of 
Thomas Maguire and J 36 -others, of J. E. l\Ic.Grath and 60 others~ of Ed. 
S. Keen and 23 others, of William E. Smothers and 150 others, of Nell 
Corbett and 151 others, of John Ely and 70 othe:rs, of J. W. Adolphus 
and 55 others, of John L. Sullivan and 51 others, and of 0. S. Lee and 
40 otherst citizens of the nixlth district of lllinois. 

By l\Ir. NE.GLEY: Petition of Calvin Wyatt and 202 others and of 
Isaac Cline and 86 others, citizens of the twenty-second district of 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. THOMAS B. REED: Petition of Samuel Harris and 132 

By Mr. SHAW (by request): Petition of Patrick -Martin and 102 
others, of William Wilson and 56 others, of F. R. Bradbury and 23 
others, and of George H. Edwards and 45 others,_citizens of the second 
district Of Mary land. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of Frank Sweeny and 142 others, citizens 
of Freeland, Pa. · 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of D. E. Davis and 135 others ~nd of 
Griffith Lewis and ~6 others, citizens of the sixteenth district of Ohio. 

SENATE. 
TuESD.A Y, J'ltly 13, 1886. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a.m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read an.d approved. 

PETITIO~S ~~MEMORIALS . 

The PRESIDENT 11ro tempore. The Chair presents proceedings and 
resolutions of a convention of Republican editors of the State of Ohio, 
held in the city of Columbus, July 8, 1886, praying for an investiga
tion of charges in respeet to the election of Hon. H. B. PAy~ as 
Senator from that State; also a petition of officers and members of the 
Republican executive committee of Crawford County, Ohio, making 
the same prayer; a.Iso a. petition of 16 citizens of Shane's Crossing, Mer
cer County, Ohio, making the same prayer. The petitions will be re
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo're presented five petitions of citizens of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public 
lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement 
of a part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Commit
tee on Finance. 
. Mr. DAWES presented six petitions of citizens of Massachus~tts, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to..-the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional e.1ections, and the disbursement of a part 
of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi
nance. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of the American Humane Asso
ciation, praying for certain legislation fu regard to the transportation of 
live-stock; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Harris & l\Iatthews and 7 other 
dealers, of Negaunee, Marquette County, ll!ichigan, remonstrating 
against the passage of the proposed oleomargarine law; which was or
dered to lie on the t-able. 

CONSIDERATION 0! THE CALEim.A.R. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp01·e. If there are no ''concurrent or other 
resolutions" the morning business is closed, and the Calendar under 
the special order of July 7 is now in order. The first case on the Cal
endar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 2-207) to amend and enlarge the act approved June 18, 
1878, entitled "An act to provide for the distribution of the awards 
made under the convention between the United States of America and 
the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 4th day of July, 1868, ' ' was 
announced as first in order. 

l\Ir. GEORGE. I ask leave to present a petition at this time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Again the Chair will call the atten

tion of the Senate to the rule. 
1\Ir .. GEORGE. I had the petition in my desk at the time petitions 

were called and overlooked it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again call the atten

tioii of the Senate to the special rule under which the Senate is acting . . 
There being bnt two days left for the operation of this special rule, the 
Chair feels bound to enforce the rule strictly hereafter, because the time 
is takeu from the Calendar. The Senator from l\1ississippi will have 
an opportunity to present the petition at half past 12 o'clock. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

othe.rs, of Henry A. Pare and 54 others, and of Pierre Beaudoin and ILLEGAL TONNAGE DUES. 

34 others, citizens of the first district of Maine. Mr. SPOONER. Or~e.r of Business 1228, being Senate billl651, was 
By 1\Ir. RIGGS: Petition of J. H. Richardson and otbera, citizens of yesterday passed over informally. Does not that come up now? 

Quincy, ill The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read if the Senator calls 
. By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of C. A. Smith and·34 othe.rs, of Charles it up. It is subject to call. 
Stone and 35 others, and of John Conley and 170 others, citizens of the l\Ir. SPOONER. It was passed over informally, and I supposed that 
fourteenth district of lllinoiB. it would be first in order in the call of the Calendar this morning. 

By l\Ir. ST. MARTIN: Petition of J. J. Cameron and 93 others, of The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the bill is passed o>er inform-
0. H. Jackson and 270 others, of R. W. Harris and 51 others, of John ally it is not laid before the Senate until called up. 
R. George and 22 others, of Thomas W. Muller and 92 others, and of l\Ir. SPOONER. I ask that that bill be taken up. 
John Brasch and 53 others,. ~itizens of the f;irst district of Louisiana. The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The bill will be read. 
. By Mr .. SESSIONS: Petition !'~ B. D. Vtger and 43 others and of The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 1651) authorizing the Secretary of 
John Sullivan and 117 others, c1tizens of the thirly-:fonrth district of . the Treasury to ~e final adjustment of claims of eertain foreign 
New York. steamship companies arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage dues. 

By lli. SEYMOUR: Petition of Fred. Dexter and 60 others, of John Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 
Baur and 62 others, of John J . . F<?gau and 134 others, of Wi~;m J. Mr. FR¥E. It is a very long report. " 
Flood and 44 others, and of William O'Keefe and 83 others, citizens Mr. HOAR. I suggest thn.t the Senator from Wi&."'nsin be allowed 
of Connecticut.. to make a statement first. 
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